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Peop'le appear to beHeve that battered wmén are, \1nu

8 ncome,rmasucnistic woren wltn no" ‘desire to leave th ¥

nusbnnd % whl'le research in tng area 1nd1cates tnat these

‘beliefs * are 1arge1y untrue. An e

..'Wonen
U

“battered vonan. - The | independent - vaniables  wer"

: Respnnsihhity 7 '(Hign - Low and” Undetermined) for‘. tne‘

“batterd nn

three'separate wnen wzre crnssed wH:h each of these

&= conditluns for -a'total of 18 cases. . The dependent Variab'les

were 10 hﬂ;ola adjech ves weighted fur Hkabilfty

It vas predicned that | ‘viien 1n thie- Low Resp. s

comﬂt!on wuu'ld be moj negaﬂvely evaluated tnan women.-{
p : o

£ suppirted. As well, it as pre

+ the harm, ‘the more, responsvh'e thie " w

Hnile tnis prediction was not supported it was faun

. attributed iore res‘gbns‘lbl'lity.: Rqasnns are nfsqussed;- :

)

dSeverﬂ:y (More and Less) i case studies -_'n'f

“ the High " Responsibility condition = This predicﬂan was Y
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JNTRODUCTION . ™

I Jni . it
S A'I thuugh virtullly 19nured 1n the 1960 s 4 and» early
i

B -.1970 s, the pmb\ems@ the.. hattered wnman have come. under

intensive stndy 1n the’ past six or seven years Thnuglvt ‘to

v sc(en:i sts.

socfal

“With the Hs‘evaf‘ the ‘Feninist moverent;

h(me e}', and, the resu

Stg‘k and” HcEvoy (1970) fou\d
sample ‘of 1176 American adu'lts ory}}hftn of them approved o

e of slapp'lng \me s spouse ut snme time

Ha\ker ’(1979) i

t inﬂdence.rabes aS~'Mgh as 608

Schuy'le (1975) shtes “that:

data-from two -Michigan cwnties 1nd(cate tnat
" .assaults’, . against #wives comprised

nespectively - or.a total of 740 - of the entire
nggﬂ;er of assau\ts recnrded mere 1n 1974~ (p
4 :

'_"w'ith's'x]ch' Mgh incident rates, researchers hegan ;

developing »apd cesting thecr(es .as to why * women were Fob

battered and why théy sthy d wlth the * hatterer. s we’l'l

they attmnpted to d{seymang'le the ‘truths ahuut battered

women from the 'mths. Accurding to smﬂtz (XDEO) < one, :of B i




1s sadomasochi stic. This assumption ' seems: a _ little

rw!culgus “when-".one speaks £o these® wumen and.looks & the ,

" ﬂiterature sirrounding tneu Gayfurd (1975) fnund—that. nf

‘theh ‘husbands a_s is mdicated by - the Mgh rate of ]
5 .

T00 “cases, 50%TFad attemted sufcide: cm soy (1977) found

thac of §7 umnen s responses, 84 indicated consulmlon

with aither po'lice‘ (36%), women s grouvs [161) frlend s

(141) fanﬂy (1), sncin] ~Service {4 o rquious'

adviser A21) fcr aid. Star, C'lark Goltz.and 0! Ma'Ha (1979)' g

found Lhat of théir sampfb of bnttered women . o6% felt that

they ‘did ot deserve. the beati.;gs.' This' does not Seei to

[indjcate ‘that the vomen's beatings" are ‘a fulﬁ'ﬂment of

masochistic’ fantasfes. Rather, it SEQ:LS that the “women-are-
vev‘y unhépp!, as is indicated by ‘the high, sulc!ds- rate, As

wel] they seem 1arqe1y cuncerned with their pmcection from

consultation with outside agencies. i i . o

Another fyth is that if the wnman Md nut er l\er

'.'s-ltumen 6 wolldigRE bit of 1t RURES |mpossihln for

"many women fora varfety of reasons: . Children often keep*

noted that one of the character-lst(cs of; battgred women “isz:

the - yoman ‘in _ the.narriage: (Perett i, 1978) 7 and many vaner

‘feel” they have nobody to turn* “to hecause of the :1so1ation ‘

imposed by -the jea]ousy of the hushand Carlson (1977)

” the degree of jsolation that most’ of “them _have
-experienced..” Many, had virtually no close friends
or relatives with whom to share the pain and fear
in their Tives. (p. 58)




This socia] Isﬂation was. a1sn noﬁed_hy Gen:s (19765:,"_
(&(a“{ker (1979), Star.et al.’ (1979] and’ Hilberman and Nmusen k\
$ =

Amnner reason many of che' women stuy 1‘nv,bhe_v
Cmarrfige’ 45 that they lack “dlternatives:” Gelléé (197%6)
_.fog;nd !hat‘ the :more resource's a wife has- lnd “*the. mr‘e:'she is
able mfsuppoyt“heréetf ‘aiid her ‘children, the mor‘:e Tikely it
; ‘(; thit, sﬁe WY1 have s’ Tou thresthold of viol ence and call:
gutside agencles . to help “her. Anﬁther reasnn for not
]eaving and per)\aps the most de?astaﬁng of . a]l is chit
nuted by "Pfouts (1978): !

* .a woman may -endure abuse not because. ' she enjoys'

Sty becaise the culture has taight her that
“she”is simehow to w1 ame for -her predicament, and
because  the society: mkes it difficult to'do :
“anything about it. - (p. 101)

Schuyl r (1976). found that. a nnman fs d1s:ouraged%¥
those she perceives’ as her only sources of aid.. That fs, "
police officers clainexemption fron intervening in 'cases of s

k dumestic vidlence and officers of the Courts. refise to fssue

warrants, flfa warrant”dues get (ssued wonen have trouble a

*finding. 1awyers “becgfbe "mny dn not want to becnm involved -

in dome\nc cises: Others are reluctant to.take.on a’ fenale ‘.

cHent for fear they wﬂl not ge! pald since few married 3

omen have Mdependent sourices of income (Langley & Levy,
19RRI. Sl i :

; Knother uyth is that all battered women ¢
mcom famiiés. " | gibble” and Stiaus” (19;&0') found - that .,




» violence-ugainst spouses 'decreases “as 1gcone goes  up while

Peretti (1978) . states that wife beating has been fmmd tn :

‘occur in all socloecnnomic classes. Steinmetz (1980) “in a
review of stud!es, found. fhat data shwed abuse' was “riot

determined by geagraphic area,‘racia'l ethnic or reHg{ous

background or income leve’ls. This is supported by qufor_d >
4 -

{(1975) and Flynn (1977); £ o

Thus. it appears that the myths about battemd women,

that they ‘come. from Tow (ncome famnies, are masncnistic and
.

have ng desire to leave’the-lr husbands are. incorrect.-. Why'

then, if the evidence suggests that these things.are untr;ue,

do peop1e persist in believing them? This versl sting beldef *

may bnxp‘lained by a need that peuple Have to believe in.a

Just. World (Lerner, 19655 Lerner & Simmons, 1966' Lerner.,

Miller & Holmes,- 1976; Lerner, 1977 ‘and Lerner & MilTer,

< o ity

1978). ; v 4
The Just Wirld Hypnthesis ‘ﬁrgnes that |ndiv(dual§ are

vaated to - believe in a Jtst worht where peb]ﬂe get what

they deserve and deserve what they get (Lerner. & Simmons,

1956). The basic premise of the Just. World h,vpethesis is

that we bel i% that we live in a controﬂaﬂe,' vredictahle,

world. People make causal>attributions in order to er\hance-

their - feelings .of control .over fheir, environment -
o

" (ortman, 1976).  (HgghTin.. (1967)° and” :Langer (1975) found




. K
\ that people’ believe they control” the wor'ld 50 mu:h that they

',even believe that ‘they have’ contro'l over ch.am:e events such

as rulHng dice or drawing for Mgh car ;‘.) If ‘the wor'ld

-uas__ not Just 1: wvould: be un:ontro]'lab'le and ur\pred1ctab1e.

! 'If the world was unjust thiere: would he’ l

‘d belng ia.good_person ause-tﬁe\-e wnuid be

wavting hard

no reward for doing S0 Dur belfef in 'a Just warld\

¥ nowe r encuuruges

“a.just world 'seems. so . Strong

Our need. o ‘he'l1eva
.that e Wi - derlv rom‘ nutcomésl_ causes of the outcomes
That 15;.ewiTh-Find sa;ne reas&n
“:from"the ou!come which Jnsﬁfies it For exam;ﬂe, if we are

e somethmg bad' to deserve it and’

eme way We must‘ havé ne scmeth\'ng &

F

‘Hhen a _cause is not . immediately °

ted to sear:h for the. just cause of |

t |5~L‘we must somehow find: an a]cernate
!ﬁ‘cwntmg for any seeming injusnces
his need for Just1ce prnbab'ly comes frnm a '
s k1’| uf us, at least in Hestern: Cultures,

Lerner (1977) statest.

: 2 bl Do
'Dl‘r ;nost valued source, , human LTife, “is  often
risked " and: spefit-so.. that' Justici w11 be done:

"Wars .are! ught people maimed, 'killed,;". executed

banner of ' Justice. " At the more mundane

tle-. glrpuse irg‘_ §

ard 'nork and'even'ﬁ rewards are th :




carbitrartly’ received

especially involving the allocation of desired

.resources- centers around themes of deserving and
‘what is just.. (p-

. We must have justice. If there is none;.we impose our own.

" There “is much -empirical.c, work ;0 support '~tm‘s

hyv('mhesls.‘.‘ Lérr;g;t +(1965)" . found that a person whn

&

large hunus was thought by, an-,

observer to” deserve It Sthects vere 22 female freshmen
vmo vere 1ed to be'lieve t’hat the exver{ment they were‘
observing was invesugatmg group productivity.. They were
informed ‘that since enough,funds were not . available, only
one .of the pe‘up'le ‘that they observed would get.paid. Tn:z

subjecfs were 1nstrncted to observe two people performing

anagrams and ‘to assess’ who contributed more tg the task.

They then Hstenén to tapes of the "pseuﬁpsubjec}s“, . being _
informed .heforehand‘whn was to receive the bonus. Although -
there was no difference in amount r:ontr»ibnted to” the, t;sk.
‘"subﬁects- cdn;‘istgntly said more of a contribution was made
by the’subject who was paid for his work.' Thus subjects:
ratiuna'l’lzed n‘r" explained why one subjec(;. got paid- and- one )
did not even though they were_informed at the beglnnmg of

 the exper'ment that payment-was by chance,

uals’:er'(wés) foind. - that * the amount pecple ‘blame
nthers for, the unintended negatlve consequences of their

actions depends on ‘the severity of tne cnﬂsequences In her




o study, . subjects were asked to Tisten to tapes in which the
\ - consequences of a car accident varied from mild to severe.
Though . the accid:nt was described as an "accident", in all

conditions the owner was assigned spme respons(h“ity by the

subject.” The’ person owding the car was found to'be rated.as's™"

4 - .. & i 5
5 : more responsible for'the accident’ if the. consequences :were' .. . °"-

ket L severe. Halster re soned: - . ¢ - 7 B o

I oo S et whenwehea:éafaperscnuhc hassuifemdasmall_ e e T i
L < Toss, . it is easyto feel sympathy for the suffer, g : 5

- : " attributing’. -his - misfortune’ ‘to chance..-and

3 acknowledging “that - unpleasant. things happen to:a . & .

person:through no fault-'of 'his own. . .As’the ' ~. ..o

magnitude of the misfortune increases, however, it

becomes more and more -unpleasant. to acknowledge <1 - .,

that this is the kind of thing. that' could happen g gt

to anyone, Such an  admission . ‘implies a :

catastrophe of. similar magnitude could Happen to

you. - If we can cate. orize a.serious. ‘accident. in

some ‘way as the victim's fa\nt, it IS reassuring.

(p.. 73:74)

Ina study by Lerner and. Simmuns*(l!ﬁs) Subjects _were

ta'lﬂ that they were parg]:ipaung in’ 2 humin ]é’arm‘ng"

© % experiment. They watched: a’ student ' (pseudosubject), .on
[V . T

i i videotape, react o al serfes of " -shocks, . .The

pseuiawbjact‘s" reaction -was one of apparent’ stress.  In

" the first. condition. ‘the subject was able to *restore

justice by reasswmng the victlm to a reward condition of

I *recéiving mnney. In the  second .condition; ‘the subJects = 13

could not reward-thev victim and therefore "réstore justice’. . . 3

When * ﬁpe victims were” evaluated by the. two groups,y

~ignificant differences cccurred. Subjects”dn  the, victim

compensated Ccondition rated the Victim ore favourably than . -




44

S = A
d1d subjects i the uncomensated condition.  Because they
were able to restore _wsnce in the first condition, no

alternate explanation -was necessary. In the second

_lcamﬂﬂ.;m however, * what appareryy happened. is that

subjects fmposed justice - by eviluating the victin less

Savoursbly.. - Being_wable to'redress the injustice, 1t was
: nece§sary for ‘the subject to derngat: the subject in order
) -mmn Justice:

Miller (1977) provides  evidence  consistent - yith
Lerner’s issertion that the behavmur of penple is guided by

a justice motive. Subjects in this study were led “to

believe ' they were.  participating in an unpaid * study of

. ~concept foma‘gioﬂ_. Uyqn completion of tI‘;e "pseudo” study,
the s'ubjec’t & glven the t;pgoémnity to partiéipate in more
* studfes .1n a similar vein, receiy\'ng'pay. this time. P‘aylent
vas varfed. Sone subects were paida straignt $3.00 (3/0)
per session, sone §2.00 (2/0)-per sesston. Gthers were paid
$3.00 wi th'$1..00- going t’u a victimized famﬂy (2/1) or §2.00
w|th $1.00 ﬁoinq to a. v1ctvm‘lled famﬂy (1/1) The
depeﬂdent measm w&s the numb!r of. subsequent sesiiuns for

wh'cb the suhje:t vn’lunteered. M\l'ler found t.hat subjects

_ who wefe‘ paid: 83, 00 with Sl 00 going o a v1‘ct1m (/1)

vulunteored for mm‘e sessions than wher they couw keep - the

entire 53 00 * (3/!1) In a prekus Exper'ment Mmer found

that subjects thought 52.00 reasqn;ble or deserving pay for:




3 _restore Justice, Thjs exp]anatw

B 'vi_:tim.

the “task be(ng performed. The just world explanation is
that the subJects who received 2. 0ffert this was just and '

also felt that the vicnm receiv;mg comyensa_\‘.iqn of _Sl .00 te
be- just: Therefore they. signed up fnr more sessions than if

they ‘Were the on'ly nnes who gat a reward (3/0) and(2/0).

Thus peop'le are_even wﬂl'ng w make' a smaﬂ sacrif1ce te

“further suppnrted hy

“the finding that when the subject was pald ;2 00 w(th Sl 00

- gojng - to-- the v1ctil (1713, f’euer sessions were vulunteered

‘for‘.‘ SubJects in a, prev{ous experment found $1. 00 "t be,
.unreasonable nr unjust pay. Here. the subject did not get

" justice-so” fewer sessions gere vb'lunteered for. \lt seems

that ‘subjects are’ uHHng tu help others if justice is

attamahle for aH and will even: find this nare attracu ver
than. attaining Justlce ovﬂy for. un:se'lf Th!s holds,
huwever .only. as 'Iong as’ 1t dces ot Mterfere with on{z s

own'- deserved leveL .50 agam We fmd suppm‘t for the .]ust

”Hnrld Nypnthesis and\ s Justice mntwa. Pecple will try to

restore Justl c

by giv1ng up some uf their owin’ reward to a

; Caa el p v

Hhen a persnn wha suffers appears to be undeservmg, ;

there must be an alternac exp'lanatlon for the sub.lect in T

order: . tn mamtam b Just wnr'ld. sincd, ‘the perso s

E ehav'lour dld not merit punlshment “and given no way to

'resture jusﬂce, the outcome’ must be attributed toa.

v




* If he' is.shown not to deserve the suffering because .of his

;_smzjects were presented with ‘written accou

characteristic of the person. The victim ;Hﬁ be seen to be

a-persan of no worth.. Jones. and Aronson (1973) found . that

i the‘l\ore respectab\e a-rape victim was,‘tﬁe more_ ibsponsfb1e i
S she was Lhwght to he for her rape.’. That.'is, -Since-as ‘a ‘,'

msult of her staud respecuhmty, they could mt derngat.e f

her, they blamed her by anrlhuting nzr wi!h responsibi“ty.

s o&n rape,’ the
‘victims of Which varfed in respectabiljty. “They:were ‘given
no- Ofportunity to restore justice. Jones and Aronson found

'thu. a “less. respectable persun was attributed  Tess
resw\s(hﬂ(ty than & respecub\e pevsm\. This A5 in

keepmg with Lerner's Just World Hyvnthesis, Shown: that™ a"

victiu is. reputable or respectable and thus cannot: be
derngated on these" grounds the: alfernate HpTanat‘lon o the
viewer s that she must be blfmd for "her suffering by being

"held respmsihlm 1f -the victll is not able to be helped

- and - becluse af her- re'!pecﬂbﬂny, therz is. no opportumty_
to negatively evalliate her, then the anly altertative is- to =~

b'lnme her or. find her respons!h\e. . 2 ek

That a person is respectable and not responsible .does

not _ fit: with our: be'llef in our. control of our world. This

is hecause there wnuld be:ino exphnaﬂnn for - vth! vict{n ‘s

suffer!ng. Apparenﬂy, people must put the blame on"the

victim-in order to maintain tbeir belief in -a just world,

J N )




consequenres as the vlctim. X il

In a study simﬂar to Jones and Arunsan (1973),

i Loy %o O g al. (1976) © also varied whether or not

xpe:t that not kmwlng the' assaﬂant wou'ld make the: woman

mft resyonsm! or at 1east less respamsib'le “for her fatq

han if, she did knnw Mm MMVEFJMS was nat the: .case.

Mhen the vintim.was not famifar-with/hin; she was assigned

more respons!_h{“ty. fnr her fate. - Hhat seemed o be

happening ‘thefi,: s

it 'respnnsihﬂﬂy., kL

h0s SEE Stuxﬂes not direcﬂy concerned with the Just Hurld

he Nypnthesis i well.: on

‘_ . * “Hypothesis- ‘have . ‘supported

_examp'le whi'le study1ng the attitides _of rape counselors,'-

police, * rapi

and urainacy mt\zens towarﬂ rape, Feﬂd

the cmzens tended to attach a negative st\gma to-a rape

actiuns then some other exp]anatinn is net:essm/‘i If tnis'

were ‘not the case,' then' we could: all suffer the san\e:

’acquainbed with an assaﬂwt ‘who rapes her | One'nmnd‘

h: hat the Iess responsible the ‘woman'.
actua'l]y was. ehe more invulvement or resynnslhihty/was ot

. mposed to restore: Justice‘ If the’ wnman did not: J_(vmwvthe -
'assaﬂunt she had-no, cuntro'l over her. fate. Subjects‘were

therefore mtivate to |mpnse just1ce by assigning her more :

[ ST (1gT8) ound tha citizens' attltudes were more simuar “to;

W . police and” rapms ‘thar’ o rape caiinselors. - He found ﬂlat T




‘(:ﬂ'

ordinary. c|;1zen, 3

F respunsihﬂlty o che v|ct1m and thus msto‘s ‘Just\ce.-'

victim. The ' citizen grnup attrihnted da gréster
rnJonsIh\th to a Jwoman for rape prevention . ‘an for .

* causing "a‘‘rape, than did the co\mseIor grnnp. “For the

rape ds: a ‘threat which HE nqt o

controllable,, ‘coiid.- happen ‘o them, Therefure, theyn

i “TH

sssign sdmé cdnt‘rol to the‘sﬂu’ah’ contro! cumes 5

from imposing Just1ce.  The ordinary ciﬂzen attr1butes 55

“unifke; the *rape. Counselor,’. they are unab]eto help the -

. N
victim in-any.way ar]d theref ‘e ‘the optlnn or ,a] ternaﬂve

they choose” is:to ass[gn responsﬂk'lity to the: victim. o

‘These ex}per!ments demnnstrabg peopI " néed to restore . 3,

justlce‘ Peop’le a’re 'mntivated to, attem 0. restore: justice

% f this is possnﬂe. Fn'st :hoice seems to he helping me N

If this is not pnssﬂﬂe jusuce ls in ‘some way

1mpas'ed' this:may be done by assigning responsib'lhty to

the b!ameiess or’ negatlve'ly eva1uat1ng the. vic:ﬁ.\ People i

- seem to'go. thrcugh severa1 steps until they are” able to 1 e

: resl:ore their jus , contro]'lnb]e world.

Sy T

2, Kétiqﬁalfe "_

Research on. the Jnst Herld Hypothesis suggests a reason "

for the. stereotypes of battered:yomen. - The, hattered woman .

isa victim, “This 1s sume_thing ‘which,”if .not. controllable;




could hnypen to _anyone: - Therefnre,.we explanaunn 4s Py

needed for the blttering of ﬂns woman. - @

" Most. peovle are umble to- restam justi:e by . l1 i
,'banereu women. .- They. can either asslgn uspmsfbnity to
- the battered mn ‘qr' derogate. - her. They. nssign o SAREY

: responsihility by saying that she deserved her battering,

e “Fine caused: it herself. lf nspcnsihﬂlw cunnot be nss1gmdr‘

- then: the " victim i y * derogated. As stated earlfer,’

" people’ heHeve battered womeén to be. Tow 1ncam'e‘, maso:)ﬁstic 2

< Women whn have no’ des!re to leave tl\eir husbnnds.

alternatives: here:

- There. seelll to be three steps

aidmg the vlctin, assigning respnns'bi'lity. or derogating _

the ‘victin. “If the first ‘two are Unavailable,. that fs,, 1f
the  optfon. of assigning responsibility was taken away by -

ﬁ]liﬁg_ people-the victim un-m{_usvmslble. as nll»as an

z In;billty to help’ the vh:ﬂli, then the only. l’lternitlve

+ would be -for people to negatnﬂy gvﬂnau the vlctil.
Thus, - the degree to which a ‘woman 1s thought to. deserve her.

aturyng uil'l be, depemm; on fuctors sm:h as the - person s
PN v; % abiﬁty to he1p the victim, respunsihﬂit‘y fnr me" i

bntter!ng, and her personﬂ characterisﬁcs.




W e varions bipolar '\Frms related to THkability. - The
> 'lndependent var1ub1es$were Rssvonsihw”ty o the vicHisi and

f, u ‘terh;y of harm.

he.. <Low. Respnnsibnity conditlnn
Z.imﬂcated that " the w\vman had no Enow\edge. pv‘iur to the

marriage, ’of her hushanq s r.endency to bacter.

Reswmbﬂity conditmn 1ndicated that ‘the_woman . knew prior

»to marr-}age that the hus and fad a. history nf battering

’do,ctur while “less severe'ly haj:tered women - were a]lowed to.

',,Leturn’(h:‘:me. y o \

Baseﬂ ari pre»nuus research 1: was predinted ﬂldt the. .

e ner situation the. mure negrtivel_v she’ wou]d be evaluated.

o 'Based on Jones and Aranson’ (1973, f the wnman is- thought ;

5 . * to'be responsih’le she wou be better 1iked"than the woman

_hu 1s’ not. thought to be responsible. §everity f»tne
Severﬁ‘y of *\e beat'ng
'ua1si‘er:(1965], 1ad. observers to;

L S batterlng al50-considered here:

« would, i accérdiﬁg.‘ t

- peri:eﬁe th:e‘7wuman

failinge it ol lowdiig from Na\ster (1966), 1t was p?‘ed‘f:!ed that the :

e Ay oy sevnre'ly hattered vioman will be per:eived as more at Fault

everity of: harm was man pu‘la ‘d hqvlng the more severe]y Sl

baneréd worien sent -to tHe hospita‘ upon cunsu]tat'on with, i

'Iess respuns'b]e the battered woman nas p vceived to be for- ..

more at fault ar"respons1b1e‘




v

-~ opportunity,no sybjects-rei‘us:;d‘to take“part in the study.
- A o Bl AL ; s

' HETHOD 8 Rt

A Hat study was done to. assess the effectiveness of . " e
the mammnation of: Responsibﬂity. :
h Pﬂot Study

Subje‘cts' . Fnrty two ﬂrst year co'Hege students we

pahi tn particlvnte in the study They re recrulted from

ﬁrst yenr psycholagy- vgqurses. i N"\‘,hough given ', the,

e f
These. case-

-Two Case studies were used

ve 1nformution 25,0 their" social status. For each cas"e'

tendency to' batter or the wnman hdd ‘no.pror gnmedge

‘the battering(tnm Respons1biﬂty) The }fcur case studie:

two classes. 'Each'

rhndom]y ordered and distribuud i

’c 'ce\'ning ass(gnment uf reponsihmty (_s_ee,




J m“‘cnr\_‘ﬂnue w't!-/_t_he main eiﬁg’riment._

appendix B). A mmm point: scale was used to rate’ level

of Responsibility.

4 5 6 : 7 8" 910 ll 12. 13
Both. Wife
Equally: 5 Coupl!taly~

ble

. N B BTN
A Tow score on the scale indicated that the. husband was

responsible, while'a high score indicated that the wife was
responsible. ’ :
Results. of Pijot Stidy.

T‘usts were perfomad Dbetween :undm of ngh ‘and

Lou Responsibility. ‘Ko differences were f bemen case

_stadies and mznfm data -er! conuud across - them.
gn(f!clnt différences” vefe found (t=1. 716 d.£.=40,p<.05). .
\the Responsihint,y un{puht(nn wls clearly in the- P
predicted dh_'ectlon. Lw Respoﬁsibniny hnving 2 mean . of 2
5.57 and N‘(gh Rcsp‘gn;ih!l]:y a nggn’of 7‘9. It \lu dec!_deﬂ W
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n dgscr1ptlons of actual ha\:tered vmmen, pvrovlde

Sh queét'bhné're |nc‘|ude -




: ; g ;.1"!‘§‘h1e;d1s1jkqb1e.r'» ] | 3 ‘
. s T unse'lf‘sh—‘sel"ffsh? B B g oy St ; _
) ‘ cuurageous cmardly ; ¥ o / A' 2
: At-test was " perforned on_the ag,ecmes . tede foriiis i

differen:es in ra\‘dngs on Ukableness and asigniﬁcant\

difference was:" fourd (:—278 df=l p<0 um). - The'

e poslﬁve adjectlves (Mean=520) werv rated . higher on

‘ - L1kab1en ss’ than the negnﬂve adjectwes (Mean=82).* V'IFhes'e‘

ad:]ecﬂves were balanced 'or‘meamng wﬂh the posin-ve ;
5 s

.2 ‘,adjecnves havmgamamof 37D\and ;he negauu having a’

mean..of + 3725 A t test was pér rmed and no ‘difference was.
2 fnund between amuunt of meamng of
< and»'_ negaci ve. ,(Meun-372)

sfddy was again used 1n the main. experiment for the *

17,p=4758). . The thirteen point* sca e‘used An the pitot’

sponn bility questinn.

the . 10 Mpolar adjecﬂves mtn a luw scurewndicatfnga

s 7 ] egatlve evaluanun and a high score mdlcanng a pnsitwe.‘

eva'luathm. ‘Ouestions on the victin satlsfactwn and A

hamﬂness were a'lso Mchmed (see Appendlx C)

. S _ fir )
~ 2t - e

o Procedure- Responsimg\ny of F\arm was mampu\ned by Pk

~ the 1nc1us|on of:a sentence about’ pre-marital ki wledge f.

: Elie" husband 3 tendency tn"v hatter._ 1n: i

he High

‘:esponsibnny cnndmon, the: sentence read:

! They dated “for.a- Iong time before they were ©
5 married -.and: -during “thi$: time : (woman's- name)
; . “learned that (husbund s name). f'lrst marriage endeﬂ




,necquie he physically beat his wife.

xn the LOM Respunsibﬂﬂy condition, the sentence read:

They hnd not been dating long before - they -were
marrjed “and- it “wasn't until a couple: of months

© after they ' were.-married’ that: (woman's .name)
.learned that (husband's name). first.marriage ended
because he’ ph_vs{cmy beat Ms wife,

Acnnditiun of undetermlned Responslbﬂuty was also” X

} p\ace the Tevel of responsibﬂity‘ In tlﬂs case no

i

8 ‘included. “This was 'done to see where suhjects wou’ld :

n;ention wus made about the wuman H knnwledge of the! ‘_’

husbund s tendency to batter. s

Seyer1ty of ha‘rn’\ wns“minipu]ateu h‘y the inclusion
of two - sentem:es " about hospxmﬂzatfun. The - More
’Severe condltinn lncluded (‘.he sentence: N

Laspweek fonwln§ @ beating,. (womans name)

- went’ to the-.doctor. He examined.her, felt that

“-the damage wasserious, and had her: _ddmitted to’
the hospital.’ gt 5t 3 R

whe, the Less Severe igonditior inclded the sentence: ]

Last week; fo'l’ldning a beanngy (woman's. name)
- went _to " the dnctor.v He .examined” her, felt that-
‘the’ damage wasn't serions, and:sent her home.

- ‘There were "bhma cases (Lorrame Joan and Marion) each ol

with three 1eve!s" of. Respcmsibﬂ'ty (High, an
undeterlﬂned) and: two~ 1eve1s of sever(';y (Mnre Severe
Less Severe) for a total of 18 cases (see Appendix. D).

15 cases were as. fo\loms




CASE 1: Marion, with High
Respopsibi ty and More Severe harm.
TASE 2: Marion, with High :
. .Résponswi'lx‘t; and Less Severe harm.

CASE 3: Harmn with Low

Responslbi'ﬁty and More Severe harm.~

CASE ‘4 Marion, ith Low' .
° Responsihﬂity and Less Severe harm,

CASE -5 nar(on‘ with Undetermined

Responslbihty and Mure Severe harm. ¥

CASE - 6: Marfon, with Undetermjned
_Responsibility and Less Severe harm.
CASE 7: - Joan, with High

Responsibility and More Severe harm.

(CASE 8: Joan, with High

i Responsibility and Less Severe harm.
CASE 9: Joan with Low
Responsibility and Mom Severe harm.
CASE: 10: Joan, with Low :

Responisibility and Less Severe harm,

CASE 11: Joan, with Undetermingd

Responsibility .and More Severe hgrm.’

Joan, with Undetermined

¥ 'Respdnsib!'lity‘ and Less Severe harm.
CASE 13; 'Lorraine, with'High

“Responsibility ‘and Moré Seévere harm.




i

bipolar adjectiyves.

: was_ effecti ve.

CASE 14: Lorraine, with High
Responsibility and Less Severe harm.
CASE 15: Lorraine, with Low
. Responsibility and More Severe harm.
CASE 16: Lorraine, with Low R .
" : Responsibility and Less Severe harm.
1 CASE 17: ALorrui’ne With Undetermined ..~ :
" Responsibility and.More Severe: harm.
CASE 18:°" Lorraine, with uuaeumm
Responsibflity and Less Severe harm, -
_The case studies uerev randomly ordered and distributed to
subjects who were in e!ght classes of upnroxintﬂy 30 each
Each subject re:aivzd one case stuqy ant was asked w rend

it and answer qusthms about it. - They were asked to rate

: the woman on résponsibility and to rate her on -the 10

The happiness and sa‘t!"su:ti on scales
were also rated. .

‘ ﬁ:suﬁs, : o
N Check ‘o Manipulation :

‘ ) -
Results-- indicate that the. Responsibility fanipulation
An Anova was performed ‘on the  data and

a1thaugh the munipu]atiun was not seen ‘to be” s(un(ﬂ:unt, FE.

was {n the predicted’ dmmon (F=2.425,d.f.

=192,p<.09). An

a yrim-i contrast- was ~ performed betueen "-the  Low

Respons-bmty(uenss 65) and High nespmmumnems 57)




E .conditions. The difference was found to be significant
(t=-2.097, d.f.=230, p=.037) and the meadns were in the
predicted direction (see Table 1). A post-hoc comparison of
the condition of Undetermined Responsibility (Mean=5.87) ‘
shoved that it was not significantly different’ from either -
of _the - other 'R}spansih|11ty manipulations but was in the

direction of the J.\wmihili:ty’:nndmon.' Ihl_s#hﬂl be
< .7 7-discussed later. o Fg ) ..,’

~ " 'A pearson. Correlation was_performed o “the . 10 bipolar

adjectives.. A1l of the adjectives were found to’ be

s{gni’ﬁcanﬂy intercorrelated except for courageous, which
was not correlated significantly with frien‘d’ly (p=:12), warm
(p=.16), and unselfish (p=.12) (see Table 2). . These 10
items were tne.n sunmed to form one varizble which was named
‘Likability. High scores indicate 4 high. amount’ of
“Likability or- a pusi?ive e»v‘alugtibn.. while low scorés~'
indicate: a .low -amount -of sLikability or. a .negative
evalustion. Résults for ;acp of the’cmongnts are found in
‘Appéndix E. J v :
Fad c 8 ‘Yﬁe data was lnﬂysgd by 2 i (génder) Ey 3 (women) h,y' -3
5 B (leve\s cf Resvensibﬂny) by 2 (leve1s ‘of Severity)Ana'Iysu

of hrunce for. the dependent measnres of Likabﬂity and: "

‘.'_Responsiihnjty ,(sec ‘Tables 37and 4). - (For ‘a’ conplete table




.
5 z
.
Table 1°
Comparison of Responsibility Cells for Responsibility
By Conparison Betweer Groups " i
Group- .|~ ‘Means ' ["Comparison Group - | t-values ignifics

o037 |
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’Hay Jnuratinnl i

Resp: by Savarity

“Resp: by ‘Case

Resp. ‘by" Gender” & -
Severity by Case.

“'Severity by'Cender ;-

Case by Gendpr







of means refer. to Table 5):
j % ; 5 ; .
There were 3 sepirate cises used in the study to
mc‘re‘(se m»,éxt;\-nﬂ_: val!ﬁlt.{ _of _the results. - When
= B o Likabi 1y, was anaTysed by u‘se‘;o»slgnlf-icay‘t differences

E -ere fu‘d (F=,37l. f.-I 186:

sm)."«me rest. of the

>

,tsnﬂl t.herefore be dlscussed as. w"apsed across

uses

As: nas predlcted me mn in the Low Respms(bﬂuy
conn(tinn was_ Uked lLikih('Ilty. lein—46 00) less thln the
mln |n the Mgh Responsﬂnhty cmditioﬂ (leibﬂﬂy.
Mean=50, 40) ind are Undet(mined Respms(bﬂity :mdlt{nn :
(nenn-v 43).- - = This": difference was, significant ., °
(F-S 799;d.f.=2 196.p= Oﬂl) A post.hm: cmrisnn (Sheffe)

between these cells for Likabi1dty vas then perforned and i e
\us fannd that the H|gh Responsimlty com‘lltton diffend “E

fron® both " the Lo’ Respons!bﬂity'._»‘

s(gnlﬂunﬂy

usband {3 aspnns!bﬂitx condltinn on the 1nuer end. As: the % ;




“rable 5

Of Meins for Responsiility hd Likability -

ons1bility
Mean * ..




- . Compartson of Responsibility Cells:for L‘iknhi.lity
2 s Tk : i g s .

Table 6 -

Group

en Croups

t-value:




a function of the scale. In the Nore Severe condition, more

responsibility wes attributed. to the hisband- (Mean= .5.66) -

vgberéas in ‘the less Severe :_nndition". Tess re‘spo‘nsibilvi'ty‘

was attributed o the. husband (Mean=6.35). This  difference

was significant (F=3.95
~though, "stf11 fn  the ~direction ‘-of the  husband's

“Fesponsinflity. | There  eré o differences found between © -

Tevels of “severity, U for Likabitity
;(.F-.Oll;d.f.-.l.‘laé kT S

Data vis. n'lsn ana'lysed by gender of subje:t  Mthough

“no sigmﬂunt differences hetueen gender for. the L‘lkihlhty'

‘variable’vere found, femles r;x.ed_ the voman more .positi,ve'ly
(48.86): than mg_lés-us.s_z),_(r=3.35;u.f.-1;\‘ss;‘p(.os).

" For the measire of happimness, -1t was found - that the
wosan. in’ the - More ‘Severe abuse condition (hln=2.51) were

seen <to o be sign'ﬁcantly Iess hapyy

(F=3.97; df =1,192;p<.048)  than the wonen in the Less Severe

. abuse cunmion (Wéan=2.! BZ). lt was Ilso found . . that. "~ the

) wome'n Joanand Lorraine’ uere sezn s significantly more

happ,v than Mnrinn (F=4.913 df=2 191.)1( .DUG)- Lnoﬁng 5

signlhunﬂy ffol .the “others on so:ioectmamic or other:” - i

; factors. :

1d.£.72,192ip=.048). . This_was,

<l e'l_y at the clse studles no. apparent reason was seen for -

lrion s descriptmn dld not seem to differ 2




'a Just: World - exylanatxon far attitudes towa

condinon were evaluated more negative]y than uomen in the

High nesponsnnlity :anditiun. TMs was. seeri - o be, r.
.‘not uuTy for the sumd var'{alﬂe Likabmty, but for all 10

components of - the sumed variable. Becausn the responsible

. perso» is seen be at’ fau'lt there |s N9, :nged search

further for a just eiplar ation-.: 1 stie 15 not

. then the only a\ternative Teft to the observgrs to restore 3,

"Justice is derogatian af the vict{m. The.” More Responsib]e

. woman seemed to. be. seen ‘as in contrnl 1of “her fate

Msfacﬁnn it »ias'fou}m that




s 'subje‘cts evaluate her negatively and thus Jnsﬂfy the

aIternnHves ‘stated . earliers " qu:.her,_ when severa]" }

¢ aice;naﬂves are -‘iv‘aﬂab'le, a choice ‘Is made about-how to-

‘responsl‘bﬂit\y, the suhjects chose to negative]y eva1uate'

_the .victim..

 there: must « be a 'reasaﬁ. lf w is not that she is

then some: other explanatmn Is necessar_y The :

N héetings and restore their Just wor'ld Tne expnnatian to < A

emse1ves is n\at this cnuld not happen to t.hem because it -
happens un’ly to bad'peop'le. - ..,' Ll

condition " of Undetérmn

in 1onking the
spans‘lhniﬁy,

Higl

it vas: seen that n did b differ fmm the:

nd Lw Responsib(‘l(ty did; however,

evi'luate the vin:tim negaﬂv y, as neglﬂveTy as they did |
the womdn inthe Lou Responsih!hty tondmon. Evidently.

the. restoration uf Justvce dnes not Follnn in’ sequence the :

restare Just(ce. «In tMs case, |;|stead of assign ng"

“In;real jife, of course, responsibility iof the battered

woman ,is not manipuhted. For the most part,'tie wnma 15 &

in a cnnditiw oF Undetermined Resybnsibmfy when seen by" :

nbservers‘ Tnarefore, it'ds_this condjtinn hich ts most

s1mi'lar to” the world outside ' of the 1at{oratory

--voman s’ iseen-in a negaﬂ ve. tht it could have a number nf o




i . outside agenciés (Carison, 1977)¢ If the people working in

these agencies are |’nah1e to give her aid, they Mmight - view

this " woman - negatively.  Then it is probable that they will
be Tess inclined to do their utmost to come to the aid of
Tﬂle;'ﬁ‘aﬂeud_ women.” g " 5

"These repercussions iy also’ affect’ the, wonan's- outcone

i, the* jyd'éip1 :s‘y’siem, “1f <Jawyers and 'Jl‘adge's‘vie_v‘t the -

battered 'wom’sn negat y, ‘their chances, of getting 'a . faft

° dea'l are. greatly reducem That womzn hav‘e

uut of their marr1age and gettjng help from outs de agencies
"was seen earher *'The Just Horld. Hyvhesis, then, !xp'lams

ny. of che prob]ems that httered women- Kave when trying to

. 5 ¥

be hoped thut these agennes, gifen “thé‘,,

v'Ictims “n'lh:emen who were g1van this oppor;umty, stﬂ'l
thnught of:. rape victims Yn the same ‘tht as the ramsts )
md.

lt ds pnssﬂﬂe th:n, that tnis w'I'I'I

be true, for-

‘unlike Malster  (1966),

% The results aTso shiowed: that;
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¥ the woman 1in .the More Severe harm case was seen as less ¢ g

responsible for her fate.  Walster found _ that- & nore -
serfoys” the “harm, " the . more “at fault the victin (or the : 5%

peison who caused the harm) was seen to be. In the ‘present

context, it could be argued that the’ husband. is the persorl‘

causing the\ harm. *.(Inal1 conditions, he‘was attributed 2

greater- proportion of the responsuﬂny fur the battering)‘

1f mterpmted in thws manner,’. the results supuort “Nal

in that . the More Severe thie hurm, the more responsib'le the

person who caised the hirm‘is seen to be. ke - W

3 As mentioned in the results, there was a trend for
= ’ : y g
. females to rate ' the ‘woman - more po'siﬁvel-'y ‘than.did‘the |

males. This difference.did approach significance. .1t is

possible thdt they -identified -with the battered women” in

some way. . This was suggested by Lerner and Matthews t1967‘) ia B -

who' reasoned fhat {dentification with a vietin isan . oo Ty
i importhnt determinant of whether a person responds to a
" victin with compassion or fejection. ‘I observers identify

B with the victim. they are_dike\y 0. responq with sympathy

and understandmg, rather than reje tion.

#if

For hattered Wbiie) Ehis s Some serinus umm:atfnns. & )

If females mentify with the hattered women but males do

not, the women' again may,have trouble »f'lndmg help. Most e N £ i

sl police officers,  judges ;and‘ll,awyers av“e fiale. s Be‘cafns_e this




is so, they do not identify with the battered woman and may
view her negatively. Perhaps, then, it is best for battered
vomen to seek out female lawyers, judges and police officers
to ensure more aid. Since Transition House workers are
generany felﬂe, the victims would get betur belp from
then. because ‘the workers. would | view: then 1ess mgative!y.

Severe abuse " *was: seen tn “be sigqificnntly less hippy than‘ 5

,.the. woman with Léss Severe abuse.  This is unﬂerstnndgﬂe‘

and expected.

For the measure of satisfaction, it was seen that women

_with Low Responsibility for the battering were significantly

less satisfied than -m-m with High Responsibility. This is ~

understandable.. The woman with Low Responsibility was
described‘as having no kmﬂedge of her m;sband‘s battering
prior- to marriage. She, therefore; would bé seen as more
_ dissatisfied with her.lot. The woman with Léss Severe abuse

was -also seen. as more satisfied than ‘the woman with. More

Severe abuse. Again, this resu Swas eipected.' 1t is

natural that one’ wau'ld percewe a. woman n(tn More Severe

abuse as less smsnea than.one with Less Severe’ abuse. :

Thus, where rastoration of justice '{is’ not 1nvo'lv_ed,

subjects' peneption of the v1ctil| tend to be in a “common

sense"” direcﬂon, “Here, too, the yictim was a'lrea,dy"

For the measure of happiness,. the wmun uith Mum 2
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dernsgted S0 there was no further need to justify her
sufferlng‘. -

It has been seen that fh_e Just World. Hypothesis "does
play ‘a ‘role in attitudes toward battered women. The less

responsible woman is"deﬁg'ateﬂ, whereas. the more responsible

woman - 1 not - As wel 1. -it'was séen thit the amount of harm

‘phvedarole in ass'gnation u( respnnsilﬂhty ‘and” that;

gender differences were fmlnﬂ. s 2 ty za T E

The results have, in &11 11keélihood, a high " degree - of
vexternal validity.. Three separate cases were: used yc
maximize external ‘vu'l\jqity. The general population's major
contact with the battered: woman s through written news
reports and subjects read about the battered. -woman,
_therefore this method seems to puséess,exte%ha] validity.
These results “then, may be " representattve' of the ,ge_neral
popu‘lath;n,."at 1e§st' to some dégree. The main problem with
the externd] validity"is that: 4. sudent pomiTation wes: used..
This_ 15- supposedly 'a more educated popilation. Oné woyld
assume that'a more educar;ed popu\ation would nat make these’
assnmytwns about the victims but this is, at least for this
study, not the case. It can be seén that it is. |mportant to”

“study. a- more generﬂ );opu\ation. as well as -pertinent’

L susgroupé of -the popuiation 1ike laywers“and policemen:
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“Conclusion.

Lerner's Just World Hypothesis appears to play a ‘hrg‘e.‘

. role. in- people's atti tddes 'towurd batt!’red women.. Tne
iwy’l!cuﬂons for thése batured worien are that - unless tney A
seek he1p frnm wumen, their chances ef enlisung aid mqy ‘be
.inpﬂred. Betause of peop'le s need to restnre a Qust uar]d
' s they-: nerceive battered wnmen to be bad p!u;ﬂe whu deserve

their fate. Tner‘e ‘aré. more: globﬂ 1mpl|cations of Lerner s

7 ‘hypnthesi

s wells Ruhin and Peplau (197 )

i stmng sbelief in the Jusc world’ may  encoirage
;" ‘acceptanée  “of existing: social. 'and ' political
2 g institutions. ‘As a consequence, this .belief  may*
: ¢ discourage ‘social activism of ‘the-sort:designed-to
correct rgal 1nzustices. (p. EI-BZ)
‘It seems necessaryv to snmenow change pe\w’_!e"s he\_1ef’ in
a Juét WorTd, or at Téast.modify it sTightly.  For this_the A
* whole soc'aﬂzation process may: have to change s'thtly.
“" Rubin._ and yep]au (1573)‘ suggest that parents shuu'ld stop
telling chﬂdren that-all"their m1sfortunes are a resu1t uf

“some punishment. Tngv “also suggest thn cnanges !
‘telévision 'S message that  "good. guys ‘always wir" and “bad
T guys always. ]()’52" might also be helpfull !

" Meanwhile; what'of batterdd women? - More. " research fs'

necessary. The next logical ‘step. wou!d seem to be a simﬂar

study using Iawyers, doctors, judges nnd poﬁcemen

.sut_vjects. Furtner work w1th gender differem:es would also
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10 yaaxs. Her lnsband Eob(mt hl‘ real name), is 37 yeaxs old and ﬂus




10 years.. Her mslsnd, Bob(not his re&l name) v

‘lstresmu\dmnmgeforbothaft}ﬁn Trsyarefrunasnallmnmty

(pOB:IEUQn 1000) om the Avalm Penm.nsxla. Hanon mrks paxt-“'_lllle at.”

theirniardage. R:bsbarterlmbeatuaricnacmpleofnmthsufm




mgpaynduamxmnm;e'§qqmn;u _rme-n::;un';‘usm :r(p.mv
mmamlanw;aqmnﬁmem;wmwmﬂau 'E'[FN

'01: ’L 'g seﬁe ua:pr';qa ;mn§ aAquaq;. sasm_ ssu'rsm -[emas op

»mm:wwnvmﬁmpmoc:mrmmuﬁmmm;mmc bfo-

aq:m}q:wqanxsqx. mﬂ&ncpsrq:rwsmtqnwsﬂsumpu‘a

‘mwopanmquzﬁsxmmp nsq;;nmm;aﬁegmpms,_ 7

Jsmst smmovs1 '(am?u TeS3 ST o) wiop puEIsty ToH " sixeek "

: 203 poyaan used 's¥Y pue PTo S99k /g ST, (sumu Twax Ty 3au)urop




Joan(ncthm—zealnme)Ls!Eyearso].d*}askzmmidfm
ldyeaxs.
s&aohdmazziaqeforbu cfu':em Jbanmtkspa.rt-mewhﬂ.edohnmms
mumasmumsimagﬁumisdomgwu Theyaxebm:hfmthe

Hex usband, John(not his real name), 1s 40 ardv.hz.s 15 the

y Joanna;e.rf'

hlghsc!mlmtdomdldaxﬂﬂ'ﬂnmtcnco

dnssvmlmwsmses.kmyhavefmrduldrmagas, Tu 1u,
B.rﬂJJ.

Trq'dataifnralmqwlehgforeﬂaeymenmiedandduﬂ:g

pmrséeau-y!mtm Hm:evar,aeandidmtfedﬂuttmsmﬂﬂbea
pmhlenmt}z:zmaniage
aftarﬂeywazemx;ned.

He}ascsnu:uedtudcsom_tut_!gpmsmt

thx,s t.l.peJmn‘leaznﬁ that Joln's first wife l'ﬂd left him hecause he had

Johns:axtedmmtaoanampleofmnﬂs
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; £ollowing: . . .

WS e

3. Do you think this woman is; -

T 3 =7 5

lonely neutral
4. Do you think this woman is;

T Z, 5 ; 7 5-

5

5. Do you think you.would like to meet this:woman;

E S I =3
yes, very mxch * =

5

LI T
1o, not at’all

6. mmmmumwmmm's situation?

ST I BN FINOR. (O N SR T TR | &.1 7,5
Campletely
Responsible







- e = 3 N -
! . Fran the informatioh given in“the case study, please estimate the
: following: :

Dpyo;:t}ﬁnkuxismnis ‘ 25

5§
happy -
4t L 27Do youlthiink this whan s G .

—

) I

= €
Satisfied :

R B cp
nem‘_tail not satisfied :/

3. Who do you think. is most responsible for this wman's situation? -

T EON e e cra tias DI Ca s | R

ponsible Respansible
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Marion(not her real nane) is 35 years old and has been married for
10 yeats. * Her hushmd, *Bobiact: ‘his veal peme), is 37 years ld and this )
';mﬁmﬂmmfa’:mofm They are £rom a amall commnity
'(popu.-ummw)mﬂnmumpmm Marion vorks paxt-time at
mummmmmmmmmum
'mﬂumnmﬂmmmhMﬂmmmm@mv Juia

hbquitafcsrgradaawht Tkaxmaimrchildzmagalz. 4,8, :
unds. mwmammmmmmmw
ﬂnaml&mlmmm'sﬁmmmaﬁﬂmm

myniu].l_.yhathiavd.fa. mmlmdmmzeaﬂucm-m
. .‘u—a;mu-;nm-nhga --uwamm-amx
“ muuaftxﬂgymm mmaﬁmmaxun—uumm
present time. lastvuk, £ouawlmahelthg,mimlmqtuﬂedomr
. lh.mndl;‘,hu‘ﬂ-tﬂ-dmwsdm_s,ndhih-mtﬂto
“F e s LabE . Hpr ok




|
v

the f;sh plam: in the' sxmer mmths while Bob ccnects Soc)al Asslstance
‘Neithex Bob. noz Hanm\ fmlshed hl,gh s:hool altl’mg'h she dia fl.nlﬂ'l grade

‘ﬂn:ls ﬂme Marion’ leamed that Bob's first marnage ended: Iecause he

Marion(not her Yeal name) is 35 years old 'and has been married for
10 years. Her hishand, Bob(not his real hine) , is 37 years old and this
is the. second nacriage for both of thém.  They azevf'niu a snall camimiity |,

(pop.\latio’n‘ 1006)..on the Avanm Pa-mmauh Mm:mn works pan:m

;physu:a]ly xsat his.wife. However, Marion did nct feel that t_h)sov.\ld be
a problen in their marriage. ' Bob started to beat Varicn a couple of mnths

_-after thiey weré married. This beating hds contimed until the present
" tine. Last week, following.a besting, Marion went to'the doctar. He.
>a(a|uned}er,feltﬂeda1nagewamt;pms,arﬂsmtherhane
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bhxim(nm:hzrrenlnhm)lsBSyearsu!dmﬂmammmiedfarlo
years. }et)nshand, Bab(xﬂthistmlnane), 1537y&noldandthi.sia
'ﬂ:seucrﬂmiagefozbthufuﬂ 'meyarefmamnmmty 2
'(paw:aﬁm1oummd-enva;mpmmm Marlmvnrkspart—ﬁmaatue
.iuhp]antmt}emm&mthv&ulembmllectusoaiﬂhssimmce

mzm fh-.ishea l'ughscl'nolalt}mgh ahedm fuush grade’ :

Bcbqulta‘ftergtudeei&t. Tlﬁy_:hnvefwzchﬂdx&xagesz 4, 8, i
o ‘rheyhainathemdadnglmqbe!mtheyweremieﬂmixt 4
mtmﬁ.laowpleofmmﬂsaftat}symemieﬂﬂatmxim “learned
tmtmb‘sfmmanﬁwlﬁaﬂedmﬁobmmmymm
_yifes A:alntﬂimdm”l‘aqmﬂotmtﬂ'aﬁm This beating has
contimed mr.xlrhe;z\iem:ume last:ue&, following a keating,
mdmmeoa-edm bm}e{,fﬁthtt&mmm
and’ had her” adnitted to the spital.
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" Marion(not her real name) is 35 Jors old and has been married for
10 yeaxs, Hex maband, Bob ot his “resl miame), " is 37 Jaars old “and r.h:Ls
is the warﬁmarnage for bof_hof then, ’l‘heyazefr @ mall

the!:.shplanti.n : mmmms whlle Rxbcol_lectssoc;alhsmn:e .,

Néitherr Bo nor Jarion Finishéd high mhoc]. ammgh she ‘did ‘Finisn grade :
i t';nl Bob quit af:c-x grade’ elght. They five four’ chum-en ages 2,45 8,

i aras.  They *had ot bemdatu\glmgheforeﬂxeymemarriedmﬂxt et

wtil a ccuple of mmths aﬂ:er they ‘yere married that Marion learned that
Bob's first marriage eniad bcm!se Bob phys;ully beat his wifé. - At ahcul:
this t:um Bob bagan 0 beat Marion. This teating has m\tn‘ued wntilk ﬂ‘e
present ume Last week, fonomng a beatiing, Maximwa—.ttomedocmz
Heammedha:,faltmedmagewasxtserms, arxlssnther!nre

o




‘s8

¥arion (not her real namé) is 35 years ‘old and has been

- marriea for 10 years. Her husband, Bob (not. his real name) -

is »3'7 years old and this is the 'se;:ond‘m:i_aqé for: both _of

k nish grade tén.’

Bob quit aiter grhde eigh

a bgat;ng by Bob, Marion'saw a dpcto:. : He. examingq he,r»,




er hushana, Hob: (not his xeal name) e




e years._ Her mswd, Jum(mt msrealnme), )540 andtl}ls J.sthe
mﬁm gefo:bothofthsn y

af:ac t)'ey we:e B The béating fas cmtx.me‘l ariti) the pissen
B




.Joan(not her real name) *is 38 years old and has been married for o

. 14.years. Her hushard; Jobn(not his real name), is 40 and this is the

" second matiage for Toth of thém. Joan works part-tine while Jom ows
s 7uns a sl Disiness wtilch is doing well. Théy are both fram the’

ity Joan never. finished high schaol bt John did and then went on to
dpseveral hxsmgss ::cursas‘ Theyhavefou.r chﬂ.d:m agess T 1u,

alongturebefore hheywa‘cenmiedmdduting

thi's ‘time’ Joan 1earnsd r_Hat Jofhn's ﬁ.rst marriage aﬂed because he.

“physically beat his wjf& Feeoes, dosf S not; feel that th:.svwcvuld -

apmhlminmeirnmxage Jomstaxtedtn}:aataaanumpleofmmths
aftextheywa:emn‘led. The baamrgmscunnmed unt:lthepmt
time. zastweek,foumgaheamg Joan.went: £0 the doctor. He
exmu.nedbar, feltthedamagemsn't sa:ms,misennum




Jean(fntherrealm)iséaymsoldmﬂmtnmmiedfuz
14 years. Her huskand, Jomn(not his real name),’ is 40 and this is the .
second marriage for both of them. Joahuuﬂ:spnt-dm\éﬂlemm
ad runs a small Dusiness which is Going well. nzymmmm
‘city.: amnmfmsraanxghaumoxhxaommm:xmmemm

Joan Leaimed that Jotin's figst mmmga'aned because fie pysically *
Mmsmfe..h:akutmibdenheganmmtJm. This

beating has contimued until the present tine. iast week, following
a beating, Joan vent to the doctor. baam.naihex,feltﬂntﬂednage
m‘ssenms.andhdmadnitudmﬂ:e}oqﬂtal“




<
Joan(not ber real namé) is 38 years old and has been ‘mrrieq for
14 years. Her hisband, John(not his real name), is 40 and this is the
‘second marriage for both of then. Joan works part-tine while Jom owns -
andmsasnauu}sumsmﬁnhis:doing‘;eﬁ They are: Eoth fran the
city.. Joan never finished high schcol ut John aJd and’ cx-enwent on tn

do seveea1 business coursés..” ‘They bave four, chitaren ages 5, 7520

‘1mgt.u|ebeforeﬂ-eymemarrwd

_and mmtmtuampleofnmthsafmtbeywa: lnarnedtmt

Jna.n leaimed um—. Jotii's’ first marriage ended because he physxually
! 'mt hlsm.fe. m:ahmt ﬂu.stmEJo}mlzganto matJoan Thls

beiting hascuntmued mtil the present time. - Last week, fouow.mg
abeath-g,:loanmtwtl-edncwr Hem(ammed her, f&ltt!ﬂdanage

‘tserms,andsemrerm
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Joan (not her real name) is 38 years old and has been
married for 14 years. Her husband, John (not hisgreal name),

is 40 and this is .the second marriage for both of them. Joan

-works particme while John: :ovms and runs a small business

hlch is dcu.ng well hey .are both Erom he cit:y. Joan B

never fm shed hlgh school but Jchn dld and r..hen went nn to

do several busine coursas. They have four children ages 5,

7_;7 and 13, Last week fouawing a beatmg by ‘John,’

i 52 d’éctox. He examined her," folt that the damage




Joan (not her real name) is 38 years old and has been
married for 14 years, Her husband, John (hot his real name),
\15 40 and this is the secnnd marnaqe for both of them. Joan

. wcrks part time wh:.le John owns and :uns a smalz. busxness

_which Ls doing well: They are both from ehe city.' Joan )

hever f:mished high achcol but John; did and then went on to .

\do ‘several’ Buginess cou:ses. 8 They have. fom: n:hnﬂren ages - -

5,‘7, 10, and’ 13, Last” wee)‘t,, following-a. beating by John

Joan saw a ‘d’éctbr. | He exan\ined er, felt the damage vas nm:

serious, and sent her home. @ T s




Lorrain (not her real name) is'53 years old and has beeri married for
25 years. = Hex husband, Paul (not his real name), is 60 years‘old and this
isﬂesemrﬁmr}jagafc:me Lorraine is & famer and Paul,
mtllhemn:hz.sback liyearsago, vasafxshem\an Bo:harefma snall

’cammmty in Trinity Bay(populadm 1000) . Both I.utrai.ns and Paul have
‘little fomal-education. They, have two chlldxm ages.20 and 22. They ;

dated for a long tme mfore they we:e married ami dur:.ng thls time J:cn:rame

*learned that Paul's fi.rst marnage endad because ‘he phys:Lcally beat his. *
vife. Howsver, Lorraii 8id not feel ﬂ]atth:swuldbeaptohlenm '

,'trm::m;gxage. . Paul edtoheat mrrmampleofnmthsafm
they were marxied. Tkug u.nq has continued until »tbe'present times
Last week, following a beating; Lorraine went to the doctor. 'He examined
fer, ‘felt £hat ihe Gmage vas serious, nd fod her Admittedto the boittals
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Lorraing(not her real name) is 53  years old and has been married for
25 years. Her husbend, Paul(nct}usrealmne), 4560 years 014 and this
1sthesecordmanxagefurbothoft\-en mrrainaxsafmarﬂ?aul,
muremnmsbacklsymsago,wsafxm Bothazefmna
| small in'rnnity Bay tion 1000):* Both Lorfaine, and Paul *

e hsve little formal education. ° They have two children agés: 20 and 22:

They dated’ far a long txme l:efure theywere marned ard durm; ‘this’ time

Lerteine leamed that Pal's ‘fixst mamage ended: because he physically

‘beac l-u.s mfe. szve:, IntraJ.ne dm Sk il that thls would be a pmhlen
m‘tuhelr maznage. Paul started to beat Ima.me a’ Ca}ple of mariths after
they were married. This beating has continued wntil the present time.

Last veek, following a beatifg, Lorraine verit 0 the doctor. He' exsnined °

hez, Feit the damage wasn't serious, and sent her hime.
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Lorraine(not her real name) is 53 years old and has been married for

68

|25 years. Her hustand, Paul (not his real name), is 60 and this is the second

marriage for both of them: .Iorraine is a famer and Paul, until he hurt

his hack 15 years ago; was a f:LSh&YJIBn Both are frcxna small cuvmumty

in 'rtuuty Bay(POPulatwn 1000). Bath Imame and Paul have little fuzmal

educatwm. Tl'Ey have two ch:.'l.dxen ages 20 and 22 They had not been dat).ng g

loxg beforetheyva:emarrmdardxtvamtuntuample ofmmttsafm

because’ he physically beat his viter.. 2 about thls tine Paul, began to beat

. Iorraine. Msmacmgmsmnmmedmmugpmsenttme I.astweek,
fo].'lnmngahatmg Inrrazmkmttomedmr Heexanmedher, felt.
that the damdge:was sez‘_ious, ardhadhexadmtteitoﬂekﬁspxtal.

they weremar:ieﬂ ‘that Lorraine leamed that Paul‘s first maxnage ended »
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Larraine(not her real rame) is 53 years Old and has been married for-
1 25 years. - Her husband, Paul (not his real namg), is 60 and this is the
3 secon mertiage for foth of then. Iorraine is a farper and Penl, ttil
mmmsmlsyensago,u;a' 2 ’.‘*-amll
l.nm.nitymy(wnaﬂmlm). Buﬂ:lmand?mnmvehtﬂefm-l
: education.’ T!tyhavet\nchﬂckmageszomzl. mmmmmm\g

lmgbaforetreyvaremrxiainﬂ nvasn(:mu.llcmplecfnmmafm
tmymmnxedtmtlmnimmmedﬂﬂtkul'utirs:mrziagemd i

5 ‘-mlnacl.orraj.ne mm&nmammmﬂlﬂem
Xzstwe* fullm.nquhathv; Imxmmtmﬂ:dcchq _He
_gmimdher.ieltthsdmageum'tsgnms,mﬁmthum..




Lorraine (not her real name) is 53 years old and has ;
'bden married for 25 years. Her husband, Faul (not his real Xt
name), is_§0 years old;and this is the second pasriage for )
‘both of them. .Lorraine is a:' farmer and'Paul, until he hurt

: ‘his back a5 'yeais ago, was. a fisher’ﬂ\ah

Both aré from.a

11 commumty J.n Trlhxty Ba\y (populatwn 1000)

,_Lorrame and Paul have lzttle fomal educatiun. 'x‘hey have

two ch;ld:en ages 20 ‘and"22. Last week followmg .3 beat:.nq

Faul,- boxraine ‘saw a docmr. He. exa)n)ned Bz, felt that e

the damuge was sermus, and had har hosp;tahzed.




@orra&ne’ ( not her real name) is 53 years old and has

“'been married for-25 years. - Her husbahd, Paul -(not hi‘s real
. name), ik 60 and this is the second martiage for both of

them. mrraxne is .Lfarmer and Paul, unt:.l he hurt lus hack

ccmunxty m Tnmty Bay (papulatmn 1000‘ - Bcth Lcrrain_e-‘

“iand ‘Pau] have. little formal éducatio Thsy have ol T

ch ldren, ages 20 and 22._ Last week, fDIlDHlng a-

15 years' ago, was a tisherman, . Bath are‘from & smal; S ek







Hhen L\kahﬂh,y was bmken down mto its. 10 compenent parts,

severﬂ Inter:sﬂng things emerged The case was segn to ”

nnve no effect on'9- of the components whﬂe the :rustwurtr\y" ik

\s’lgniﬁcnn. "over . cnses.'

' cnmpunent

(F=3 19; d his differenc: was assumed to"_

he a stat{stﬂ:al nrﬂfuct f the mlntiple cumpar"lsnns and.’

" was ‘ot hmked at further;’

vThé‘ Low, Resﬁonéibﬂ -person’was fuim‘d

sig if-lcant'ly Tess p1easan 13)".“&1&‘!!"

“triendly

h'o_’nest:- ,‘ 2
‘ J1875p<08)
,187;p¢;006): * “She was aTso :

and trustworthy (rns.zo.q.

anund.to be- Tess Hlia'b'la 'Iess"uns‘e'l'f‘lsh', -iess

Althvugh these Iast four were.” no

‘7 'and - .1ess sincere..

Gendev;.
unse]f‘lsh.
1 trustworthy
(Menn=4 49) (F=7 75




mules g

ﬂ\ree i

. i cases, then,: the fema\e viewed the woman mure pnsitive'ly. _A 3

% s{gniﬁcant interactmn betweeh respunsibnity, gender, case.’
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