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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

 

 

 

Domestic violence is a widespread issue within relationships, but one that is not 

often discussed publicly. It is a crime that occurs worldwide, and does not discriminate 

between groups based on sexual orientation, culture/race, socioeconomic status, gender, 

age, education, or occupation (Balsam & Szymanski, 2005; Farley, 1996; Henning & 

Klesges, 2003).  Various studies have estimated domestic violence occurs in about 25-

33% of relationships—both heterosexual and same-sex relationships (Burke, Jordan, & 

Owen, 2002; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Waldner-Haugrud, 

Gratch, & Magruder, 1997).  Domestic violence is thought to be an underreported crime 

in many countries because of the often secretive nature of the problem (Matud, 2005). It 

is, however, an area of focus amongst counseling psychology researchers.   

A large body of literature within the area of domestic violence comes from 

investigations into sex differences in perceptions of physical violence perpetrated on 

women in heterosexual relationships (Gabler, Stern, & Miserandino, 1998; Mattson & 

Rodriguez, 1999; Nayak, Byrne, Martin, & Abraham, 2003; Reichert, 1991).  While this 

research has been helpful in aiding psychologists and counselors to understand how 

heterosexual participants perceive heterosexual female victims, it has, for the most part, 

neglected other victims—including lesbian women and gay and heterosexual men.  This 
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lack of attention to other victims has contributed to the misperceptions that, first, physical 

domestic violence occurs only in heterosexual relationships in which women are victims; 

and second, any abuse occurring in gay and lesbian relationships is not as dangerous or 

severe as that occurring in heterosexual relationships (Poorman, Seelau, & Seelau, 2003; 

Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Seelau, Seelau, & Poorman, 2003; Wise & Bowman, 1997). 

Another topic within domestic violence that has been widely studied is that of 

attribution of responsibility for domestic violence (Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Feather, 

1996; Harris & Cook, 1994; Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Shlien-Dellinger, Huss, & Kramer, 

2004; Nayak et al., 2003; Worthen & Varnado-Sullivan, 2005).  Research indicates that 

variables such as gender and the judgments individuals make about the behaviors of 

victims and perpetrators are related to their victim blaming behaviors (Jackson, Witte, & 

Petretic-Jackson, 2001).  More recently, these studies have expanded from attributions of 

blame in opposite-sex relationships to include participants’ attributions in same-sex 

relationships.  Even though recent research has begun investigating attributions of blame 

using gay and lesbian participants, no studies were found that investigated heterosexual 

and lesbian women at the same time with the same measures.  Therefore, the question 

remains: do differences exist between heterosexual and gay and lesbian individuals in the 

attributions they make regarding whether victims or perpetrators are responsible for 

domestic violence?  While attributions made by gay men is a topic worthy of 

examination, those attributions are not the topic of this paper.  This study is designed to 

explore how heterosexual and lesbian college women attribute responsibility for domestic 

violence.  This will, hopefully, help in closing the gap missing in the literature. 
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Perceptions of Victims 

Few studies have looked at perceptions of domestic violence in both heterosexual 

and same-sex relationships.  Those that have done so have focused on non-victim 

populations.  In other words, those studies have looked predominantly into similarities 

and differences in the perceptions individuals hold based on vignettes they have read 

(Poorman et al., 2003; Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Seelau et al., 2003).  While these studies 

have included a small percentage of gay, lesbian, and bisexual participants, the 

researchers did not report taking participants’ sexual orientation into account in their 

analyses, seemingly due to an inadequate sample size for these populations.  Thus, since 

the majority of participants in earlier studies were identified as heterosexual, these 

findings are based predominantly on the perceptions of heterosexual participants 

(Poorman et al., 2003; Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Seelau et al., 2003).  As a result, the 

question remains as to whether it is possible that lesbian college students may perceive 

domestic violence differently than heterosexual college students?  Also, since research 

indicates that differences may exist in perceptions of domestic violence based on sexual 

orientation of the couple portrayed, does sexual orientation of the respondent also 

influence the attributions made about domestic violence among women? 

Domestic Violence and Attributions 

Research investigating attributions of responsibility for domestic violence has 

increased in recent years.  Much of the research has focused on identifying gender 

differences in attributions made by participants.  Studies have investigated gender 

differences on attributions of responsibility in both participant gender as well as that of 

perpetrator and victim (Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Feather, 1996; Finn & Stalans, 1997; 
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Harris & Cook, 1994; Langhinrichsen-Rohling et al., 2004; Nayak et al., 2003; West & 

Wandrei, 2002; Worthen & Varnado-Sullivan, 2005).  While studies have investigated 

attributions of responsibility for domestic violence that occurs between same-sex couples 

(Harris & Cook, 1994; Worthen & Varnado-Sullivan, 2005), researchers have rarely 

taken the sexual orientation of participants into account (c.f., Carvalho, 2006).  Therefore, 

it is unclear whether attributions of responsibility differ between heterosexual and gay 

and lesbian individuals. 

In addition to gender differences, research findings also indicate that attributions 

are based on participants’ gender role attitudes (Howard, 1984), that experience with 

domestic violence influences attributions of blame in women (Andrews & Brewin, 1990), 

and that domestic violence myths contribute to how victims are perceived (Peters, 2008).  

As indicated earlier, none of these studies report the sexual orientation of the 

respondents.  Is it possible that lesbian college women may express attributions of 

responsibility of domestic violence differently than heterosexual college women?  This is 

important because the literature indicates that differences exist between heterosexual and 

same-sex relationships, indicating that the women in each of these relationship categories 

view relationship issues differently. 

Relationship Differences 

Heterosexual and lesbian relationships are alike in many ways.  All romantic 

couples must learn how to manage issues such as money, sex, power, intimacy, life roles, 

parenting, and families, among many others (Blumstein & Schwartz, 1983; Ossana, 

2000).  Despite the many similarities between the two groups, clear differences also exist 

because relationship dynamics vary by sexual orientation (Renzetti, 1998).  An important 
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difference between heterosexual and lesbian relationships lies in the influence of gender 

role socialization (Cardell, Finn, & Marecek, 1981; MacDonald, 1998; Ossana, 2000).  In 

the American culture, women are often socialized to value relationships and intimacy, to 

be nurturing and sensitive, and to place the needs of others before their own (Roth, 1985).  

In lesbian relationships, this socialization can be either positive or negative.  While in 

many relationships, these characteristics can result in high levels of satisfaction 

(Mencher, 1997), in others they can result in enmeshment or emotional disengagement 

(Ossana, 2000).  Other factors uniquely affecting lesbian relationships include the effects 

of external and internalized homophobia, each partner’s individual coming out process, 

and the relative lack of lesbian couples as role models for relationship behavior. 

Research indicates that fear of the responses of a homophobic society may 

influence lesbians’ willingness to reveal their sexual orientation to others, which can lead 

to problems between partners who have disclosed their orientation and those who have 

not (Ossana, 2000; Sophie, 1987). In addition, results suggest that internalization of the 

negative attitudes and assumptions society has about homosexuality can manifest itself as 

a decrease in lesbians’ comfort with self-identity.  Relationship satisfaction is influenced 

by the extent to which each partner has disclosed her sexual orientation to close family 

and friends (Berger, 1990). Finally, research indicates that because women in lesbian 

partnerships lack relationship role models, they often develop greater gender role 

flexibility and equality in their partnerships (Blumstein & Schwartz, 1983; Murphy, 

1992).  This, however, can also lead to conflict when gender role inequities arise.  These 

differences, then, are likely to lead to experiences that help shape their views of the 

world.  Therefore, it is assumed that these unique differences would lead heterosexual 
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and lesbian women to have differing views of issues related to relationships, including 

domestic violence.  A goal of this study is to investigate whether heterosexual and lesbian 

college students differ in the attributions of responsibility they make regarding domestic 

violence. 

Statement of the Study 

Prior research suggests that sex differences may exist in both how individuals 

perceive domestic violence and in the attributions they make about domestic violence.  

Research also indicates that differences due to sexual orientation may cause variations in 

how people perceive domestic violence.  Research, however, has not investigated 

whether an individual’s sexual orientation influences her attributions of domestic 

violence. 

The present research study will investigate the attributions of blame for domestic 

violence made by heterosexual and lesbian women college students regarding violence 

committed in heterosexual relationships.  The primary research question is: do 

heterosexual and lesbian women attribute blame for domestic violence differently?  The 

study will also explore the impact of endorsement of domestic violence myths, attitudes 

toward women, and prior victimization on these attributions.  Findings will provide a 

starting point from which to build upon for future research. 

Definition of Pertinent Terms 

The following definitions are used in this study: 

Attributions are defined as the judgments people make about domestic violence 

which stem from the perceptions they hold (Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Petretic-Jackson, 

Sandberg, & Jackson, 1994). 
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Domestic violence is defined as a pattern of physically abusive behaviors used by 

one partner in an intimate relationship with the specific intent to control the behaviors, 

thoughts, or beliefs of the other partner, or as a way to punish the other partner for 

resisting, or attempting to resist, the control exerted over him/her (Peterman & Dixon, 

2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001) 

Domestic violence myths are defined as “stereotypical beliefs about domestic 

violence that are generally false but are widely and persistently held, and which serve to 

minimize, deny, or justify physical aggression against intimate partners” (Peters, 2008, p. 

5). 

Heterosexual women are defined in this study as women who self-identify as 

being heterosexual, or romantically attracted to men. 

Lesbian women are defined in this study as women who self-identify as either 

lesbian, or romantically attracted to other women, or bisexual, or romantically attracted to 

both men and women. 

Perceptions are defined as the beliefs and understanding people have about 

domestic violence (Poorman et al., 2003; Seelau & Seelau, 2005).



 

CHAPTER II 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

 

 

Due to the pervasive nature of domestic violence, it is an area that has received 

much attention from researchers.  Interestingly, most of that research has focused on 

violence that occurs within heterosexual relationships, despite estimates that between 2-

10% of the population is gay or lesbian (Smith & Gates, 2001).  In recent years, though, 

the focus in the literature has begun to shift to include same-sex domestic violence.  The 

following chapter addresses various issues in the domestic violence literature, including: 

domestic violence theories, domestic violence definition, factors contributing to domestic 

violence, domestic violence across dyads, and society and domestic violence. 

Theories of Domestic Violence 

Several theories or models have been used to explain the existence of domestic 

violence.  Many, though not all, acknowledge the power and control aspect of domestic 

violence.  Three models that explain domestic violence in both heterosexual and same-

sex relationships are presented here.  The first of these models, Bandura’s (1977) social 

learning theory, provides a foundation for understanding the violence that occurs in 

families, and how it passes from one generation to the next.  It also offers one avenue of 

explanation regarding where individuals learn messages the influence their beliefs about 

domestic violence.  The second model, Garner and Fagan’s (1997) integrated model of
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domestic violence, helps to explain the role that society and culture play in peoples views 

and beliefs about violence.  The third, feminist theory, offers another social perspective 

that helps to explain how violence occurs and is understood in this society. 

Bandura’s Social Learning Theory (Bandura, 1977) 

Bandura (1977) proposed that individuals learn by imitating the behaviors they 

have seen others display or have seen be reinforced.  Therefore, people learn how to 

establish and maintain interpersonal and romantic relationships by watching how others 

establish and maintain them. Parents are typically our primary relationship models.  What 

people learn in childhood becomes apparent in adulthood, when they mirror their models’ 

behaviors in their own relationships (Mihalic & Elliott, 1997; Stith, Rosen, Middleton, 

Busch, Lundeberg, & Carlton, 2000).  With regard to domestic violence, when people see 

their parents engage in violent acts, they learn that is how to establish and maintain 

relationships.  As they grow up, then, they are likely to respond to similar relationship 

problems in similar ways, or to be tolerant of similar behaviors (Bandura, 1977; Mihalic 

& Elliott, 1997).   

An important component of social learning is the messages individuals receive 

about observed behaviors (Simons & Johnson, 1998).  Thus, by witnessing ongoing 

violence between their parents, children receive the message that violence is an 

appropriate and acceptable way of dealing with stress and anger, and to control another 

person.  Being exposed to domestic violence during childhood also plays a role in the 

tolerance people have for violence in their adult relationships (Mihalic & Elliott, 1997; 

Stith et al., 2000).  Research indicates that individuals who were exposed to domestic 

violence during childhood are more tolerant of it than those who were not exposed to 
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such relationships (c.f., Stith et al., 2000).  As a result, these children receive the message 

that violence is a normal or acceptable part of relationships, and are less likely to oppose 

it when it occurs. 

In the case of domestic violence perpetration, individuals observe models using 

aggressive behaviors, and the consequences of doing so (Kalmuss, 1984).  If they 

perceive positive consequences from the behavior, they are likely to engage in those same 

behaviors when an opportunity arises (Chapple, 2003; Mihalic & Elliott, 1997; Stith et 

al., 2000). For example, when a situation arises in which they want something, such as 

power or control of the relationship, perpetrators resort to engaging in violent behaviors 

toward their partners.  If these behaviors are reinforced by obtaining the power or control, 

the behavior may be tried again, eventually becoming a pattern of behaving. 

Like perpetrators, victims also use role models to learn how to engage in and 

maintain relationships.  The difference, though, is in what is learned.  For example, if role 

models are observed being tolerant of violent behaviors from their romantic partners, 

potential victims may learn that this is to be expected from partners.  This can be 

intensified if they identify with those individuals who were in the victim roles in their 

families (Kwong, Bartholomew, Henderson, & Trinke, 2003).  As a result, victims learn 

to tolerate such behaviors in their own relationships.  Therefore, should a situation arise 

in which a violent partner threatens to end a relationship, a victim is more likely to 

tolerate violence to prevent the partner from leaving.  When the partner remains, this 

tolerance is reinforced. 

This model of social learning theory serves as the basis of the concept of 

intergenerational transmission of domestic violence.  This model proposes that the 
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acceptability of violence against a partner or family member is transmitted from one 

generation to the next (Simons & Johnson, 1998).  This transmission begins when a child 

repeatedly either witnesses or experiences violence in his or her family of origin.  As the 

individual reaches adulthood, he or she is likely to become a victim or perpetrator of 

violence in his or her own relationships, thereby perpetuating a “cycle of violence” 

(Kwong et al., 2003, p. 300). 

As can be seen, social learning theory has been widely studied.  It has received 

much support for the role social learning has on the perpetration and tolerance of violent 

behaviors.  This theory, then, may help to understand how individuals attribute 

responsibility of violence when they have a history of victimization.  It does not, 

however, explain how the acceptance of socially endorsed myths contributes to 

attributions people make.  For that, we look to an integrated model of violence. 

Integrated Model of Domestic Violence 

Garner and Fagan (1997) proposed an integrated explanation for the existence of 

domestic violence.  According to this model, domestic violence occurs as a result of the 

influence that social psychological and cultural factors have on how cognitive and 

emotional factors are interpreted.  In other words, social psychological and cultural 

factors impact the beliefs, norms, and sanctions one holds with regard to domestic 

violence.  Thus, domestic violence occurs when an individual has a tendency toward 

violent behaviors, believes that goals can be met by using violent behaviors, and 

experiences enough arousal to feel prompted to engage in physically abusive behaviors.  

Each of these factors interact with one another, leading the potential perpetrator to 

perceive aggression as an acceptable response to the situation.  Potential victims, on the 
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other hand, are described as having a tendency to tolerate violent behaviors, and to hold 

the belief that it is acceptable for others to resolve problems with violence.  Potential 

victims must have a low motivation to leave their relationships, thereby facilitating an 

interpretation of the perpetrators’ violent behaviors as acceptable and appropriate. 

This model has not been subjected to empirical studies of domestic violence.  Its 

incorporation of social and cultural factors, however, may help explain the domestic 

violence myths people endorse.  It may also contribute to the understanding of variations 

in attributions based on perpetrator and victim gender, and how one’s own level of 

egalitarianism influences these attributions. 

Feminist Theory 

The underlying component of feminist theory is the patriarchal nature of society, 

which has been identified as a major cause of domestic violence (Dobash & Dobash, 

1979).  This theories focus partly on the position of power that is allotted to men, while 

women are placed in subordinate positions.  Furthermore, they classify aggression and 

dominance as masculine qualities, and passivity as a feminine quality (Renzetti, 1998). 

Feminist perspectives within sex-role theories suggest that the existence of a 

hierarchy within the family structure reinforces a power differential (Pagelow, 1981, 

1984).  It is this power differential that facilitates the use of violence in relationships due 

to the increased acceptance of male dominance (Bowker, 1983).  Furthermore, research 

indicates that as the gap increases between male and female partners with regard to the 

adherence to patriarchal values and egalitarianism, so does the likelihood of abuse 

(DeKeseredy & Schwartz, 1993; Yllo, 1983; Yllo & Straus, 1984).  It may be, though, 
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that the greater the level of egalitarianism, the less likely a woman is to remain when 

violence occurs in a relationship. 

The feminist perspective can be used to understand the effect of gender inequality 

on domestic violence.  While this may help to understand violence in heterosexual 

relationships, the same cannot be said for understanding violence within lesbian 

relationships.  For example, the stance that masculinity is correlated to violence plays 

into the myth that it is the masculine partner that is the abuser in lesbian relationships, 

which research suggests is not always true (Renzetti, 1992, 1998).  This, though, may 

help to explain the myths that are endorsed, as well as the effect of the level of 

egalitarianism on the attributions of responsibility women make. 

Summary 

Domestic violence is a complex issue that is not easily understood.  As can be 

seen, no one theory can clearly help to understand this multifaceted phenomenon.  

Instead, a combination of theories must be looked at to help explain the attributions 

people make, the myths they endorse, and the effect of prior experience and level of 

egalitarianism on domestic violence.  Given the complexity of this issue, it is important to 

first define it, then examine at the factors that play a role in the occurrence of domestic 

violence. 

Domestic Violence Definition 

While it has been shown that various models have been developed to explain 

domestic violence, it is interesting to note that a standardized operational definition does 

not exist in the literature.  Though many operational definitions contain similar elements, 

no two definitions are the same.  Part of the difficulty in developing a standardized 
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definition comes from the various titles that domestic violence has, including: intimate 

partner violence, partner abuse, and spouse abuse.  This matter has been complicated 

further by the variation that exists in defining what constitutes an intimate relationship or 

a domestic partnership (Garner & Fagan, 1997).  In addition, no consensus has been 

reached as to what constitutes violent behaviors.  For some researchers, violence refers to 

not only physically aggressive behaviors, but psychologically and emotionally damaging 

behaviors, too (Peterman & Dixon, 2003); for others, violence only refers to those acts 

that are physically damaging to the victim (Garner & Fagan, 1997).  For the purposes of 

this review, the term “domestic violence” will be used to refer to a pattern of physically 

abusive behaviors used by one partner in an intimate relationship with the specific intent 

to control the behaviors, thoughts, or beliefs of the other partner, or as a way to punish 

the other partner for resisting, or attempting to resist, the control exerted over him/her 

(Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001).  The phrase “intimate relationship” 

will refer to a romantic relationship between one man and one woman, two women, or 

two men. 

Factors Contributing to Domestic Violence 

Research has identified several risk factors that are associated with domestic 

violence.  Though not always, many of these factors have been found to apply to both 

heterosexual domestic violence and same-sex domestic violence among lesbian women.  

These factors include prior exposure to violence, genetic and physiological factors, a 

history of interpersonal problems, substance use, control issues, dependency, and fusion 

(DiLalla & Gottesman, 1991; Eaton, Kaufman, Fuhrel, Cain, Cherry, Pope, et al., 2008; 

Holtzworth-Munroe & Stuart, 1994; Lockhart, White, Causby, & Issac, 1994; Miller, 
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Greene, Causby, White, & Lockhart, 2001; Murphy & Blumenthal, 2000; Renzetti, 1992; 

West, 2002; Widom, 1989).  These factors will be addressed below. 

Prior Exposure to Violence 

In a review of the literature, Widom (1989) found some support for the belief that 

exposure to violence in childhood can lead to the use of violence in adulthood.  She 

identified a connection in young children between experiencing abuse and engaging in 

aggressive behavior.  The domestic violence literature indicates early aggressive behavior 

is predictive of antisocial behavior in later years.  For example, research suggests that, in 

men, a relationship exists between witnessing or experiencing abuse as a child and later 

perpetration of violence (Kalmuss, 1984; Sugarman & Hotaling, 1989), while, in 

heterosexual women, being victims of abuse from their parents, not witnessing 

interparental violence, is correlated with being a perpetrator of abuse in romantic 

relationships (Murphy & Blumenthal, 2000).  It is important to note that Widom’s (1989) 

findings indicate the path between early aggression and later antisocial behavior is not a 

straight or definitive one, since most adult abusers do not report having been abused as 

children. 

Other research indicates that a predictor of being a female victim of domestic 

violence, regardless of sexual orientation, is having witnessed violence in one’s family of 

origin (Kalmuss, 1984; Lie, Schilit, Bush, Montagne, & Reyes, 1991; Lockhart et al., 

1994; Murphy & Blumenthal, 2000; Riggs et al., 2000).  Much like the relationship 

between exposure to violence and later perpetration, though, this relationship is not a 

definitive one.  In other words, not all women who witness violence will become victims, 
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nor have all victims witnessed violence in their families (Hotaling & Sugarman, 1990; 

McKenry, Serovich, Mason, & Mosack, 2006; Renzetti, 1992). 

Another facet of prior exposure that has been identified is prior victimization by a 

current partner (Riggs et al., 2000).  Victims’ expressed fears of their partners is another 

facet, as victims are better judges of their potential danger due to their past experiences.  

In fact, research suggests that victims can better predict future violence in a partner than 

can a therapist using a preset list of risk markers (Weisz, Tolman, & Saunders, 2000).  

Given the complexity of domestic violence, other factors must also be explored. 

Genetic and Physiological Factors 

In a literature review supplementary to Widom’s (1989) work, DiLalla and 

Gottesman (1991) explored literature focusing on biological and physiological factors 

that may contribute to the occurrence of domestic violence.  In looking at both adoption 

and twin studies, they found consistent support for a biological component to aggressive 

behavior.  They also found support for a physiological component to domestic violence.  

Their review indicates that high levels of testosterone and enhanced insulin secretion 

have been linked to increased aggressive behavior, which can then be expressed in 

domestic violence.  The researchers do recognize that environmental factors appear to be 

contributing to some of the findings.  It is important to note that these studies were only 

focused on men, and therefore may not adequately explain domestic violence perpetrated 

by either heterosexual or lesbian women. 

History of Interpersonal Problems 

A factor that has been investigated with regard to the perpetuation of domestic 

violence is having a history of interpersonal problems.  Murphy and Blumenthal (2000) 
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hypothesized that adult women who were exposed to family violence as a child may 

develop interpersonal problems that later manifest themselves in physically aggressive 

dating relationships.  They found that, in women, a result of witnessing and/or 

experiencing aggression in their families of origin is the development of interpersonal 

problems related to domineering behaviors.  In these cases, women were more likely to 

experience aggression in their intimate relationships (Murphy & Blumenthal, 2000).  This 

did not hold true for interpersonal problems related to submissive behaviors.  It is 

unknown whether these patterns exist with men.  The sexual orientation of the women in 

this study was not identified, so it is unknown if these patterns are true for all women. 

Along the lines of interpersonal problems, Holtzworth-Munroe and Stuart (1994) 

found that violent men tend to have difficulties with social skills in both their marital and 

non-marital relationships.  These deficits are in the areas of communication and 

relationship skills—skills needed to maintain non-violent relationships.  Furthermore, 

research indicates that perpetrators are generally more hostile and angry than non-

perpetrators (Riggs, Caulfield, & Street, 2000).  These findings indicate that men with 

interpersonal problems may not have the necessary coping skills to successfully resolve 

conflicts without the use of violence.  These aspects of interpersonal problems have not 

been studied in women. 

Substance Use 

Substance use and abuse have also been linked with domestic violence.  While 

substance use does not cause people to engage in violent behaviors, it does facilitate the 

use of violent behaviors by lowering inhibitions, impairing judgment, and increasing risk-

taking behaviors (Renzetti, 1992; West, 2002).  In fact, researchers have found that the 
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number of violent behaviors and frequency of alcohol use are positively correlated 

(Schilit, Lie, & Montagne, 1990).  A review of the literature, however, concluded that 

research does not support the belief that alcohol use is a factor in victimization (Hotaling 

& Sugarman, 1986).  Despite this, evidence exists suggesting that significant alcohol 

and/or drug use contributes to women being victims of violence (Kantor & Straus, 1989; 

Miller, Downs, & Gondoli, 1989).  Research with lesbian women also indicates that those 

who have experienced domestic violence are more prone to problems related to substance 

use, including social and health concerns (Eaton et al., 2008). 

Power and Control 

Research indicates that a difference in power between relationship partners is 

significantly associated with the use of domestic violence in both heterosexual and same-

sex relationships.  In particular, it has been found that the partner with greater amounts of 

power is likely to perpetrate violence against the less powerful partner (Eaton et al., 2008; 

Johnson & Ferraro, 2000; Lockhart et al., 1994; Renzetti, 1992), typically the partner 

who can be identified as being the most oppressed (Walker, 1994).  Furthermore, 

Renzetti (1992) identified specific indices of power as being associated with severe 

domestic violence.  For example, it has been found that intellectual differences may result 

in increased problems in relationships, which can then lead to violent behaviors on behalf 

of the partner with the greater level of intellect.  Conflict regarding differences in 

socioeconomic status was another factor associated with power imbalances.  Unlike the 

intellectual differences, though, research indicates that the amount of dependence 

resulting from economic differences, and greater earning power, were negatively 

correlated with a decrease in some forms of abuse (Renzetti, 1992).  Decision-making 
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patterns have also been identified as contributing to power imbalances, particularly 

regarding control.  Findings indicate that the less decision-making control partners had, 

the greater their likelihood of being victimized (Eaton et al., 2008).  Finally, research also 

suggests that a greater need for control is positively correlated with the use of violent 

behaviors toward partners (Miller et al., 2001). 

Dependency 

Another contributing factor to domestic violence that has been identified in 

heterosexual and lesbian partnerships is dependency within the relationship.  Research 

indicates that in lesbian relationships, the greater the level of dependency the perpetrator 

has on her partner, the more frequent and severe the violence becomes (Lockhart et al., 

1994; McClennen, Summers, & Daley, 2002; Renzetti, 1992; West, 2002).  While most 

research findings support this contention, research conducted by Miller et al. (2001) 

found contradictory results.  In their study, it was found that lesbian partners who 

identified as having higher levels of independence were more likely to report engaging in 

physically violent behaviors.  This finding has been explained as being due to how 

independence was measured in their study, rather than as evidence contradicting previous 

findings (Miller et al., 2001).  Similarly, in heterosexual relationships, increasing a 

woman’s dependence on the perpetrator, through acts such as isolating her from others 

and withholding finances, has been identified as a risk factor for victimization (Miller, 

Veltkamp, & Kraus, 1997). 

Fusion 

Similar to dependency is the concept of fusion.  Fusion has been described as a 

lack of differentiation between partners in a relationship (Krestan & Bepko, 1980).  As in 
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all relationships, lesbian partners must learn to balance attachment and intimacy with 

autonomy and independence while maintaining their individuality (Lockhart et al., 1994).  

Because of the threats to their relationships imposed by society, though, this is not always 

easily accomplished.  In defense of this hostility, lesbian couples may become fused 

(Causby, Lockhart, White, & Greene, 1995; Krestan & Bepko, 1980; Mencher, 1997).  

While this may be adaptive with regard to protecting the boundaries and integrity of the 

relationship, fusion may lead to conflict if one of the partners attempts to gain autonomy 

and separation from the relationship (Kulkin, Williams, Borne, Bretonne, & Laurendine, 

2007).  The other partner may view this as a threat to the relationship, and respond by 

engaging in physically violent behaviors (Lockhart et al., 1994; Renzetti, 1992).  The 

concept of fusion has not been studied as a risk factor in heterosexual relationships. 

Summary 

As can be seen, several factors have been found that contribute to domestic 

violence.  While these are not the only factors that have been identified, it is clear that 

domestic violence in heterosexual relationships is much more understood than that in 

lesbian relationships.  Though a history of domestic violence in one’s life has been found 

to contribute to both perpetration and victimization in heterosexual relationships, findings 

have been mixed with regard to lesbian relationships.  These mixed findings may be the 

result of differences in definition of exposure to violence in studies, such as witnessing 

versus victimization experiences.  Research also indicates that in heterosexual women, a 

history of experiencing domestic violence plays a role in how responsibility for violence 

is attributed (Andrews & Brewin, 1990).  It is unknown, though, if this holds true for 

lesbian women.  Research does indicate that with lesbian women, having prior history as 



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   21 

a victim of abuse results in perceiving violent behaviors as more severe than those 

without this history (Carvalho, 2006).  While investigating the effects of all of these 

factors on attributions of responsibility is important, they are beyond the scope of this 

study.  Instead, it will investigate how one’s prior history of victimization affects 

attributions of responsibility.  Given these many factors, though, it is necessary to look at 

domestic violence across heterosexual and lesbian dyads. 

Domestic Violence across Dyads 

The typical image of domestic violence is that of a man abusing a woman.  This 

image is perpetuated in the media and is the focus of the majority of psychological 

research on domestic violence.  In doing so, research has tended to neglect other victims: 

lesbian women, gay men, and heterosexual men.  In recent years, this gap in the literature 

has been slowly filled, with findings informing us that this “typical” image is by no 

means the only one. 

While there is variation in research findings regarding the prevalence rates of 

domestic violence, it has been estimated to occur in approximately 25% of all 

relationships (Burke et al., 2002; Dutton, Nicholls, & Spidel, 2005; Peterman & Dixon, 

2003).  These findings indicate that men and women are about equally likely to perpetrate 

domestic violence in both heterosexual and same-sex relationships.  The similarity in 

prevalence rates suggests the need for a closer look into similarities and differences that 

may exist between the different relationship dyads. 

As indicated earlier, the general belief exists that women do not engage in 

physically abusive behaviors.  Research, however, indicates otherwise.  In a review of the 

literature, Dutton et al. (2005) stated that not only are women in heterosexual 
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relationships equally capable of engaging in physically abusive behaviors, but they are 

more likely than men to be the initiators of violence in populations that are under 30 

years of age.  These findings are consistent with what Archer (2000) found in his meta-

analysis investigating heterosexual domestic violence.  Archer (2000) offered several 

reasons for these findings.  First, in younger, college-dating relationships, men tend to be 

more inhibited with their behaviors because they see their partner as being able to leave 

the relationship more easily.  With this in mind, the second explanation is that the women 

feel more certain about not being abused in return for their behaviors.  As people get 

older, and are in more well-established relationships, however, it has been found that men 

are more likely to initiate violence, with women engaging in physical violence as a matter 

of self-defense (Archer, 2000).  It is important to note, though, that evidence has been 

found indicating that women do aggress against male partners who never engage in 

violent behaviors (Dutton et al., 2005).  Despite findings that indicate women are as 

likely as men to engage in physically abusive behaviors, research suggests that when no 

weapons are used, female victims are more likely to be injured by a male perpetrator, 

than are male victims by a female perpetrator (Archer, 2000).  When weapons are used, 

however, male victims report rates of injury that are similar to those reported by female 

victims (Hines, Brown, & Dunning, 2007). 

Unfortunately, similar research has not been conducted with gay and lesbian 

participants.  Therefore, it is not possible to identify whether the same association exists 

with regard to age and length of a relationship, or if differences exist in the degree of 

injury caused by female and male perpetrators within same-sex relationships.  What is 

known is that physical abuse does happen in same-sex relationships, and that the 
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underlying dynamics in these relationships mirror those in heterosexual relationships 

(Kulkin et al., 2007; Wise & Bowman, 1997).  This can be seen through the cycle of 

violence and intergenerational transmission of abuse previously described.  Based on the 

research that has been conducted, there do not appear to be differences in the types of 

physically abusive behaviors employed within same-sex relationships as those within 

heterosexual relationships (Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Poorman, 

2001).  Common physically abusive behaviors for all dyads include: punching, shoving, 

slapping, and using weapons, among many others (Peterman & Dixon, 2003). 

As can be seen, domestic violence can be committed by both men and women, 

and in both heterosexual and same-sex relationships.  In addition, gender has been found 

to play a role in how domestic violence is perceived (Poorman, Seelau, & Seelau, 2003; 

Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Seelau et al, 2003).  In general, both heterosexual and lesbian 

women perceive acts of domestic violence as more severe than do heterosexual and gay 

men (Carvalho, 2006; Poorman, 2001).  Despite this finding, most gender differences that 

have been found are related to the perpetrator and victim of violence in research studies, 

with domestic violence being considered more severe when the victim is a woman 

(Feather, 1996; Seelau et al., 2003).  In line with this finding, research with heterosexual 

participants indicates the most severe form of violence occurs when it is perpetrated by a 

man against a woman and is, therefore, most deserving of intervention (Poorman et al., 

2003).  Research with gay and lesbian participants indicates that female-to-female 

domestic violence is perceived as being more severe than female-to-male domestic 

violence, though no differences were found when assessing severity with male 

perpetrators (Carvalho, 2006).  Furthermore, when taking into account the four 
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relationship dyads, findings indicate heterosexual individuals tend to perceive domestic 

abuse perpetrated by a man or against a woman as more severe than when that 

perpetrated by a woman or against a man (Seelau & Seelau, 2005).  In particular, 

researchers have found that incidents of domestic violence are considered the most severe 

when perpetrated by a man against a woman, followed by female to female abuse or 

female to male abuse, with male to male abuse as least severe form of domestic violence 

(Brown & Groscup, 2009; Seelau et al., 2003).  These findings seem to be based on the 

misperception participants have that men are more capable than women of injuring 

another person, and that women are more likely than men to be injured in an aggressive 

situation (Hassouneh & Glass, 2008; McLaughlin & Rozee, 2001; Seelau & Seelau, 

2005; Seelau et al., 2003).  As discussed earlier (c.f., Archer, 2000; Hines et al., 2007), 

this is not necessarily the case.  Gay and lesbian participants, on the other hand, have not 

been found to perceive differences in severity between heterosexual and same-sex 

domestic violence (Carvalho, 2006). 

Research shows that men and women are both capable of perpetrating physical 

abuse. Physical abuse is perpetrated in both heterosexual and same-sex relationships.  

Yet, while gender differences in the perception of domestic violence have been found for 

heterosexual respondents, no such differences have been identified in the homosexual 

community. An investigation of heterosexual and lesbian women’s perceptions seems 

warranted.  

How Domestic Violence Occurs 

A pattern referred to as the cycle of violence has been identified to explain how 

domestic violence occurs and to identify victims of abuse (McClennen, Summers, & 
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Vaughan, 2002; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Poorman, 2001; Seelau et al., 2003).  The cycle 

of violence is composed of three phases: honeymoon phase, tension-building phase, and 

blow-up phase (Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001).  During the honeymoon phase of this cycle, the 

perpetrator exhibits loving and caring behaviors and is viewed positively by the victim.  

During this time, the victim is likely to minimize the significance of the past abuse and, 

instead, will focus on helping the partner obtain necessary help.  As time progresses, the 

tension-building phase sets in; the victim begins experiencing greater anxiety in 

anticipation of the seemingly unavoidable abuse.  As a way to cope with the anxiety and 

anticipation, some victims may purposely trigger the perpetrator’s violent behaviors to 

end this phase.  Whether triggered by the victim or not, a “blow-up” eventually occurs, 

leading to an active battering incident.  When the perpetrator apologizes for the abuse and 

the victim forgives it, the cycle resumes with the honeymoon phase (Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 

2001).  Over time, the frequency and intensity of the violence increases (McClennen et 

al., 2002; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Poorman, 2001; Seelau et al., 2003).  Therefore, the 

longer the victim remains in the relationship, the shorter this cycle becomes.  It is 

important to note that this cycle has been found in violent relationships, regardless of the 

sexual composition of the dyads. 

Researchers have found that it is rare that physical abuse occurs without some 

degree or form of psychological abuse (Follingstad, Rutledge, Berg, Hause, & Polek, 

1990; Stets, 1990).  Like with physical violence, it is typical for psychological abuse to 

begin with less serious or more subtle forms of behaviors.  Over time, however, the 

frequency and severity of these behaviors increases, eventually becoming threats to the 

victim’s physical health and well-being (Follingstad & DeHart, 2000).  It is these types of 
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psychologically abusive behaviors that support the belief that psychological abuse can be 

a precursor to physical abuse (Henning & Klesges, 2003).   

Psychological abuse.  Though psychological abuse will not be addressed in this 

study, its identification as a potential precursor to physical abuse, and its unique forms 

within same-sex relationships, makes it an important issue to address here.  Psychological 

abuse has been shown to be one of the most common forms of abuse among those who 

are in abusive same-sex relationships, though, as indicated earlier, it is not restricted to 

that population (Burke et al., 2002; Craft & Serovich, 2005; Lie & Gentlewarrier, 1991).  

Research on domestic violence has found that, in abusive relationships, perpetrators have 

a desire for both power and control over their partners (Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001).  

Therefore, many of the abusive behaviors exhibited by perpetrating partners are used to 

gain control of victims.  Perpetrators of abuse often engage in psychologically abusive 

behaviors to either induce or sustain fear in their victims (Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; 

Smith, Thornton, DeVellis, Earp, & Coker, 2002).  By doing this, victims’ sense of 

power diminishes (Smith et al., 2002) and they become socially isolated (Peterman & 

Dixon, 2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001), both of which serve to minimize their ability to 

seek help. 

Many psychologically abusive behaviors are similar across all abusive dyads, 

including, but not limited to, name-calling, isolation tactics, and intimidation (Kuehnle & 

Sullivan, 2003; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Poorman, 2001).  

Nevertheless, research has identified certain behaviors that are specific to the gay and 

lesbian populations: outing partners, and reinforcing internalized and societal 

homophobia (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; Kulkin et al., 2007; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; 
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Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; Poorman, 2001).  Despite these population-specific behaviors, 

differences in prevalence rates of psychological abuse within heterosexual and same-sex 

relationships have not been identified. 

A common overt threat made is to reveal an individual’s sexual orientation to 

those who are not aware of it, such as family members or employers (Elliot, 1996; 

Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; Johnson & Ferraro, 2000; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Poorman, 

2001).  This can be the result of partners having disclosed their sexual orientation at 

different levels, with the perpetrating partner having a higher level of disclosure.  This 

type of threat, typically referred to as “outing” a partner, is used to instill the fear that the 

partner may be disowned by family or fired from work, causing the victim to become 

more dependent on the partner.  Perpetrators can then deepen this dependence by limiting 

victims’ involvement in the local, often small, gay and lesbian communities, resulting in 

a limited number of available confidants (Peterman & Dixon, 2003).  When faced with a 

lack of acknowledgement, or even active denial, that domestic violence occurs in these 

communities, victims may not seek help out of fear of being ostracized for bringing this 

issue to the forefront (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; Kulkin et al., 2007; McClennen et al., 

2002; Patzel, 2005; Turell & Herrmann, 2008).  Thus it is increasingly difficult for 

victims to leave abusive relationships, as they become further isolated from the 

community, and, therefore, more dependent on the abusive partner (Peterman & Dixon, 

2003). 

Reinforcing internalized homophobia is another form of psychological abuse that 

perpetrators use in order to gain power and control over victims in same-sex 

relationships, as well as to increase dependence on the perpetrator (Peterman & Dixon, 
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2003).  Internalized homophobia occurs when a gay or lesbian individual internalizes the 

negative attitudes and assumptions society has about homosexuality (Sophie, 1987), and 

may occur to differing degrees among partners.  As internalized homophobia increases, 

so does a person’s sense of loneliness, while self-esteem tends to decrease.  Since 

psychological abuse is used to increase their power and control in relationships, 

perpetrators may intentionally engage in these behaviors against their partners, regardless 

of their own levels of internalized homophobia.  Also, because they are not the ones 

being abused, they may be able to more readily discount these attitudes and assumptions 

than would victims.  By reinforcing victims’ internalized homophobia, their negative 

attitudes about being gay or lesbian increase while their comfort with who they are 

decreases.  This, in turn, increases their dependence on perpetrators, which may increase 

perpetrators’ sense of self if this depends on their role in relationships.  By reinforcing 

internalized homophobia in their partners, perpetrators begin to open the door to 

becoming physically violent, as high degrees of internalized homophobia have been 

associated with becoming victims of physical abuse (Balsam & Szymanski, 2005). 

Similarly, perpetrators can use societal homophobia to control their partners.  

Among the gay and lesbian communities, there exists a general distrust of how police 

will respond to a distress call due to the negative view society tends to have toward 

homosexuality (Lie & Gentlewarrier, 1991; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Renzetti, 1992; 

Turrell, 2000).  Not only do victims have to worry about the abuse they experience from 

their partners, but there is also the added worry about possibly being re-victimized by the 

police (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; Kulkin et al., 2007).  Also, because their relationships 

are not recognized by everyone, they face the possibility of not being protected by police 
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under current domestic violence laws (Eaton et al., 2008; Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; 

Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Robson, 1992).  Finally, the perception exists that few services 

are available that take lesbian domestic violence as a serious issue (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 

2003; McClennen et al., 2002; Patzel, 2005; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Renzetti, 1992; 

Turell & Herrmann, 2008).   

As can be seen, psychological abuse can take many forms.  Though it is damaging 

regardless of the sexual orientation of the relationship dyad, it seems to carry added 

consequences when used in same-sex relationships, in part because of society’s view of 

same-sex partners.  Therefore, it is important to explore whether this affects how same-

sex domestic violence is viewed in this society. 

Society and Domestic Violence 

As indicated previously, societal beliefs and attitudes may play a role in the 

ongoing problem of domestic violence.  It has also been mentioned that reinforcing 

beliefs about societal homophobia is a commonly used form of psychological abuse.  

Research indicates this is one of the reasons that victims of same-sex domestic violence 

do not report their abuse (Peterman & Dixon, 2003).  Research also suggests that 

endorsement of domestic violence myths, as well as sex-role attitudes, may contribute to 

the prevalence of domestic violence and with how victims are perceived (Crossman, 

Stith, & Bender, 1990; Coleman & Stith, 1997; Peters, 2003; West, 2002).  These factors 

make it necessary to investigate whether differences exist in how severely domestic 

violence is perceived between heterosexual and lesbian women, as well as how domestic 

violence myth endorsement behaviors and sex role attitudes contribute to these 

perceptions. 
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Societal Perceptions 

Since it is often thought that society views homosexuality in a negative manner, it 

would be expected that a victim’s sexual orientation would impact the way a 

domestically abusive scenario is viewed and judged.  Findings, though, have been mixed.  

Some researchers have found that sexual orientation does not impact how an individual 

perceives domestic violence (Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Seelau et al., 2003).  Instead, they 

suggest it is the gender of the victim and that of the respondent that dictates their 

perceptions, indicating that anti-gay and lesbian prejudices do not affect how people 

judge abuse in same-sex relationships (Seelau et al., 2003).   

Other researchers have found the opposite.  Some findings indicate that 

participants have a tendency to perceive physical domestic violence in heterosexual 

relationships as being more violent than when occurring in lesbian relationships (Wise & 

Bowman, 1997).  Other research suggests that individuals are likely to offer different 

treatment recommendations to same-sex couples and heterosexual couples, often not 

taking into account the dangerousness of the situation of the violent same-sex relationship 

(Wise & Bowman, 1997).  Finally, it has been found that research participants were more 

likely to want to see charges pressed against a heterosexual male batterer than a lesbian 

batter displaying the same abusive behavior (Seelau & Seelau, 2005; Wise & Bowman, 

1997) 

Research thus far has been unable to clarify whether societal homophobia has an 

effect on views of domestic violence.  It is clear that research has investigated domestic 

violence with a focus on the sexual orientation of the partners involved.  It has not, 

however, examined the effect of participants’ sexual orientation on these views. 
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Domestic Violence Myths 

Peters (2008) defines domestic violence myths as “stereotypical attitudes and 

beliefs that are generally false but are widely and persistently held, and which serve to 

minimize, deny, or justify physical aggression against intimate partners” (p. 5).  In his 

study, he identified four types of domestic violence myths: character blame, behavioral 

blame, minimization, and exoneration.  While these appear to hold true for both 

heterosexual and same-sex domestic violence, lesbian women must contend with 

additional myths imposed on them because of stereotypes held by society.  For example, 

given the belief that males are perpetrators and females are victims, it may be assumed 

that the lesbian partner who appears to be more masculine is the perpetrator and the more 

feminine-seeming partner the victim (West, 2002).  Lesbian victims are also faced with 

the myth that violence in their relationships is mutual (McClennen 2005; West, 2002). 

The endorsement of domestic violence myths may help in understanding how 

individuals make attributions about domestic violence.  It is currently unknown whether 

differences exist between heterosexual and lesbian women’s myth endorsement 

behaviors.  While it is expected that these behaviors are related to attributions of 

responsibility in male-to-female domestic violence (Peters, 2003), it is unknown if the 

same is true for violence that occurs in lesbian relationships.  It must be noted that 

lesbian-specific myths are beyond the scope of this study. 

Sex-Role Attitudes 

Literature has suggested that sex-role attitudes play a role in domestic violence.  

Research indicates that individuals’ sex role attitudes are related to the perpetration of 

domestic violence, though findings have been mixed.  Some findings indicate that, for 
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men, lower levels of egalitarianism are positively correlated with the use of violence in 

romantic relationships (Bookwala, Frieze, Smith, & Ryan, 1992; Crossman et al., 1990; 

Ryan, 1995; Schubert, Protinsky, & Viers, 2002), while others indicate that violence is 

more likely when men and women hold egalitarian beliefs than when they hold 

traditional beliefs (Bernard, Bernard, & Bernard, 1985; Respet, 1998).  Research has also 

investigated how sex-role attitudes affect attitudes toward victims of domestic violence.  

It has been suggested that the best predictor of these attitudes is one’s sex-role 

egalitarianism.  In support of this, findings indicate that women who hold more 

egalitarian beliefs are less likely to support the use of violence than are those with more 

traditional sex-role beliefs (Berkel, 2000; Coleman & Stith, 1997; Jensen, 1994). 

It has been suggested that women in lesbian relationships are more likely to hold 

greater egalitarian attitudes than those in heterosexual relationships due to perceived 

greater role flexibility (Blumstein & Schwartz, 1983; Tanner, 1978).  It is unknown, 

though, whether sex-role attitudes maintained by lesbian women influence their attitudes 

toward domestic violence in the same way as with heterosexual women.  Of interest in 

this study is whether differences exist between heterosexual and lesbian women in their 

levels of egalitarianism and victim blaming behaviors. 

Summary 

It has been identified that social factors play a role in the topic of domestic 

violence.  As such, it is important to take these into account when examining the issue.  

Research indicates that sexual orientation may play a role in how attributions of domestic 

violence are made.  It has not been clearly established, however, how participants’ sexual 

orientation affects their attributions.  It has also been found that the acceptance of 
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domestic violence myths promotes the continuation of domestic violence.  Given the 

often social basis of the perpetuation of myths, it is necessary to investigate how women 

endorse them, and how they are related to attribution behaviors.  Another factor that has 

been found to contribute to the attributions individuals make is their sex-role attitudes.  

Research findings regarding sex role attitudes have been mixed.  While some researchers 

have found that level of egalitarianism is related to the use of violence, others have found 

that those with more traditional beliefs are more tolerant of violence.  These differences 

may stem from the different measures used to evaluate sex role attitudes, as well as how 

sex role attitudes were defined (such as egalitarianism versus traditionalism versus 

sexism).  Despite these findings, it is currently unknown how lesbian women’s sex-role 

attitudes affect the attributions they make, or how they differ from those of heterosexual 

women.   

Responsibility for Domestic Violence 

It has been suggested that favorable attitudes toward abuse are fostered by societal 

factors, including the media (Overholser & Moll, 1990).  It is these same attitudes that 

have been identified as factors in the continued perpetuation of domestic abuse, at least 

when referring to male-to-female abuse.  Though research has been conducted assessing 

gender differences in the attributions of responsibility for domestic violence, findings 

have been mixed.  In general, findings indicate that gender identification (i.e., 

identification with a person of your own sex) plays an important role in how attributions 

made (Elkins, Phillips, & Konopaske, 2002; Workman & Freeburg, 1999).  Therefore, 

when a participant is presented with an individual of the same sex who is labeled as 

“victim” or “perpetrator,” it seems logical that the participant would attribute greater 
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responsibility to the person of the opposite sex (i.e., the person with whom they least 

identify).  Research, however, suggests this is not always the case.  It has been found that 

men generally attribute greater responsibility to female victims of male perpetrators 

(Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Hillier & Foddy, 1993; Nayak, Byrne, Martin, & Abraham, 

2003; West & Wandrei, 2002), while women tend to hold male perpetrators responsible 

for their actions (Hillier & Foddy, 1993; Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Shlien-Dellinger, 

Huss, & Kramer, 2004; West & Wandrei, 2002).  This may partly be the result of men’s 

tendency to, if not approve of, at least tolerate signs of dominance over females 

(Margolin, Moran, & Miller, 1989), and to the tendency to have more dismissive attitudes 

toward violence, in general, than do women (West & Wandrei, 2002). 

Other researchers, however, have found that women will blame female victims of 

male perpetrators when taking into account participants’ just world beliefs (Kristiansen & 

Giulietti, 1990).  Similarly, women have been found to hold victims (male and female) 

more responsible for the actions of female perpetrators, while men attribute more 

responsibility to male victims of female perpetrators, but not female victims (Worthen & 

Varnado-Sullivan, 2005).  In addition, men tend to generally exhibit more victim-blaming 

attitudes, while women are less likely to blame victims of violence and are more likely to 

hold males perpetrators responsible for their actions (West & Wandrei, 2002).  It may be 

that the mixed findings are the result of not controlling for other variables that affect how 

people attribute responsibility for violence, such as a personal history of victimization. 

Research also indicates that a prior history of victimization also influences 

attributions of blame.  It has been found that those who have experienced violence are 

more likely to attribute responsibility for it to society than are their counterparts who 
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have not been victimized (Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Lane, 2007).  Individuals who have 

been victimized have also been found to attribute greater blame to both victims and 

perpetrators than do non-victimized individuals (Lane, 2007).  Similarly, it has been 

found that women in relationships with violent partners are more likely to engage in 

victim-blaming behaviors, while those no longer in these relationships are more likely to 

blame perpetrators for violence (Andrews & Brewin, 1990).  When investigating 

attribution behaviors among gay and lesbian participants, no differences have been found 

in attributions of blame and responsibility based on perpetrator gender, indicating that 

identification with the perpetrator did not play a role (Carvalho, 2006).  These results did 

suggest, however, that gay and lesbian participants express greater sympathy and hold 

more favorable feelings toward perpetrators in same-sex relationships than they do those 

in opposite sex relationships when presented with similar scenarios.   

Summary 

In sum, the literature regarding people’s attributions of responsibility behaviors 

regarding domestic violence is cloudy.  Specifically, findings regarding the influence of 

gender identification have been mixed when investigating heterosexual samples, and not 

enough research has been conducted using lesbian samples to draw definitive conclusions 

for that population.  In addition, while researchers have begun to investigate attribution 

behaviors among gay and lesbian participants, it is still unknown how they attribute 

blame when taking into account situational and societal aspects of domestic violence.  

Furthermore, it is unknown whether differences exist in heterosexual and lesbian 

women’s attribution behaviors. 
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Summary 

As has been shown, domestic violence is a complicated issue to explain.  While 

various theories and models have been suggested to explain domestic violence, none of 

them individually captures its multiple dimensions.  As a result, one must look to several 

to help address the different components of domestic violence.  Similarly, the literature is 

mixed on identifying one or a few factors that fully explain domestic violence 

perpetration or victimization, or attributions of responsibility.  For this reason, as well as 

the mixed findings in the literature, this study will investigate the effects of participants’ 

prior history of victimization on their attributions.  Victimization will be investigated 

because the literature suggests that a personal history with domestic violence can play a 

role in how people view various aspects of domestic violence, including the attributions 

they make.  The literature also shows that domestic violence occurs in both heterosexual 

and lesbian relationships, and that many similarities exist between the two.  It has been 

suggested that gender plays a role in how domestic violence and its severity are 

perceived, as have sex-role attitudes.  Furthermore, endorsement of domestic violence 

myths have been thought to influence attributions of responsibility that are made.  It is 

unclear, however, if these various effects are the same between heterosexual and lesbian 

women.  Therefore, this study will also explore how these factors interact with 

attributions of responsibility and myth endorsement behaviors. 

Research Question 

This study will address the following research question:  how are the attributions 

made by heterosexual and lesbian college students influenced by their sexual orientation, 



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   37 

domestic violence myths, attitudes toward women, and the respondent’s own prior 

victimization? 

Hypotheses 

1. Sexual orientation will be related to participants’ distribution of 

responsibility, with heterosexual college women attributing blame to 

situational factors, then perpetrator factors, societal factors, and victim 

factors, in order, and lesbian college women attributing blame to societal 

factors, then situational factors, victim factors, and perpetrator factors in 

order.  

Previous research indicates that heterosexual women tend to attribute the most 

responsibility for violence to situational factors, then perpetrators, societal factors, 

and the least to victims (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994).  Research suggests that 

societal factors are a main reason for why domestic violence persists in the gay 

and lesbian community (Balsam & Szymanski, 2005; Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; 

McClennen et al., 2002; Peterman & Dixon, 2003), and that situational factors 

prevent victims from seeking help (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003; Peterman & Dixon, 

2003).  This indicates that while it may not be readily acknowledged, recognition 

exists that domestic violence occurs in gay and lesbian communities.  It also 

suggests that blame has been placed, at least in part, on society for its continuation 

and on the situations in which victims find themselves that prevent them from 

leaving.  Research has shown that people may engage in personality-based 

blaming behaviors to distance themselves from situations (Kristiansen & Guilietti, 

1990).  This, in conjunction with gender role socialization, which can lead to 
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dissatisfaction in lesbian relationships, may contribute to lesbian women engaging 

in greater victim than perpetrator blaming behaviors.  As a result, it is 

hypothesized that when presented with domestic violence statements with male 

perpetrators and female victims, heterosexual women’s responses will attribute 

responsibility first to the situation, followed by the perpetrator, society, and then 

the victim, while lesbian women’s responses will attribute responsibility first to 

society, then the situation, the victim, and the perpetrator. 

2. The relationship between egalitarianism and victim blame will be different 

by sexual orientation, with heterosexual college women demonstrating less 

egalitarianism and more victim blaming lesbian college women. 

The feminist perspective posits that patriarchal tendencies aid in the continuation 

of domestic violence (Dobash & Dobash, 1979).  The integrated model of 

domestic violence (Garner & Fagan, 1997) suggests that an individual’s beliefs 

about domestic violence are influenced by social and cultural factors.  While 

research is mixed, evidence exists for the link between egalitarian sex-role 

attitudes and lowered tolerance for violence (Berkel, 2000; Coleman & Stith, 

1997; Jensen, 1994).  Research has also indicated that lesbian women tend to be 

more egalitarian than their heterosexual counterparts (Blumstein & Schwartz, 

1983; Tanner, 1978).  As such, it is hypothesized that endorsement of greater 

levels of egalitarianism will influence the tendency to victim blame, with 

heterosexual women exhibiting lower levels of egalitarianism and greater victim 

blame and lesbian women exhibiting higher levels of egalitarianism and less 

victim blame. 
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3. The relationship between past physical violence victimization and 

perpetrator blame will differ by sexual orientation, with victimized 

heterosexual college women expressing more perpetrator blame than lesbian 

college women. 

Though research is mixed, there is evidence that supports Bandura’s (1977) model 

of social learning, which posits that individuals are more likely to identify with 

members of their own sex, particularly in cases of violence (Kwong et al., 2003).  

Research also suggests that heterosexual women who are no longer in violent 

relationships tend to experience a shift in blame attributions from self- to 

perpetrator-blame (Andrews & Brewin, 1990), which may be the result of 

identifying with other women who were victimized.  Since domestic violence is 

not often acknowledged in the lesbian community (Kuehnle & Sullivan, 2003), 

lesbian victims may not have the opportunity to identify with other victims similar 

to them.  As such, it is hypothesized that a history of physical violence 

victimization will influence the level of perpetrator blame, with victimized 

heterosexual women exhibiting greater perpetrator blame and victimized lesbian 

women exhibiting less perpetrator blame. 

4. Endorsement of domestic violence myths will correlate with domestic 

violence attributions of blame, regardless of sexual orientation. 

The feminist perspective identifies U.S. society as being patriarchal in nature 

(Dobash & Dobash, 1979).  When taking into account Garner and Fagan’s (1997) 

integrated model of domestic violence, which suggests that cultural factors play a 

role in the beliefs people develop, the result is a culture that expects and accepts 
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men’s display of aggressive behaviors and women’s passive acceptance of them. 

It is, therefore, expected that the endorsement of domestic violence myths will 

influence the attributions of domestic violence blame, regardless of sexual 

orientation. 

5. Sexual orientation will correlate with domestic violence myths, with 

heterosexual college women endorsing character blame myths the most, then 

exoneration myths, minimization myths, and behavioral myths the least, and 

lesbian college women endorsing minimization myths the most, then 

exoneration myths, character blame myths, and behavioral blame myths the 

least. 

It is hypothesized that when presented with gender-neutral domestic violence 

myths, heterosexual women’s responses will reflect previous findings (Peters, 

2008), with the greatest endorsement of both character blame and exoneration, 

followed by minimization myth endorsement, and behavioral blame myth 

endorsement.  This society has been identified as having a negative view about 

homosexuality (Ossana, 2000; Peterman & Dixon, 2003).  Research also indicates 

that domestic violence is not acknowledged in the lesbian community (Kuehnle & 

Sullivan, 2003).  As such, it is expected that lesbian women’s responses will 

reflect the greatest amount of myth endorsement as those of minimization and 

exoneration, followed by character blame and behavioral blame. 
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Methods 

 

Sample Size Analysis 

Most researchers estimate that approximately 10% of the population self-

identifies as either gay or lesbian (e.g., Smith & Gates, 2001).  No literature was 

identified that speculated on a more exact percentage of lesbian women in the population 

in the United States. Based on this lack of information, this study proceeded under that 

assumption that lesbian women compose 10% of the population, while heterosexual 

women compose the other 90% of women in the population. Stratified sampling 

procedures, which are used to ensure that the sample is representative of the population, 

were used to determine the necessary sample size to reflect this proportion as accurately 

as possible (Runyon, Coleman, & Pittenger, 2000).  As mentioned previously, the lesbian 

sample in this study includes both lesbian and bisexual women. 

By using the proportion of heterosexual and lesbian women, the formula 

n=(z
2
*(p)*(1-p))/e

2
 was used (Cochran, 1977).  In this case, n=(1.962*.9*.1)/.052=138, 

where a 95% confidence interval yields a z-score=1.96, p=proportion of heterosexual 

women in the population, 1-p=the proportion of lesbian women in the population, and
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e=level of precision (.05).  Therefore, a total sample size of 138 heterosexual and lesbian 

women was used. 

Power Analysis 

In her study assessing gay and lesbian participants’ perceptions of interpersonal 

violence, Carvalho (2006) reported partial η
2
 = 0.01 and 0.02 for perceived severity and 

attributions of blame and responsibility, respectively.  The average of these was 

calculated to be partial η
2
 = 0.015, which was used to estimate power for this study.  

Using G*Power 3, a general power analysis program, the partial η
2
 was converted to 

effect size f = 0.12, which is identified as a small effect size (Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & 

Buchner, 2008).  A power analysis was conducted using effect size f = 0.12, an alpha 

level set at 0.05, and a total sample size of 138, which yielded power = 0.93. 

Participants 

Participants were 167 heterosexual and lesbian women predominantly from the 

college population, and are described below.  Though surveys were collected from a total 

of 223 participants, 6 participants were removed from the study for identifying as male, 4 

were removed for not identifying their sexual orientation, and 46 were removed for not 

completing the survey.  Due to the difficulty in obtaining the necessary sample size, 

bisexual participants were grouped with lesbian women for this study.  The removal of 

participants and inclusion of bisexual women resulted in the final sample size of 167 

participants. 

Participants were recruited from the general college population through 

departmental research pools, from gay and lesbian organizations at several midwestern 

universities, and through known members of the lesbian community.  In addition, 
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“snowball” sampling, a method used to recruit participants via other participants’ social 

networks when access to a specific population is difficult (Browne, 2005), was 

implemented to recruit lesbian women who are not involved in gay and lesbian college 

organizations. This resulted in five additional non-student participants. 

Descriptive Information 

Data were obtained from two groups: heterosexual women and lesbian women.  

The sample consisted of 122 heterosexual women and 45 lesbian women, for a total 

sample size of 167 women.  The overall age range was between 18 and 52 (M = 21.05; 

SD = 6.38).  In general, heterosexual women tended to be younger (M = 18.69; SD = 

1.05) than their lesbian counterparts (M = 27.44; SD = 9.65).  One hundred twenty four 

women (74.3% of the sample) reported being freshmen and sophomores in college; the 

majority of them self-identified as heterosexual.  The sample also consisted of 9 (5.4%) 

juniors, 9 (5.4%) seniors, 20 (12.0%) graduate students, and 5 (3%) non-students.  Both 

the graduate student and non-student groups were comprised solely of lesbian women.  

Sixty-two (37.8%) participants identified themselves as not being in a relationship, 18 

(10.8%) as being in a non-committed relationship, 86 (51.5%) as being in a committed, 

partnered, or married relationship, and 1 (0.6%) as being separated from a partner (see 

Table 1). 

Instruments 

 Personal Information Form.  This author-generated form was used to collect 

information regarding age, sex, ethnicity/race, country of birth, sexual orientation, 

relationship status, length of relationship (if pertinent), religion, current level of  

 



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   44 

Table 1 Demographic Characteristics of Participants (N = 167) 

 

 Heterosexual  

Women 

Lesbian 

Women 

N 

 n % n % n % 

Age Range 

18-19 

20-21 

22-25 

26-30 

31-39 

40-52 

 

 

105 

13 

4 

0 

0 

0 

 

86.2 

10.6 

3.2 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

 

9 

9 

7 

6 

9 

5 

 

20.0 

20.0 

15.6 

13.4 

20.0 

11.0 

 

114 

22 

11 

6 

9 

5 

 

68.3 

13.1 

6.6 

3.6 

5.4 

3.0 

Sexual Orientation 

Heterosexual 

Lesbian 

 

 

122 

0 

 

100.0 

0.0 

 

0 

45 

 

0.0 

100.0 

 

122 

45 

 

73.1 

26.9 

Level of Education 

Freshman 

Sophomore 

Junior 

Senior 

Graduate Student 

Not a Student 

 

 

90 

22 

5 

5 

0 

0 

 

73.8 

18.0 

4.1 

4.1 

0.0 

0.0 

 

8 

4 

4 

4 

20 

5 

 

17.8 

8.9 

8.9 

8.9 

44.4 

11.1 

 

98 

26 

9 

9 

20 

5 

 

58.6 

15.6 

5.4 

5.4 

12.0 

3.0 

Relationship Status 

Single 
Dating, non-committed 

Dating, committed 

Partnered, co-habiting 

Married 

Separated 

 

 

47 

17 

49 

5 

3 

1 

 

38.5 

13.9 

40.2 

4.1 

2.5 

0.8 

 

15 

1 

7 

18 

4 

0 

 

3.3 

2.2 

15.6 

40.0 

8.9 

0.0 

 

62 

18 

56 

23 

7 

1 

 

37.1 

10.8 

33.5 

13.8 

4.2 

0.6 

Ethnicity 

Latina/Hispanic 

African-American 

Caucasian 
Asian-American/Pacific 
Islander 

Other 

 

2 

5 

111 

1 

 

3 

 

1.6 

4.1 

91.0 

0.8 

 

2.5 

 

0 

3 

39 

0 

 

3 

 

0.0 

6.7 

86.7 

0.0 

 

6.7 

 

2 

8 

150 

1 

 

6 

 

1.2 

4.8 

89.8 

0.6 

 

3.6 
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education, and area of study for each participant (see Appendix A).  Participants were 

asked to provide this information via fill-in-the-blank and multiple choice statements.  

Examples of questions include: “Participant’s age (in years): ____;” “Participant’s sex: 1.  

Male; 2.  Female;” and “Participant’s sexual orientation: 1.  Heterosexual; 2.  Lesbian; 3.  

Gay; 4.  Bisexual.” 

Domestic Violence Blame Scale (DVBS).  The DVBS (Petretic-Jackson et al., 

1994) is a 23-item, self-report measure with a Likert-type scaling ranging from 1 

(Strongly Disagree) to 6 (Strongly Agree) used to assess attributions of blame for 

domestic violence (see Appendix B).  The DVBS defines domestic violence as physical 

assault or violence perpetrated by a husband against his wife.  The DVBS is an 

empirically derived scale comprised of four independent factors of attributional blame: 1) 

Situational Blame (5 items); 2) Perpetrator Blame (5 items); 3) Societal Blame (6 items); 

and 4) Victim Blame (7 items) (Petretic, 2004).  It was developed for use in both research 

and clinical settings. 

The Situation Blame factor (SiB; items 11, 12, 13, 15, 17) attributes blame to 

situational or contextual variables, including family conditions and perpetrator’s use of 

alcohol/drugs, for the violence. A sample item is: “The husband’s abuse of alcohol and 

drugs causes domestic violence.” The Perpetrator Blame factor (PB; items 3, 4, 5, 18, 19) 

attributes blame to various husband variables, and includes items addressing mental 

illness, inability to control violent behaviors, learned aggressive behaviors from an 

aggressive father, and the recommendation that the perpetrator should be placed in jail for 

the abuse. A sample item is: “A husband who physically assaults his wife should be 

locked up for the act.” The Societal Blame factor (SB; items 1, 2, 7, 14, 16, 23) attributes 
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blame to societal variables, including the media, a male-dominated society, wives seen as 

property, and violence by a man as acceptable in a marriage. A sample item is: “The 

amount of sex and violence in the media today strongly influences the husband to 

physically assault his wife.”  The Victim Blame factor (VB; items 6, 8, 9, 10, 20, 21, 22) 

attributes blame to victim variables, including provocation of violence, deservingness of 

violence, and exaggeration of violence.  A sample item is: “It is the wife who provokes 

the husband to physically assault her.” 

For the purpose of this study, the Scale’s first author granted permission to 

modify the wording of the DVBS.  These modifications created gender-neutral items, 

rather than explicit male perpetrator and female victim items.  Examples of modified 

items for each factor include: “A perpetrator’s abuse of alcohol and drugs causes 

domestic violence” (SiB); “People who physically assault their partners should be locked 

up for the act” (PB); “The amount of sex and violence in the media today strongly 

influences people to physically assault their partners” (SB); and “It is the victim who 

provokes the perpetrator to physically assault her” (VB).   Participants were given 

instructions that the perpetrator was male and the victim a female (see Appendix C). 

The DVBS is scored and interpreted by calculating the mean scores for individual 

factors, with higher total factor means denoting greater blame attributed to that particular 

factor (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994). These scores are ranked to determine respondents’ 

distribution of responsibility for domestic violence. There is no total scale score. The 

normative sample of 424 young adult college students yielded factor mean scores as 

follows: “Situational Blame = 4.2; Perpetrator Blame = 4.1; Societal Blame = 3.4; and 

Victim Blame = 2.2” (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994, p. 270).  This indicates that 



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   47 

situational factors were assigned the most blame, followed by the perpetrator, society, 

and the victim in that order. Additional studies with various adult samples, including 

psychologists and other mental health professionals and physicians, have yielded similar 

factor mean scores and rankings.  Finally, the DVBS has been used with law enforcement 

officers, those with a prior history of violence, and general population samples (Bryant & 

Spencer, 2003; Jackson et al., 2001). 

The initial item pool for the Scale consisted of 32 items developed using a 

rational-empirical method based on existing literature about wife abuse (Petretic-Jackson 

et al., 1994).  Many of the initial items corresponded with previously developed blame 

scales of rape and incest, and represented the previously identified factors.  Unique 

features of wife abuse with regard to those factors were addressed by the remaining items 

(Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994). 

All items were administered to the normative sample, after which the scores for 

half of the sample were analyzed via factor analysis procedures (Petretic-Jackson et al., 

1994).  Results of these analyses resulted in the retention of the final 23 items for the 

scale, as well as the four factors of blame.  For cross-validation purposes, the data for the 

remaining half of the sample were also factor analyzed, yielding the same factor analytic 

structure as the first half.  All questionnaires were then combined and factor analyzed, 

resulting in the four blame factors, which accounted for 48% of the variance.  The 

resulting factor structure paralleled those of rape and incest blame scales (Petretic-

Jackson et al., 1994). 

Gender differences were found with regard to the ranking pattern of blame and 

magnitudes of factor scores (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994).  Women were most likely to 
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blame the perpetrator, then situational variables, while men were more likely to blame 

situational variables over perpetrator variables.  Both women and men ranked society 

variables third and victim variables last.  In addition, women assigned higher levels of 

blame to perpetrator and societal variables than did men, while men assigned higher 

levels of blame to situational variables more than women.  Finally, while both women 

and men attributed the least amount of blame to victims, victims were blamed 

significantly more by men than women (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994).  Separate 

magnitude scores for men and women were not identified by the authors. 

Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale (DVMAS).  The DVMAS (Peters, 

2008) is an 18-item measure with a Likert-type scaling ranging from 1(Strongly 

Disagree) to 7 (Strongly Agree) used to measure endorsement of domestic violence 

myths (see Appendix D).  The DVMAS defines domestic violence as physical abuse as 

well as “all forms of psychological, emotional, financial, or sexual abuse between 

intimate partners” (Peters, 2003, p. 17) and domestic violence myths as “stereotypical 

attitudes and beliefs that are generally false but are widely and persistently held, and 

which serve to minimize, deny, or justify physical aggression against intimate partner” 

(Peters, 2008, p. 5).  The DVMAS is comprised of the following four theoretically-based, 

and empirically supported, factors: 1) Character Blame (7 items); 2) Behavioral Blame (5 

items); 3) Minimization (3 items); and 4) Exoneration (3 items) (Peters, 2008). 

The Character Blame (CB) factor (items 3, 5, 7, 10, 14, 16, 18) assesses blame 

placed on the victim’s character. A sample item is:  “If a woman continues living with a 

man who beat her, then it’s her own fault if she is beaten again.” The Behavioral Blame 

(BB) factor (items 4, 6, 12, 13, 17) assesses blame placed on the victim’s behavior. A 
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sample item is: “Making a man jealous is asking for it.” The Exoneration (E) factor 

(items 2, 9, 15) assesses perpetrator exoneration.  A sample is: “When a man is violent it 

is because he lost control of his temper.”  The Minimization (M) factor (items 1, 8, 11) 

assesses minimization of the seriousness and extent of abuse. A sample item is: 

“Domestic violence does not affect many people.”  

For the purpose of this study, the wording of the Character Blame, Behavioral 

Blame, and Exoneration factor items were modified, with the Scale author’s permission; 

no modifications were made to the Minimization factor items.  These modifications 

resulted in gender-neutral items, rather than explicit male perpetrator and female victim 

items (see Appendix E).  Modified items for each factor, respectively, include: “If victims 

continue living with the people who beat them, then it is their own fault if they are beaten 

again” (CB); “Making a partner jealous is asking for it” (BB); and “When people are 

violent it is because they lost control of their temper” (E). 

The DVMAS is scored in one of two ways: first, by computing the mean scores 

for individual factors, with higher total factor means denoting greater endorsement of that 

particular factor; or  second, by computing the total scale mean score, with higher total 

scale means indicating greater endorsement of domestic violence myths (Peters, 2008).  

The normative sample of undergraduate and graduate students, university staff, and 

university faculty yielded different factor mean scores for men and women.  For the 

purpose of this study, only the female factor mean scores from the original study will be 

used to investigate similarities and differences in myth endorsement between 

heterosexual and lesbian women.  Female factor mean scores are as follows: Character 

Blame = 2.66; Behavioral Blame = 1.59; Exoneration = 2.66; Minimization = 2.09 
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(Peters, 2008).  The total scale mean score, however, will be used to investigate the 

relationship between myth endorsement and victim blame. 

The initial item pool for the scale consisted of 80 items.  Content and face validity 

for the DVMAS was assessed by experts in the field of domestic violence and were 

judged to have good validity (Peters, 2008).  A pilot study was conducted using a 

university sample of students, faculty, and staff.  Results were analyzed and items were 

eliminated through corrected item-total correlation analyses, resulting in 20 items.  These 

were then subjected to reliability and factor analyses, resulting in the final 18 items, with 

an “internal reliability coefficient alpha of .81” (Peters, 2008, p. 6).  Construct validity 

was initially assessed using a separate exploratory factor analysis based on sex.  Results 

for this initial factor analyses yielded an unexpected five factor structure for women and a 

predicted four factor structure for men, accounting for 62.4% and 61.3% of the variance 

in the data, respectively.  The unexpected fifth factor for women was comprised of two 

items that did not load on the character blame factor, as had been expected.  Finally, 

known-groups validity for men and women was evaluated using total mean scores, 

resulting in gender differences with men endorsing domestic violence myths significantly 

more than women (Peters, 2008). 

Follow-up validity and reliability assessments were conducted for the DVMAS 

for males and females both separately and combined (Peters, 2008).  For the purpose of 

this study, only the reliabilities for females will be discussed.  The reliability of the entire 

DVMAS was assessed using Cronbach’s internal reliability coefficient, resulting in an 

alpha of .85.  Reliability for the individual factors were as follows: CB = .86; BB = .76; E 

= .64; and M = .70 (Peters, 2003).  While low, Peters (2003) declared the .64 reliability 
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score for the Exoneration factor as falling within the acceptable range of .60 and greater 

he set due to the exploratory nature of the study.  Convergent validity was assessed by 

correlating the DVMAS with Burt’s Rape Myth Acceptance Scale (RMA) , the Attitudes 

Towards Wife Abuse Scale (AWA) , Burt’s Sex-Role Stereotype Scale (SRS) , and the 

Attitudes Toward Women Scale (ATW).  Results revealed significant correlations with 

all scales.  Divergent validity was assessed by correlating the DVMAS with the Social 

Desirability Scale (SDS) and the Attitudes Toward Violence Scale (ATV) .  Results 

revealed an initial significant correlation between the DVMAS and the SDS; however, 

post hoc analyses indicated the significant relationship was due to sample size rather than 

a true correlation.  A moderate and significant correlation was found between the 

DVMAS and the ATV, which was not due to the sample size. 

Construct validity was reassessed through separate exploratory factor analyses by 

sex.  Results yielded a four factor structure for females and a five factor structure for 

males, with the fifth factor being uninterpretable.  Confirmatory factor analyses limited to 

four factors resulted in an interpretable but complex four factor structure for males, with 

no changes in the weights or factor loadings for females.  The two items that previously 

loaded on the unexpected fifth factor during the exploratory factor analysis for women 

loaded on the character blame factor, as initially predicted, during the confirmatory 

analysis.  Results of construct validity analyses also yielded sex differences on three 

factors, with females endorsing character blame myths significantly more than males and 

males endorsing exoneration and minimization myths significantly more than females.  

Finally, known-groups validity once again indicated that males endorse domestic 

violence myths significantly more than do females (Peters, 2008). 
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Attitudes toward Women Scale (AWS).  Three versions of the AWS scale have 

been developed to assess respondents’ attitudes toward women.  The first is a 55-item 

scale (Spence & Helmreich, 1972), the second is a 25-item scale (Spence, Helmreich, & 

Stapp, 1973), and the third is a 15-item scale (Spence & Helmreich, 1978).  All three 

versions have been shown to have similarly high internal reliability (Daugherty & 

Dambrot, 1986). 

For the purpose of this study, the 15-item Likert-type scale was used (see 

Appendix F). Possible responses range from Agree Strongly (0) to Disagree Strongly (3); 

negative items are reverse-scored (Daugherty & Dambrot, 1986).  A sample item is: “A 

woman should be as free as a man to propose marriage.”  A reverse-scored sample item 

is: “Women should worry less about their rights and more about becoming good wives 

and mothers.”  A score of zero reflects endorsement of traditional, conservative attitudes, 

while three reflects endorsement of liberal, profeminist attitudes.  Scores are calculated 

by summing all item values, resulting in scores ranging from zero to 45, with higher 

scores indicating a greater endorsement of liberal, egalitarian attitudes (Spence & 

Helmreich, 1978). 

Analyses conducted on the 15-item version of the AWS resulted in a correlation 

of .91 with the original 55-item version (Spence & Helmreich, 1978).  Separate analyses 

of internal reliability have yielded Cronbach’s alpha = .85 and .89 (Daugherty & 

Dambrot, 1986; Spence & Helmreich, 1978), a split-half reliability score = .86, and test-

retest reliability of .86 (Daugherty & Dambrot, 1986).  In addition, construct validity has 

been shown via studies of between group differences, including sex differences, 

generational differences, and educational differences (Spence & Helmreich, 1978). 
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Physical Violence Experience (PVE).  The PVE (Goggins, 1996) is a subscale of 

the Victimization Experience Questionnaire (VEQ).  The VEQ is used to measure 

respondents’ experiences with physical violence and sexual coercion, and is comprised of 

three subscales: Physical Violence Experience (PVE), Child Sexual Abuse (CSA), and 

Adolescent/Adult Sexual Coercion (AASC).  While the author reported reliability results 

for the three subscales, they were not reported for the total scale.  In addition, a different 

rating scale was used for the PVE than the CSA and AASC.  Therefore, for the purpose 

of this study, only the PVE was administered, as it assesses individuals’ experiences with 

physical violence (see Appendix G).  The Conflict Tactics Scale was used in the 

adaptation of items for the PVE.  The PVE includes five actual or threatened physical 

violence descriptions, each followed by the same six Likert-type frequency scaling 

statements ranging from 1 (Never) to 9 (Very Frequently).  Each item responded to 

pertains to various categories of individuals, including parent figure, other family 

member, authority figure, nonromantic acquaintance, romantic acquaintance, and 

stranger.  A sample description is: “How often have you been spanked, slapped, pinched, 

hit, pushed, or grabbed, when the other person did NOT use a great deal of force, by the 

following people?”  A sample item following the description is: “Parent Figure (mother, 

step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.).”  The PVE score is calculated by summing 

the item scores for the subscale, yielding a possible score ranging from six to 54, with 

higher scores indicating greater levels of experience with physical abuse (Goggins, 

1996).   

The author reported a Cronbach’s alpha = .88 for the PVE scale (Goggins, 1996).  

In addition, gender differences were found on the total score for the scale, with men 
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reporting overall greater experience with physical violence victimization than women.  

No significant gender differences were found when investigating only victimization by 

parents and romantic acquaintances.  It was also found that women with greater 

experience as victims of violence are more likely to identify with hypothetical victims of 

violence than those with lower levels of violence experience (Goggins, 1996). 

Procedures 

Participants were recruited from the general college population as well as gay and 

lesbian organizations several mid-western university campuses.  In addition, since the 

lesbian population is not readily accessible through normal channels, it was more 

efficient to use alternative means to recruit participants.  Therefore, snowball sampling 

procedures were implemented to recruit participants who were not members of gay and 

lesbian organizations, as well as non-student participants (Bernard, 2002).  Research 

pools from two psychology-oriented college departments were used to recruit participants 

via e-mail from the general college population (see Appendix H).  These participants 

received class credit for their participation.  Gay and lesbian university organizations 

were contacted via e-mail requesting member participation (see Appendices I and J).  

Members were asked to forward the e-mail to lesbian women who are not organization 

members.  Known members of the gay and lesbian community were also contacted via e-

mail to assist in snowball recruitment procedures (see Appendix K).  Lesbian women 

who participated in the study but were not part of the academic research pools were 

provided with the incentive of the possibility of being randomly selected to receive a gift 

card for their participation.   
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All participants received an e-mail that included a brief explanation of the study, 

an incentive for participation, confidentiality of responses, contact information of the 

principal researcher and faculty supervisor, and an internet link for the webpage used for 

conducting the study.  Lesbian participants’ e-mail also included a request that the e-mail 

be forwarded to other interested women.  Participants were asked to click on the internet 

link where they viewed an informed consent form (see Appendices L, M, N, and O) that 

included a brief explanation of the study, instructions regarding the participation 

incentive, comments regarding any foreseeable risks related to participating in the study, 

information regarding consent and emphasizing the voluntary nature of the study, 

confidentiality of responses, and contact information of the principal researcher and 

faculty supervisor.   

Once they agreed to participate, participants were directed to complete a personal 

information form and modified computerized versions of the DVBS (Petretic-Jackson et 

al., 1994), the DVMAS (Peters, 2008), AWS (Spence & Helmreich, 1978), and the PVE 

(Goggins, 1996).  The internet link was to inQsit, a web-based survey software program 

used to conduct surveys via the internet.  The estimated time required to complete the 

study was approximately 10-15 minutes. 

Once the data were collected, the modified versions of DVBS and the DVMAS 

were tested to assess their reliability. 

Research Design 

As indicated earlier, how the attributions of domestic violence made by 

heterosexual and lesbian women are impacted by domestic violence myths, attitudes 

toward women, and the respondent’s own prior victimization are of interest in this study.  
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In order to investigate these attributions, a correlational study was conducted.  Given the 

nature of the populations being studied, the study consisted of a partially randomized 

sample. 

Data Analyses 

Several data analyses were conducted for this study.  Due to the nature of the 

study, that of the comparison of two groups on various scale scores, profile analyses were 

conducted in the forms of analyses of variance (Stevens, 1999; Timm, 2002).  Results of 

these analyses illustrated group by variable interactions, or any existing differences 

between groups on the subscales of interest (Stevens, 1999). 

First, a 2-way mixed-design analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to address 

hypothesis one.  This 2 X 4 (sexual orientation X DVBS subscales) analysis identified 

sexual orientation as the between subjects independent variable and the DVBS subscales 

as the within subjects dependent variables.  Next, a 2-way analysis of covariance 

(ANCOVA) was conducted for hypotheses two and three.  This 2 X 2 (sexual orientation 

X DVBS subscales) analysis identified sexual orientation as the between subjects 

independent variable and the DVBS Victim Blame and Perpetrator Blame subscales as 

the within subjects dependent variables.  The total scores for the AWS and PVE scores 

were the covariates.  To address hypothesis four, a Pearson correlation was conducted, 

with the DVMAS subscales serving as the independent variables and the DVBS subscales 

as the dependent variables.  Finally, to address hypothesis five, a 2-way ANOVA was 

used.  This 2 X 4 (sexual orientation X DVMAS subscales) analysis identified sexual 

orientation as the independent variable and the DVMAS subscales as the dependent 

variables. 



 

CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS 

 

 

 

Data analyses were first conducted to obtain descriptive information about 

participants.  Reliability analyses were also conducted on the DVMAS, DVBS, and the 

PVE.  To address the previously identified hypotheses, data were analyzed using two 2-

way mixed-design analyses of variance (ANOVAs), two 2-way analyses of covariance 

(ANCOVAs), and a Pearson correlation. 

Reliability 

Reliability analyses were conducted on several of the scales used in the study 

using Cronbach’s internal reliability coefficient, a widely used reliability measure 

(DeVellis, 2003).  Analyses on the DVMAS were conducted due to the modifications that 

were implemented for the study.  In addition to modification purposes, analyses were 

done on the DVBS because no reliability information could be obtained.  Reliability 

analyses were conducted on the AWS and PVE as no reliability could be obtained for 

their use with lesbian women.  When assessing reliability results, the following 

guidelines suggested by DeVellis (2003) were used: below .60 = unacceptable; .60-.65 = 

undesirable; .65-.70 = minimally acceptable; .70-.80 = respectable; and .80-.90 = very 

good.
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DVBS.  As no reliability information could be obtained for the DVBS, and 

because of the modifications that were implemented, reliability analyses were conducted 

for the total scale and for each of the subscales for the entire sample.  Results yielded an 

alpha of .79 (respectable) (DeVellis, 2003) for the DVBS total scale, and the following 

for the subscales: Situational Blame (SiB) = .78; Perpetrator Blame (PB) = .53; Societal 

Blame (SB) = .65; and Victim Blame (VB) = .75.  Analyses were also run on the two 

separate groups.  Heterosexual women yielded the following results: DVBS = .78; SiB = 

.82; PB = .51; SB = .64; and VB = .72.  Results for the lesbian women’s group were as 

follows: DVBS = .79; SiB = .67; PB = .59; SB = .74; and VB = .64 (see Appendix P).  

Reliability results were found to be acceptable for the total scale and for three of the four 

subscales (SiB, SB, and VB), though not for the PB subscale.  Since the original version 

of the DVBS has been used by multiple researchers in the past, and the total scale 

reliability was acceptable, the decision was made to continue with statistical analyses. 

DVMAS.  When assessing reliability for the female sample of the original 

DVMAS using Cronbach’s internal reliability coefficient, Peters (2003) obtained an 

alpha for the scale as a whole and for its individual subscales.  He obtained the following 

results: DVMAS = .85; Character Blame (CB) = .86; Behavioral Blame (BB) = .76; 

Exoneration (E) = .64; and Minimization (M) = .70. 

Reliability analyses were conducted for the total scale and for each of the factors 

for the entire sample.  Results yielded alpha of .85 for the DVMAS scale, which DeVellis 

(2003) considers to be very good reliability.  Reliability results for the individual 

subscales were as follows: CB = .82; BB = .69; E = .60; and M = .42.   Reliability 

analyses were also conducted for the two groups separately.  Results for the heterosexual 
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women’s group were as follows: DVMAS = .82; CB = .81; BB = .65; E = .55; and M = 

.37.  The lesbian women’s group yielded the following reliability results: DVMAS = .85; 

CB = .78; BB = .70; E = .66; and M = .57 (see Appendix Q).  Reliability results were 

found to be acceptable for the total scale, as well as the SB, BB, and E subscales.  The M 

subscale, however, fell below the acceptability range of reliability.  Since the focus of the 

study was not on the M subscale, the decision was made to continue with statistical 

analyses. 

AWS.  Prior studies have yielded alpha levels of .85 and .89 (Daugherty & 

Dambrot, 1986; Spence & Helmreich, 1978) on the AWS.  Due to the specific 

investigation into lesbian women, in addition to heterosexual women, reliability analyses 

were conducted for this study.  When combining the two groups, results yielded an alpha 

= .76.  Reliability levels dropped when assessing the two groups separately: heterosexual 

women = .65 and lesbian women = .60 (see Appendix R).  The reliability for both the 

total scale and for heterosexual women was found to fall within the acceptable range of 

reliability.  While low for the lesbian women group, reliability for the AWS was also 

found to fall within the acceptable range for that group.  As such, statistical analyses 

using this scale were conducted. 

PVE.   Reliability analyses were conducted on the PVE as no reliability 

information could be obtained for use with lesbian women.  As the subscale of the VEQ, 

a reliability analysis was conducted on the PVE as a whole.  The result yielded an alpha 

of .86.  Reliability analyses were also conducted on the entire scale for the two groups 

separately, with an alpha of .80 obtained for the heterosexual women’s group and an 

alpha of .92 (see Appendix S) obtained for the lesbian women’s group (see Table 2).   
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Table 2 Scale Reliability Analyses 

 All Participants Heterosexual 

Group 

Lesbian Group 

Domestic Violence Blame 

Scale  

Situational Blame  

 

Perpetrator Blame  

 

Societal Blame  

 

Victim Blame  

 

Total Scale 

 

Domestic Violence Myth 

Acceptance Scale  

Character Blame  

 

Behavioral Blame  

 

Exoneration  

 

Minimization 

 

Total Scale 

 

Attitude toward Women Scale  

Total Scale 

 

Physical Violence Experience  

Total Scale 

 

.78 

 

.53 

 

.65 

 

.75 

 

.79 

 

 

 

.82 

 

.69 

 

.60 

 

.42 

 

.85 

 

 

.76 

 

 

.86 

 

.82 

 

.51 

 

.64 

 

.72 

 

.78 

 

 

 

.81 

 

.65 

 

.55 

 

.37 

 

.82 

 

 

.65 

 

 

.80 

 

.67 

 

.59 

 

.74 

 

.64 

 

.79 

 

 

 

.78 

 

.70 

 

.66 

 

.57 

 

.85 

 

 

.60 

 

 

.92 
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Hypothesis One 

Hypothesis one stated that sexual orientation would be correlated with 

participants’ distribution of responsibility, with heterosexual college women attributing 

blame to situational factors, then perpetrators factors, societal factors, and victim factors, 

in order, and lesbian college women attributing blame to societal factors, then situational 

factors, victim factors, and perpetrators factors, in order.  A two-way mixed-design 

analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to determine how heterosexual and lesbian 

women attributed responsibility. 

Preliminary analyses indicated that the sphericity assumption was violated.  As a 

result, the Huynh-Feldt correction was used to interpret results (ε = .93).  In addition, 

Levene’s test of equality of variances was violated for societal blame and victim blame.  

Caution must therefore be used when interpreting these results. 

Initial analyses indicated significant main effects for the DVBS subscales and a 

significant interaction with sexual orientation, F(2.80, 461.90) = 310, p < .001 (partial η
2
 

= .65; power = .99) and F(2.80, 461.90)=7.22, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .04; power = .98), 

respectively.  Results also showed a difference between sexual orientation groups F(1, 

165) = 11.91, p < .05 (partial η
2
 = .07; power = .93), with post hoc analyses indicating 

that heterosexual women had a significantly higher total mean score (M = 3.33; SE = .05) 

than did lesbian women (M = 3.02; SE = .08).  Additional post hoc analyses were 

conducted to further explore results. 

When combining the two groups, results indicated significant differences between 

most of the scales.  Overall, victims seemed to receive the least amount of blame (M = 

1.62; SE = .05), followed by society (M = 3.45; SE = .07).  Pairwise comparisons 
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indicated there were no statistically significant differences between the amount of blame 

received by perpetrators (M = 3.78; SE = .06) and situational variables (M = 3.85; SE = 

.09), although both were significantly different from both victim blame and societal 

blame (see Table 3). 

When conducting within group comparisons, results suggested that there were 

differences among the scales for the heterosexual group, F(3, 163) = 250, p < .001 

(partial η
2
 = .82; power = .99).  Findings indicated that heterosexual women tended to 

attribute the most responsibility to situational variables, followed by perpetrators, societal 

variables, and the least to victims.  There was also an overall scale effect for lesbian 

women’s responses, F(3, 163) = 149, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .73; power = .99).  Only the 

victim blame scale, however, was found to be different from the others in post hoc 

analysis.  Findings indicated that lesbian women tended to attribute the greatest amount 

of responsibility to perpetrators, followed by situational variables, societal variables, and 

the least to victims.   

A between-groups comparison analysis was also conducted for each scale.  

Results for this analysis suggested that the victim blame and situational blame scales 

differed significantly between groups, F(1, 165) = 34.36, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .17; 

power = .99) and F(1, 165) = 9.53, p < .01 (partial η
2
 = .06; power = .87), respectively 

(see Figure 1).   

Findings indicate that heterosexual women had a tendency to engage in both 

victim blaming (M = 1.91; SE = .05) and situational blaming (M = 4.12; SE = .09) more 

than did their lesbian counterparts (M = 1.32; SE = .09) and (M = 3.59; SE = .15), 

respectively (see Table 4). 
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Table 3 Domestic Violence Blame Scale Total Sample Means 

 

 Mean Standard 

Error 

 

Situational Blame 

 

Perpetrator Blame 

 

Societal Blame 

 

Victim Blame 

 

3.85 

 

3.78 

 

3.45 

 

1.62 

 

.09 

 

.06 

 

.07 

 

.05 
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Figure 1 Domestic Violence Blame Scale Mean Scores 
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Table 4 Domestic Violence Blame Scale Sample Means by Group 

 

 Mean Standard Error 

 Heterosexual Lesbian Heterosexual Lesbian 

 

Situational Blame  

 

Perpetrator Blame  

 

Societal Blame  

 

Victim Blame 

 

4.12 

 

3.89 

 

3.40 

 

1.91 

 

3.59 

 

3.68 

 

3.50 

 

1.32 

 

.09 

 

.07 

 

.07 

 

.05 

 

.15 

 

.11 

 

.12 

 

.09 
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Results suggest Hypothesis One is partially supported.  Specifically, findings 

supported the portion of the hypothesis related to heterosexual college students, which 

predicted their attributions of responsibility would be greatest toward situational factors, 

then perpetrator factors, societal factors, and the least to victim factors.  Findings did not 

support predictions that lesbian college students would attribute responsibility first to 

societal factors, then the situation, the victim, and the least to perpetrators. 

Hypothesis Two 

Hypothesis Two stated that the relation between egalitarianism and victim blame 

would be different by sexual orientation, with heterosexual college women demonstrating 

less egalitarianism and more victim blaming lesbian college women.  A two-way analysis 

of covariance (ANCOVA) was conducted to determine the influence of egalitarianism on 

victim blame, while an independent samples t-test was conducted to determine 

differences in levels of egalitarianism between the groups. 

Preliminary analyses indicated that the equality of variances assumption was 

violated.  Caution must therefore be used when interpreting these results.  Additional 

analyses suggested that the assumption of equal slopes was satisfied. 

Results from the ANCOVA showed the covariate was significant, F(1, 164) = 

17.88, p < .05 (partial η
2
 = .10).  This suggests that a relationship exists between level of 

egalitarianism and victim blaming tendencies.  Results also indicate that differences exist 

between groups on their victim blaming behaviors, F(1, 164) = 6.11, p < .05 (partial η
2
 = 

.04), after controlling for egalitarianism.  It was found that the adjusted mean for victim 

blame was significantly higher for heterosexual women (M = 1.83) than for lesbian 

women (M = 1.54) when taking egalitarianism into account. 
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A t-test was also conducted to determine differences in levels of egalitarianism 

between the two groups.  Results suggested that the two groups were significantly 

different from each other t(123.88) = 11.47, p < .05.  Findings indicate that heterosexual 

women reported significantly lower levels of egalitarianism (M = 34.83) than did their 

lesbian counterparts (M = 41.98). 

Results suggest this hypothesis was supported.  Specifically, findings indicate that 

a relationship does exist between egalitarianism and victim blaming behaviors.  They also 

suggest that the two groups endorse different levels of egalitarianism and victim blaming 

behaviors, with heterosexual college students having lower levels of egalitarianism than 

lesbian college students, and engaging in more victim blaming behaviors than lesbian 

college students. 

Hypothesis Three 

Hypothesis Three stated that the relationship between past physical violence 

victimization and perpetrator blame would differ by sexual orientation, with victimized 

heterosexual college women expressing more perpetrator blame than lesbian college 

women.  A two-way analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) was conducted to determine the 

influence of past victimization by parents and romantic acquaintances on perpetrator 

blame, while an independent samples t-test was conducted to determine differences in 

levels of victimization between the groups.  Preliminary analyses indicated that the 

equality of variances assumption was met.  Additional analyses suggested that the 

assumption of equal slopes was also satisfied.   

Results from the ANCOVA indicated the covariates were not significant, F(1, 163) 

= .023, p > .05 (partial η
2
 = .000; power = .053) and F(1, 163) = .277, p > .05 (partial η

2
 = 
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.002; power = .082), respectively.  This suggests that a relationship does not exist 

between either prior victimization by a parent or romantic acquaintance and perpetrator 

blaming tendencies.  Results also indicated that no differences existed between groups on 

their perpetrator blaming behaviors, F(1, 163) = 2.574, p > .05 (partial η
2
 = .016; power = 

.358), after controlling for past victimization.  It was found that the adjusted mean for 

perpetrator blame was only slightly higher for heterosexual women (M = 3.89; SE = .07) 

than for lesbian women (M = 3.68; SE = .11) when taking parental and romantic 

acquaintance victimization into account. 

Descriptive analyses were conducted to further investigate these findings.  Results 

indicated that few participants reported incidents of either parental (M = 2.16; SD = 1.21) 

or romantic acquaintance (M = 1.50; SD = .94) victimization.  Approximately 4.8% of 

participants (8 of 167) indicated having been victimized by parents at an average 

frequency of “sometimes” or greater, while approximately 2.4% (4 participants) reported 

having been victimized by a romantic acquaintance at this same average frequency. 

A t-test was also conducted to determine differences in levels of victimization 

between the two groups.  Results suggested that the two groups were not significantly 

different from each other on parental or romantic acquaintance victimization, t(55.96) = 

.125, p > .05 and t(165) = .30, p > .05, respectively.  Findings indicated negligible 

differences in reports of parental victimization by heterosexual women (M = 2.15; SD = 

.99) than lesbian women (M = 2.18; SD = 1.67), as well as romantic acquaintance 

victimization (M = 1.45; SD = .96) and (M = 1.54; SD = .90), respectively. 

Results suggest this hypothesis was not supported.  Findings indicated that 

heterosexual and lesbian college students did not engage in perpetrator blaming behaviors 
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differently, nor did any differences exist in levels of past victimization by either a parent 

or a romantic acquaintance. 

Hypothesis Four 

Hypothesis Four stated that endorsement of domestic violence myths would 

correlate with domestic violence attributions of blame, regardless of sexual orientation.  

A Pearson correlation was conducted to address the relationship between the following 

attributions of blame: Societal Blame (M = 3.42; SD = .79), Perpetrator Blame (M = 

3.83; SD = .73), Victim Blame (M = 1.75; SD = .64), and Situational Blame (M = 3.98; 

SD = 1.02); and the following domestic violence myths: Minimization (M = 2.83; SD = 

1.01), Exoneration (M = 3.71; SD = 1.24), Character Blame (M = 3.18; SD = 1.20), and 

Behavioral Blame (M = 2.18; SD = .90) (see Table 5). 

Societal Blame was found to be significantly correlated with Exoneration (r = .22, 

p < .01).  Correlations with Minimization, Character Blame, and Behavioral Blame were 

not significant at the .05 alpha level, r = .08, .06, and .13, respectively. 

Perpetrator Blame was found to be significantly correlated with Exoneration, r = 

.33 (p < .01) and with Character Blame, r = .17 (p < .05).  Correlations with 

Minimization and Behavioral Blame were not significant at the .05 alpha level, r = .05 

and .14, respectively. 

Victim Blame was found to be significantly correlated with Minimization, 

Exoneration, Character Blame, and Behavioral Blame, r = .34, .42, .50, and .63 (p < .01), 

respectively. 

Situational Blame was found to be significantly correlated with Exoneration and 

Character Blame at a .01 alpha level, r(165) = .27 and r(165) = .28, respectively, and 
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Table 5 Domestic Violence Blame Scale and Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale 

Means 

 

 Mean Standard Deviation 

Domestic Violence Blame 

Scale  

 

Situational Blame  

 

Perpetrator Blame  

 

Societal Blame  

 

Victim Blame  

 

 

 

3.98 

 

3.83 

 

3.42 

 

1.75 

 

 

 

1.02 

 

.73 

 

.79 

 

.64 

 

Domestic Violence Myth 

Acceptance Scale  

 

Character Blame 

 

Behavioral Blame  

 

Exoneration  

 

Minimization  

 

 

 

3.18 

 

2.18 

 

3.71 

 

2.83 

 

 

 

1.20 

 

.90 

 

1.24 

 

1.01 
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with Minimization and Behavioral Blame at a .05 alpha level, r(165) = .19 and r(165) = 

.18, respectively (see Table 6). 

Results partially support this hypothesis.  Specifically, it was found that 

attributions of blame did correlate with some domestic violence myths, though not all 

attributions correlated with all myths. 

Hypothesis Five 

Hypothesis Five stated that sexual orientation would correlate with domestic 

violence myths, with heterosexual college women endorsing character blame myths the 

most, then exoneration myths, minimization myths, and behavioral myths the least, and 

lesbian college women endorsing minimization myths the most, then exoneration myths, 

character blame myths, and behavioral blame myths the least.  A two-way mixed-design 

analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to determine heterosexual and lesbian 

women’s myth endorsement behaviors. 

Preliminary analyses indicated that the sphericity assumption was violated.  As a 

result, the Huynh-Feldt correction will be used to interpret results (ε = .91).  Levene’s test 

of equality of variances suggested that variances were equal. 

Initial analyses indicated significant main effects for the DVMAS subscales, 

F(2.72, 449.35) = 74.26, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .31; power = .99).  No significant 

interaction with sexual orientation was found, F(2.72, 449.35 )= .95, p > .05 (partial η
2
 

= .01; power = .25).  Results also showed a difference between sexual orientation groups 

F(1, 165) = 32.72, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .17; power = .99).  Post hoc analyses indicating 

that heterosexual women had a significantly higher total mean score (M = 3.18; SE = .07) 

than did lesbian women (M = 2.43; SE = .11), F(1, 165 )= 32.72, p < .05  
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Table 6 Domestic Violence Blame Scale and Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale 

Correlations 

 

Domestic 

Violence Myth 

Acceptance Scale 

Character 

Blame 

 

Behavioral 

Blame 

 

Exoneration 

 

Minimization 

Domestic Violence 

Blame Scale  

Situational Blame 

 

Perpetrator Blame 

 

Societal Blame 

 

Victim Blame 

 

 

 

.28*** 

 

.16* 

 

.06 

 

.50*** 

 

 

.18* 

 

.14 

 

.13 

 

.63*** 

 

 

         .27*** 

 

         .33*** 

 

         .22** 

 

         .42*** 

 

 

.19* 

 

.05 

 

.08 

 

.34*** 

  

   *. Correlation is significant at the .05 level. 

  **. Correlation is significant at the .01 level. 

***. Correlation is significant at the .001 level. 
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(partial η
2
 = .16; power = .99).  Additional post hoc analyses were conducted to further 

explore results. 

When combining the two groups, results indicated significant differences between 

the scales.  Overall, myths about behavioral blame seemed to be the least endorsed (M = 

2.00; SE = .07), followed by minimization myths (M = 2.70; SE = .09), character blame 

(M = 2.97; SE = .10), while exoneration myths seemed to be endorsed the most (M = 

3.54; SE = .10).  Pairwise comparisons indicated that minimization and character blame 

myths were significantly different from each other at p < .05, while all others differed 

from each other at p < .001 (see Table 7). 

When conducting within group comparisons, results suggested that there were 

differences among the scales for the heterosexual group, F(3, 163) = 103, p < .001 

(partial η
2
 = .66; power = .99).  Findings indicated that heterosexual women tended to 

endorse exoneration myths the most, followed by character blame, minimization myths, 

and behavioral blame myths the least.   

Differences were also found among the scales for the lesbian participants, F(3, 163) = 

36.21, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .66; power = .99).  Significant differences were found 

between most of the scales at p < .001.  No significant differences were found between 

the minimization and character blame myths.  Lesbian women tended to endorse 

domestic violence myths in the same way as heterosexual women, though with lower 

mean scores. 

A between-groups comparison analysis was also conducted for each scale.  

Results from this analysis suggested that minimization myths, exoneration myths, 

character blame myths, and behavioral blame myths differed significantly between
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Table 7 Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale Total Sample Means 

 Mean Standard Error 

 

Character Blame 

 

Behavioral Blame 

 

Exoneration  

 

Minimization 

 

2.97 

 

2.00 

 

3.54 

 

2.70 

 

.10 

 

.07 

 

.10 

 

.09 
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groups, F(1, 165) = 10.75, p = .001 (partial η
2
 = .61; power = .90), F(1, 165) = 12.80, p 

< .001 (partial η
2
 = .07; power = .95), F(1, 165) = 21.29, p < .001 (partial η

2
 = .11; 

power = .99), and F(1, 165) = 26.72, p < .001 (partial η
2
 = .14; power = .99), 

respectively (see Figure 2).  Findings indicated that heterosexual women had a tendency 

to engage in greater overall myth endorsement behaviors than did their lesbian 

counterparts (see Table 8). 

Results suggest this hypothesis is partially supported.  Specifically, findings 

support the portion of the hypothesis related to heterosexual college women’s 

minimization and behavioral blame myth endorsement behaviors, and those regarding 

exoneration and behavioral blame myths endorsed by lesbian college women. 
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Figure 2 Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale Mean Scores 
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Table 8 Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale Sample Means by Group 

 Mean Standard Error 

 Heterosexual Lesbian Heterosexual Lesbian 

 

Character Blame 

 

Behavioral Blame 

 

Exoneration 

 

Minimization 

 

Total Score 

 

3.43 

 

2.38 

 

3.91 

 

2.98 

 

3.18 

 

2.51 

 

1.63 

 

3.16 

 

2.42 

 

2.43 

 

.10 

 

.08 

 

.11 

 

.09 

 

.07 

 

.17 

 

.13 

 

.18 

 

.15 

 

.11 

 

 

 



 

CHAPTER V 

DISCUSSION 

 

 

 

The purpose of this study was to investigate how heterosexual and lesbian college 

women attributed blame for domestic violence.  This study also looked into the role of 

egalitarianism and prior victimization in victim and perpetrator blaming behaviors, 

respectively.  Finally, domestic violence myth endorsement behaviors were also 

explored.  Other studies (Bryant & Spencer, 2003; Feather, 1996; Finn & Stalans, 1997; 

Harris & Cook, 1994; Langhinrichsen-Rohling et al., 2004; Nayak et al., 2003; West & 

Wandrei, 2002; Worthen & Varnado-Sullivan, 2005) have explored attribution of blame 

behaviors in both the heterosexual and lesbian populations, though they have not 

investigated the two populations simultaneously.  These studies, then, have only been 

able to extrapolate any relationships between the two. 

Attributions of Blame and Egalitarianism 

It was predicted that sexual orientation would be related to participants’ 

distribution of responsibility, with heterosexual college women attributing blame to 

situational factors, then perpetrator factors, societal factors, and victim factors, in order, 

and lesbian college women attributing blame to societal factors, then situational factors, 

victim factors, and perpetrator factors in order.  As predicted, differences between 
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heterosexual and lesbian college students were found, with heterosexual women engaging 

in greater levels of blame on three of the four subscales.  Findings regarding attribution of 

blame behaviors of heterosexual women did support the predictions, and were consistent 

with previous findings (Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994).  These results can be understood, in 

part, by heterosexual women’s level of egalitarianism, or non-traditional gender role 

attitudes.  It is possible that participants’ tendency to hold more egalitarian attitudes 

toward women contributed to greater perpetrator than victim blame.  Their moderately 

high egalitarian attitudes may also explain a greater tendency to engage in situational 

blaming than perpetrator blaming.  In other words, they may be more open to taking 

multiple variables into account when assessing a situation, rather than focusing solely on 

the perpetrator’s behaviors.  This may also contribute to heterosexual participants 

engaging in greater situational blaming than did their lesbian counterparts.  In addition, 

educational level has been found to be positively related to egalitarianism (Cunningham, 

2008; Cunningham, Beutel, Barber, & Thornton, 2005).  Therefore, it is possible that 

participants’ level of education was a factor that influenced their egalitarian attitudes, 

thereby affecting their perpetrator blaming behaviors, as well.  These findings can also be 

understood through gender identification, with participants identifying with the female 

victims, thereby attributing the least amount of blame to them. 

Lesbian college women’s attribution profile was similar to that of heterosexual 

women, though lesbian women tended to attribute the most blame to perpetrators, then 

the situation, followed by society and the least to the victim.  The greater amount of 

perpetrator blame than expected could be related to the high level of egalitarianism 

exhibited by lesbian college students.  This finding lends support to previous researchers’ 
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generalizations that women tend to hold male perpetrators responsible for their actions, 

rather than blaming the victim (Hillier & Foddy, 1993; Langhinrichsen-Rohling et al., 

2004; West & Wandrei, 2002).  In other words, it is possible that this may be true not 

only for heterosexual women, but for lesbian women, as well.  The similarity in findings 

to those of heterosexual women may be related to gender identification with victims 

(Elkins et al., 2002; Workman & Freeburg, 1999).  It seems likely that women’s status as 

a minority is more salient than sexual orientation; thus, women identify with female 

victims of domestic violence, regardless of the respondent’s own sexual orientation.  

Findings also indicated that victim blaming behaviors tended to be lower amongst lesbian 

participants than their heterosexual counterparts.  This may be related to greater 

identification of lesbian participants with the oppressed position of victims due to their 

own oppressed status in society.  Despite these findings, it is important to note that only 

the victim blame scale was significantly different from the others.  This may be due in 

part to the small sample size of lesbian women.  It is possible, therefore, that results 

would be different with a larger sample of college women. 

It was also predicted that the relationship between egalitarianism and victim 

blame would be different by sexual orientation, with heterosexual college women 

demonstrating less egalitarianism and more victim blaming lesbian college women.  As 

predicted, a relationship between level of egalitarianism and victim blame was found.  It 

was also hypothesized that differences would exist between heterosexual and lesbian 

college students on their levels of egalitarianism, with heterosexual women exhibiting 

lower levels of egalitarianism that lesbian women.  This prediction was supported by the 

results.  These findings are consistent with previous research examining sex-role attitudes 
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and domestic violence (Berkel, 2000; Blumstein & Schwartz, 1983; Coleman & Stith, 

1997; Jensen, 1994; Tanner, 1978).  Prior research suggests that women who have more 

egalitarian beliefs are likely to have more positive attitudes toward victims than those 

with less egalitarian beliefs (Berkel, 2000; Coleman & Stith, 1997; Jensen, 1994).  It has 

also been suggested that lesbian women are likely to hold more egalitarian beliefs than 

heterosexual women (Blumstein & Schwartz, 1983; Tanner, 1978).  Both of these 

findings seem to hold true in this study.  Despite the differences that were observed, it 

appears that egalitarianism influences attitudes toward victims similarly in both 

heterosexual and lesbian college women, though to different degrees. 

Findings from this study specifically suggested that heterosexual college women 

tend to have lower levels of egalitarianism and higher levels of victim blame than did 

lesbian college women.  This may be due to gender role socialization and the dominant 

relationship models in this society.  While both heterosexual and lesbian women are 

socialized to take more passive roles in relationships, heterosexual women have many 

more relationship models that reinforce these behaviors.  Lesbian women, on the other 

hand, do not have such models, allowing them the opportunity to question and act in 

opposition of this socialization, resulting in more egalitarian partnerships and attitudes.  

In fact, one study found that 64% of their lesbian participants identified their 

relationships as being equal (Caldwell & Peplau, 1984).  While this study did not 

examine how participants identified their relationships, 66% of lesbian women did 

identify as being in a relationship.  Based on the previous study, it would be expected that 

the majority of them would identify their partnerships as being equal.  The differences in 
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levels of egalitarianism between the groups, then, would account for the differences in 

victim blaming behaviors that were found. 

Past Victimization 

It was predicted that the relationship between past physical violence victimization 

and perpetrator blame would differ by sexual orientation, with victimized heterosexual 

college women expressing more perpetrator blame than lesbian college women.  The 

study specifically investigated the impact of past victimization by parents and romantic 

acquaintances on these behaviors.  Findings did not support this hypothesis.  In other 

words, no relationship was found between a participants’ history of victimization and her 

perpetrator blaming behaviors.  These findings are inconsistent with previous research 

findings (Andrews & Brewin, 1990; Lane, 2007).  In addition, results did not support the 

prediction that differences would exist between heterosexual and lesbian college students 

on these behaviors.  It is possible that the lack of a relationship between the two is due to 

the infrequent incidents of victimization reported by participants, as only approximately 

5% of the participants reported a history of victimization by parents at a frequency of 

“sometimes” or greater, and approximately 2.5% reported a history of victimization of 

“sometimes” or greater by romantic acquaintances.  It may be that this relationship only 

becomes apparent when individuals report long-standing histories of frequent 

victimization either in childhood or in their romantic acquaintances, which was not the 

case in this study.  It is important to note that this study did not specifically target women 

with histories of victimization.  As a result, it is possible that college women who have 

been victimized opted to not participate in this study.  It may also be that after responding 

to items regarding domestic violence myths and attributions of responsibility, participants 
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were reluctant to disclose their personal experiences of victimization, which led to an 

underreporting of incidents. 

Domestic Violence Myths 

It was predicted that sexual orientation would correlate with domestic violence 

myths, with heterosexual college women endorsing character blame myths the most, then 

exoneration myths, minimization myths, and behavioral myths the least, and lesbian 

college women endorsing minimization myths the most, then exoneration myths, 

character blame myths, and behavioral blame myths the least.  As predicted, differences 

between heterosexual and lesbian college students were found on their myth endorsement 

behaviors, with heterosexual women endorsing domestic violence myths more often than 

lesbian women.  Findings regarding specific myth endorsement behaviors partially 

supported the prediction regarding heterosexual women and findings from a previous 

study (Peters, 2008).  Unlike previous research, heterosexual participants endorsed 

exoneration myths more than character blame myths, while exhibiting similar 

endorsement behaviors regarding minimization and behavioral blame myths.  Results 

suggested that other than myths regarding behavioral blame, predictions regarding 

lesbian women were not supported.  Instead, results indicated lesbian women responded 

in the same ways as did heterosexual women.   

The differences in the obtained results from those of previous research with 

heterosexual women and the anticipated results for lesbian women may be due to the 

modifications made to the scale, resulting in gender neutral myths, as the predictions 

made were based on research with clear male perpetrator and female victim myth 

statements.  These results may also be due to participants’ unknown perpetration history.  
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While participants’ victimization history was examined in this study, their perpetration 

history was not.  As has been mentioned previously, women in heterosexual relationships 

are capable of, and do engage in, physically abusive behaviors toward their males 

partners (Archer, 2000; Dutton et al., 2005).  It has also been found that prevalence rates 

of domestic violence in same-sex relationships, and relationship dynamics, are similar to 

those found in heterosexual relationships (Burke et al., 2002; Dutton, Nicholls, & Spidel, 

2005; Kulkin et al., 2007; Peterman & Dixon, 2003; Wise & Bowman, 1997).  It may be, 

then, that by making myths gender neutral, participants placed themselves in the position 

of perpetrator, thereby exonerating their own behaviors before blaming the victim’s 

character due to greater identification with perpetrator behaviors.  While this may seem 

inconsistent with their previously mentioned tendency to endorse perpetrator blaming 

behaviors, it is possible that by placing the DVMAS first, participants were primed to 

respond in more socially acceptable ways to the DVBS. 

Domestic Violence Myths and Attributions of Blame 

It was predicted that endorsement of domestic violence myths would be correlated 

with domestic violence attributions of blame, regardless of sexual orientation.  As 

predicted, various attributions of blame correlated significantly with domestic violence 

myths, though not all types of attributions correlated with all myths.  A relationship was 

found between the endorsement of societal blaming factors and exoneration myths.  

Previous research indicates that societal variables encourage positive attitudes toward 

violence (Overholser & Moll, 1990).  It may be that when individuals believe societal 

factors are to blame for violence, they are more likely to absolve perpetrators from their 

behaviors as they do not perceive perpetrators to be at fault.  For example, individuals 
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may blame a poor economy for acts of violence that result from stress stemming from 

financial difficulties, rather than the perpetrator’s inability to cope with the stress.   This 

then, would also explain why societal blame was not correlated with character or 

behavioral blame myths, as they do not perceive victims as responsible for the violence, 

either.  In addition, these findings also indicate that while society may be to blame, the 

violence that occurs is still perceived as being severe in nature, which is reflected in the 

lack of a relationship between societal factors with minimization myths. 

A relationship was also found between perpetrator blame attributions and 

character blame and exoneration myths.  At first glance, these findings seem 

contradictory, as it may be expected that when one engages in perpetrator blaming 

behaviors, the likelihood of endorsing myths that blame the victim’s character and 

exonerate the perpetrator would decrease.  Research, however, has shown that while 

people may attribute responsibility for violence to perpetrators, they may also endorse 

myths against victims as a way to distance themselves from the possibility of their own 

victimization (Kristiansen & Guilietti, 1990).  In doing so, they gain a perception of 

control against this possibility. In other words, if women believe that they are somehow 

different from victims, then they do not run the risk of being victimized.  To maintain this 

belief, they may read a victim blaming myth statement and think about what they would 

do (in the case of myth statements, they would do the opposite of the myth), resulting in 

the endorsement of the myth.  In addition to this, the less aware individuals are about the 

previously described cycle of violence (McClennen et al., 2002; Pitt & Dolan-Soto, 2001; 

Poorman, 2001; Seelau et al., 2003), the less they may be able to accept that victims may 

not be able to easily leave an abusive relationship. 
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Victim blaming attributions were found to be correlated with all four domestic 

violence myths.  To understand these findings, it is important to look at the meanings of 

victim blame and domestic violence myths.  As mentioned earlier, victim blaming 

attributions blame victim characteristics and behaviors for causing violence against them 

(Petretic-Jackson et al., 1994).  As Peters (2008) described them, domestic violence 

myths deny, justify, or minimize the use of violence in intimate relationships.  It would 

be expected, then, that when individuals hold victims responsible for the abuse that is 

perpetrated on them, they would hold beliefs that validate these beliefs, such as character 

and behavioral blaming myths.  They may also seek to minimize the severity of abuse, 

possibly to validate their blaming behaviors.  At the same time, they would be more 

likely to excuse perpetrators’ behaviors, resulting in the endorsement of exoneration 

myths. 

Like victim blame, situational blaming factors were also found to have a 

relationship with all of the domestic violence myths.  These findings can be understood 

from the perspective that the situational factor does not place the responsibility of the 

violence on the perpetrator, but rather on external factors.  As such, it can be implied that 

those external factors include variables associated more strongly with the victim.  

Therefore, if the belief exists that situational variables are to blame for violence, 

individuals would be more likely to endorse items that blame the victim’s character and 

behaviors, which could be interpreted as victims creating situations that promote 

violence.  Similarly, since it has been established that situational factors do not blame the 

perpetrator, individuals would also be expected to endorse those myths that exonerate 

perpetrators.  Finally, it is possible that situational blaming factors were found to be 
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associated with minimization myths because of individuals’ identification with situational 

variables.  It is likely that if participants identified with these variables, they would seek 

ways to distance themselves from possibility of violence occurring in their lives, and 

would therefore seek to minimize the severity of domestic violence. 

Scale Modifications 

To gain a better understanding of how domestic violence myths are endorsed by 

heterosexual and lesbian college students, modifications were made to the DVMAS scale 

to remove the male perpetrator and female victim assignations of the items.  As a result, 

the Character Blame, Behavioral Blame, and Exoneration scales were rewritten to create 

gender neutral items.  As the Minimization (M) scale items were not gender based, its 

items were not altered. 

Due to the modifications of the items, reliability analyses were conducted for the 

scale as a whole, and separately for the heterosexual and lesbian college student groups.  

Results from these three analyses indicated that most of the scales fell within the 

minimally acceptable range or higher.  Despite this, the reliabilities for all of the modified 

subscales were lower than the original ones, indicating that gender assignations may play 

a role in how domestic violence myths are endorsed by college women. 

Interestingly, though, the M subscale, which was not modified, yielded the lowest 

reliability.  Analyses for the M scale resulted in reliabilities that fell well below the 

unacceptable range for the whole sample, for heterosexual women, and for lesbian 

women (.42, .37, and .57, respectively).  These were very different from the results found 

during the development of the original DVMAS M scale (.70).  It is possible that by 

modifying the other three scales, the underlying structure of the M scale was affected, 
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resulting in its low reliability.  This suggests the necessity of the development of gender 

neutral myths to gain a better understanding of individuals’ myth endorsement behaviors. 

Strengths of the Study 

An important strength of this study is that it investigated heterosexual and lesbian 

college students simultaneously.  While other studies have investigated the issue of same-

sex domestic violence, they have not taken into account the effect of participants’ sexual 

orientation on attributions of responsibility, domestic violence myths, or egalitarianism.  

This is important because it creates a more complete picture and adds to the knowledge 

for understanding same-sex domestic violence.  Furthermore, other studies have had to 

make assumptions when drawing comparisons between the two groups.  Taking 

participants’ sexual orientation into account in this study is a strength because those 

similarities and differences that were found between the groups were based on the results 

of statistical analyses, rather than extrapolations and assumptions from the results of 

other studies.  Similarly, because the same measures were used, all comparisons that were 

made between the groups are based on the same variables, allowing one to draw more 

direct conclusions of similarities and differences. 

Based on Cook and Campbell’s (1979) assessment of validity, several threats 

have been controlled.  First, in order to prevent low statistical power, a sample size 

analysis and power analysis were conducted.  The sample size achieved for the study was 

greater than the minimum suggested by the power analysis, thereby increasing the 

statistical power of analyses.  In addition, this was not a test-retest study, which 

prevented problems with regard to testing and potential statistical regression.  Third, 

because the same instruments were used throughout the study, changes would not have 
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occurred in the measuring device or procedure.  Another strength of the study came from 

the partial random assignment of participants to the initial versions of the survey, which 

decreased the likelihood that differences found were due to characteristics of the 

individuals in the groups. 

Limitations 

A major limitation of this study is the reduced representation of the sample due to 

the need to incorporate a snowballing method to obtain the necessary participants.  This 

reduced representation is due to the possibility of excluding individuals who: do not 

openly identify as lesbian, and therefore would not be connected to the lesbian 

community; do not take part in gay, lesbian, and bisexual organizations; would not 

respond to surveys exploring sexual orientation issues; and those without access to 

computers, resulting in a biased lesbian sample (Browne, 2005; Erickson, 1979; Faugier 

& Sargeant, 1997).  This bias may have resulted in a sample comprised of participants 

who have greater social support for their lesbian identity, who are at a higher level of 

identity development, who are more invested in social justice issues, and who are more 

educated.  As a result, this may have led to higher egalitarianism levels, greater 

perpetrator blaming behaviors, less victim blaming behaviors, and lower myth 

endorsement behaviors.   

  Another limitation of the study was the difficulty in collecting enough responses 

from lesbian women, which necessitated including self-identified bisexual women in the 

final sample. The experiences of bisexual women, who may partner with either a man or 

a woman, may be distinctly different from those of either heterosexual or lesbian women, 

but a decision was made to include them with the lesbian subgroup.   The lack of 
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distinction between these groups in the sample rendered it impossible to identify the 

effects of the differing sexual orientation identification on the variables of interest in the 

study.   

Another limitation of the study was the exclusion of 46 respondents, or about 25% 

of the potential respondents, due to incomplete surveys.  The exclusion of these 

participants may have contributed to some of the unexpected results in the study, and 

may have affected the low reliability found for some of the subscales.  The elimination of 

approximately 25% of potential participants is particularly important to note due to the 

minimal number of participants who reported victimization histories, as this is 

inconsistent with research indicating that domestic violence occurs in approximately 25% 

of all relationships.  It is possible that some of these potential participants may have fit 

into that category, which could have produced results more in line with those that were 

expected. 

Due to the snowball sampling method that was employed, another limitation of 

this study is that initial participants may have discussed their reactions to the study with 

other potential participants.   This would have affected the study by influencing future 

participants’ responses to the items that were presented to them.  Specifically, 

conversations about the topics being studied would prevent new participants from 

offering their instinctive responses to questions.  These conversations may also have 

prevented others from taking part in the study at all. 

According to Cook and Campbell (1979), the generalizability of findings is also 

restricted because the majority of participants were heterosexual and lesbian women 

college students.  The perceptions of non-college students, or older or young women, 
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may differ greatly. Finally, because this study is interested in determining participants’ 

perceptions, an additional threat is that of mono-method bias, due to the exclusive use of 

self-report measures. Using other types of measures, e.g., different measures of sexual 

orientation, may have yielded different results.  

Directions for Future Research 

This study contributes to our understanding of the issue of domestic violence by 

beginning to bridge the gap in the literature that has resulted by examining heterosexual 

and lesbian women’s populations separately on this issue.  While a good start, there is 

still more to be learned from bridging this gap.  Though it is not an exhaustive list, below 

are some recommendations for future research in this area. 

This study investigated how heterosexual and lesbian women attribute 

responsibility for domestic violence when it is perpetrated by a man against a woman 

involved in a romantic relationship.  Due to the difficulty in obtaining a lesbian women’s 

sample, though, it was not possible to look at whether these behaviors differed when 

responding to violence perpetrated by a woman against another woman with whom she 

has a romantic relationship.  While results for this study indicate that heterosexual and 

lesbian women respond to male-to-female violence in similar ways, it is still unknown if 

this holds true for female-to-female violence.  It is also unknown whether differences 

would exist between lesbian women responding to the two violence dyads. Continued 

study in this area, with a larger lesbian sample, would be important. 

The difficulty in obtaining a necessary sample size of lesbian women for this 

study resulted in the combining of lesbian and bisexual women’s populations.  This 

makes it difficult to make any definitive statements about the results obtained in this 
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study.  As stated earlier, lesbian and bisexual women may well respond in different ways 

to issues of domestic violence.  Bisexual women may have a unique perspective on 

romantic relationships in general, relating to some concerns of both lesbian and 

heterosexual women, but differing in significant ways. Therefore, it is not possible to 

make generalizations about how either group of women attribute responsibility for 

domestic violence, or how they endorse domestic violence myths.  Lesbian and bisexual 

women should be sampled separately to better address these issues. 

One of the questions that arose when attempting to understand the results was 

whether an individual’s history of perpetrating violence against a partner would influence 

her acceptance of domestic violence myths.  Though currently unknown, it is expected 

that a relationship between the two would exist.  As such, it is suggested that future 

research explore the effect of participants’ perpetration history on their myth 

endorsement behaviors.  It is also unknown whether differences would exist between 

heterosexual and lesbian women’s myth endorsement behaviors if this factor was 

considered.    Therefore, future research should not only examine participants’ 

perpetration history, but also how it, along with their sexual orientation, affects how they 

endorse domestic violence myths.  Finally, it is not known whether myth endorsement 

behaviors would differ if myths were written to address same-sex domestic violence.  

Since it appears that sexual orientation plays a role in heterosexual myth endorsement 

behaviors, it is expected that it would also play a role in how same-sex domestic violence 

myths are endorsed, making this is an area worthy of exploration. 

Most of the participants in this study were currently enrolled in college, with 

education levels varying from first-semester freshmen to graduate students.  The highest 
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level of education is unknown for a small percentage of participants.  As was mentioned 

previously, education may have played a role in the attributions that individuals make 

about domestic violence.  This may also be true for the domestic violence myths they 

endorse.  As such, a final area suggested for future research involves the investigation of 

the role of education on these issues.  Since much of the research that has been conducted 

on domestic violence has involved the use of college student samples, it would be 

important to also explore non-student samples, particularly those who have not attended 

college. 

Implications for Practice 

As has been mentioned throughout, domestic violence is a serious crime that 

affects many people.  As such, it is important to be aware of those variables associated 

with how people understand, perceive, and explain it.  From a clinical practice 

perspective, recognizing these variables becomes necessary if one is to attempt to treat 

individuals struggling with this issue. 

It was mentioned that egalitarianism, level of education, identification with 

victims, and female minority status may all play a role in how individuals attribute blame 

for domestic violence.  This suggests the necessity of taking these factors into account 

when engaging in an assessment of domestic violence with clients.  It is important to 

remember that a combination of these factors may result in clients not identifying 

themselves as victims (or perpetrators) of domestic violence.  While respectful of client’s 

situation, one must then be prepared to provide education about this issue, at the very 

least to address the topic of safety.  The importance of the previously identified factors 

becomes apparent once again during discussions of safety planning, as they may also play 
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a role in the plans that are (or are not) developed, as they may also be tied to other issues, 

such as financial independence and an outside support system. 

Another important aspect of clinical practice is engaging in outreach activities 

with the community.  One form outreach can take is that of educational presentations.  

Results of this study indicated that victim blaming behaviors were related to the 

endorsement of domestic violence myths.  This suggests the need to provide education 

that specifically addresses these myths.  The more accurate information that is 

disseminated to the public, the greater its understanding of the problem, and a likely 

increase in support for victims.  As a result, victims may be more likely to seek help 

when they need it, as they may be better able to identify the abusive nature of their 

relationships and may see themselves as having the necessary support system to cope 

with the problem. 

Summary 

Domestic violence is a serious issue with which this society continues to struggle.  

As can be seen from the results of previous research, a greater understanding of how to 

better address this problem develops as research forges ahead.  Much progress has been 

made with regard to understanding domestic violence that occurs in heterosexual 

relationships, particularly when it is perpetrated by the man.  This study adds to the 

recent increase in literature regarding same-sex domestic violence.  Results from this 

study provide a foundation from which to build on the knowledge regarding similarities 

and differences between heterosexual and lesbian women’s attributions of domestic 

violence.  Specifically, it was found that lesbian women tend to attribute responsibility 

for violence in the same way that heterosexual women do, even when taking factors such 
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as egalitarianism and prior victimization into account.  Findings from this study also 

supported previous findings regarding victim blaming behaviors and egalitarianism.  It 

added to the current literature in that it took participants’ sexual orientation into account, 

which seemed to influence the level of egalitarianism and victim blame in this study.  

While this study also investigated the role of participants’ victimization history on 

perpetrator blaming behaviors, no relationship was found between the two.  Since it did 

not target heterosexual and lesbian women with victimization histories, this is an area 

worthy of further investigation.  An area that has not received much attention was that of 

domestic violence myths.  This study found that heterosexual and lesbian women endorse 

myths similarly, though heterosexual women tend to endorse them more.  Future studies 

should investigate lesbian specific myths, and assess whether or not their endorsement 

differs between these two groups.  The findings from this study show the importance of 

continuing to gather knowledge about this issue. 
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Appendix A 

 

Personal Information Form 

 

Please respond to the following items. 

 

1.  Participant’s age (in years):  ________ 

 

2.  Participant’s sex:  

 1.  Male 

2.  Female 

 

3.  Participant’s ethnicity:   

 1.  Latino(a)/Hispanic or Latino(a)/Hispanic-American 

 2.  African-American or Black (non-Hispanic) 

 3.  Caucasian (non-Hispanic) 

 4. Asian American or Pacific Islander 

 5.  Native American, American Indian, Inuk, Eskimo, or Aleutian 

 6.  Middle Eastern 

 7.  Other (please specify) 

 

4.  Participant’s country of birth:  ___________________________ 

 

5.  If born in a country other than the United States, how long have you lived in the U.S. 

(in years/months):  _________ 

 

6.  Participant’s sexual orientation:   

 1.  Heterosexual 

 2.  Lesbian 

 3.  Bisexual 

 

7.  Participant’s relationship status: 

 1.  Single (never married) 

 2.  Dating, in a non-committed relationship 

 3.  Dating, in a committed relationship 

 4.  Partnered, cohabiting (living together) 

 5.  Married 

 6.  Separated 

 7.  Divorced 

 8.  Widowed 

 

8.  Length of relationship (in years/months, if applicable): _____________ 

 

9.  Participant’s religion:  ______________________ 



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   114 

10.  Participant’s current level of education or year in school:   

 1.  Freshman 

 2.  Sophomore 

 3.  Junior 

 4.  Senior 

 5.  Graduate student (MA/MS, PhD, MD, etc.) 

6.  Not a student 

 

11. Participant’s major/field of work:  _____________________________ 

 

12. Day of birth (for example, if your birthday is May 9, enter 9):  ________ 
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Appendix B 

 

Domestic Violence Blame Scale (DVBS) 

 

In this survey, domestic violence is defined as physical assaults or violence between 

marital partners.  For the purposes of this survey, the husband will always be the 

assailant, and the wife will be the victim.  Listed below are several statements sometimes 

used to account for domestic violence.  Please indicate your agreement/disagreement with 

or perception of the frequency of these statements on the six-point scale accompanying 

each item.  While some of these items might be offensive to you, please remember that 

they do not represent facts per se, but are attitudes often used to account for the 

occurrence of domestic violence.  If you agree with a statement, please place an X over 

the blank that corresponds to the degree of your agreement.  If you disagree with a 

statement, place an X over the blank that corresponds with the amount you disagree. 

 

For example: 

 

A.  Most tooth decay is caused by a lack of careful brushing. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        __X__        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6        Agree 

 

An X above the 5 would indicate a strong amount of agreement.  Please answer the 

following questions based on your opinion only.  There are no right or wrong answers. 

 

1.  The amount of sex and violence in the media today strongly influences the husband to 

physically assault his wife. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

2.  Domestic violence is a result of wives being regarded as property by our society. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

3.  A husband who physically assaults his wife should be locked up for the act. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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4.  A husband who physically assaults his wife is “mentally ill” or psychologically 

disturbed. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

5.  Domestic violence can be mainly attributed to peculiarities in the husband’s 

personality. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

6.  It is the wife who provokes the husband to physically assault her. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

7.  Domestic violence is the product of a male-dominated society. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

8.  Wives encourage domestic violence by using bad judgment, provoking the husband’s 

anger, and so on. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

9.  Wives are physically assaulted by their husbands because they deserve it. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

10. Domestic violence can be avoided by the wife trying harder to please her husband. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

11. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in unstable homes. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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12. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in families with poor interpersonal 

relationships. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

13. The husband’s abuse of alcohol and drugs causes domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

14. Domestic violence occurs because society accepts it in a marriage. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

15. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in slum or “bad” areas. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

16. As stress on the marriage increases, so does the probability of domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

17. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in families that are socially isolated from 

the community. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

18. Husbands who physically assault their wives cannot control their violent behavior. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

19. Husbands who physically assault their wives had dominant, aggressive fathers who 

also engaged in domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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20. The rise of the “women’s movement” and feminism has increased the occurrence of 

domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

21. Wives exaggerate the physical and psychological effects of domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

22. In our society, it is a husband’s prerogative to strike his wife in his own home. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

23. Husbands physically strike their wives because in our society this is defined as 

acceptable masculine behavior. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

 

 

 

 

Petretic-Jackson, P., Sandberg, G., & Jackson, T. L. (1994). The Domestic Violence 

Blame Scale (DVBS). In L. VandeCreek, S. Knapp, & T. L. Jackson (Eds.), 

Innovations in clinical Practice: Vol. 13. A source book (pp. 265-278). Sarasota, 

FL: Professional Resource Press. 
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Appendix C 

 

Modified Domestic Violence Blame Scale (DVBS) 

 

In this survey, domestic violence is defined as physical assaults or violence between 

partners in a committed relationship.  For the purposes of this survey, a MALE will 

always be the assailant, and a FEMALE will always be the victim.  Listed below are 

several statements sometimes used to account for domestic violence.  Please indicate 

your agreement/disagreement with or perception of the frequency of these statements on 

the six-point scale accompanying each item.  While some of these items might be 

offensive to you, please remember that they do not represent facts per se, but are attitudes 

often used to account for the occurrence of domestic violence.  If you agree with a 

statement, please place an X over the blank that corresponds to the degree of your 

agreement.  If you disagree with a statement, place an X over the blank that corresponds 

with the amount you disagree. 

 

For example: 

 

A.  Most tooth decay is caused by a lack of careful brushing. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        __X__        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6        Agree 

 

An X above the 5 would indicate a strong amount of agreement.  Please answer the 

following questions based on your opinion only.  There are no right or wrong answers. 

 

1.  The amount of sex and violence in the media today strongly influences people to 

physically assault their partners. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

2.  Domestic violence is a result of partners being regarded as property by our society. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

3.  People who physically assault their partners should be locked up for the act. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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4.  People who physically assault their partners are “mentally ill” or psychologically 

disturbed. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

5.  Domestic violence can be mainly attributed to peculiarities in the perpetrator’s 

personality. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

6.  It is victims who provoke their partners to physically assault them. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

7.  Domestic violence is the product of a male-dominated society. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

8.  Victims encourage domestic violence by using bad judgment, provoking their 

partners’ anger, and so on. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

9.  Victims are physically assaulted by their partners because they deserve it. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

10. Domestic violence can be avoided by victims trying harder to please their partners. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

11. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in unstable homes. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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12. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in families with poor interpersonal 

relationships. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

13. A perpetrator’s abuse of alcohol and drugs causes domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

14. Domestic violence occurs because society accepts it in intimate relationships. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

15. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in slum or “bad” areas. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

16. As stress on an intimate relationship increases, so does the probability of domestic 

violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

17. Domestic violence is more likely to occur in families that are socially isolated from 

the community. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

18. People who physically assault their partners cannot control their violent behavior. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

19. People who physically assault their partners had dominant, aggressive parents who 

also engaged in domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 
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20. The rise of the “women’s movement” and feminism has increased the occurrence of 

domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

21. Victims exaggerate the physical and psychological effects of domestic violence. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

22. In our society, it is peoples’ prerogative to strike their partners in their own homes. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

23. People physically strike their partners because in our society this is defined as 

acceptable behavior. 

 

Strongly        ____        ____        ____        ____        _____        ____      Strongly 

Disagree       1             2   3         4            5      6       Agree 

 

 

 

 

 

Petretic-Jackson, P., Sandberg, G., & Jackson, T. L. (1994). The Domestic Violence 

Blame Scale (DVBS). In L. VandeCreek, S. Knapp, & T. L. Jackson (Eds.), 

Innovations in clinical Practice: Vol. 13. A source book (pp. 265-278). Sarasota, 

FL: Professional Resource Press. 

 

 

 

Modified and used with the permission of the first author. 
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Appendix D 

 

Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale (DVMAS) 

The questions below ask about common attitudes toward domestic violence.  While we 

all know the politically or socially correct answer, please answer how you truly think and 

feel.  To answer, put a number on the line before each question indicating how strongly 

you agree or disagree with each statement 

 

 

 

1. _____ Domestic violence does not affect many people. 

2. _____ When a man is violent it is because he lost control of his temper. 

3. _____ If a woman continues living with a man who beat her, then it’s her own fault if 

she is beaten again. 

4. _____ Making a man jealous is asking for it. 

5. _____ Some women unconsciously want their partners to control them. 

6. _____ A lot of domestic violence occurs because women keep on arguing about things 

with their partners. 

7. _____ If a woman doesn't like it, she can leave. 

8. _____ Most domestic violence involves mutual violence between the partners. 

9. _____ Abusive men lose control so much that they don't know what they're doing. 

10. _____ I hate to say it, but if a woman stays with the man who abused her, she basically 

deserves what she gets. 

11. _____ Domestic violence rarely happens in my neighborhood. 

12. _____ Women who flirt are asking for it. 

13. _____ Women can avoid physical abuse if they give in occasionally. 

14. _____ Many women have an unconscious wish to be dominated by their partners. 

15. _____ Domestic violence results from a momentary loss of temper. 

16. _____ I don't have much sympathy for a battered woman who keeps going back to the 

abuser. 

     1                     2                      3                      4                     5                     6                    7 

Strongly                                                                                                                        Strongly  

Disagree                                                                                                                          Agree 
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17. _____ Women instigate most family violence. 

18. _____ If a woman goes back to the abuser, how much is that due to something in her 

character? 

 

 

Peters, J. (2008). Measuring myths about domestic violence: Development and initial 

validation of the Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale. Journal of 

Aggression, Maltreatment, & Trauma, 16, 1-21. 
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Appendix E 

Modified Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale (DVMAS) 

The questions below ask about common attitudes toward domestic violence.  While we 

all know the politically or socially correct answer, please answer how you truly think and 

feel.  To answer, put a number on the line before each question indicating how strongly 

you agree or disagree with each statement 

 

 

 

1. _____ Domestic violence does not affect many people. 

2. _____ When people are violent it is because they lost control of their temper. 

3. _____ If people continue living with the partners who beat them, then it is their own 

fault if they are beaten again. 

4. _____ Making a partner jealous is asking for it. 

5. _____ Some people unconsciously want their partners to control them. 

6. _____ A lot of domestic violence occurs because people keep on arguing about things 

with their partners. 

7. _____ If people don't like it, they can leave. 

8. _____ Most domestic violence involves mutual violence between the partners. 

9. _____ Abusive people lose control so much that they don't know what they're doing. 

10. _____ I hate to say it, but if people stay with the partners who abused them, they 

basically deserve what they get. 

11. _____ Domestic violence rarely happens in my neighborhood. 

12. _____ People who flirt are asking for it. 

13. _____ People can avoid physical abuse if they give in occasionally. 

14. _____ Many people have an unconscious wish to be dominated by their partners. 

15. _____ Domestic violence results from a momentary loss of temper. 

16. _____ I don't have much sympathy for a battered person who keeps going back to the 

abuser. 

17. _____ Victims instigate most family violence. 

     1                     2                      3                      4                     5                     6                    7 

Strongly                                                                                                                        Strongly  

Disagree                                                                                                                          Agree 
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18. _____ If people go back to the abuser, how much is that due to something in their 

character? 

 

 

Peters, J. (2008). Measuring myths about domestic violence: Development and initial 

validation of the Domestic Violence Myth Acceptance Scale. Journal of 

Aggression, Maltreatment, & Trauma, 16, 1-21. 

 

 

 

Modified and used with permission of the author. 
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Appendix F 

 

Attitudes toward Women Scale (AWS) 

 

The statements listed below describe attitudes toward the roles of women in society 

which different people have.  There are no right or wrong answers, only opinions.  You 

are asked to express your feeling about each statement by indicating whether you (A) 

agree strongly, (B) agree mildly, (C) disagree mildly, or (D) disagree strongly. 

 

 

1.  Swearing and obscenity are more repulsive in the speech of a woman than a man. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*2.  Under modern economic conditions with women being active outside the home, men 

should share in household tasks such as washing dishes and doing the laundry. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*3.  It is insulting to women to have the “obey” clause remain in the marriage service. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*4.  A woman should be as free as a man to propose marriage. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 
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5.  Women should worry less about their rights and more about becoming good wives and 

mothers. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*6.  Women should assume their rightful place in business and all the professions along 

with men. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

7.  A woman should not expect to go to exactly the same places or to have quite the same 

freedom of action as a man. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

8.  It is ridiculous for a woman to run a locomotive and for a man to darn socks. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

9.  The intellectual leadership of a community should be largely in the hands of men. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 
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*10. Women should be given equal opportunity with men for apprenticeship in the 

various trades. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*11. Women earning as much as their dates should bear equally the expense when they 

go out together. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

12. Sons in a family should be given more encouragement to go to college than 

daughters. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

13. In general, the father should have greater authority than the mother in the bringing up 

of children. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

*14. Economic and social freedom is worth far more to women than acceptance of the 

ideal of femininity which has been set up by men. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 
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15. There are many jobs in which men should be given preference over women in being 

hired or promoted. 

 

A                   B                    C                    D 

     ___________________________________________ 

 

   Agree        Agree             Disagree        Disagree 

   strongly         mildly             mildly           strongly 

 

 

*Reverse-scored items. 

 

 

Spence, J. T., & Helmreich, R. (1978). Masculinity & femininity: Their psychological 

dimensions, correlates, & antecedents. Austin, TX: University of Texas Press. 

 

 

 

Used with permission of the first author. 
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Appendix G 

 

Physical Violence Experience Questionnaire 

 

Pleas answer the following questions about experiences that may have happened to you at 

any time in your life (childhood, adolescence, adulthood).  Please indicate how often each 

person or group of persons engaged in this type of behavior toward YOU. 

 

 

A1)  How often have you been spanked, slapped, pinched, hit, pushed, or grabbed, when 

the other person did NOT use a great deal of force, by the following people? 

 

 

1.  Parent Figure (mother, step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

2.  Other Family Member (brother, sister, cousin, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

3.  Authority Figure (teacher, babysitter, coach, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

4.  Nonromantic Acquaintance (friend, person at school, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

5.  Romantic Acquaintance (dating partner, spouse, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 
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6.  Stranger (person you’ve never met) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 
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A2)  How often have you been hit with an object (belt, switch, etc, but not a weapon such 

as a knife or gun) or had an object aggressively thrown at you by the following 

people? 

 

 

1.  Parent Figure (mother, step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

2.  Other Family Member (brother, sister, cousin, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

3.  Authority Figure (teacher, babysitter, coach, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

4.  Nonromantic Acquaintance (friend, person at school, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

5.  Romantic Acquaintance (dating partner, spouse, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

6.  Stranger (person you’ve never met) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 
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A3)  How often have you been shaken or hit with a great deal of force, kicked bitten, 

punched, shoved, pulled by the hair, choked, burned, or pinned down or against 

something, by the following people? 

 

 

1.  Parent Figure (mother, step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

2.  Other Family Member (brother, sister, cousin, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

3.  Authority Figure (teacher, babysitter, coach, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

4.  Nonromantic Acquaintance (friend, person at school, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

5.  Romantic Acquaintance (dating partner, spouse, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

6.  Stranger (person you’ve never met) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 
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A4)  How often have you been threatened (but the person did NOT follow through) with 

physical aggression or an object (not involving a weapon) by the following people? 

 

 

1.  Parent Figure (mother, step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

2.  Other Family Member (brother, sister, cousin, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

3.  Authority Figure (teacher, babysitter, coach, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

4.  Nonromantic Acquaintance (friend, person at school, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

5.  Romantic Acquaintance (dating partner, spouse, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

6.  Stranger (person you’ve never met) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 
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A5)  How often have you been threatened with a weapon (knife, gun, etc.) or had a 

weapon used against you by the following people? 

 

1.  Parent Figure (mother, step-father, grandparent who raised you, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

2.  Other Family Member (brother, sister, cousin, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

3.  Authority Figure (teacher, babysitter, coach, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

4.  Nonromantic Acquaintance (friend, person at school, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

5.  Romantic Acquaintance (dating partner, spouse, etc.) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

6.  Stranger (person you’ve never met) 

 

 Never          Sometimes             Very  

Frequently 

           1            2            3            4            5            6            7            8            9 

 

Goggins, M. F. (2003). Victim blame and victim derogation: The relationship of 

experience and attitudes to attributions about victims of physical and sexual 

violence in relationships. Dissertation Abstracts International, 58 (03), 1529B. 

(UMI No. 9726546) 

 

Used with permission of the author. 
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Appendix H 

Recruitment E-mail # 1: Heterosexual Sample 

 

Eligibility: Female College Students  

  

Dear Participant, 

  

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.  If thinking about or answering these 

kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, you should consider not participating 

in this particular study.   

  

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you. 

 Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you 

will not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will also receive class 

credit for your participation. 

  

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  You will be asked to use 

your BSU login information to provide your name, which will be maintained 

confidential, after which you will be redirected to the survey on a new page not 

associated with your name.  Please note that in order to ensure confidentiality and 

anonymity, survey responses will be stored in a separate location on-line from your 

name.  Therefore, your name will in no way be associated with your anonymous 

responses.   

  

To begin the study, please click on the following link which will direct you to the 

initial webpage of the survey.  Please complete all the questions and then click the 

SUBMIT button at the bottom of the page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a 

page will appear indicating you have completed the survey. 

  

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your 

name, class number (i.e. CPSY 230) and instructor’s name. Your instructor will 

then be informed of your participation so you will receive credit for participating.  

This information will be maintained as confidential. 
  

Link to Survey:  

http://inqsit.bsu.edu/inqsit/inqsit.cgi/minchala?1+Informed+Consent+Form   (You may 

need to copy and paste this link into your browser.) 

 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-4 

https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=mailto%3avjminchala%40bsu.edu
https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=http%3a%2f%2finqsit.bsu.edu%2finqsit%2finqsit.cgi%2fminchala%3f1%2bInformed%2bConsent%2bForm
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Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

  

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services    

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

 

 

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services 

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

Edition Date: 

8/28/2008 

https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=mailto%3avjminchala%40bsu.edu
https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=mailto%3asbowman%40bsu.edu
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Appendix I 

Recruitment E-mail # 2: Lesbian Sample at University # 1 

 

Eligibility: Female College Students  
  

Dear Participant, 

  

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.  If thinking about or answering these 

kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, you should consider not participating 

in this particular study.   

  

Below you will find a link to an online survey.  I am asking that you participate in this 

survey and forward this e-mail to other women that you know, as only women are 

eligible to participate in this study.  Please note that in order to ensure confidentiality, 

survey responses will be stored in a separate location on-line from your name, so there 

will be no way for me trace your responses back to you. 

  

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you. 

 Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you 

will not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one 

of five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card. 

  

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  In order to assure the 

anonymity of your responses, you will be asked to provide specific information from 

which an internal identification number will be developed.  This number will in no way 

be associated with any personally identifiable information, and I will be unable to 

determine who completed this survey.  All data will be stored either in an electronic 

database accessed by a password know only to the principal investigator or on the 

principal investigator’s personal computer, to which others will not have access.  Data 

will be maintained for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the 

computer. 

  

Your participation in this study and the forwarding of this e-mail is very much 

appreciated.  

To begin the study, please click on the following link which will direct you to the 

initial webpage of the survey.  Please complete all the questions and then click the 

SUBMIT button at the bottom of the page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a 

page will appear indicating you have completed the survey. 
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When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your 

name.  Your name will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for 

participating in the study.  This information will be maintained as confidential. 
  

Link to Survey:  

http://inqsit.bsu.edu/inqsit/inqsit.cgi/minchala?2+Informed+Consent+Form   (You may 

need to copy and paste this link into your browser.) 

 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-4 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

  

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

  

  

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

  

Edition Date: 

8/28/2008 

mailto:vjminchala@bsu.edu
https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=http%3a%2f%2finqsit.bsu.edu%2finqsit%2finqsit.cgi%2fminchala%3f2%2bInformed%2bConsent%2bForm
https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=mailto%3avjminchala%40bsu.edu
https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=mailto%3asbowman%40bsu.edu
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Appendix J 

Recruitment E-mail # 3: Lesbian Sample at University # 2 

 

Please forward this e-mail to known lesbian women who may be interested, as only 

they are eligible to participate in this study. 
  

Eligibility: Self-Identified Lesbian Students 

  

Dear Participant, 

  

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University, and a pre-doctoral psychology intern at the UIUC 

Counseling Center.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of which is to examine 

how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not been thoroughly 

investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of questionnaires 

about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues related to various 

aspects of domestic violence.  If thinking about or answering these kinds of questions 

makes you feel uncomfortable, you should consider not participating in this particular 

study.   

  

Below you will find a link to an online survey.  Please note that in order to ensure 

confidentiality, survey responses will be stored in a separate location on-line from your 

name, so there will be no way for me trace your responses back to you. 

  

To begin the study, please click on the following link which will direct you to a sign-

in page on which you will be asked to type your name.  Once you submit this 

information, you will view the online informed consent form of the survey.  Please 

complete all the questions and then click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the 

page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a page will appear indicating you have 

completed the survey. 
  

Link to Survey:     

http://inquisitor.bsu.edu/inqsit/inqsit.cgi/minchala?3+Informed+Consent+Form   (You 

may need to copy and paste this link into your browser.) 

 

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you. 

 Please allow 10-15 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you 

will not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one 

of five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card. 

  

Data obtained will be maintained as confidential and/or anonymous.  You will be asked 

enter your first and last name, which will be maintained confidential, after which you will 

be redirected to the survey on a new page not associated with your name, at which point 

your responses will be anonymous.  Please note that in order to ensure confidentiality and 

https://exchange.cites.uiuc.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=3fc5cb1406384c8aa60cf4ba4b264ede&URL=http%3a%2f%2finquisitor.bsu.edu%2finqsit%2finqsit.cgi%2fminchala%3f3%2bInformed%2bConsent%2bForm
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that your name is not associated with your responses, survey responses will be stored in a 

separate location on-line from your name.  All data will be stored either in an electronic 

database accessed by a password known only to the principal investigator, and not 

accessible to anyone else, or on the principal investigator’s personal computer in a 

password-protected file, to which others will not have access.  Data will be maintained 

for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the computer. 

  

Your participation in this study and the forwarding of this e-mail is very much 

appreciated.  

  

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your 

name. Your name will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for 

participating in the study.  This information will be maintained as confidential. 
 

Ball State University IRB Information:   Protocol # 85963-6 

  

University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign IRB Information:  IRB # 09242 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

  

Sincerely,  

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 217-333-3704 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

  

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

 

 

 

 

https://exchange.cites.uiuc.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=3fc5cb1406384c8aa60cf4ba4b264ede&URL=mailto%3avjminchala%40bsu.edu
https://exchange.cites.uiuc.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=3fc5cb1406384c8aa60cf4ba4b264ede&URL=mailto%3avjminchala%40bsu.edu
https://exchange.cites.uiuc.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=3fc5cb1406384c8aa60cf4ba4b264ede&URL=mailto%3asbowman%40bsu.edu
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Telephone: 217-333-7441 
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mailto:mustafof@ad.uiuc.edu


Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   144 

Appendix K 

Recruitment E-mail # 4: Known Members of Lesbian Community 

 

Eligibility: Self-Identified Lesbian Students  

  

Dear Participant, 

  

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.  If thinking about or answering these 

kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, you should consider not participating 

in this particular study.   

  

To begin the study, please click on the following link which will direct you to the 

initial webpage of the survey.  Please complete all the questions and then click the 

SUBMIT button at the bottom of the page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a 

page will appear indicating you have completed the survey. 
  

Link to Survey:     

http://inquisitor.bsu.edu/inqsit/inqsit.cgi/minchala?4+Informed+Consent+Form   (You 

may need to copy and paste this link into your browser.) 

I am asking that you participate in this survey and forward this e-mail to other 

women that you know, as only women are eligible to participate in this study.  Please 

note that in order to ensure confidentiality, survey responses will be stored in a separate 

location on-line from your name, so there will be no way for me trace your responses 

back to you. 

  

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you. 

 Please allow 10-15 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you 

will not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one 

of five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card. 

  

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  In order to assure the 

anonymity of your responses, you will be asked to provide specific information from 

which an internal identification number will be developed.  This number will in no way 

be associated with any personally identifiable information, and I will be unable to 

determine who completed this survey.  All data will be stored either in an electronic 

database accessed by a password know only to the principal investigator or on the 

principal investigator’s personal computer, to which others will not have access.  Data 

https://webmail.bsu.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=ee87348bd177428b95fbb9d36acf6940&URL=http%3a%2f%2finquisitor.bsu.edu%2finqsit%2finqsit.cgi%2fminchala%3f4%2bInformed%2bConsent%2bForm
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will be maintained for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the 

computer. 

  

Your participation in this study and the forwarding of this e-mail is very much 

appreciated.  

  

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your 

name. Your name will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for 

participating in the study.  This information will be maintained as confidential. 
 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-7 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

  

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

  

  

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

  

Edition Date: 

1/05/2009 
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Appendix L 

Informed Consent Form # 1: Heterosexual Sample 

 

Eligibility: Female College Students 

 

Dear Participant, 

 

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.   

If thinking about or answering these kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, 

you should consider not participating in this particular study.   

 

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you.  

Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you will 

not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will also receive class credit 

for your participation. 

 

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  You will be asked to use 

your BSU login information to provide your name, which will be maintained 

confidential, after which you will be redirected to the survey on a new page not 

associated with your name.  Please note that in order to ensure confidentiality and 

anonymity, survey responses will be stored in a separate location on-line from your 

name.  Therefore, your name will in no way be associated with your anonymous 

responses.  All data will be stored either in an electronic database accessed by a password 

know only to the principal investigator or on the principal investigator’s personal 

computer, to which others will not have access.  Data will be maintained for 5 years by 

the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the computer. 

 

The foreseeable risks or ill effects from participating in this study are minimal.  There is a 

small possibility that answering some of the questions on the questionnaires may evoke 

some feelings of anxiety, or may trigger thoughts of personal experiences.  Should you 

experience any feelings of discomfort, counseling services are available to you through 

the Counseling Center at Ball State University (765-285-1376) if you develop 

uncomfortable feelings during your participation in this research project. You will be 

responsible for the costs of any care that is provided [note: Ball State students may have 

some or all of these services provided to them at no cost].  It is understood that in the 

unlikely event that treatment is necessary as a result of your participation in this research 

project that Ball State University, its agents and employees will assume whatever 

responsibility is required by law. 
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One benefit you may gain from your participation in this study may be a better 

understanding of your beliefs about domestic violence, and how those beliefs developed. 

 

Your participation in this study is completely voluntary and you are free to withdraw 

from the study at anytime for any reason without penalty or prejudice from the 

investigator.  Please feel free to ask any questions before beginning the study, and at any 

time during the study.  For questions about the research, please feel free to e-mail me at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu, or my faculty supervisor, Dr. Sharon Bowman, at 

sbowman@bsu.edu. 

 

For questions about your rights as a research subject, please contact the Office of 

Academic Research and Sponsored Programs, Ball State University, Muncie, IN 47306, 

(765) 285-5070, irb@bsu.edu. 

 

Your participation in this study is very much appreciated.  

 

By selecting the “I Agree” option below, you are agreeing to participate in this research 

project and that you are at least 18 years of age.  You are also declaring that you have 

read the description of this project and have had any questions answered to your 

satisfaction (you can email the Principle Investigator for the study at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu with questions before actually participating), and therefore give 

your consent to participate. 

 

Please complete all the questions and then click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the 

page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a page will appear indicating you have 

completed the survey. 

 

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your name in 

order to receive credit for participating.  This information will be maintained as 

confidential. 

 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-4 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 
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E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

 

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

Edition Date: 

8/28/2008 
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Appendix M 

 

Informed Consent Form # 2: Lesbian Sample at University # 1 

 

Eligibility: Self-Identified Lesbian College Students 

 

Dear Participant, 

 

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.   

If thinking about or answering these kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, 

you should consider not participating in this particular study.   

 

I am asking that you participate in this survey and forward the initial e-mail to other 

women that you know, as only women are eligible to participate in this study.  Your 

participation in this study and the forwarding of the initial e-mail is very much 

appreciated.  

 

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you.  

Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you will 

not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one of 

five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card. 

 

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  You will be asked enter your 

first and last name, which will be maintained confidential, after which you will be 

redirected to the survey on a new page not associated with your name.  Please note that in 

order to ensure confidentiality and anonymity, survey responses will be stored in a 

separate location on-line from your name.  Therefore, your name will in no way be 

associated with your anonymous responses.    All data will be stored either in an 

electronic database accessed by a password know only to the principal investigator or on 

the principal investigator’s personal computer, to which others will not have access.  Data 

will be maintained for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the 

computer. 

 

The foreseeable risks or ill effects from participating in this study are minimal.  There is a 

small possibility that answering some of the questions on the questionnaires may evoke 

some feelings of anxiety, or may trigger thoughts of personal experiences.  Should you 

experience any feelings of discomfort, counseling services are available to you through 

the Counseling Center at Ball State University (765-285-1376) if you develop 

uncomfortable feelings during your participation in this research project. You will be 

responsible for the costs of any care that is provided [note: Ball State students may have 
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some or all of these services provided to them at no cost].  It is understood that in the 

unlikely event that treatment is necessary as a result of your participation in this research 

project that Ball State University, its agents and employees will assume whatever 

responsibility is required by law. 

 

One benefit you may gain from your participation in this study may be a better 

understanding of your beliefs about domestic violence, and how those beliefs developed. 

 

Your participation in this study is completely voluntary and you are free to withdraw 

from the study at anytime for any reason without penalty or prejudice from the 

investigator.  Please feel free to ask any questions before beginning the study, and at any 

time during the study.  For questions about the research, please feel free to e-mail me at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu, or my faculty supervisor, Dr. Sharon Bowman, at 

sbowman@bsu.edu. 

 

For questions about your rights as a research subject, please contact the Office of 

Academic Research and Sponsored Programs, Ball State University, Muncie, IN 47306, 

(765) 285-5070, irb@bsu.edu. 

 

By selecting the “I Agree” option below, you are agreeing to participate in this research 

project and that you are at least 18 years of age.  You are also declaring that you have 

read the description of this project and have had any questions answered to your 

satisfaction (you can email the Principle Investigator for the study at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu with questions before actually participating), and therefore give 

your consent to participate. 

 

Please complete all the questions and then click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the 

page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a page will appear indicating you have 

completed the survey. 

 

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your name, 

which will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for participating in the study.  

This information will be maintained as confidential. 

 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-4 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  



Heterosexual and Lesbian Women’s   151 

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

 

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

Edition Date: 

8/28/2008 
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Appendix N 

 

Informed Consent Form # 3: Lesbian Sample at University # 2 

 

Please forward the initial e-mail to known lesbian women who may be interested, as only 

they are eligible to participate in this study. 

 

Eligibility: Self-Identified Lesbian College Students 

 

Dear Participant, 

 

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a fourth year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University, and a pre-doctoral psychology intern at the UIUC 

Counseling Center.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of which is to examine 

how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not been thoroughly 

investigated.  To be eligible to participate in this study, you must identify as a lesbian 

woman. 

 

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you.  

Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you will 

not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one of 

five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card.  I greatly appreciate your 

participation in this study, and your willingness to forward the e-mail you received 

informing you of this study. 

 

Data obtained will be maintained as confidential and/or anonymous.  You will be asked 

enter your first and last name, which will be maintained confidential, after which you will 

be redirected to the survey on a new page not associated with your name, at which point 

your responses will be anonymous.  Please note that in order to ensure confidentiality and 

that your name is not associated with your responses, survey responses will be stored in a 

separate location on-line from your name.  All data will be stored either in an electronic 

database accessed by a password known only to the principal investigator, and not 

accessible to anyone else, or on the principal investigator’s personal computer in a 

password-protected file, to which others will not have access.  Data will be maintained 

for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the computer.  Results 

from this study will be made available to others via a completed dissertation. 

 

The foreseeable risks or ill effects from participating in this study are minimal.  There is a 

small possibility that answering some of the questions on the questionnaires may evoke 

some feelings of anxiety, or may trigger thoughts of personal experiences.  Should you 

experience any feelings of discomfort, counseling services are available to students 

through the McKinley Mental Health Clinic at the University of Illinois at Urbana-

Champaign (217-333-2705) if you develop uncomfortable feelings during your 

participation in this research project. You will be responsible for the costs of any care that 

is provided [note: UIUC students may have some or all of these services provided to 
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them at no cost].  The University of Illinois does not provide medical or hospitalization 

insurance coverage for participants in this research study nor will the University of 

Illinois provide compensation for any injury sustained as a result of participation in this 

research study, except as required by law.  

One benefit you may gain from your participation in this study may be a better 

understanding of your beliefs about domestic violence, and how those beliefs developed. 

 

Your participation in this study is completely voluntary and you are free to withdraw 

from the study at anytime for any reason without penalty or prejudice from the 

investigator.  Additionally, you can choose to skip questions you prefer not to answer.  

The decision to participate, decline, or withdraw from participation will have no effect on 

your grades at, status at, or future relations with the University of Illinois.  Please feel 

free to ask any questions before opening the link below and beginning the study, and at 

any time during the study.  For questions about the research, please feel free to e-mail me 

at vjminchala@bsu.edu, my faculty supervisor, Dr. Sharon Bowman, at 

sbowman@bsu.edu, or my staff sponsor at the University of Illinois, Megan Mustafoff, at 

mustafof@ad.uiuc.edu.  You can also reach Valerie Minchala at 217-333-3704 should 

you have any questions. 

 

If you have any questions about your rights as a participant in this study, please contact 

the  

University of Illinois Institutional Review Board at 217-333-2670 (collect calls accepted 

if you identify yourself as a research participant) or via email at irb@uiuc.edu. 

 

For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of questionnaires about your 

experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues related to various aspects of 

domestic violence.   

If thinking about or answering these kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, 

you should consider not participating in this particular study.   

 

By selecting the “I Agree” option below, you are agreeing to voluntarily participate in 

this research project and that you are at least 18 years of age.  You are also declaring that 

you have read and understood the description of this project and have had any questions 

answered to your satisfaction (you can email the Principle Investigator for the study at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu with questions before actually participating), and therefore give 

your consent to participate. 

 

Please complete all the questions and then click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the 

page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a page will appear indicating you have 

completed the survey. 

 

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your name, 

which will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for participating in the study.  

This information will be maintained as confidential. 
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Ball State University IRB Information:   Protocol # 85963-6 

 

University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign IRB Information:  IRB # 09242 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services 

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306  

Telephone: 217-333-3704 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 

   

 

Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

 

Staff Sponsor 

Megan Mustafoff 

Assessment and Evaluation Coordinator 

Counseling Center 

University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign 

610 E. John St. 

Champaign, IL 61820 

Telephone: 217-333-7441 

E-mail: mustafof@ad.uiuc.edu 

 

Edition Date: 

10/28/2008 
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Appendix O 

 

Informed Consent Form # 4: Known Members of Lesbian Community 

 

Eligibility: Self-Identified Lesbian College Students 

 

Dear Participant, 

 

My name is Valerie Minchala and I am a third year doctoral student in Counseling 

Psychology at Ball State University.  I am conducting a research study, the purpose of 

which is to examine how women make attributions of domestic violence, as this has not 

been thoroughly investigated.  For this study, you will be asked to complete a series of 

questionnaires about your experiences, beliefs, opinions and reactions regarding issues 

related to various aspects of domestic violence.   

If thinking about or answering these kinds of questions makes you feel uncomfortable, 

you should consider not participating in this particular study.   

 

I am asking that you participate in this survey and forward this e-mail to other women 

that you know, as only women are eligible to participate in this study.  Your participation 

in this study and the forwarding of the initial e-mail is very much appreciated.  

 

This survey may be taken at any time of day in a location that is comfortable for you.  

Please allow 20-30 minutes to complete the survey.  After you submit the survey you will 

not be able to return to your answers.  As an incentive, you will be eligible to be one of 

five participants who is randomly selected to receive a gift card. 

 

All data will be maintained as confidential and anonymous.  You will be asked enter your 

first and last name, which will be maintained confidential, after which you will be 

redirected to the survey on a new page not associated with your name.  Please note that in 

order to ensure confidentiality and anonymity, survey responses will be stored in a 

separate location on-line from your name.  Therefore, your name will in no way be 

associated with your anonymous responses.    All data will be stored either in an 

electronic database accessed by a password know only to the principal investigator or on 

the principal investigator’s personal computer, to which others will not have access.  Data 

will be maintained for 5 years by the researcher, after which it will be deleted from the 

computer. 

 

The foreseeable risks or ill effects from participating in this study are minimal.  There is a 

small possibility that answering some of the questions on the questionnaires may evoke 

some feelings of anxiety, or may trigger thoughts of personal experiences.  Should you 

experience any feelings of discomfort, please feel free to contact Valerie Minchala via e-

mail at vjminchala@bsu.edu for counseling referrals in your area.  You will be 

responsible for the costs of any care that is provided. 
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One benefit you may gain from your participation in this study may be a better 

understanding of your beliefs about domestic violence, and how those beliefs developed. 

 

Your participation in this study is completely voluntary and you are free to withdraw 

from the study at anytime for any reason without penalty or prejudice from the 

investigator.  Please feel free to ask any questions before opening the link below and 

beginning the study, and at any time during the study.  For questions about the research, 

please feel free to e-mail me at vjminchala@bsu.edu, or my faculty supervisor, Dr. 

Sharon Bowman, at sbowman@bsu.edu. 

 

For questions about your rights as a research subject, please contact the Office of 

Academic Research and Sponsored Programs, Ball State University, Muncie, IN 47306, 

(765) 285-5070, irb@bsu.edu. 

 

By selecting the “I Agree” option below, you are agreeing to participate in this research 

project and that you are at least 18 years of age.  You are also declaring that you have 

read the description of this project and have had any questions answered to your 

satisfaction (you can email the Principle Investigator for the study at 

vjminchala@bsu.edu with questions before actually participating), and therefore give 

your consent to participate. 

 

Please complete all the questions and then click the SUBMIT button at the bottom of the 

page. After clicking on the SUBMIT button, a page will appear indicating you have 

completed the survey. 

 

When finished, please email Valerie Minchala at vjminchala@bsu.edu with your name, 

which will then be entered into the gift card selection pool for participating in the study.  

This information will be maintained as confidential. 

 

IRB  Information:   Protocol # 85963-7 

 

Please do NOT complete the survey more than one time.  If you have completed this 

survey previously, you are not eligible to complete it again. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Valerie Minchala, M. A. 

Principal Investigator 

Doctoral Candidate 

Dept. of Counseling & Guidance Services 

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: vjminchala@bsu.edu 
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Faculty Supervisor 

Sharon Bowman, Ph.D. 

Professor 

Dept. of Counseling and Guidance Services  

Ball State University 

Muncie, IN 47306 

Telephone: 765-285-8040 

E-mail: sbowman@bsu.edu 

 

Edition Date: 

01/05/2009 
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Appendix P 

 

Table P1 DVBS Correlation Matrix 

 

 SB1 SB2 PB1 PB2 PB3 VB1 SB3 VB2 VB3 VB4 SiB1 

SB1 1.000           

SB2 .251 1.000          

PB1 -.035 .050 1.000         

PB2 .113 .100 .191 1.000        

PB3 .213 .112 .119 .384 1.000       

VB1 .077 .178 -.130 -.041 .237 1.000      

SB3 .175 .349 .153 .150 .222 .072 1.000     

VB2 .244 .159 -.086 -.012 .254 .585 .160 1.000    

VB3 .045 -.069 -.171 .019 .089 .360 .044 .421 1.000   

VB4 .117 .056 .028 -.143 .040 .348 .120 .442 .547 1.000  

SiB1 .206 .265 .136 .219 .266 .015 .269 .059 -.018 .103 1.000 

SiB2 .113 .137 .194 .135 .145 -.046 .314 -.018 -.104 .022 .653 

SiB3 .132 .201 .117 .225 .273 .095 .134 .111 -.013 .105 .466 

SB4 .069 .294 -.034 -.038 -.127 .034 .395 .092 .123 .081 .035 

SiB4 .298 .173 .070 .064 .307 .090 .201 .217 .114 .249 .615 

SB5 .274 .183 .179 .086 .221 .145 .244 .177 -.015 .007 .227 

SiB5 .233 .127 .181 .158 .149 -.020 .360 -.023 -.051 -.096 .312 

PB4 .073 -.034 -.034 .196 .199 .150 .008 .148 .152 .083 .103 

PB5 .088 .127 .112 .185 .216 .056 .192 .103 -.076 -.005 .276 

VB5 .263 .200 .086 .000 .264 .225 .068 .271 .152 .218 .302 

VB6 .112 -.007 -.099 -.067 .097 .334 -.019 .308 .456 .389 .070 

VB7 .127 .141 -.009 -.071 .181 .177 .160 .444 .171 .255 .025 

SB6 .041 .098 -.017 -.065 -.002 -.006 .326 .075 .229 .205 -.058 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB = Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame
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Table P1 DVBS Correlation Matrix (cont) 

 

 SiB2 SiB3 SB4 SiB4 SB 5 SiB5 PB4 PB5 VB5 VB6 VB7 SB6 

SiB2 1.000            

SiB3 .416 1.000           

SB4 .116 .014 1.000          

SiB4 .396 .453 .002 1.000         

SB5 .292 .218 .146 .222 1.000        

SiB5 .405 .108 .247 .264 .369 1.000       

PB4 -.022 .154 -.062 .125 .219 .091 1.000      

PB5 .309 .338 -.068 .171 .154 .192 .228 1.000     

VB5 .145 .146 -.141 .365 .237 .012 .086 .075 1.000    

VB6 -.098 .056 .015 .234 .029 -.041 .195 -.088 .274 1.000   

VB7 -.102 -.011 .091 .170 .015 -.039 .051 .020 .144 .425 1.000  

SB6 .075 -.183 .544 .014 .129 .157 -.110 -.032 -.151 .091 .218 1.000 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB = Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame 
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Table P2 DVBS Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample 

 

 SB1 SB2 PB1 PB2 PB3 VB1 SB3 VB2 VB3 VB4 SiB1 

SB1 1.000           

SB2 .250 1.000          

PB1 .064 .136 1.000         

PB2 .132 .061 .195 1.000        

PB3 .207 .060 .159 .320 1. 000       

VB1 -.025 .110 -.112 -.146 .086 1.000      

SB3 .199 .258 .308 .052 .204 .049 1.000     

VB2 .147 .094 -.043 -.162 .119 .518 .145 1.000    

VB3 .003 -.127 -.108 .002 .021 .357 .030 .425 1.000   

VB4 .048 .015 .078 -.204 -.075 .303 .152 .424 .530 1.000  

SiB1 .147 .116 .305 .139 .050 -.219 .278 -.121 -.130 .010 1.000 

SiB2 .179 .157 .293 .129 .099 -.150 .330 -.079 -.125 .020 .770 

SiB3 .167 .162 .212 .210 .117 -.044 .229 -.014 -.079 .068 .398 

SB4 .220 .236 .023 -.052 -.040 .080 .315 .194 .178 .151 .074 

SiB4 .219 .127 .204 .069 .133 -.082 .304 .104 .037 .185 .597 

SB5 .358 .134 .237 .112 .224 .048 .272 .117 -.031 -.044 .283 

SiB5 .279 .200 .224 .168 .178 -.028 .357 .025 -.032 -.106 .496 

PB4 .012 .043 -.100 .188 .261 .180 .000 .112 .150 .063 .104 

PB5 .070 .157 .203 .135 .160 -.019 .148 .033 -.094 -.026 .283 

VB5 .108 .217 .179 -.028 .096 .114 .176 .170 .090 .135 .214 

VB6 .005 -.095 -.133 -.085 -.040 .304 .028 .284 .464 .364 -.040 

VB7 .096 .063 -.067 -.148 .082 .137 .188 .449 .164 .249 -.073 

SB6 .231 .054 .045 -.063 .053 .032 .163 .185 .324 .340 .003 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB =  Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame 
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Table P2 DVBS Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample (cont) 

 

 SiB2 SiB3 SB4 SiB4 SB5 SiB5 PB4 PB5 VB5 VB6 VB7 SB6 

SiB2 1.000            

SiB3 .432 1.000           

SB4 .130 .229 1.000          

SiB4 .449 .402 .131 1.000         

SB5 .335 .220 .175 .229 1.000        

SiB5 .469 .244 .120 .425 .380 1.000       

PB4 -.031 .061 .043 .141 .242 .114 1.000      

PB5 .307 .308 -.047 .195 .218 .239 .205 1.000     

VB5 .185 .050 .056 .209 .276 .117 .098 .121 1.000    

VB6 -.134 -.039 .158 .128 .025 -.007 .241 -.116 .149 1.000   

VB7 -.090 -.099 .185 .122 -.005 .044 .054 -.030 .071 .392 1.000  

SB6 .049 -.048 .400 .169 .127 -.019 -.035 -.072 -.016 .296 .413 1.000 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB =  Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame 
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Table P3 DVBS Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample 

 

 SB1 SB2 PB1 PB2 PB3 VB1 SB3 VB2 VB3 VB4 SiB1 

SB1 1.000           

SB2 .155 1.000          

PB1 -.289 -.102 1.000         

PB2 .086 .181 .181 1.000        

PB3 -.064 .065 .060 .604 1.000       

VB1 .172 .291 -.221 .358 .516 1.000      

SB3 .244 .583 -.213 .388 .409 .265 1.000     

VB2 .361 .236 -.233 .478 .447 .819 .308 1.000    

VB3 -.010 -.020 -.492 .107 .140 .226 .194 .299 1.000   

VB4 .148 .076 -.235 .137 .179 .478 .116 .431 .583 1.000  

SiB1 .113 .446 -.240 .439 .495 .601 .366 .398 .241 .301 1.000 

SiB2 -.090 .096 -.076 .154 .262 .371 .284 .182 -.035 .008 .411 

SiB3 -.152 .184 -.064 .282 .385 .352 .018 .291 .054 .054 .496 

SB4 .021 .554 -.166 -.014 -.048 .152 .547 .041 .162 .138 .193 

SiB4 .192 .130 -.305 .074 .424 .472 .092 .370 .237 .275 .532 

SB5 .116 .264 .056 .028 .240 .487 .193 .362 .035 .241 .123 

SiB5 .264 .061 .109 .144 .204 .065 .361 -.085 -.080 -.025 .088 

PB4 .244 -.205 .146 .220 .076 .030 .033 .283 .178 .221 .100 

PB5 .115 .065 -.105 .309 .343 .317 .312 .311 -.036 .061 .263 

VB5 .311 .006 -.146 .088 .273 .348 -.064 .361 .170 .288 .235 

VB6 .024 .037 .120 .012 .114 .136 -.244 .053 -.038 -.067 .144 

VB7 -.152 .283 .255 .270 .216 .081 .235 .219 -.080 -.141 .067 

SB6 -.025 .306 -.140 -.083 .211 .162 .619 .058 .244 .166 .064 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB = Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame 
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Table P3 DVBS Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample (cont) 

 

 SiB2 SiB3 SB4 SiB4 SB5 SiB5 PB4 PB5 VB5 VB6 VB7 SB6 

SiB2 1.000            

SiB3 .413 1.000           

SB4 .120 -.206 1.000          

SiB4 .304 .438 .042 1.000         

SB5 .191 .223 .118 .251 1.000        

SiB5 .305 -.045 .436 .091 .360 1.000       

PB4 .006 .381 -.328 .085 .167 .051 1.000      

PB5 .315 .409 -.097 .100 .016 .122 .290 1.000     

VB5 .026 .069 -.294 .413 .205 -.094 .054 -.090 1.000    

VB6 .071 .007 -.255 .204 .108 -.166 -.176 -.226 .508 1.000   

VB7 -.241 -.007 .142 -.120 .082 -.252 .027 .215 -.111 -.048 1.000  

SB6 .174 -.244 .703 .070 .163 .375 -.284 .070 -.069 -.172 .072 1.000 

 

SB = Societal Blame; PB = Perpetrator Blame 

VB = Victim Blame; SiB = Situational Blame 

 

 



 

Table Q1 DVMAS Correlation Matrix 

 

 M1 E1 CB1 BB1 CB2 BB2 CB3 M2 E2 CB4 MB3 BB3 BB4 CB5 E3 CB6 BB5 CB7 

M1 1.000                  

E1 .131 1.000                 

CB1 .009 .144 1.000                

BB1 .246 .103 .325 1.000               

CB2 .138 .017 .246 .174 1.000              

BB2 .059 .328 .332 .373 .207 1.000             

CB3 .092 .083 .536 .110 .168 .224 1.000            

M2 .132 .100 .177 .136 .173 .272 .269 1.000           

E2 .091 .184 .047 .179 .222 .217 .090 .092 1.000          

CB4 .017 .055 .632 .242 .231 .296 .511 .188 .193 1.000         

M3 .281 .223 .268 .309 .113 .350 .267 .204 .116 .228 1.000        

BB3 .153 .094 .245 .518 .217 .221 .245 .148 .190 .290 .170 1.000       

BB4 .116 .216 .050 .097 .182 .254 .131 .106 .157 .198 .123 .298 1.000      

CB5 .183 .008 .204 .206 .566 .222 .255 .279 .281 .223 .139 .346 .279 1.000     

E3 .131 .464 .243 .245 .141 .404 .337 .210 .363 .257 .346 .227 .312 .264 1.000    

C6 -.006 .099 .557 .243 .265 .307 .371 .160 .126 .638 .251 .279 .320 .261 .264 1.000   

BB5 .066 .118 .313 .338 .188 .440 .348 .272 .291 .439 .322 .296 .254 .267 .465 .433 1.000  

CB7 .015 .188 .495 .293 .440 .335 .465 .232 .245 .506 .243 .363 .270 .318 .294 .512 .405 1.000 

 

M = Minimization; E = Exoneration; CB = Character Blame; BB = Behavioral Blame 
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Table Q2 DVMAS Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample 

 

 M1 M2 M3 E1 CB1 BB1 CB2 BB2 CB3 E2 CB4 BB3 BB4 CB5 E3 CB6 BB5 CB7 

M1 1.000                  

M2 .059 1.000                 

M3 .240 .200 1.000                

E1 .170 .131 .186 1.000               

CB1 .013 .173 .179 .150 1.000              

BB1 .255 .108 .255 .072 .255 1.000             

CB2 .108 .125 .027 -.046 .227 .224 1.000            

BB2 .044 .286 .228 .246 .258 .311 .196 1.000           

CB3 .072 .276 .176 .068 .521 .033 .156 .079 1.000          

E2 .125 .009 .041 .132 -.049 .156 .156 .162 .022 1.000         

CB4 .021 .196 .148 .034 .623 .201 .187 .190 .454 .150 1.000        

BB3 .170 .092 .112 .054 .240 .544 .212 .128 .150 .095 .239 1.000       

BB4 .162 .088 .063 .174 .093 .137 .153 .246 .121 .122 .229 .235 1.000      

CB5 .166 .225 .078 .042 .206 .244 .529 .235 .189 .176 .184 .296 .257 1.000     

E3 .144 .218 .264 .419 .150 .188 .057 .300 .266 .311 .173 .131 .266 .230 1.000    

CB6 .003 .213 .140 .040 .529 .207 .271 .258 .361 .053 .652 .262 .378 .325 .165 1.000   

BB5 .051 .304 .207 .014 .255 .291 .173 .337 .314 .303 .393 .266 .200 .313 .400 .393 1.000  

CB7 -.036 .237 .082 .070 .447 .210 .449 .189 .393 .123 .469 .305 .220 .302 .114 .489 .311 1.000 

 

M = Minimization; E = Exoneration; CB = Character Blame; BB = Behavioral Blame 
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Table Q3 DVMAS Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample 

 

 M1 M2 M3 E1 CB1 BB1 CB2 BB2 CB3 E2 CB4 BB3 BB4 CB5 E3 CB6 BB5 CB7 

M1 1.000                  

M2 .394 1.000                 

M3 .394 .207 1.000                

E1 -.051 -.035 .144 1.000               

CB1 -.137 .166 .260 -.093 1.000              

BB1 .123 .257 .162 .000 .388 1.000             

CB2 .207 .311 .324 .132 .287 -.077 1.000            

BB2 -.043 .252 .311 .416 .194 .241 .201 1.000           

CB3 .043 .250 .120 -.140 .334 -.085 .148 .099 1.000          

E2 -.053 .338 .231 .263 .249 .167 .357 .260 .141 1.000         

CB4 -.184 .112 .144 -.154 .464 -.021 .432 .289 .513 .287 1.000        

BB3 .016 .412 .248 .150 .078 .208 .228 .457 .522 .531 .477 1.000       

BB4 -.008 .159 .327 .322 -.093 -.048 .242 .362 .179 .235 .143 .577 1.000      

CB5 .217 .442 .284 -.125 .160 .010 .643 .154 .427 .521 .402 .555 .327 1.000     

E3 -.022 .154 .303 .511 .286 .133 .347 .400 .214 .473 .290 .550 .510 .353 1.000    

CB6 -.122 -.087 .494 .169 .567 .201 .223 .248 .211 .287 .471 .256 .182 .032 .470 1.000   

BB5 -.026 .096 .489 .369 .167 .113 .243 .484 -.081 .145 .245 .282 .666 .054 .481 .492 1.000  

CB7 .038 .220 .309 .325 .389 .224 .470 .232 .299 .512 .351 .517 .486 .373 .534 .471 .381 1.000 

 

M = Minimization; E = Exoneration; CB = Character Blame; BB = Behavioral Blame 
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Table R1 AWS Correlation Matrix 

 

 AWS1 AWS2 AWS3 AWS4 AWS5 AWS6 AWS7 AWS8 AWS9 AWS10 AWS11 AWS12 AWS13 AWS14 AWS15 

AWS1 1.000               

AWS2 .078 1.000              

AWS3 .264 .058 1.000             

AWS4 .253 .094 .230 1.000            

AWS5 .169 .131 .145 .219 1.000           

AWS6 .093 .052 .098 .054 .045 1.000          

AWS7 .016 .128 .112 .195 .277 .124 1.000         

AWS8 .101 .121 .069 .036 .337 .020 .246 1.000        

AWS9 .125 .218 .157 .224 .208 .163 .319 .334 1.000       

AWS10 .047 .231 .106 .084 .221 .248 .284 .166 .292 1.000      

AWS11 .398 .125 .234 .213 .261 .076 -.061 .016 .117 .073 1.000     

AWS12 .004 .113 .021 .040 .251 .245 .284 .395 .294 .236 -.015 1.000    

AWS13 .221 .247 .199 .196 .360 .255 .242 .288 .394 .270 .093 .426 1.000   

AWS14 .337 .090 .215 .228 .137 .211 .121 -.022 .162 .129 .341 -.022 .113 1.000  

AWS15 .408 .114 .272 .277 .207 .061 .173 .265 .432 .227 .251 .211 .312 .201 1.000 

 

AWS = Attitudes toward Women Scale 
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Table R2 AWS Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample 

 

 AWS1 AWS2 AWS3 AWS4 AWS5 AWS6 AWS7 AWS8 AWS9 AWS10 AWS11 AWS12 AWS13 AWS14 AWS15 

AWS1 1.000               

AWS2 -.037 1.000              

AWS3 .132 -.008 1.000             

AWS4 .132 .037 .128 1.000            

AWS5 -.039 .067 .034 .129 1.000           

AWS6 -.070 .032 .098 .009 .020 1.000          

AWS7 .010 .138 .144 .241 .335 .129 1.000         

AWS8 .007 .082 .002 -.045 .304 -.012 .300 1.000        

AWS9 .009 .194 .132 .200 .166 .166 .410 .338 1.000       

AWS10 -.086 .193 .045 .021 .162 .255 .323 .128 .276 1.000      

AWS11 .128 .023 .068 .048 .094 .005 -.105 -.130 -.005 -.052 1.000     

AWS12 .004 .134 .001 -.047 .325 .237 .376 .402 .393 .282 -.108 1.000    

AWS13 .115 .212 .112 .125 .319 .248 .254 .265 .399 .234 -.058 .472 1.000   

AWS14 .068 -.006 .131 .134 -.041 .153 .009 -.132 .098 .038 .142 -.015 -.008 1.000  

AWS15 .284 .051 .206 .202 .082 .019 .216 .231 .416 .173 .070 .284 .273 .050 1.000 

 

AWS = Attitudes toward Women Scale 

 

 

 

 

H
etero

sex
u

al an
d
 L

esb
ian

 W
o
m

en
’s     1

6
8

 

   



 

Table R3 AWS Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample 

 

 AWS1 AWS3 AWS4 AWS5 AWS6 AWS7 AWS8 AWS9 AWS11 AWS12 AWS13 AWS14 AWS15 

AWS1 1.000             

AWS3 .123 1.000            

AWS4 .086 .287 1.000           

AWS5 .389 .191 .215 1.000          

AWS6 .552 -.068 .096 -.127 1.000         

AWS7 -.101 -.051 -.036 -.096 .086 1.000        

AWS8 -.165 .022 .157 -.083 .074 -.112 1.000       

AWS9 .084 -.073 -.009 -.062 .022 -.083 -.072 1.000      

AWS11 .514 .222 .264 .319 .114 -.107 .093 .110 1.000     

AWS12 -.010 .084 .414 -.079 .281 .026 .599 -.068 .352 1.000    

AWS13 .207 .432 .303 -.058 .206 .213 -.067 -.050 .258 .413 1.000   

AWS14 .422 -.071 .006 .190 .295 .422 -.212 -.029 .148 -.064 .153 1.000  

AWS15 .474 .112 .197 .681 .093 -.141 -.123 .181 .469 -.116 -.085 .188 1.000 

Each of the following component variables has zero variance and is removed from the scale: AWS2, AWS10. 

 

AWS = Attitudes toward Women Scale 
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Table S1 PVE Correlation Matrix 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF3 PEF4 PEF5 PEF6 

PE1 1.000                  

PE2 .186 1.000                 

PE3 .300 .096 1.000                

PE4 .331 .386 .319 1.000               

PE5 .190 .188 .320 .521 1.000              

PE6 .192 .204 .590 .413 .435 1.000             

PEO1 .590 .147 .422 .237 .182 .192 1.000            

PEO2 .147 .604 .120 .342 .122 .137 .298 1.000           

PEO3 .274 .094 .481 .181 .172 .343 .384 .258 1.000          

PEO4 .163 .251 .173 .377 .070 .174 .200 .488 .323 1.000         

PEO5 .091 .118 .097 .223 .491 .168 .169 .248 .336 .228 1.000        

PEO6 .231 .172 .245 .278 .194 .367 .291 .348 .631 .467 .433 1.000       

PEF1 .417 .159 .247 .212 .157 .145 .516 .253 .413 .258 .141 .408 1.000      

PEF2 .092 .563 .128 .262 .166 .100 .212 .701 .235 .418 .158 .274 .303 1.000     

PEF3 .073 .120 .383 .092 .119 .333 .174 .197 .492 .241 .302 .593 .328 .215 1.000    

PEF4 -.018 .019 .111 .287 -.006 .114 .052 .130 .225 .322 .109 .336 .155 .184 .291 1.000   

PEF5 .039 .101 .092 .045 .420 .048 .156 .093 .149 .125 .592 .166 .152 .078 .315 .050 1.000  

PEF6 -.097 .345 .111 .000 .022 .119 .028 .508 .210 .066 .097 .226 .109 .545 .277 .068 .050 1.000 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object; PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; 

PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S1 PVE Correlation Matrix (cont) 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF3 PEF4 PEF5 PEF6 

PET1 .478 .171 .312 .234 .122 .241 .525 .221 .329 .232 .151 .417 .696 .244 .359 .156 .082 .079 

PET2 .115 .554 .257 .280 .197 .238 .161 .588 .243 .340 .177 .356 .263 .697 .352 .152 .052 .520 

PET3 .092 .144 .416 .091 .119 .350 .210 .221 .538 .270 .312 .622 .347 .232 .958 .302 .307 .278 

PET4 .039 .204 .112 .274 .083 .023 .256 .374 .018 .176 -.004 .035 .193 .356 .034 .243 -.076 .312 

PET5 .025 .105 .186 .182 .447 .149 .161 .164 .190 .073 .570 .276 .176 .146 .432 .103 .569 .091 

PET6 .105 .230 .309 .153 .083 .342 .192 .296 .458 .274 .258 .583 .310 .215 .674 .251 .282 .215 

PEW1 .210 .089 .058 .010 .085 .063 .284 -.007 .149 .052 .090 .210 .546 .040 .279 .139 .217 .066 

PEW2 -.005 .232 .020 .004 .137 -.004 .042 .392 .086 .186 .144 .190 .143 .383 .149 .040 .234 .020 

PEW3 .042 .057 .271 .072 .112 .283 .113 .128 .509 .248 .363 .688 .214 .140 .872 .298 .275 .241 

PEW4 .033 .003 -.034 -.020 -.065 .124 .024 -.060 -.033 -.051 -.027 .028 .097 -.086 -.019 .002 -.044 -.023 

PEW5 .038 .055 .067 .046 .271 .132 .068 .079 .172 .060 .601 .242 .075 .087 .322 .078 .375 .076 

PEW6 .229 .246 .397 .257 .246 .416 .290 .365 .563 .317 .341 .679 .401 .329 .649 .329 .186 .274 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object; PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; 

PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S1 PVE Correlation Matrix (cont) 

 

 PET1 PET2 PET3 PET4 PET5 PET6 PEW1 PEW2 PEW3 PEW4 PEW5 PEW6 

PET1 1.000            

PET2 .402 1.000           

PET3 .388 .382 1.000          

PET4 .158 .416 .065 1.000         

PET5 .191 .173 .432 .136 1.000        

PET6 .293 .350 .710 .125 .478 1.000       

PEW1 .408 .046 .280 -.009 .100 .170 1.000      

PEW2 .095 .339 .170 .004 .201 .128 .042 1.000     

PEW3 .280 .288 .878 -.033 .394 .583 .325 .181 1.000    

PEW4 .014 -.051 -.020 .240 -.052 .012 -.019 -.031 -.012 1.000   

PEW5 .046 .053 .323 -.043 .463 .197 .112 .149 .375 -.022 1.000  

PEW6 .423 .395 .652 .063 .319 .620 .150 .068 .495 -.025 .173 1.000 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S2 PVE Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF4 PEF5 

PE1 1.000 .248 .263 .282 .101 .086 .529 .192 .222 .076 .031 .197 .298 .151 .012 .063 

PE2 .248 1.000 .009 .526 .205 .164 .105 .502 -.027 .296 .088 .194 .064 .435 .065 -.008 

PE3 .263 .009 1.000 .329 .326 .534 .341 -.003 .371 .054 -.024 .029 .088 -.011 .012 -.023 

PE4 .282 .526 .329 1.000 .514 .389 .220 .379 -.001 .349 .162 .173 .161 .362 .214 .055 

PE5 .101 .205 .326 .514 1.000 .366 .139 .058 -.064 -.001 .507 .008 .036 .143 -.034 .443 

PE6 .086 .164 .534 .389 .366 1.000 .033 -.014 -.018 .069 -.013 .038 -.064 -.050 .012 -.062 

PEO1 .529 .105 .341 .220 .139 .033 1.000 .357 .312 .094 .129 .169 .352 .238 .034 .109 

PEO2 .192 .502 -.003 .379 .058 -.014 .357 1.000 .107 .631 .231 .400 .239 .612 .194 .012 

PEO3 .222 -.027 .371 -.001 -.064 -.018 .312 .107 1.000 .195 .040 .177 .359 .059 .063 .024 

PEO4 .076 .296 .054 .349 -.001 .069 .094 .631 .195 1.000 .098 .456 .167 .535 .383 .050 

PEO5 .031 .088 -.024 .162 .507 -.013 .129 .231 .040 .098 1.000 .120 .049 .130 .008 .657 

PEO6 .197 .194 .029 .173 .008 .038 .169 .400 .177 .456 .120 1.000 .325 .243 .318 -.027 

PEF1 .298 .064 .088 .161 .036 -.064 .352 .239 .359 .167 .049 .325 1.000 .321 .135 -.030 

PEF2 .151 .435 -.011 .362 .143 -.050 .238 .612 .059 .535 .130 .243 .321 1.000 .286 .000 

PEF4 .012 .065 .012 .214 -.034 .012 .034 .194 .063 .383 .008 .318 .135 .286 1.000 -.015 

PEF5 .063 -.008 -.023 .055 .443 -.062 .109 .012 .024 .050 .657 -.027 -.030 .000 -.015 1.000 

Each of the following component variables has zero variance and is removed from the scale: PEF3, PEF6, PEW3 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S2 PVE Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample (cont) 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF4 PEF5 

PET1 .373 .133 .131 .232 .061 .085 .372 .236 .120 .099 .023 .322 .567 .281 .140 -.084 

PET2 .200 .461 .129 .400 .201 .133 .144 .453 .021 .371 .095 .338 .219 .517 .137 -.096 

PET3 .047 .163 .058 .086 -.054 -.027 .132 .298 .191 .275 .088 .494 .225 .199 .120 .040 

PET4 .083 .093 .086 .379 .120 .014 .308 .321 .057 .222 .032 .199 .253 .252 .401 -.100 

PET5 -.011 .036 .013 .196 .496 .006 .106 .079 -.040 -.041 .585 .058 .061 .043 -.023 .529 

PET6 -.029 .146 .000 .026 -.081 .049 .008 .122 .056 .138 .010 .272 .054 .040 .092 .134 

PEW1 .047 .073 -.029 .136 -.054 -.027 .132 -.045 -.017 -.026 -.026 -.017 .312 .136 .269 -.031 

PEW2 .138 .157 .000 .057 .100 -.058 .163 .477 .038 .340 .230 .330 .361 .406 .044 .061 

PEW4 .034 -.008 -.031 -.016 -.074 .117 .002 -.083 -.031 -.048 -.048 -.031 .163 -.099 .024 -.056 

PEW5 .023 .048 -.044 .025 .290 .035 .027 .057 -.026 -.040 .590 -.025 -.004 .058 -.045 .345 

PEW6 .097 .118 .058 .086 .039 .064 .084 .183 -.017 .175 .088 .494 .052 .073 .269 -.031 

Each of the following component variables has zero variance and is removed from the scale: PEF3, PEF6, PEW3 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S2 PVE Correlation Matrix Heterosexual Sample (cont) 

 

 PET1 PET2 PET3 PET4 PET5 PET6 PEW1 PEW2 PEW3 PEW4 PEW5 PEW6 

PET1 1.000            

PET2 .458 1.000           

PET3 .053 .275 1.000          

PET4 .202 .342 .310 1.000         

PET5 .052 -.007 .088 .131 1.000        

PET6 .023 .158 .440 .159 .319 1.000       

PEW1 .265 -.049 -.008 .098 -.031 -.019 1.000      

PEW2 .228 .340 .344 .085 .061 .124 -.018 1.000     

PEW3 .027 -.047 -.015 .271 -.057 .006 -.015 -.032 1.000    

PEW4 -.081 -.075 -.013 -.045 .383 -.029 -.013 .173 -.023 1.000   

PEW5 .212 .167 -.008 .028 .088 .134 -.008 -.018 -.015 -.013 1.000  

PEW6 1.000 .458 .053 .202 .052 .023 .265 .228 .027 -.081 .212 1.000 

Each of the following component variables has zero variance and is removed from the scale: PEF3, PEF6, PEW3 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S3 PVE Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF4 PEF5 

PE1 1.000 .073 .399 .468 .404 .450 .722 .110 .382 .447 .251 .336 .617 .022 -.046 -.001 

PE2 .073 1.000 .299 .040 .148 .289 .252 .778 .230 .124 .178 .181 .291 .767 -.064 .353 

PE3 .399 .299 1.000 .288 .303 .739 .639 .344 .699 .597 .420 .507 .521 .372 .284 .406 

PE4 .468 .040 .288 1.000 .543 .479 .290 .289 .464 .484 .392 .466 .316 .098 .439 .006 

PE5 .404 .148 .303 .543 1.000 .619 .298 .242 .514 .322 .448 .417 .364 .215 .037 .357 

PE6 .450 .289 .739 .479 .619 1.000 .607 .394 .856 .536 .637 .745 .475 .348 .281 .333 

PEO1 .722 .252 .639 .290 .298 .607 1.000 .236 .547 .573 .287 .499 .818 .193 .098 .294 

PEO2 .110 .778 .344 .289 .242 .394 .236 1.000 .376 .224 .270 .328 .253 .802 .026 .226 

PEO3 .382 .230 .699 .464 .514 .856 .547 .376 1.000 .645 .773 .837 .452 .376 .352 .328 

PEO4 .447 .124 .597 .484 .322 .536 .573 .224 .645 1.000 .688 .739 .500 .225 .238 .391 

PEO5 .251 .178 .420 .392 .448 .637 .287 .270 .773 .688 1.000 .832 .291 .206 .276 .404 

PEO6 .336 .181 .507 .466 .417 .745 .499 .328 .837 .739 .832 1.000 .470 .300 .359 .372 

PEF1 .617 .291 .521 .316 .364 .475 .818 .253 .452 .500 .291 .470 1.000 .278 .165 .453 

PEF2 .022 .767 .372 .098 .215 .348 .193 .802 .376 .225 .206 .300 .278 1.000 .057 .210 

PEF4 -.046 -.064 .284 .439 .037 .281 .098 .026 .352 .238 .276 .359 .165 .057 1.000 .151 

PEF5 -.001 .353 .406 .006 .357 .333 .294 .226 .328 .391 .404 .372 .453 .210 .151 1.000 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 

 

 

H
etero

sex
u

al an
d
 L

esb
ian

 W
o
m

en
’s     1

7
6

 

           



 

Table S3 PVE Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample (cont) 

 

 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PEO1 PEO2 PEO3 PEO4 PEO5 PEO6 PEF1 PEF2 PEF4 PEF5 

PET1 .677 .231 .674 .244 .245 .539 .838 .188 .535 .596 .397 .523 .849 .191 .165 .407 

PET2 -.013 .715 .514 .044 .194 .438 .209 .763 .454 .303 .332 .402 .309 .921 .158 .336 

PET3 .180 .212 .803 .156 .240 .664 .397 .263 .670 .577 .576 .664 .455 .299 .412 .585 

PET4 -.137 .624 .234 -.103 -.036 .092 .066 .677 .002 -.025 -.099 -.080 .146 .735 -.032 .048 

PET5 .110 .297 .712 .142 .305 .577 .313 .372 .586 .523 .543 .617 .414 .368 .369 .708 

PET6 .308 .341 .798 .360 .330 .786 .492 .441 .736 .603 .635 .739 .522 .362 .383 .522 

PEW1 .385 .115 .130 -.072 .204 .128 .508 -.026 .190 .143 .181 .233 .698 -.006 .096 .456 

PEW2 -.122 .328 .041 -.064 .204 .036 -.059 .334 .092 .042 .067 .121 -.004 .374 .019 .468 

PEW4 .017 .088 -.058 -.039 -.019 .233 .149 .039 -.042 -.068 .122 .229 -.051 -.077 -.057 .045 

PEW5 .089 .088 .521 .137 .214 .528 .225 .167 .648 .584 .693 .771 .290 .191 .421 .527 

PEW6 .411 .388 .838 .505 .516 .849 .580 .487 .843 .651 .666 .726 .614 .496 .370 .436 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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Table S3 PVE Correlation Matrix Lesbian Sample (cont) 

 

 PET1 PET2 PET3 PET4 PET5 PET6 PEW1 PEW2 PEW4 PEW5 PEW6 PEF3 PEF6 PEW3 

PET1 1.000              

PET2 .317 1.000             

PET3 .592 .550 1.000            

PET4 .099 .731 .151 1.000           

PET5 .512 .583 .917 .143 1.000          

PET6 .572 .548 .902 .162 .841 1.000         

PEW1 .553 .082 .279 -.056 .254 .223 1.000        

PEW2 -.013 .355 .156 -.071 .441 .107 .036 1.000       

PEW4 -.017 -.077 -.036 -.043 -.044 .085 -.029 -.037 1.000      

PEW5 .427 .437 .882 -.043 .835 .770 .332 .202 -.023 1.000     

PEW6 .607 .585 .751 .211 .701 .879 .162 .075 -.040 .564 1.000    

PEF3 .549 .536 .962 .149 .930 .891 .275 .154 -.035 .871 .741 1.000   

PEF6 .102 .807 .244 .888 .214 .250 .035 -.012 -.045 .218 .283 .241 1.000  

PEW3 .427 .437 .882 -.043 .835 .770 .332 .202 -.023 1.000 .564 .871 .218 1.000 

 

PE = Physical violence experience without great deal of force; PEO = PVE with an object;  

PEF = PVE with a great deal of force; PET = PVE with threat of weapon; PEW = PVE with weapon 
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