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Trinidadian university students’ responses to a fictional domestic violence scenario: The role of gender and study major. 

It is only recently that intimate partner homicide has been considered a major social problem in the Caribbean. When women are the victims of this violence they occasionally kill their intimate partner during domestic disputes. These cases raise numerous psycho-legal challenges for society and the legal system, and the response to these reveals much about societal beliefs about gender roles, violence against women, and how it should be responded to.   In an effort to explicate these issues among a group of relevant future professionals, this study examined university students’ (from law and psychology programs) responses to a fictional domestic violence scenario. After presenting the fictional case, students were asked open ended questions about their reactions and impressions, and were then asked to attribute blame to the various parties. These results were then scrutinized for patterns according to respondent gender and chosen area of study. The results reveal numerous trends that underline the need for particular kinds of content to be incorporated into the training of these professional groups who are likely to come into contact with domestic violence victims and perpetrators.  Although aspects of Caribbean law are changing with regards to domestic violence and gender stereotypes, it is evident that these future professionals maintain some beliefs that are likely to have implications for policy, practice, and client outcomes.

Homicide of an intimate partner is the most common type of murder within the family in the United States. (Jensen 2001). It is homicide occurring between current or former dating, cohabiting, common-law and formally married heterosexual, gay and lesbian couples (Browne, William & Dutton 1999). This type of homicide has been recognized throughout the world as a major social problem that has been linked to domestic violence because abused women as well as, abusive men often tend to kill their intimate partner during domestic disputes (Browne 1987; Pagelow 1992).

This realization of the serious implications of intimate partner homicide resulted in a number of scholars and practitioners researching the prevalence of wife beating and the homicides committed, not only by male partners, but by female abused partners (Browne 1987; Chimbos 1978; Walker 1989). These individuals noted that there was a conspicuous lack of information in this area and, as a result, their efforts to gather data began (Stout & Brown 1995; Chimbos 1978). 

Recent research has placed emphasis on highlighting instances of intimate partner homicide committed by battered women (Stout & Brown 1995). These women are often not the main perpetrators or precipitators of this category of homicide and homicide in general since most homicides are often committed by males (Brown 1987; Stout 1991). Their homicidal act however, is the least likely end result to a domestic dispute (La Violette & Barnett 2000). Consequently, this act has been a major concern to society, since it challenges society’s view of women as caretakers and nurturers who are expected to give sustenance and love to those under their care (La Violette & Barnett 2000; Busch 1999). 
This phenomenon of domestic violence and the homicides that occur as a result is therefore a critical area for sustained enquiry. As a result, the aim of the study is to examine the relationship between respondents’ gender, area of study and responses towards a domestic violence scenario. Further, the belief of respondents’ (law and psychology students) about attributions of blame for the recurring violence as well as the death of the perpetrator will be explored since these individuals may also hold views that may prohibit them from interacting with or intervening in the lives of domestic violence victims who may eventually become their clients. 

This study therefore seeks to provide additional data and further explore the attitudes of law and psychology students who are aspiring to become future professionals. It also seeks to add to the existing studies in this area because there is a dearth of local research on intimate partner abuse, and homicide that occurs between intimate partners. There is a significant association between participants’ area of study and spontaneous labelling of the situation as domestic violence. As a result, the following hypotheses were framed; there is a significant difference in male and female students’ attribution of blame to the victim for the recurring violence, psychology rather than law students will less likely blame the perpetrator for the violence, law students will significantly more likely blame the victim for the death of the perpetrator and psychology students will more likely believe that the victim should be charged. 

Domestic violence is the phrase used to describe a variety of actions that occur in family relationships (Machera 2000). It is the term used generally to cover violence that occurs between a victim and perpetrator who has some form of personal and family relationship or previous intimate relationship (Davies 1994). It is defined as the abuse of children, older people, spouses and others in the home, by other members of the family or other residents (Barker 2000). It is also applied to violence between siblings, parent and child or child to parent (James 1996) and is defined in the Domestic Violence Act of Trinidad and Tobago (1999) as physical, sexual, emotional, psychological or financial abuse committed by a person against a spouse, child, or any other person who is a member of the household or dependant. The term is used to refer to any act of violence that occurs in the context of marriage, cohabitation, visiting type relationships, or dating lesbian, gay or heterosexual couples (Brown et al 1999; Mooney 2000). 
In examining definitions of domestic violence, it is evident that there is a lack of consistency that exists between researchers and policy makers, over what should be included under this definition (Mooney 2000). Consequently, some acts committed by intimate partners are often not considered to be of a violent nature. This is apparent in the various definitions that are used; definitions that are often formulated with the partial cultural and sub-cultural beliefs and values of policy makers who are socialized in a particular culture, where acceptance of certain violent acts are the norm in any relationship (Gelles 1997). 
Some researchers have debated whether the term domestic violence should be used at all (De Keseredy & Hinch 1991; Kashani & Allan 1998; Smaoun 2000).  They argue that it is essential to have a more specific terminology and definition for violence that occurs between intimate partners and across a range of relationships (Mooney 2000; Kashani & Allan 1998). As a result, various researchers have preferred to use terms which specifically identifies the abuse of a woman by an intimate partner, such as ‘wife battering’, ‘wife abuse’, ‘wife beating’, ‘woman abuse’.(James 1996; Flowers 2000; De Keseredy & Hinch 1991). Other popular terms used are ‘spouse abuse’, ‘intimate partner abuse’ and ‘partner abuse’. This  they claim is necessary because only then can there be recognition and rejection of violent acts that were previously accepted as normal. Additionally, it is indicated that each type of relationship may involve different issues which can be comprehensively addressed by matching them to specific policies that can better address them (Mooney 2000). 

The inconsistencies that exists regarding the definition of domestic violence, together with various difficulties in determining the accuracy of prevalence rates makes it difficult to estimate the actual occurrence of violence between intimate partners (United Nations 1995). This problem can also be partly attributed to the low-level of reporting by victims and perpetrators who are often hesitant to disclose their experience of violence within the relationship for reasons such as fear, shame and lack of confidence in the agencies that publicly state they represent their cause (Kilpatrick 2004). Additionally, the statistics gathered from police records and other official sources frequently under-represent this problem because officials may fail to record the incident in a way that is meaningful for research purposes (United Nations 1995). Self reporting surveys are also not void of problems because the level of violence women suffered may either be over-estimated or under-estimated by them. Telephone surveys repeatedly exclude women who do not have access to a telephone, whereas field surveys may be hampered by methodological limitations such as problems with sampling techniques and sampling errors that are often not representative of the entire population being studied (United Nations 1995; West 2004).

Although these problems with determining the accurate estimates of prevalence rates exists,  available statistics derived from general or special population studies, and based on reports by victims and/or perpetrators still indicate that domestic violence, especially violence against a woman is a severe problem that is widespread in many countries around the world. 

Several researchers, in an effort to understand the causes of intimate partner violence have focused on the personality traits of the abuser and the abused victim in explaining the dynamic that produce an abusive situation (Flowers 2000; Smaoun 2000; Creque 1995; United Nations 1995). Whereas, others may look at explanations such as the use of alcohol and illicit drugs, frustration, stress, the actions of the victim and previous exposure to violence in childhood (Flowers 2000, United Nations 1995). Another assumption of the cause of domestic violence was postulated by Gelles (1972) in his social structural theory which revealed, that domestic violence is a direct response to two main factors. For example, structural stress (low income in the family due to unemployment) or cultural values and norms that sanctions violence in relationships as a way of life. A final explanation for the cause of domestic violence is the power and control theory which describes the violence existing between intimates as a result of one person exerting power and control over another (Flowers 2000). 

A popular public perception is the belief that leaving an abusive relationship is an effective solution for battered women. People perceive that it is a guarantee that the abuse will stop. As a result, they frequently ask, ‘why didn’t they leave?’ or ‘why didn’t they leave one day when their abuser was away?’ These questions appear to place responsibility for ending the violence on women rather than on the batterers and they imply that something is wrong with women who do not leave abusive relationships (Fiene 1995). They are also based on the false notion that they don’t leave or don’t try to leave. As a result, with or without the knowledge of the intensity of the abuse, they are frequently encouraged by members of the community to remain and work it out or they did not leave because they did not have viable alternatives, such as, moving to another town or secret refuge (LaViolette & Barnett 2000). 
These battered women are blamed or at least harshly criticized by some members of the community for not leaving the abusive relationship and/or they are perceived to have brought the problems of violence upon themselves (LaViolette & Barnett 2000). Additionally, their prior leaving is blamed for the subsequent and intensified violence of their abuser (LaViolette & Barnett 2000). The batterers may also blame their victim for the battering, claiming that their partner set them up to be violent (Browne 1987).  
At times, these women even begin to blame themselves for the abuse, denying the magnitude of the abusive events that occurred, blaming themselves for tolerating it or blaming themselves for being unable to control its continuance (Gilbert & Webster 1982; Petretic-Jackson et al 2002). It is in core of this dilemma that battered women may respond in a violent manner to their partner during a dispute.  

Battered women kill during periods of intense conflict such as physical fights, arguments, confrontation, sexual and emotional abuse which has escalated to the point where they feel their life; the lives of her children or significant other/s are in danger (Jurik & Russ 1990). This risk of homicide often increases with the most recent abusive episode (O’Kane 2005).

As a result, over the last two decades a number of legislators in various jurisdictions have enacted innovative laws governing this type of violence for example, laws that authorize the court to prohibit marital rape {example, the Trinidad and Tobago Sexual Offences Act 1999; amemded). Other laws have been passed to authorize law enforcement officers to make an arrest in cases of domestic violence; to make an arrest without a warrant when there is a violation of a protective order; to transport the victim to the hospital; and/or to inform the victim of legal options available (Flowers 2000). Laws that sanction the court to order a batterer to change his behaviour, to evict him from the home shared with the victim, or those that require the batterer to pay compensation or impose a sentence for the violation of a protection order have also been enacted (example the Trinidad and Tobago Domestic violence Act 2000; amended; Flowers 2000). 

However, despite these legislative remedies, domestic violence continues to be a social problem. In a number of cases, victims realized that their abusive domestic situation did not stop, even when they attempted to seek legal remedies. Consequently, some women without the adequate support of formal agencies and in an effort to defend themselves or their loved ones during a conflict killed their intimate partner.
Numerous lawyers, throughout history, attempting to effectively represent ‘these women’, had previously concealed the abuse fearing that it will be used against them in the court of law (Stark 1990). This was done because battered women’s actions regularly did not fit the requirements for the law of self defense (Bannister 1991).  The law allows a person to use reasonable force against another person when the individual believes that he or she is in imminent danger of bodily harm. However, the force used by battered women to defend themselves may exceed the force used by their partner (Bannister 1993).  As a result, the use of self defense laws for battered women who killed their abusive partner, did not reflect the reality of the abuse they experienced (Stout 1991). Consequently, many women who killed their partner had been charged and sentenced for murder or manslaughter. As a result of this, many lawyers discovered that they needed to find a good justification defense to successfully defend their battered clients. 

The defense was eventually provided through the use of a justification defense called the battered woman’s syndrome which is a sub-category of Post-traumatic Stress Disorder that is characterized by a distinct pattern of psychological and physical abuse inflicted by an abusive partner (Walker 1987; Walker 1992). It explains what happens in a violent intimate relationship, why battered women stay and why it is reasonable for them to feel danger outside the state of imminent harm (Downs 1996). The degree of abuse they experienced is highlighted in the testimonies of many expert witnesses (example, learned helplessness) who give support to the perception that the woman’s life was in danger at the time of the homicidal act (Wilson 1993). The utilization of this defense often grants battered women a fair trial (Walker 1992). As a result of this syndrome, legal practitioners may frequently appeal for leniency in the penalties that may be levied to the battered women they represent. This however, does not provide a guarantee for battered women who kill because although the concept has been accepted by the courts, the legal understanding of battered woman has been tremendously whittled since only a few women fit the description. Most women who are battered therefore do not qualify as helpless and often face severe penalties as a result (Jones 1994).

In more recent history, members of the legal and judicial systems have been required to play a more active role in responding to domestic violence situations (Buwaza & Buwaza 1990). Although their responsibilities are often outlined in the law,  police officers’ continue to be reluctant to respond to domestic violence reports, which has led to the under enforcement of the law and the failure of the legal system to provide adequate protection for the victim and  to prosecute the offender (Edwards 1989). This reluctance may be due to some police officers’ personal experience with domestic violence incidents as an abuser, victim or witnesses and their own beliefs surrounding the abuse of intimate partners (Jenkins and Davidson 2001). Alternatively, it may be due to the lack of follow through by many victims (Bachman 1994; LaViolette and Barnett 2000). Additionally, police officers’ belief that intimate partner violence is a situation that is best handled within the home (Erez and Belklap; 1995) resulted in these officers attaching a low level of priority to these incidents (Edwards 1989). Further, they often delayed responding to such calls in a timely fashion (Buwaza and Buwaza 1990; (Edwards 1989).  

Buwaza and Buwaza (1990) noted that the judicial system also offers little assistance in bringing a resolve to domestic violence disputes. As a result, members of the judiciary convey a message to both the victim and the offender that they will do nothing to stop the violence that occurs in intimate relationships (Roberts and Kurst-Swanger (2002). This response by judicial officers, indirectly give support to the patriarchal structure of the family, which perpetrates the use and acceptance of abuse in relationships from one generation to the next (Buwaza and Buwaza 1990). 

In circumstances where women sought to legally defend themselves against their batterer, judges tended to be more sympathetic to perpetrators despite their bullying and violent behaviour (Buwaza & Buwaza 1996). They often ruled in favour of perpetrators, thus minimizing the violent behavior against them and blame the victims for the abuse (Buwaza & Buwaza 1996; Edwards 1989). They further victimized these victims by asking them what they did to provoke the violence (Roberts & Kurst-Swanger 2002). Consequently, battered women’s trust in relying on the justice system for safety diminished (Buzawa & Buzawa 1990).

Attribution theory provides the theoretical framework for this study.  It was first written by Fritz Heider in his book “The Psychology of Interpersonal Relationships (Heider 1958; Aronson et al 2003) which played an important role in the origination and definition of attribution theory. This theory is concerned with how individuals interpret events and how this relates to their thinking and behavior (Jones et al 1972). It assumes that people try to determine why people do what they do, i.e., attribute causes to behavior. Thus, a person seeking to understand why another person did something may attribute one or more causes to that behaviour (example, (1) the person must perceive or observe the behavior, (2) the person must believe that the behavior was intentionally performed, and (3) then the person must determine if they believe the other person was forced to perform the behavior (in which case the cause is attributed to the situation) or not (in which case the cause is attributed to the other person) (Jones et al 1972). 

Our attributions are also driven by our emotional and motivational drives. As such, very real self serving attributions involve blaming other people and avoiding personal accusation (Weiner 1986). Attributions are also made to defend what we perceive as attacks which often results in us pointing to injustices in the world (Harvey and Weary 1985). Additionally, we often seek to distance ourselves from thoughts of suffering the same plight by blaming victims (those persons victimized by us and those victimized by others) for their fate and also tend to ascribe less variability to other people than ourselves, seeing ourselves as more multifaceted and less predictable than others. This may take place because we can see more of what is within us (and spend more time doing this) (Harvey and Weary 1985).

METHODOLOGY

The sample consisted of students in the third year of either psychology or law. The area of study (either psychology or law) and the year of study were the main requirements for their participation. These specific requirements were necessary to ensure that these future professionals would have already been exposed to specific domestic violence terminology and would have been aware of the phenomenon of domestic violence. 

Out of the 100 questionnaires that were distributed to students, 95 were returned completed. This yielded an overall response rate of 95% with the rate of response for each area of study ranging from 100% (for psychology students) and 90% (for law students). The ages of the participants ranged from 20 years to 47 years with 89% between the ages of 20 -29 years, 7.7% between 30 – 39 and 3.3% forty years and over. Male respondents represented 21% of the sample and female respondents 79% of the respondents.  Participants represented the following ethnicities 32% African, 45% Indian, 20% Mixed and 1% Other and 1% did not respond to this question. Law students make up 47% and psychology students 52% of the sample. Respondents were also asked to specify whether they had any other university qualifications, only 6 % of all respondents indicated that they had such qualifications. This question was asked because no psychology student had law or no law student has psychology as an additional qualification.

Table 1

Age categories of law and psychology students

	Age categories
	Law students
	Psychology students
	Overall number of  students per category

	20 – 29
	42
	39
	81



	30 – 39
	3
	4
	7



	40 – 49
	0
	3
	3



	No response
	
	
	4



	Minimum age

(years)
	20
	20
	

	Maximum age (years)
	36
	47
	

	Average age

(years)
	21.6
	27.6
	


Materials 

Respondents were provided with a copy of the statement of intent of the study which outlined the aims of the study, and gave information about confidentiality and anonymity. This statement also gave details about the need for individuals to participate in the study. Added to this each eligible member was provided with a copy of the study questionnaire. The questionnaire consisted of three sections, demographics (gender, age, and ethnicity.) Additionally, respondents were asked to identify their primary area of study or major and whether they had any other University qualifications). 

An account of a hypothetical domestic violence scenario (section two), and questions examining the attitudes of respondents in relation to the individuals and circumstances described in the scenario (section three).

Procedure

Initially, the version of the questionnaire was created by this researcher and research supervisor. The questions were informed by the literature as a means of exploring the issues presented in the hypothetical domestic violence scenario. Questions were also developed to explore participants’ beliefs about this prevalent societal problem. Upon completion, a pilot survey was conducted with a clerical worker at the Faculty of Social Science, University of the West Indies, Trinidad and Tobago. Relevant changes were made to the questionnaire based on the responses provided and the identification of any typing errors or ambiguous questions that may not have been recognized prior to the pilot. 

Immediately following the pilot stage, the researcher identified the group of students considered eligible for the study. As discussed previously, the study was conducted over a two day period for psychology students and a three day period for law students. This was due to the number of students enrolled in each class and the schedule of classes for both 3rd year students who are majoring in either law or psychology. Permission was obtained from the Head of the Psychology Unit at the University of the West Indies who introduced the researcher to a lecturer of two third year courses. Arrangements were then made to conduct the survey with the students in those classes.  Further, permission was obtained from the Administrator of the Institute of Law and Academic Studies who allowed a field officer to conduct the survey at their school. At both Institutions, the survey was conducted during the break period of each class.

All participants received a copy of the statement of intent of the study and the study’s questionnaire. Participants were also told that the survey was examining their views and the findings would be presented in aggregate form and would be used to inform this research paper. Participants were also informed of the measures utilized to maintain their anonymity and were asked to immediately return the questionnaire upon its completion. The return of the completed questionnaire which was done in class and handed to this researcher (psychology students) and a field officer (law students) signified their consent to participate in the study. An equal number of questionnaires were distributed to both groups of students to ensure that approximately the same number of students completed the questionnaires. 

A total of fifty questionnaires were personally distributed by this researcher to third year psychology students of two separate psychology classes at the University of the West Indies, St. Augustine, Trinidad. This process of distribution was done over a two day period. Another fifty questionnaires were distributed over a three day period by a field officer to 3rd year law students of the Institute of Law and Academic Studies located at Chaguanas, a central region in Trinidad. The distribution of questionnaires depended on the number of students enrolled in each class and the days these classes were scheduled (every day or every other day). 

Upon completion of the data collection stage, the responses on the questionnaires were coded and recorded for subsequent analysis and interpretation. Qualitative data were transcribed into a Microsoft Word Document as a verbatim full text record of each participant’s responses. This procedure allowed the researcher to identify frequent themes or categories in the responses of participant. Once the common categories were identified, this information was entered into the SPSS 12.0 for Windows program as a series of dummy variables. This allowed patterns in the qualitative data to be linked to other variables. Responses to other items were entered as continuous data. 

Further, the researcher sought to validate the inter-coder or inter-rater reliability of the qualitative data coding. Assistance was provided by the research supervisor for this process. The research supervisor was provided with a data file containing the responses of the participants together with the sample of response categories previously developed by the researcher. The categories were reviewed by my Supervisor who sought to see whether the responses placed under a given category were accurate. Response categories were then revised by this researcher because initially they were too broad and relevant data for analysis would have been lost. The revised categories were examined by my Supervisor who approved it and returned it to me. The purpose of this process was to examine the reliability of the response categories. Upon examination of the categories an agreement between the raters was reached.

HYPOTHESIS 1: There is a significant association between participants’ area of study and spontaneous labeling of the situation as domestic violence.

Students’ reaction to Domestic Violence on the basis of area of study
_____________________________________________________
Law


Psychology


N = 45
         

N = 50
Interpretive Comment  
 Emotional Response

49%


40%
 Emotional Response

Interpretive Comment
35%


34%
 Domestic Violence

Domestic Violence
27%


18%
Incidence


Incidence

9%


12%
______________________________________________________
Note: Since participants were able to include  more than one reason for their response, so any column % may exceed 100%

Analysis of row percentages revealed that law and psychology students were not evenly likely to rate the scenario as   domestic violence    (27% compared to 18%) (χ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 1.033; p .309). 

Law and psychology students’ description of the situation indicated that both groups of participants were not evenly likely to be comparable in their description of the situation as domestic violence; they were also not evenly likely to rate the situation emotionally (35% as compared to 40%) (χ² (df = 1; N = 95) = .199; p = .656). Further, they were not evenly comparable in their indication of the incidence of the situation (9% as compared to 12%) (χ² (df = 1; N = 95) = ; p = .66) as well as  not comparable in their ratings for applying their own interpretations to the situation (49% as compared to 34%) (χ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 2.170; p = .66). 

Chi-square analyses revealed that there was no significant association between these factors (χ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 1.0; p = .30). Although there is no significant association, it is not significant enough to warrant discarding one variable. It is however; close enough to warrant an analysis of row proportion. Overall, these results demonstrated that when violence occurs in a relationship both law and psychology respondents are not evenly likely to label the situation in similar ways. 

HYPOTHESIS 2: There is no significant difference in male and female students’ attribution of blame to the victim and the perpetrator for the recurring violence.
Mean Scores of the participants’ attribution of blame to the Victim and Perpetrator

______________________________________________________




M
SD
______________________________________________________
Blame victim for recurring violence
24.3
5.3
Blame perpetrator for recurring violence
56
21.5
An examination of the average level of blame to the victim and the perpetrator for the recurring violence reveals that there is a significant difference in the attribution of blame to both individuals for the recurring violence.  

A oneway Anova analyses was conducted to assess if there was a difference in the average blame scores attributed to the victim on the basis of gender. There was however, no statistically significant difference between the average level of blame ascribed to the victim for the recurring violence by law and psychology students in the sample (F (df = 1, n = 92) = .58; p =.45). 

Oneway Anova analyses assessment of the average blame scores ascribed to the victim for the recurring violence revealed there were no statistically significant difference between the attributions of blame to the victim for the recurring violence  by male and female students in the sample(F (df = 1, n = 90) = .58; p = .19). 

Oneway Anova analyses - assessment of the average blame scores ascribed to the perpetrator for the recurring violence - no statistically significant difference between the average level of blame to the perpetrator for the recurring violence, by male and female students in the sample (F (df = 1, n = 92) = .768; p =.383). 

HYPOTHESIS 3: Psychology rather than law students will less likely blame the perpetrator for the recurring violence.  

Students’ attribution of blame to the perpetrator for recurring violence on the basis of area of study 

______________________________________________________
Law



Psychology

N = 45



N = 50

Victim’s actions are in self defense 
Victim does not end
27%
the relationship 





or seek assistance





 27%
Victim retaliates to partner’s abuse               
 Victim retaliates t

20%
partner’s abuse





14%

 

Victim does not end the relationship
Victim’s actions are

or seek  assistance 
in self defense
 

15%



12%

Note: Since participants were able to include  more than one reason for their response, the column % may exceed 100%
Psychology students were more likely to blame the perpetrator’s jealousy, resentment / insecurity as a reason for the recurrent violence in the relationship (12% compares to 9%) (χ ² (df = 1; N = 95) = .24; p = .66). 

Psychology respondents were more likely ascribe blame to the perpetrator’s for not leaving or seeking assistance since they believed this was a cause of the continuous violence (18.0% compared to 9%) (χ ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 2.757; p = .097).

Both law and psychology respondents were less likely to attribute blame to the perpetrator’s violent behaviour for the recurring violence (24% compared to 28%) (χ ² (1; N = 95) = .15; p = .69).   In the chi-square analyses of the data there were no significant associations between the qualitative response categories and area of study.  
HYPOTHESIS 4: Law and Psychology students will more likely blame the victim for the death of the perpetrator.

Students’ attribution of blame to the victim for the perpetrator’s death on the basis of area of study

______________________________________________________

Law



Psychology

N = 45



N = 50

 Victim’s actions are in self defense 
Victim does not end

27% 

the relationship or seek assistance





 27%

Victim retaliates to partner’s abuse 
Victim retaliates to


20%



partner’s abuse 





14%

Victim does not end the relationship 
Victim’s actions are

or seek assistance


in self defense


15%



 12%

Note: Since participants were able to include  more than one reason for their response, the column % may exceed 100%
Psychology students were not comparably likely to attribute blame to the victim’s act of self defense as a cause of the perpetrator’s death (27% compared to 12%) (χ ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 1.554; p  = .07).

Law students were not equally likely to attribute blame to victim for the perpetrator’s death because of not ending the relationship or seek assistance (15% compared to 26%) (χ ² (df = 1; N = 95) = 1.55; p = .21).

Law students were more likely to blame the victim’s retaliation to the perpetrator’s abuse as a cause of the death (20% compared to 14%) (χ ² (df = 1; N = 95) = .18; p = .67). 

HYPOTHESIS 5: Psychology students will more likely believe that the victim should be charged.

Students’ beliefs about charging the victim

	
	Charge victim for the offence 

	Gender/study      M / LAW
	44%

	                                   F / LAW
	58%

	M / PSYC
	25%

	                                    F / PSYC
	46%


M = Male, F = Female; PSYC = Psychology
Female law and female psychology students were more likely to believe that the victim should be charged when compared to their male counterparts.

LIMITATIONS

The inadequate pre-testing of the research questionnaire using one member of the university suggests that items that may have been ambiguous may not have been adequately extracted. Therefore the internal validity of the vignette and the questionnaire may not have been enhanced. There was also an unequal ratio of males and females in the sample. This was mainly attributed to the number of males compared to females pursing the fields of study that were sampled. This may impact upon the representativeness of the sample and may also affect external validity of the findings. 

IMPLICATIONS
Need for domestic violence education of individuals in their field of study to help them understand the issue as well as help them to respond to victims and perpetrators in a more empathetic way.

Provide these future professionals with the opportunity to work with victims and perpetrators prior to them entering the field of work.

· Will help enhance their knowledge and skills about domestic violence clients.
· May result in them having more positive attitudes towards these clients.

· May dispel myths associated with blaming the victim for the violence.

FUTURE RESEARCH
More research is need in the area of domestic violence and homicides which occurs in domestic disputes between intimate partners. 

Once done it will effectively inform policy and practice in the fields of law and psychology. 
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