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The Development of a Theory
of Women’s Use of Violence
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University of South Carolina, Columbia
David L. Snow
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Reports have appeared in the popular press in recent years concluding that women are
just as violent as men. These reports stem from acontextual survey studies comparing
prevalence rates of women’s and men’s physical violence. The authors contend that the
above conclusion is simplistic and misleading, and that a theoretical framework that
embeds women’s violence in the context in which it occurs is sorely needed. This arti-
cle proposes a model that includes women’s violence in the context of their victimiza-
tion by male partners, motivations for violent behavior and how they cope with
relationship problems, experiences of childhood trauma, and outcomes of depression,
anxiety, posttraumatic stress disorder, and substance use. The model is then examined
within the context of gender, race, and class. The cultural context of domestic violence
for African American and Latina women is reviewed. This literature reinforces the need
to place women’s violence in a broader sociocultural context.

Keywords: intimate partner violence; women’s use of violence in intimate relationships

He put his hands on me first. I had never had that happen to me before. My reasoning
was, if you touch me, I’m going to try to kill you. We’ll be two fighting people, not you
beating me.

African American female participant of the Family
Violence Education Program, New Haven, CT, 2002

Several reports appeared in the popular press in the late 1990s concluding that
women are just as violent as men (e.g., Young, 1999; Zuger, 1998). These reports often
cite the many studies of self-reported physical aggression based on data from the
Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS), a widely used measure of physical aggression between
intimate partners (Straus, 1999). Indeed, a meta-analysis (Archer, 2000) of gender dif-
ferences in rates of physical abuse found that women were slightly more likely than men
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to use physical aggression against intimate partners. These findings have generated a
great deal of controversy, in part because there has been no theoretical framework to
explain women’s violence (Bible, Das Dasgupta, & Osthoff, 2002; Straus, 1999).

The conclusion that “women are just as violent as men” is problematic. The studies
on which these media reports are based typically examined only physical aggression, not
other types of abuse; and they do not place the occurrence of women’s violence within a
broader social, cultural, or historical context. For example, Archer’s (2000) meta-analy-
sis did not examine sexual assault, stalking, or coercive control; studies that include such
behaviors tend to find higher rates of these types of violence committed by males, as do
crime surveys (Straus, 1999; Tjaden & Thoennes, 2000). A theoretical framework to
guide research on intimate partner violence (IPV) and, therefore, the popular discourse
on women’s violence, is sorely needed (Renzetti, 1999). A comprehensive theory of
women’s violence with intimate partners should include all types of abuse, not just phys-
ical aggression; the woman’s abuse against the partner and the partner’s abuse against the
woman; the woman’s relationship history, including experiences of childhood abuse or
previous adult relationships that were abusive; her motivations for using abuse; the out-
comes of her abuse, for herself, her partner, and her children; and the larger cultural con-
text of gender, race and ethnicity, and social class (Das Dasgupta, 2002; Gilbert, 2002).
Without an understanding of women’s violence in context, policy makers and others will
draw erroneous conclusions from the data and will implement misguided “gender neu-
tral” policies that penalize women and place them in increased danger.

In fact, “gender neutral” applications of domestic violence (DV) law already harm
women. Although dual arrests and mutual restraining orders are necessary in some
cases, the overreliance on these practices in some courts is misinformed at best, and at
worst, it penalizes women who call on the criminal justice system because their lives
are in danger (Hirschel & Buzawa, 2002; Martin, 1997; Miller, 2001). Renzetti (1999)
argued that our cultural conception of a battered woman is that she deserves sympathy
and protection by the law; however, a woman who fights back against her partner’s vio-
lence violates our notion of acceptable feminine behavior (Gilbert, 2002). She thus
shares the blame for her own victimization (Ferraro, 2003). However, it is likely that
many battered women have used violence against their partners at some time, as a sur-
vival strategy and in retaliation for abuse and humiliation. For example, one study found
that 33% of women residing in a DV shelter reported having used minor violence
against their partners, and 24% reported using severe violence (Hamberger & Guse,
2002). Renzetti further argued that intimate violence is gendered; that is, women’s moti-
vations for violence and the context in which the violence takes place are qualitatively
different than those of men. A gendered, feminist theoretical approach, that is, one that
“uses gender as a central organizing variable for understanding human behavior and
social organization” (Renzetti, p. 45), is needed to understand women’s violence.

The goal of this article is to provide an interpretive framework for women’s vio-
lence by proposing a comprehensive, contextual model of women’s violence in inti-
mate relationships. A major emphasis is placed on the need for contextualism in the
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development of such a theory. Contextualism underscores that human behavior does
not develop in a social vacuum but is situated within a sociohistorical and cultural con-
text of meanings and relationships, like a message that makes sense only in terms of
the total context in which it occurs (Rosnow & Georgoudi, 1986). Without a focus on
context in our development of theory, methods of inquiry, and interventions, there con-
tinues to be a strong tendency to locate problems in individuals. This increases the like-
lihood of “blaming the victim” (Ryan, 1971) and leaves us with limited understandings
of complex social phenomena.

Based on these principles, the model of women’s violence presented here
includes: (a) women’s violence in the context of their victimization by male partners;
(b) factors that influence women’s violence and victimization, namely, women’s
motivations for violent behavior and the coping strategies women utilize in response
to relationship problems; (c) the historical context of women’s experiences of child-
hood trauma; and (d) outcomes of depression, anxiety, posttraumatic stress disorder
(PTSD), and substance use. This article briefly reviews the literature on each of these
dimensions and presents a comprehensive model of women’s violence and victim-
ization, its antecedents, and its consequences. When developed, the model is exam-
ined within the context of intersectionality, that is, the intersection of important
status variables, such as gender, race, and class that shape the experiences of women
in violent relationships (Crenshaw, 1994).

Women’s Violence in the Context of Their Victimization

The evidence gathered to date strongly suggests that women are almost always
violent in the context of violence against them by their male partners (Abel, 2001;
Das Dasgupta, 1999; Hamberger & Guse, 2002). Women’s violence must be studied
within this context. For example, in a study of 108 women who had recently used vio-
lence against an intimate male partner (Swan & Snow, 2002), women’s self-reported
rates of different types of violence were examined, including moderate and severe
physical violence, sexual violence, emotional and/or verbal abuse, and coercive con-
trol behavior. Women reported the frequency of their male partners’ commission of
these behaviors as well. Swan and Snow (2002) found that only six of the 108 par-
ticipants experienced no physical victimization or injury from their male partners.

The types and prevalence of abusive behaviors committed by women also differ
from those committed by men. Swan and Snow (2002) found that women in their sam-
ple used equivalent levels of emotional and/or verbal abuse (e.g., yelling and scream-
ing, name calling) as their partners used against them. Women also committed
significantly more moderate physical violence (e.g., throwing something, pushing
and/or shoving) than their partners used against them. However, women were more
often victims of quite serious types of abuse, including sexual coercion, injury, and
coercive control behaviors (e.g., restricting social contact, controlling the partner’s
activities and decisions).

1028 Violence Against Women
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These findings illustrate how the picture of women’s violence changes with a more
detailed examination of severity, frequency, and type of violence committed by both
partners. In the Swan and Snow (2002) study, women and men engaged in put-downs,
insults, and yelling at equivalent rates. However, men much more frequently used coer-
cive control tactics than women. This is not to say that women cannot be jealous or
controlling; rather, it is much less common for a woman to have the ability to maintain
significant control of a man’s behavior because this type of control is maintained
through fear (Das Dasgupta, 1999; Jacobson, 1994). As a general rule, women simply
do not inspire fear in men (Hamberger & Guse, 2002; Morse, 1995). Women in the
Swan and Snow study (2002) were more frequently victims than perpetrators of the
kinds of experiences that inspire terror, such as sexual violence and injury. Clearly, we
cannot fully understand the nature, extent, and meaning of women’s violence without
considering the overall patterns of violence that occur in their intimate relationships.

Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between women’s violence and victimization
(i.e., their male partners’ violence against them). The model portrays a bidirectional
path between the woman’s violence and her partner’s violence—that is, as the violence
of one partner increases, the violence of the other partner will increase as well (Hendy
et al., 2003; Siegel, 2000). A study demonstrated a bidirectional relationship between
women’s violence and their male partners’ violence against them in a path model
(Sullivan, Meese, Swan, Mazure, & Snow, 2005).
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Figure 1
Model of Women’s Violence and Victimization, Motivations

for Violence, Coping, Childhood Trauma, and Outcomes
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Women’s Motivations for Violent Behavior

Self-defense. Research suggests that the motivations for women’s violent behav-
ior in intimate relationships are often quite different from those for men. Several
studies have found that women cite self-defense as a motivation for violence more
frequently than men (Barnett, Lee, & Thelen, 1997). For example, one study com-
paring the motivations for violence of college students found that 36% of women
listed self-defense as a motivation compared to 18% of men (Makepeace, 1986). In
an analysis of women’s motivations for violence (Swan & Snow, 2003), self-defense
was the most frequently endorsed motive, with 75% of participants stating that they
had used violence to defend themselves.

Fear. Women also are more likely to report fear in DV situations (Morse, 1995).
In a study of men and women court ordered to a DV treatment program and women
residing in a DV shelter, both samples of women reported greater fear of their part-
ner’s violence than the male sample (Hamberger & Guse, 2002). This fear is well
founded: In DV situations, women are much more likely than men to be injured, and
injured severely (Archer, 2000). In a study of 199 military couples mandated to DV
treatment, 33% of the husbands reported injuries compared to 65% of wives
(Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Neidig, & Thorn, 1995). Consistent with this finding,
wives reported feeling significantly more fear of their partners than husbands. Thus,
some women’s violence occurs in the context of fear of assault from their partners
and the need to protect themselves from physical harm.

Defense of children. It has been estimated that 30% to 60% of children whose
mothers are battered are themselves victims of abuse (Edleson, 1999). Children liv-
ing with an abused mother have been found to be 12 to 14 times more likely to be
sexually abused than children whose mothers were not abused (McCloskey,
Figuerdo, & Koss, 1995). The effects of family violence on children, in terms of
actual physical abuse of children and what children witness, affect how women
behave in violent relationships (Das Dasgupta, 2002). Some women behave vio-
lently toward their partners to protect their children and themselves (Browne, 1987).

Control. Studies consistently show that men are more likely than women to use vio-
lence to regain control of the relationship or a partner who is challenging their author-
ity (Barnett et al., 1997; Ehrensaft, Langhinrichsen-Rohling, Heyman, O’Leary, &
Lawrence, 1999; Makepeace, 1986). Findings from the Hamberger and Guse (2002)
study of men and women court ordered to a DV treatment program indicated that men
were more likely to initiate and control the dynamics of violence, whereas women used
violence but did not control those dynamics. However, this does not mean that control
motives are completely absent from women’s violence. Swan and Snow (2003) found

1030 Violence Against Women
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that 38% of women stated that they had threatened to use violence at least sometimes
to make their partner do the things they wanted him to do; of those, 53% stated that the
threats were effective at least some of the time.

Retribution. Finally, several studies suggest that retribution for real or perceived
wrongdoing is a common motivator of women’s and men’s violent behavior. Forty-
five percent of the women in the Swan and Snow (2003) study stated that they used
violence to get even with their partners for something they had done. However, the
reasons for men’s and women’s desires for retribution may differ. In a study of 66
women and 215 men court referred to a DV program, Hamberger, Lohr, Bonge, and
Tolin (1997) coded participants’ open-ended responses to the question, “What is the
function, purpose, or payoff of your violence?” Although men and women reported
using violence for purposes of retribution, the reasons differed by gender. Women
and men stated they used violence in retribution for their partners’ attacks against
them. However, men also reported using violence in retribution for their partners’
unwanted behavior, such as infidelity or lying, while no women reported this moti-
vation. In contrast, women stated they used violence in retribution for the partners’
emotionally abusive behavior (e.g., “punishment for his insults”), while men did not.
Similarly, Follingstad, Wright, Lloyd, and Sebastian’s (1991) study of dating vio-
lence among college students found that 56% of women who used violence did so
in retaliation for being emotionally hurt, as compared to 25% of men.

These motivational variables are included in the model shown in Figure 1. The
motivations are divided into two factors. Defensive motivations (self-defense, protect-
ing children, and fear) involve defending oneself and one’s children from physical
harm. Active motivations (control and retribution) refer to motivations that go beyond
self-defense and encompass anger, revenge, and a desire to control the partner.

Women’s Coping With Violent Relationships

The issue of how women cope with an abusive partner has received some attention
in the DV literature; however, little research from a stress-and-coping framework has
been conducted. In the general literature, coping is often grouped into three types:
avoidant, problem solving, and support seeking (Amirkhan, 1990). Studies relating
coping to a variety of psychological and physical health outcomes typically find that
avoidant strategies are related to poorer outcomes, and problem solving and support
seeking are related to positive outcomes (Ingledew, Hardy, & Cooper, 1997; Snow,
Swan, Raghavan, Connell, & Klein, 2003). Among victims of DV, avoidant coping
strategies have been associated with the development of psychological problems (Foa,
Cascardi, Zoellner, & Feeny, 2000; Valentiner, Foa, Riggs, & Gershuny, 1996) such as
depression (Mitchell & Hodson, 1983). Problem-solving coping, on the other hand,
has been related to well-being (Foa et al., 2000). Several studies document the variety
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of active coping strategies battered women use in response to abuse (Campbell & Gary,
1998; Goodman, Dutton, Weinfurt, & Cook, 2003; McFarlane, Soeken, Reel, Parker,
& Silva, 1997). Social support has also been found to be a protective factor for battered
women; it has been found to be related to reduced symptoms of PTSD (Astin,
Lawrence, & Foy, 1993) and depression (Tan, Basta, Sullivan, & Davidson, 1995).

Swan (1999) assessed the extent to which three types of coping were utilized in
relation to a recent problem or conflict in women’s relationships. Problem-solving
coping was negatively correlated with women’s violence, indicating that the more
problem-solving strategies women employed, the less violence they used. Avoidance
coping was positively correlated with violence. Figure 1 depicts the relationship
between coping and other variables in the model. Avoidance coping is depicted as
predicting higher levels of women’s violence, whereas problem-solving and support-
seeking coping are portrayed as reducing the likelihood of women’s violence.

Childhood Trauma

Evidence from several different studies indicates that rates of childhood trauma
and abuse are very high among women who use violence. Swan and Snow (2003)
assessed childhood traumatic events by asking participants about their experiences
of emotional, physical, and sexual abuse while growing up. Examining only events
that were rated as having a major or extreme impact on the participant’s life, 35% of
the women experienced physical abuse, 37% experienced emotional abuse, and 35%
were sexually abused.1 High rates of childhood abuse have also been found in other
studies of women in court-mandated treatment for DV (Hamberger & Potente, 1994;
Leisring, Dowd, & Rosenbaum, 2003).

Several studies have found that experiences of childhood abuse are a risk factor
for violent behavior and victimization as adults (Straus, 1990; White & Humphrey,
1994). A longitudinal study of 136 women who were treated at a hospital for sexual
abuse as children examined the impact of childhood abuse on the women as adults
(Siegel, 2000). Childhood experiences of sexual abuse predicted women’s use of
violence against partners and their victimization from partners. Experiences of being
hit or beaten by a parent also predicted women’s violence against their partners.
Swan (1999) also found that different types of childhood trauma correlated with
women’s violence and other related variables. Experiencing childhood sexual and
physical abuse was positively correlated with women’s use of violence and women’s
sexual victimization from their partners. Childhood emotional abuse experiences
correlated with women’s coercive control behavior and their use of avoidance cop-
ing strategies to deal with relationship violence.

Figure 1 depicts the addition of childhood trauma to the model. Higher levels of
childhood trauma are shown as predicting greater use of avoidance coping and
higher levels of women’s violence and victimization.
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Outcomes

Four psychological outcomes have been associated with traumatic experiences in
general, and DV victimization in particular: depression, anxiety, substance abuse,
and PTSD (Foa et al., 2000). Swan and Snow (2003) found that 60% of the women
who had used violence against an intimate partner in their sample met criteria on a
depression screen. In a meta-analysis of IPV as a risk factor for mental disorders, the
weighted mean prevalence of depression among battered women was approximately
50% (Golding, 1999). Battered women have a higher prevalence of anxiety disorders
compared to the general female population (Foa et al., 2000). Battered women are
also at risk for substance abuse (Watson et al., 1997). In the Swan and Snow (2003)
study, 24% of the women met criteria for problem drinking. Finally, the rate of diag-
nostic PTSD among women who experience IPV is around 40% (Dansky, Byrne, &
Brady, 1999; Kocot & Goodman, 2003). The model shown in Figure 1 predicts that
women’s victimization will have a direct, negative impact on outcomes. Childhood
trauma is portrayed as negatively affecting outcomes directly and indirectly through
its impact on women’s violence and victimization.

Sociocultural Context of Women’s Violence

This section of the article examines women’s violence within the context of the
intersectionality of race, ethnicity, and culture. These contextual factors “color the
meaning and nature of DV, how it is experienced by self and responded to by others,
how personal and social consequences are represented, and how and whether escape
and safety can be obtained” (Bograd, 1999, p. 276). A focus on intersectionality in
research on IPV enhances understanding of the phenomenon and increases the exter-
nal validity of the study findings to different ethnic and cultural groups (Sokoloff &
Dupont, 2005; Sue, 1999).

Fortunately, there is a small but growing literature on the relationship between
culture and family violence. However, only a few articles present empirical data, and
very few studies focus on women’s violence. In the sections that follow, the litera-
ture on African American and Latina cultures and family violence, and how it may
relate to women’s violence, is discussed. The role of class and socioeconomic status
is also reviewed and discussed.

African American Culture and Women’s
Violence With Intimate Partners

Brother/I don’t want to hear/about how my real enemy/is the system.
i’m no genius, /but i do know/that system/you hit me with
/is called /a fist.

Pat Parker (as quoted in White, 1985, p. 25)
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The literature on family violence within the African American culture reveals
several protective and risk factors that may affect women’s use of violence. One
area that is relatively unique to African American culture, as compared to other
American ethnic groups, is the expectation that African American women are
“strong” and invulnerable (Miller, 2001). Donovan and Williams (2002) defined the
strong Black woman as self-sufficient, independent, and able to survive difficulties
without assistance. The strong Black woman takes care of not only her own prob-
lems but also those of her family and community. However, without a balance
between self-care and care for others, vulnerability to physical and mental health
problems can result.

In the context of DV, a consequence of the “strong woman” expectation is that
African American women may be expected to hold the family together and protect
their men from the hostile mainstream culture, regardless of the cost to themselves
(Bell & Mattis, 2000; Richie, 1996; West & Rose, 2000; White, 1985). A woman
striving to be strong and independent may be reluctant to ask for outside help (Few
& Bell-Scott, 2002) and may be accused of disloyalty to the Black community if she
“airs dirty laundry to White folks” by reporting the violence (Hampton, Oliver, &
Magarian, 2003). Battered African American women may also be faced with the
dilemma that if they report abuse, they are reinforcing negative stereotypes that inti-
mate relationships between Black men and women are inherently dysfunctional
(Few & Bell-Scott, 2002), and that Black men are naturally violent (Donovan &
Williams, 2002).

As the “strong woman” construction of African American femininity implies,
gender roles in African American culture differ from other ethnic groups. Some lit-
erature suggests that African American couples may be more egalitarian in some
respects (e.g., acceptance of women’s employment, more equitable distribution of
child care; Campbell & Gary, 1998; Hampton et al., 2003). These egalitarian gender
roles may in some cases reduce the risk of violence (Bell & Mattis, 2000). On the
other hand, when there is violence in the relationship, some African American women
may hit back because their relationships are more egalitarian; that is, if the couple
believes that the woman has the same rights as her male partner, then if he hits her,
she has the same right to hit him (Miller, 2001; Oliver, 2000; West, 1998; West &
Rose, 2000). In one qualitative study, African Americans were more likely than
White participants to hit back. One African American participant who did not fight
back “believed she had not lived up to her birthright. . . . ‘My image of African
American women was that they stood up for themselves’” (Moss, Pitula, Campbell,
& Halstead, 1997, p. 448).

In addition, African American women may be reluctant to use legal interventions
because of the history of mistreatment of African Americans by the criminal justice
system (Campbell & Gary, 1998; Moss et al., 1997; Richie, 1996; Wright, 2000). African
American women who fight back may end up getting arrested themselves (Miller, 2001;
Wright, 2000). Even if African American women have not fought back, they may still be
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perceived as “inauthentic victims” (Bell & Mattis, 2000). The “strong woman” social-
ization includes hiding one’s vulnerability, especially in the presence of Whites. A qual-
itative study by Moss et al. (1997) found that African American battered women were
more likely to be loud and angry, rather than docile and weeping. Some empirical data
support these contentions. In one study of 465 DV incident reports, abusers of African
American female victims were less likely to be arrested than abusers of White or male
victims (Robinson & Chandek, 2000). In another study, African American and Hispanic
women who called the police regarding DV reported more negative interactions than
White women (Ptacek, 1999).

Other social services may also be less than helpful for African American women
involved in violent relationships (Donnelly, Cook, Van Ausdale, & Foley, 2005). One
common problem is that service providers may not understand or be sensitive to the
experiences of Black women (Bell & Mattis, 2000; Few & Bell-Scott, 2002). Thus,
Black women may be less likely to use these services or, if they do, may not find them
to be helpful. One study found that compared to White women, African American
women discussed more negative experiences with social services, such as shelters
(Short et al., 2000). Another found that White battered women were 4 times as likely
to use a shelter as African American women, and White women were twice as likely
to request a restraining order (Joseph, 1997). However, culturally appropriate social
services (such as DV support groups), particularly those run by and for African
American women, have been found to be very helpful (Taylor, 2000).

Another problem African American women in abusive relationships may face is the
lack of possibilities of alternative relationships. Many Black women, particularly mid-
dle-class women, have noted a shortage in eligible African American men of their sta-
tus. Some women may remain in an abusive relationship because they do not believe
they will be able to find another partner (Bell & Mattis, 2000). Another risk factor may
be the financial burdens faced by many African American women. Although poverty
exists in all ethnic groups, it is disproportionately high among African Americans.
Women with very limited finances, particularly those with children, may remain in
abusive relationships for economic reasons (Bell & Mattis, 2000).

A potential resilience factor for African American women is a positive racial
identity. Racial socialization is the “responsibility of raising physically and emo-
tionally healthy children who are Black in a society in which being Black has neg-
ative connotations” (Peters, 1985, p. 161). Stevenson (1994) suggested that racial
socialization to take pride in Black heritage and culture, use spirituality and reli-
gion as coping mechanisms, draw on extended family for social support, and be
aware of and cope with racism will all serve as protective factors for African
Americans. This protection may extend to a decreased likelihood of involvement
in DV as well.

A buffer against violence among some African American families may be a greater
involvement with extended kin and community. In Short et al.’s (2000) qualitative
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study, African American battered women were much more likely than White battered
women to discuss drawing support from family and friends to end their abusive rela-
tionships. The extended family network may also exert social pressure to curb a male
partner’s violence against a woman (Moss et al., 1997). On the other hand, some
African American women with strong family support may forgo that support
because they want to protect their families from the risks of getting involved
(Retzlaff, 1999). Other buffers that may be particularly important in African
American culture include religious supports (Bell & Mattis, 2000; Short et al., 2000;
West, 2002), spirituality (Few & Bell-Scott, 2002), and a strong sense of being
embedded in one’s community and neighborhood (Campbell & Gary, 1998;
Cazenave & Straus, 1979).

In sum, African American women may be trapped in violent relationships for a
variety of reasons, including the “strong woman’s” responsibility to keep the family
together, lack of access to and help from legal or social services, and economic
needs. From the perspective of women’s violence, then, we propose that the more a
woman is trapped as a result of these various factors in a violent relationship, the
more likely she will be to use violence to protect herself. This may hold especially
true for African American women because of cultural expectations regarding the
strength of Black women and relatively egalitarian gender roles. Potential buffers
include positive racial socialization and involvement with extended family and reli-
gious communities.

Latino Culture and Women’s Violence With Intimate Partners

I learned that a roof, a plate of beans . . . school for my children does not mean that I
have to tolerate . . . all that he did to us. (Latina focus group participant, Perilla,
Gonzalez, & Alvarez, 2003)

In an examination of family violence in Latino culture, it is important to consider not
only the minority status of Latinos in the United States but also immigration, country of
origin, and acculturation. According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 40% of Latinos living in
the United States were born in other countries (U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau
of Census, 2005). Studies have found substantial differences in the prevalence of family
violence based on country of origin (Aldarondo, Kantor, & Jasinski, 2002; Torres et al.,
2000). One large-scale survey (Kantor, Jasinski, & Aldarondo, 1994) found the highest
rates of male-to-female violence in Puerto Rican families (20.4%), followed by
Mexican Americans (14.2%), Anglos (9.9%), and Cubans (2.5%). These differences in
prevalence are probably confounded in part by the socioeconomic status of people emi-
grating from those countries.

The role of acculturation in family violence appears to be critical for many Latinos
who have immigrated to the United States. Acculturation has been defined as the process
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by which an immigrant’s attitudes and behaviors change toward those of the predomi-
nant cultural group as a result of exposure to the new culture (Rogler, Malgady,
Costantino, & Blumenthal, 1987). Recent studies indicate that couples who are in the
midst of undergoing the acculturation process—who are in between the gender roles of
the country of origin and those of the mainstream United States—may be at the highest
risk of partner violence. A well-designed longitudinal study with a national probability
sample that included 387 Latino couples living in the United States examined partici-
pants at low, medium, and high levels of acculturation (Caetano, Ramisetty-Mikler, &
McGrath, 2004). Rates of physical IPV were compared using the CTS. Couples with the
highest rates of IPV were those in which at least one member of the couple was in the
medium-acculturation group. This effect was especially pronounced for female-to-male
violence: When both partners were in the medium-acculturation group, the prevalence of
female-to-male violence was almost twice that of high-acculturated couples, and more
than 3 times that of low-acculturated couples. The medium-acculturation group may be
in the process of struggling with the most gender role conflict. Couples in the low- and
high-acculturation groups may experience less violence because they are settled into the
gender roles of one of the cultures and, therefore, experience less gender role conflict.

Why does acculturation appear to affect women’s aggression toward partners
more than men’s behavior? Migration may change the rules of behavior more for
women than for men (Mattson & Rodriguez, 1999). Aggression is much less accept-
able for women in Latin America than in the United States. Some studies have
explored the gender role conflict that can occur when Latino couples sort out the new
roles they are exposed to through acculturation. Morash, Bui, and Santiago (2000)
found that Mexican American women who were born in the United States, had
higher levels of education, and worked outside the home experienced more violence
than women who were born in Mexico, had less education, and did not work. In
addition, the more acculturated, educated, working women had different expecta-
tions about their role in the family than did their husbands, leading to conflict about
men’s and women’s roles and abuse by their husbands. In contrast, when the women
and their husbands agreed on gender roles, whether egalitarian or traditional, the
incidence of violence was lower (Morash et al., 2000).

Traditional gender roles affect Latinas’ perceptions of what constitutes abuse and
how to respond to it. In one study, although Latina, African American, and Anglo
women living in shelters reported similar severity of abuse, Latinas reported the longest
duration of abuse and the fewest attempts to seek help (Gondolf, Fisher, & McFerron,
1988). Another study found no differences in the severity and frequency of abuse among
Hispanic and Anglo women; however, compared to Anglo women, Latinas did not label
the behavior as abuse until it occurred more frequently (Torres, 1991).

Barriers to seeking outside help may also increase Latina women’s risk of abuse.
Immigration status frequently prevents women from reporting DV to authorities
(Acevedo, 2000; Aldarondo et al., 2002). For example, Detroit police reported a large
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volume of calls from Latina women who had been victims of violence; however, many
women did not want to prosecute the abusers because of fear of deportation (Maciak,
Guzman, Santiago, Villalobos, & Israel, 1999). Language barriers also prevent many
Latinas from seeking or receiving help (Torres, 1998). Among battered Mexican,
Mexican American, and Puerto Rican women, Latinas who sought help had greater
proficiency in English (West, Kantor, & Jasinski, 1998). Finally, the barriers to getting
out of abusive relationships created by poverty cannot be overestimated. The issues
related to poverty are manifold: unemployment, lack of affordable housing, inability
to afford child care, lack of transportation—all of which can trap a woman in a violent
relationship (Acevedo, 2000).

Protective factors for Latinas include strong family supports. Latinas will often seek
help and advice from their families first before seeking help from outsiders. Latinas are
more likely to live in larger households with extended family, and to marry and start
families earlier than other ethnic groups (Torres, 1998). The family, then, provides a
strong base of support; family members watch out for one another (Perilla, Bakeman,
& Norris, 1994). In the case of battering, however, if the family is not able or willing
to help the woman, she may be very reluctant to “betray” the family by going outside
of it for help. In some cases, the extended family may contribute to the woman’s
oppression (Acevedo, 2000; Morash et al., 2000). For recent immigrants who left their
extended families in their home countries, family supports may be absent. In one study,
Mexican women were less likely than Mexican American, Puerto Rican, and Anglo
women to seek help from friends and family, probably because of greater isolation
because of their recent immigration status (West et al., 1998).

Spirituality can also be an important source of support for Latina women in DV
situations (Acevedo, 2000). In the study of battered Latina women in Detroit, of
those who sought help, one third did so from a clergy member (Maciak et al., 1999).
However, the church can be nonsupportive of battered women as well, advising them
to endure the abuse (Torres, 1998). Finally, as is the case for African Americans, pos-
itive ethnic identity has been proposed as an important protective factor for the well-
being of Latinas (Mattson & Rodriguez, 1999).

Class and Socioeconomic Issues

Virtually every study of DV that examines socioeconomic status (SES) finds
that poverty is consistently and robustly related to higher prevalence rates of IPV
(Browne & Bassuk, 1997; Hotaling & Sugarman, 1990; Holtzworth-Munroe,
Smutzler, & Bates, 1997). In fact, in most studies that control for the effects of SES,
differences in the prevalence rates of IPV between racial and/or ethnic groups dis-
appear (Aldarondo et al., 2002; Bograd, 1999; Vogel & Marshall, 2001; West, 1998).
However, very few studies have explored what it is about poverty that elevates the
risk of IPV.
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Benson, Fox, DeMaris, and Van Wyk’s (2003) study of the impact of race, SES,
and neighborhood on the prevalence of DV systematically examines the relationship
between social class indicators and IPV. Using interview and survey data with 5,031
couples who participated in the National Survey of Families and Households (Sweet,
Bumpass, & Call, 1988), the study examined a number of objective indicators of
social class, including neighborhood disadvantage (e.g., number of people below
the poverty line, number of unemployed people), employment instability of the male
partner, insufficiency of income to meet basic needs, and a subjective measure of
financial strain. They found that the relationship between male-to-female partner
violence and SES was not linear; rather, those women living in the bottom 25% of
the most disadvantaged neighborhoods experienced twice the prevalence of partner
violence compared to those in the upper 75%. They also conducted a longitudinal
analysis of predictors of male-to-female partner violence 6 years later. After enter-
ing economic distress indicators into the model, the impact of race on rates of DV
disappeared. They posited that severe economic disadvantage in a neighborhood fos-
ters anonymity and reduced social controls on IPV—neighbors are not looking out
for one another, leaving DV unchecked (Benson et al., 2003). These neighborhood
economic factors were found to increase the likelihood of women’s and men’s use
of violence with their intimate partners (Benson, Fox, DeMaris, & Van Wyk, 2000).

Discussion

This article develops a theoretical framework for furthering our understanding of
the phenomenon of women’s violence. Particular emphasis is placed on the need to
study women’s violence within social, historical, and cultural contexts. The model
proposes a number of risk and protective factors that appear to be related to women’s
use of violence with male partners, including the male partners’ violence against
women, experiences of childhood trauma, women’s strategies for coping with prob-
lems in their relationships, women’s motivations for using violence, and the outcomes
of depression, anxiety, substance abuse, and PTSD. We argue for the importance of
sociocultural contexts in developing theory regarding women’s use of violence with
intimate partners. Although only two ethnic groups were examined in detail in this arti-
cle, future research should examine the effects of culture on women’s violence with
other ethnic groups (Das Dasgupta, 2002).

Models of IPV, such as that proposed here, should also be examined longitudi-
nally. Interrelationships among variables in the model are clearly dynamic; variables
that are shown as mediators or outcomes in the various models may also operate as
antecedents. For example, one possible alternative model is as follows: Women who
have experienced childhood trauma are at risk of developing PTSD. PTSD increases
the likelihood of developing maladaptive coping strategies, such as avoidance
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coping and poor problem solving, thereby increasing the likelihood that women with
PTSD will get involved in, and remain in, violent relationships.

The model proposed here includes a number of critical dimensions that are rele-
vant to women’s violence; however, there are certainly other important factors that
should be examined in future research. For example, the model does not include age,
which has consistently been found to be related to DV, with younger individuals
more likely to use violence against partners (West, 1998). It also does not focus on
Axis II disorders, such as borderline personality disorder, and the extent to which
such disorders may be involved in women’s violence. The model only examines out-
comes for women, not for their male partners or their children, and is presented in
the context of heterosexual relationships. The relationships among variables pro-
posed here may or may not apply to lesbians. The model proposed in this article,
although serving as a framework for advancing a theory of women’s violence, needs
to be tested and refined. Through this process, the field will advance in developing
a more comprehensive understanding of women’s violence.

Note

1. Swan and Snow (2003) erroneously reported that 52% of the women in this study experienced sex-
ual abuse.

References

Abel, E. M. (2001). Comparing the social service utilization, exposure to violence, and trauma sympto-
mology of domestic violence female “victims” and female “batterers.” Journal of Family Violence, 16,
401-420.

Acevedo, M. (2000). Battered immigrant Mexican women’s perspectives regarding abuse and help-seek-
ing. Journal of Multicultural Social Work, 8, 243-282.

Aldarondo, E., Kantor, G. K., & Jasinski, J. L. (2002). A risk marker analysis of wife assault in Latino
families. Violence Against Women, 8, 429-454.

Amirkhan, J. H. (1990). A factor analytically derived measure of coping: The coping strategy indicator.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 59, 1066-1074.

Archer, J. (2000). Sex differences in aggression between heterosexual partners: A meta-analytic review.
Psychological Bulletin, 126, 651-680.

Astin, M. C., Lawrence, K. J., & Foy, D. W. (1993). Posttraumatic stress disorder among battered women:
Risk and resiliency factors. Violence and Victims, 8, 17-28.

Barnett, O. W., Lee, C. Y., & Thelen, R. E. (1997). Gender differences in attributions of self-defense and
control in interpartner aggression. Violence Against Women, 3, 462-481.

Bell, C. C., & Mattis, J. (2000). The importance of cultural competence in ministering to African
American victims of domestic violence. Violence Against Women, 6, 515-532.

Benson, M., Fox, G., DeMaris, A., & Van Wyk, J. (2003). Neighborhood disadvantage, individual economic
distress and violence against women in intimate relationships. Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 19,
207-235.

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


Benson, M. L., Fox, G. L., DeMaris, A., Van Wyk, J. (2000). Violence in families: The intersection of race,
poverty, and community context. Families, Crime and Criminal Justice, 2, 91-109.

Bible, A., Das Dasgupta, S. K., & Osthoff, S. (2002). Guest editors’ introduction to special issue on
women’s use of violence in intimate relationships. Violence Against Women, 8, 1267-1270.

Bograd, M. (1999). Strengthening domestic violence theories: Intersections of race, class, sexual orienta-
tion, and gender. Journal of Marital and Family Therapy, 25, 275-289.

Browne, A. (1987). When battered women kill. New York: Free Press.
Browne, A., & Bassuk, S. S. (1997). Intimate violence in the lives of homeless and poor housed women:

Prevalence and patterns in an ethnically diverse sample. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 67, 261-278.
Caetano, R., Ramisetty-Mikler, S., & McGrath, C. (2004). Acculturation, drinking, and intimate partner

violence among Hispanic couples in the United States: A longitudinal study. Hispanic Journal of
Behavioral Sciences, 26, 60-78.

Campbell, D. W., & Gary, F. A. (1998). Providing effective interventions for African American battered
women: Afrocentric perspectives. In J. C. Campbell (Ed.), Empowering survivors of abuse: Health
care for battered women and their children (pp. 229-240). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Cazenave, N. A., & Straus, M. A. (1979). Race, class, network embeddedness and family violence:
A search for potent support systems. Journal of Comparative Family Studies, 10, 280-300.

Crenshaw, K. (1994). Mapping the margins: Intersectionality, identity politics and violence against women
of color. In M. Fineman & R. Mykitiuk (Eds.), The public nature of private violence (pp. 93-118). New
York: Routledge.

Dansky, B. S., Byrne, C. A., & Brady, K. T. (1999). Intimate violence and post-traumatic stress disorder
among individuals with cocaine dependence. American Journal of Drug and Alcohol Abuse, 25, 257-268.

Das Dasgupta, S. D. (1999). Just like men? A critical view of violence by women. In M. F. Shepard &
E. L. Pence (Eds.), Coordinating community responses to domestic violence: Lessons from Duluth
and beyond (pp. 195-222). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Das Dasgupta, S. D. (2002). A framework for understanding women’s use of nonlethal violence in intimate
heterosexual relationships. Violence Against Women, 8, 1364-1389.

Donnelly, D., Cook, K., Van Ausdale, D., & Foley, L. (2005). White privilege, color blindness, and ser-
vices to battered women. Violence Against Women, 11, 6-37.

Donovan, R., & Williams, M. (2002). Living at the intersection: The effects of racism and sexism on
Black rape survivors. In C. West (Ed.), Violence in the lives of Black women: Battered, black, and blue
(pp. 95-105). New York: Haworth.

Edelson, J .L. (1999). The overlap between child maltreatment and woman abuse. Retrieved June 29,
2004, from www.vawnet.org/DomesticViolence/Research/VAWnetDocs/AR_overlap.pdf

Ehrensaft, M. K., Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., Heyman, R. E., O’Leary, K. D., & Lawrence, E. (1999).
Feeling controlled in marriage: A phenomenon specific to physically aggressive couples? Journal of
Family Psychology, 13, 20-32.

Ferraro, K. J. (2003). The words change, but the melody lingers: The persistence of the battered woman
syndrome in criminal cases involving battered women. Violence Against Women, 9, 110-129.

Few, A. L., & Bell-Scott, P. (2002). Grounding our feet and hearts: Black women’s coping strategies in
psychologically abusive dating relationships. In C. West (Ed.), Violence in the lives of Black women:
Battered, black, and blue (pp. 59-77). New York: Haworth.

Foa, E. B., Cascardi, M., Zoellner, L. A., & Feeny, N. C. (2000). Psychological and environmental factors
associated with partner violence. Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 1, 67-91.

Follingstad, D. R., Wright, S., Lloyd, S., & Sebastian, J. A. (1991). Sex differences in motivations and
effects in dating violence. Family Relations, 40, 51-57.

Gilbert, P. R. (2002). Discourses of female violence and societal gender stereotypes. Violence Against
Women, 8, 1271-1300.

Golding, J. M. (1999). Intimate partner violence as a risk factor for mental disorders: A meta-analysis.
Journal of Family Violence, 14, 99-132.

Swan, Snow / Violent Women 1041

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


Goodman, L., Dutton, M. A., Weinfurt, K., & Cook, S. (2003). The Intimate Partner Violence Strategies
Index. Violence Against Women, 9, 163-186.

Gondolf, E. W., Fisher, E., & McFerron, J. R. (1988). Racial differences among shelter residents: A com-
parison of Anglo, Black and Hispanic battered women. Journal of Family Violence, 3, 39-51.

Hamberger, L. K., & Guse, C. E. (2002). Men’s and women’s use of intimate partner violence in clinical
samples. Violence Against Women, 8, 1301-1331.

Hamberger, L. K., Lohr, J. M., Bonge, D., & Tolin, D. F. (1997). An empirical classification of motiva-
tions for domestic violence. Violence Against Women, 3, 401-423.

Hamberger, L. K., & Potente, T. (1994). Counseling heterosexual women arrested for domestic violence:
Implications for theory and practice. Violence and Victims, 9, 125-137.

Hampton, R., Oliver, W., & Magarian, L. (2003). Domestic violence in the African American community:
An analysis of social and structural factors. Violence Against Women, 9, 533-557.

Hendy, H. M., Weiner, K., Bakerofskie, J., Eggen, D., Gustitus, C., & McLeod, K. (2003). Comparison
of six models for violent romantic relationships in college men and women. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 18, 645-665.

Hirschel, D., & Buzawa, E. (2002). Understanding the context of dual arrest with directions for future
research. Violence Against Women, 8, 1449-1473.

Holtzworth-Munroe, A., Smutzler, N., & Bates, L. (1997). A brief review of the research on husband vio-
lence. Part III: Sociodemographic factors, relationship factors, and differing consequences of husband
and wife violence. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 2, 285-307.

Hotaling, G. T., & Sugarman, D. B. (1990). A risk marker analysis of assaulted wives. Journal of Family
Violence, 5, 1-13.

Ingledew, D. K., Hardy, L., & Cooper, C. L. (1997). Do resources bolster coping and does coping buffer
stress? An organizational study with longitudinal aspect and control for negative reactivity. Journal of
Occupational Health Psychology, 2, 118-133.

Jacobson, N. S. (1994). Contextualism is dead: Long live contextualism. Family Process, 33, 97-100.
Joseph, J. (1997). Woman battering: A comparative analysis of Black and White women. In G. K. Kantor

& J. L. Jasinski (Eds.), Out of darkness: Contemporary perspectives on family violence (pp. 161-169).
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Kantor, G. K., Jasinski, J. L., & Aldarondo, E. (1994). Socioculture status and incidence of marital vio-
lence in Hispanic families. Violence and Victims, 9, 207-222.

Kocot, T., & Goodman, L. (2003). The roles of coping and social support in battered women’s mental
health. Violence Against Women, 9, 322-346.

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., Neidig, P., & Thorn, G. (1995). Violent marriages: Gender differences in
levels of current violence and past abuse. Journal of Family Violence, 10, 159-176.

Leisring, P. A., Dowd, L., & Rosenbaum, A. (2003). Treatment of partner aggressive women. Journal of
Aggression, Maltreatment, and Trauma, 7, 257-277.

Maciak, B. J., Guzman, R., Santiago, A., Villalobos, G., & Israel, B. A. (1999). Establishing LA VIDA: A
community-based partnership to prevent intimate violence against Latina women. Health Education &
Behavior, 26, 821-840.

Makepeace, J. M. (1986). Gender differences in courtship violence. Family Relations, 35, 383-388.
Martin, M. E. (1997). Double your trouble: Dual arrest in family violence. Journal of Family Violence,

12, 139-157.
Mattson, S., & Rodriquez, E. (1999). Battering in pregnant Latinas. Issues in Mental Health Nursing, 20,

405-422.
McCloskey, L. A., Figuerdo, A. J., & Koss, M. P. (1995). The effects of systemic family violence on

children’s mental health. Child Development, 66, 1239-1261.
McFarlane, J., Soeken, K., Reel, S., Parker, B., & Silva, C. (1997). Resource use by abused women follow-

ing an intervention program: Associated severity of abuse and reports of abuse ending. Public Health
Nursing, 14, 244-250.

1042 Violence Against Women

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


Miller, S. L. (2001). The paradox of women arrested for domestic violence: Criminal justice profession-
als and service providers respond. Violence Against Women, 7, 1339-1376.

Mitchell, R. E., & Hodson, C. A. (1983). Coping with domestic violence: Social support and psycholog-
ical health among battered women. American Journal of Community Health, 11, 629-654.

Morash, M., Bui, H. N., & Santiago, A. M. (2000). Cultural-specific gender ideology and wife abuse in
Mexican-descent families. International Review of Victimology, 7, 67-91.

Morse, B. J. (1995). Beyond the Conflict Tactics Scale: Assessing gender differences in partner violence.
Violence and Victims, 10, 251-272.

Moss, V. A., Pitula, C. R., Campbell, J. C., & Halstead, L. (1997). The experience of terminating an abu-
sive relationship from an Anglo and African American perspective: A qualitative descriptive study.
Issues in Mental Health Nursing, 18, 433-454.

Oliver, W. (2000). Preventing violence in the African American community. Violence Against Women, 6,
533-550.

Perilla, J. L., Bakeman, R., & Norris, F. H. (1994). Culture and domestic violence: The ecology of abused
Latinas. Violence and Victims, 9, 325-339.

Perilla, J. F., Gonzalez, M., & Alvarez, A. (2003). The use of violence in Latinas who have been battered.
Unpublished manuscript, El Centro: National Latino Research Center, Georgia State University,
Atlanta.

Peters, M. F. (1985). Racial socialization of young Black children. In H. P. McAdoo & J. L. McAdoo
(Eds.), Black children: Social, educational, and parental environments (pp. 159-173). Newbury Park,
CA: Sage.

Ptacek, J. (1999). Battered women in the courtroom: The power of judicial response. Boston:
Northeastern University Press.

Renzetti, C. M. (1999). The challenge to feminism posed by women’s use of violence in intimate rela-
tionships. In S. Lamb (Ed.), New versions of victims: Feminists struggle with the concept (pp. 42-56).
New York: New York University Press.

Retzlaff, C. (1999). Women, violence and healthcare. Journal of the International Association of
Physicians in AIDS Care, 5, 40-45.

Richie, B. E. (1996). Compelled to crime: The gender entrapment of battered black women. New York:
Routledge.

Robinson, A. L., & Chandek, M. S. (2000). Differential police response to Black battered women. Women
and Criminal Justice, 12, 29-61.

Rogler, L. H., Malgady, R. G., Costantino, G., & Blumenthal, R. (1987). What do culturally sensitive
mental health services mean? The case of Hispanics. American Psychologist, 42, 565-570.

Rosnow, R., & Georgoudi, M. (Eds.). (1986). Contextualism and understanding in behavioral science:
Implications for research and theory. New York: Praeger.

Ryan, W. (1971). Blaming the victim. New York: Praeger.
Short, L. M., McMahon, P. M., Chervin, D. D., Shelley, G. A., Lezin, N., Sloop, K. S., et al. (2000).

Survivors’ identification of protective factors and early warning signs for intimate partner violence.
Violence Against Women, 6, 272-285.

Siegel, J. A. (2000). Aggressive behavior among women sexually abused as children. Violence and Victims,
15, 235-255.

Snow, D. L., Swan, S. C., Raghavan, C., Connell, C., & Klein, I. (2003). The relationship of work stres-
sors, coping, and social support to psychological symptoms among female secretarial employees.
Work and Stress, 17, 241-263.

Sokoloff, N., & Dupont, I. (2005). Domestic violence at the intersections of race, class, and gender:
Challenges and contributions to understanding violence against marginalized women in diverse com-
munities. Violence Against Women, 11, 38-64.

Stevenson, H. C. (1994). Validation of the scale of racial socialization for African American adolescents:
Steps toward multidimensionality. Journal of Black Psychology, 20, 445-468.

Swan, Snow / Violent Women 1043

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


Straus, M. A. (1990). Ordinary violence, child abuse, and wife beating: What do they have in common?
In M. A. Straus & R. J. Gelles (Eds.), Physical violence in American families: Risk factors and adap-
tations to violence in 8,145 families (pp. 403-424). New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishers.

Straus, M. A. (1999). The controversy over domestic violence by women: A methodological, theoretical,
and sociology of science analysis. In X. B. Arriaga & S. Oskamp (Eds.), Violence in intimate rela-
tionships (pp. 14-44). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Sue, S. (1999). Science, ethnicity, and bias: Where have we gone wrong? American Psychologist, 5, 1070-1077.
Sullivan, T. P., Meese, K. J., Swan, S. C., Mazure, C. M., & Snow, D. L. (2005). Precursors and corre-

lates of women’s violence: Child abuse traumatization, women’s victimization, avoidance coping and
psychological symptoms. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 29, 290-301.

Swan, S. C. (1999, November). When battered women use violence: Implications for health outcomes. Paper
presented at the Meeting of the Division of Prevention and Community Research, New Haven, CT.

Swan, S. C., & Snow, D. L. (2002). A typology of women’s use of violence in intimate relationships.
Violence Against Women, 8, 286-319.

Swan, S. C., & Snow, D. L. (2003). Behavioral and psychological differences among abused women who
use violence in intimate relationships. Violence Against Women, 9, 75-109.

Sweet, J. A., Bumpass, L. L., & Call, V. (1988). The design and content of the National Survey of Families
and Households (NSFH Working Paper #1). Retrieved June 18, 2005, from http://www.ssc.wisc.edu/
cde/nsfhwp/nsfh1.pdf

Tan, C., Basta, J., Sullivan, C. M., & Davidson, W. S. (1995). The role of social support in the lives of women
exiting domestic violence shelters: An experimental study. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 10, 437-451.

Taylor, J. Y. (2000). Sisters of the yam: African American women’s healing and self-recovery from inti-
mate male partner violence. Issues in Mental Health Nursing, 21, 515-531.

Tjaden, P., & Thoennes, N. (2000). Extent, nature, and consequences of intimate partner violence:
Findings from the National Violence Against Women Survey (NCJ Publication No. 181867).
Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice, National Institute of Justice.

Torres, S. (1991). A comparison of wife abuse between two cultures: Perceptions, attitudes, nature and
extent. Issues in Mental Health Nursing, 12, 113-131.

Torres, S. (1998). Intervening with battered Hispanic pregnant women. In J. C. Campbell (Ed.),
Empowering survivors of abuse: Health care for battered women and their children (pp. 259-270).
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Torres, S., Campbell, J., Campbell, D. W., Ryan, J., King, C., Price, P., et al. (2000). Abuse during and
before pregnancy: Prevalence and cultural correlates. Violence and Victims, 15, 303-321.

U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census. (2005). Sex by place of birth by citizenship status.
Retrieved March 15, 2005, from www.census.gov/popest

Valentiner, D. P., Foa, E. B., Riggs, D. S., & Gershuny, B. S. (1996). Coping strategies and post-traumatic stress
disorder in female victims of sexual and nonsexual assault. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 105, 455-458.

Vogel, L., & Marshall, L. (2001). PTSD symptoms and partner abuse: Low income women at risk.
Journal of Traumatic Stress, 14, 569-584.

Watson, C. G., Hancock, M., Gearhart, L. P., Malvorh, P., Mendez, C., & Raden, M. A. (1997). A com-
parison of the symptoms associated with early and late onset alcohol dependence. Journal of Nervous
and Mental Disease, 185, 507-509.

West, C. M. (1998). Lifting the “political gag order”: Breaking the silence around partner violence in eth-
nic minority families. In J. L. Jasinski & L. M. Williams (Eds.), Partner violence: A comprehensive
review of 20 years of research (pp. 184-209). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

West, C. M. (2002). Battered, black, and blue: An overview of violence in the lives of Black women. In
C. M. West (Ed.), Violence in the lives of Black women: Battered, black, and blue (pp. 5-27). New
York: Haworth.

West, C. M., Kantor, G., & Jasinski, J. (1998). Sociodemographic predictors and cultural barriers to help-
seeking behavior in Latina and Anglo American battered women. Violence and Victims, 13, 361-375.

1044 Violence Against Women

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


West, C. M., & Rose, S. (2000). Dating aggression among low income African American youth: An exam-
ination of gender differences and antagonistic beliefs. Violence Against Women, 6, 470-495.

White, E. C. (1985). Chain chain change: For Black women dealing with physical and emotional abuse.
Seattle, WA: Seal Press.

White, J. W., & Humphrey, J. A. (1994). Women’s aggression in heterosexual conflicts. Aggressive
Behavior, 20, 195-202.

Wright, E. A. (2000). Not a black and white issue: For battered and abused Latinas and Black women,
dialing 911 may be risky business. In N. Worcester & M. H. Whatley (Eds.), Women’s health:
Readings on social, economic, and political issues (pp. 549-552). Dubuque, IA: Kendall/Hunt.

Young, C. (1999, November 28). Feminists play the victim game. New York Times, p. A-1.
Zuger, A. (1998, July 28). A fistful of hostility is found in women. New York Times, p. F-1.

Suzanne C. Swan, PhD, is an assistant professor in the Department of Psychology and the Women’s
Studies Program at the University of South Carolina. Before coming to the University of South Carolina,
she was the director of Family Violence Programs at the Yale School of Medicine’s Department of
Psychiatry. She received her PhD from the University of Illinois in 1997. Her recent work has focused on
research with women who use violence in intimate relationships, with a particular emphasis on the con-
textual factors underlying women’s violence. She teaches courses on the psychology of women, social
psychology, and relationship violence.

David L. Snow, PhD, is a professor of psychology in the Departments of Psychiatry, Child Study Center, and
Epidemiology and Public Health at Yale University School of Medicine and is director of the Consultation
Center and Division of Prevention and Community Research in the Department of Psychiatry. His work has
focused extensively on the design and evaluation of preventive interventions and on research aimed at iden-
tifying key risk and protective factors predictive of psychological symptoms, substance use, and family vio-
lence. He also has special interests in the protective and stress-mediating effects of coping and social support
and in methodological and ethical issues in prevention research.

Swan, Snow / Violent Women 1045

 at University of Manchester Library on February 14, 2014vaw.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://vaw.sagepub.com/
http://vaw.sagepub.com/


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


