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ABSTRACT

ALCOHOL INJOLVBiENT AND VIOLENCE:

RELAT I (NSHI PS MING ALCOHOLIC

AND NONALCOHOLIC FAMILIES

87

Eve Ellen Reider

This study examined the relationships between alcohol use and

violence among family members in a systematically drawn,

nonclinical sample of intact families with young male children.

Fathers in the families varied in extent to which they had a prior

history of severe alcohol related trouble, and both parents varied

in the extent to which heavy drinking was currently being carried

on. Families with long term alcohol related difficulties were

found to have higher rates of antisocial activity, greater family

conflict, and higher rates of marital separation in the lifetimes

of the parents. Families with long term alcohol involvement also

had higher rates of violence among family members. However,

families with greater current alcohol consumption were found to

have lower rates of aggression between parents and children, and

no relationships were found between spousal aggression and parent

current drinking.
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l-W

During the past several years there has been a growing

interest in the subject of violence in alcoholic families (Morgan,

1982). Little systematic evidence exists to support an empirical

link between violence and alcoholism in families, although

clinical reports bind the two rather substantially.[:ihere has

also been a growing interest in research on family violence during

the past twenty years, beginning first with child abuse and then

later examining spouse abuse. More recently, the focus has been

to examine the entire family’s role in the process.[:§§me of the

family violence literature has shown that a large portion of

assaulters are alcohol abusers (Byles, 197B; Belles, 1974).

However, this information, although suggestive, cannot be used as

confirmation for higher rates of violence in alcoholic families

because of inconsistencies and methodological problems that

constrain drawing causal inferences from the family violence

literature (Coleman & Straus, 1983).

[There are many reasons to believe that an increased incidence

of violence does occur in alcoholic famili€§:][fiale alcoholics

more often exhibit antisocial behavior than do comparable

nonalcoholics (Barnes, 1979; Uilliams, 1976):] The literature also
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[Suggests that under certain conditions the use of alcohol may lead

to aggression (Gottheil, Druley, Skoloda, & Uaxman, 1983). Also,

the alcoholic marriage has been shown to be conflictual, with

rigid levels of communication existing between husband and wife

(Ablon, 1976; Orford, 197g Em alcoholic family is a

multi-problem, dysfunctional family, which seemingly has a great

capacity and likelihood for violenEE::F

Because rates of alcoholism are higher in males than females,

special attention has been given in the literature to the male

alcoholic and his family. Research illustrating that the sons of

male alcoholics are at increased risk for becoming alcoholic

(Cotton, 1979) heightens the need for determining etiology,

treatment, and prevention of alcoholism. The focus of this

literature review and the proposed research that flows from it

will be on the male alcoholic and his family. The present

research examines the relationship between higher rates of family

violence and higher rates of drinking. The literature that

follows, on alcoholism and alcohol abuse and family violence,

documents the high probability for the occurrence of violence in

alcoholic families.



2. ' r vi

2.1 f h r

A substantial amount of research has been conducted during

the past ten years to gain a better understanding of the

relationship between alcohol use and aggression. Although no

clear understanding exists, some consensus is present. Some

models evaluated in this body of literature include the

physiological disinhibition model and expectancy/learned

disinhibition model.

Kiie ghzgiglggiggl gigighibitign model states that 'alcohol

increases aggression by weakening cortisol control, thereby

producing a pseudostimulation from lower, relatively primitive

centers of the brain' (Taylor, 1983, p. 287). Disinhibition

theory suggest that alcohol use will lead to aggressive behavior,

however it has been commonly observed that aggression does not

always occur following alcohol use. In the gggggjaggzglgggngg

giginhibitign model, the belief that one has consumed alcohol

serves as a discriminative cue permitting acting-out behaviors.

Although one study supports this model, several other studies

report discrepant results (Taylor, 1983).

Researchers today believe that aggression is a function of

the interaction of the pharmacological state induced by alcohol

and contextual cues that impinge upon the intoxicated person.

According to Taylor (1983), strong support exists for a model that

“assumes that neither the pharmacological effects of alcohol nor



the cues in the drinking situation can independently account for

the aggression expressed by intoxicated persons' (p. 288).

Existing evidence suggests that the relationship between

alcohol use and aggression is a complex one, including biological

and psychological variables, as well as contextual cues (Boyatzis,

1983; Taylor, 1983). Individuals with a history of arguments,

aggressive acts, and low socialization, self-control, and

responsibility scores are found to be more interpersonaliy

aggressive after heavy drinking (Boyatzis, 1975). Instigative

cues, perception of threat, and the ability to judge degree of

being threatened are important factors in this relationihip

(Taylor, 1983). Expectancy is an important variable, however, a

'massive' amount of intersubiect variability also exists (Pihl,

1983). Researchers indicate that the location and circumstances

in which alcohol is consumed play an important role in the

occurrence of aggression. Aggressive behavior is found to be more

frequent in loosely organized groups with weak leaders than in

structured groups with strong leaders (Bottheil et al., 1983). In

addition to bars, many view the family as a safe place for the

expression of violence.

2.2 The filgghgli; Egmilz

2-2-1W

(fit has been estimated that one-third of the population in the

United States are moderate or heavy drinkers;)and that 4 to 6

percent of the U.S. population are severe problem drinkers or

alcoholics (Alcoholism a Drug Addiction Research Foundation, 1978;



OMB», 1978, 1983; Haglund a Schukit, 1977). The rate of male

alcoholics in the population is about three times that of female

alcoholics. Research indicates that the sons of male alcoholics

are at increased risk for becoming alcoholic (Cotton, 1979). The

remaining review, and the proposed research, will focus on male

alcoholics and their sons, because of their higher risk status for

alcoholism.

[:59 extensive amount of research has been completed during the

past twenty-five years in an attempt to derive a comprehensive

understanding of the 'alcoholic personality.‘ There is consensus

in the literature that a complete picture of the alcoholic

personality does not exist (Barnes, 1979; Williams, 1976).

However, a few characteristics have been consistently identified.

Aggression, activity, antisocial behavior, and impulsivity are

factors consistently noted in alcoholics, as well as in

prealcoholics who later become alcoholic (Uilliams, 1976).

According to Hilliams (1976), alcoholics are described as

rebellious, hostile, and nonconforming. Additionally, they

frequently exhibit antisocial behavior. In his extensive review

of the literature, Barnes (1979) notes four characteristics which

comprise a syndrome that discriminates alcoholics from normal and

other clinical groups. SEEEse four characteristics are weak ego,

stimulus augmenter, field dependent, and neurotic. weak ego

strength traits include weak sexual identity, negative

self-concept, psychopathy, hostility, immaturity, impulsiveness,

low tolerance for frustration, and present orientation. Barnes



(1979) found in his review that alcoholics are stimulus augmenters

with weak egos. Stimulus augmenters are perceived as more likely

to feel that they are 'constantly being bombarded by sensation

from both internal and external sources' (p. 618). Since they

often have weak egos, alcoholics will likely feel a sense of

subjective discomfort as a result of receiving too«much sensation

from their bodies and their environment, and alcohol can serve the

function of reducing this stimulation. Barnes states that

alcoholics display numerous signs of a characteristic that he

labels neuroticism. These signs include anxiety, depression,

hysteria, and hypochondriasis.

2-2-2W

During the past thirty years, three perspectives have been

developed to explain the characteristics of spouses of alcoholics

(Finney, Moos, Cronkite, a Gamble, 1983; Moos, Finney, a Gamble,

1982). These perspectives are denoted as: (a) the 'disturbed

personality“ theory, (b) the 'stress' hypothesis, and (c) the

'coping' perspective (Finney et al., 1983; Moos et al., 1982).

The gig1gLbgg_gggsgng111y_nzggtngglg postulated that wives of

alcoholics had abnormal personalities which led them to seek out

and marry alcoholic men, nurture their alcoholism, and

decompensate if their husbands became abstinent. Investigators

largely failed to substantiate that spouses of current or

recovered alcoholics were characterized by neurotic or disturbed

personality traits (Ablon, 1976; Jacob, Favorini, Meisel, a



Anderson, 1978; Moos et al., 1982; Paolino, McCrady, Diamond, &

Longabaugh, 1976).

The g;ngsg_hzggthggig examined the stress created by being

married to an alcoholic partner and suggested that such spouse

characteristics as depression, anxiety, complaints of physical

symptoms, and poor health were a direct result of this stress

(Moos et al., 1982). There is some support in the literature for

this stress perspective (Jacob et al., 1978).

More recently, research has focused on the various gggigg

gtzlgg used by spouses of alcoholic partners and th;_gggsgggggggg

of thgge gtzlg; for both the spouse and the alcoholic mate (Finney

et al., 1983; James & Goldman, 1971). According to Moos et al.

(1982), this perspective argues that many spouses can cope

adequately with the stress they experience and can lead

essentially normal lives, depending on their personal resources.

Moos et al. (1982) have urged the integration of the above three

perspectives within a conceptual framework. According to Finney

et al. (1983), this conceptual framework would:

(a) recognize that spouse functioning is affected not only

by the severity of the alcoholic partner’s drinking problem

but also by other characteristics of the partner (such as

level of anxiety, depression, occupational functioning); (b)

incorporate other sources of environmental stress (for

example, life-change events such as the death of a friend) in

addition to partner dysfunction, and (c) acknowledge that a

spouse’s coping style and family social environment both‘



mediate the effects of stressors and directly influence

spouse functioning. (p. 24)

This model can also be applied to families where there are other

types of illnesses, thereby reducing the 'specialism' that

characterizes spouse research in the alcoholism field (Finney et

al., 1983; Orford, 1975).

Difficulties in drawing conclusions in this area of research

are frequently attributed to methodological problems (Jacob et

al., 1978; Moos et al., 1982). Moos et al. (1982) describe four

fundamental limitations: (a) samples of spouses have been small,

self-selected, and unrepresentative, (b) spouses have not been

compared with adequately matched control groups, (c) spouses have

generally been classified into groups on the basis of their

reports of their partners’ drinking habits rather than on

independent information obtained from the partner, (d) research on

spouses of alcoholics has progressed independently of studies on

spouses of other 'dysfunctional' or normal marital partners.

At a conceptual level, Jacob et al. (1978) note that in most

studies in both the 'disturbed wife' and 'stressed wife'

literatures, one marital partner is viewed as the victim and the

other as the villain. Since much of the recent research suggests

there is greater utility in examining the alcoholic family from a

systems perspective, it is important to understand how both the

alcoholic and the spouse play a role in family functioning, rather

than labeling individuals as villains.and victims. One needs to



view people as systems as well as individuals, because it yields

alternative views of their behaviors.

2-2-3 WM

‘[E§ring the past twenty-five years much work has been

completed on the alcoholic marriage. The focus of this work

during the past fifteen years has placed an increased emphasis on

the family as a unit or system. Researchers are now interested in

how the alcoholic family operates, its life history, how alcohol

affects the functioning of the system, and how the system adapts

and functions (Steinglass, 1982). Increased attention is being

paid to the interactions between family members, rather than

solely examining individual psychopathology. There are still some

weaknesses in the research methodology used to study the alcoholic

marriage (Orford, 1975). First, much of the research is

descriptive rather than experimental. Second, reliability and

validity of data are rarely questioned. Third, there has been a

failure to describe and define samples or to consider differences

between samples. Fourth, much of the earlier work lacked

comparison groups. More importantly, Drford (1975) argues that

most studies have focused on alcoholism to the exclusion of other

factors involved in family disruption. Recently, researchers have

become interested in the question of whether alcoholic families

are similar to other families in which marital difficulties exist

(Orford, 1975) or in families in which there is some type of

chronic illness in the family (Finney et al., 1983).



A large portion of the work emphasizes the negative

psychosocial implications of living in an alcoholic family

(Steinglass, 1981). There is consensus that serious conflicts and

role dysfunctions exist in alcoholic families (Ablon, 1976; Moos a

Moos, 1984). YEEsearch examining interactions among alcoholic

couples indicate that they are 'more rigid, show more conflict,

engage in more negative and hostile acts, and are less rational in

their problem-solving activities than nonalcoholic couples' (Moos

& Moos, 1984, p. 112E}>EEE terms of family environment, relapsed

alcoholic families demonstrate high conflict and low cohesion,

expressiveness, and organization (Moos, Finney, a Chan, 1981).

Alcoholic families are perceived as chaotic, embedded in conflict,

rigid in their interactions, and competitive in manner (Bullock a

Mudd, 1959; Borad, 1971; Moos et al., 1982). These families are

described as inconsistent and disorganiiEE§

Even though alcoholic families have many difficulties in

functioning, alcohol has also been perceived as having adaptive

consequences for the alcoholic marriage (Steinglass, 1981). It

may also be an integral part of adaptive functioning in the system

(Steinglass, Ueiner, a Mendelson, 1971). Jacob, Dunn, and

Leonard (1983) found high alcohol consumption associated with high

satisfaction and reduced symptomatology in the spouses of steady,

but not binge drinkers. From these results Jacob et al. (1983)

hypothesized that marital/family relationships are more satisfying

during high versus low consumption periods. Jacob et al. (1983)

noted that binge drinkers presented more pathological adjustments
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than steady drinkers, indicated by higher scores on various MMPI

scales. The alcoholic’s drinking patterns play an important role

in family functioning, although this role is not yet fully

understood. Researchers continue to examine the factors that

determine the complex nature of functioning in these families

(Moos & Moos, 1984).

Despite discrepancies in the work on the alcoholic family,

there is agreement that family functioning plays an important role

in the alcoholic’s drinking. From a family systems perspective,

alcohol is perceived as a central organizing aspect and integrated

part of family functioning. with this increased understanding in

recent years that family functioning is often an integrative

aspect of the alcoholic’s drinking, family therapy has become more

frequently used as a treatment for alcoholism (Janzen, 1977;

Steinglass, 1976; Usher, Jay, a Class, 198223

2.3 cm re n ive f l' F ' i

In examining the work already completed on the male alcoholic

and his family, one must consider the existence of violence in

these families. The male alcoholic is shown to be an impulsive,

hostile, aggressive individual, with low tolerance for

frustration. The literature examining the effects of alcohol on

aggression supports the everyday observation that under certain

conditions some individuals will become aggressive when consuming

alcohol. The alcoholic with antisocial character is seen as more

likely to become aggressive under drinking conditions, as well as

when alcohol is not being consumed. <Also, the alcoholic family
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has many difficulties in functioning. The alcoholic family lives

with much conflict and stress, which includes marital

difficulties, unemployment and economic troubles, child behavior

problems, and encounters with the law. The alcoholic family has

rigid forms of communication, poor problem-solving skills, and

seemingly few resources to deal with stress. Violence may be one

manner of interacting and resolving problems for the alcoholic

family. The family violence research will now be examined, in

order to gain a better understanding of violent families and to

consider the possible manner in which a link between violence and

alcoholism would occur in these families.

2.4 family Viglgnce ngggrgh

2.4.1 i id 0

The subject of child abuse became interesting to researchers

and the American public during the 1960s, when information was

first presented on the 'Battered Child Syndrome' (Kempe,

Silverman, Steele, Droegemueller, a Silver, 1962){::;‘large

volume of research has been completed in the past twenty years on

the incidence, etiology, treatment, and prevention of child abuse.

[The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect estimates that each

year there are one million cases of child abuse and neglect, at

least 200,000 of which involve physical abuse (Aperican Humane

Association, 19785:) Fewer statistics are available on spouse

abuse, since laws concerning spouse abuse have only been in

existence for a few years. Nevertheless, what statistics are

available on spouse abuse show that it is as great of a concern as
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child abuse. According to Straus (1977), it has been estimated

that as many as 1.7 million spousal assaults occur each year. The

percentage of couples experiencing physical violence at some point

during their marriage has ranged from estimates of 30% (Straus,

1978) to 60% (Belles, 1974; Halker, 1979).

[jEEring the past ten years, increased attention has focused on

the concept of family violence, rather than specifically focusing

on child abuse or spouse abusa Little research documenting the

incidence of family violence existed prior to 1976 when Straus,

Belles, and Steinmetz (1980) completed the first national survey

of family violence. These researchers estimated that over six

million incidents of serious physical abuse may occur in families

each yeiE]

Family violence statistics vary widely across reports, and

there are several reasons for these variations (Belles & Straus,

1979). First, many of the statistics are considered

underestimates, since incidents of family violence are less often

reported. Second, different definitions of violence and abuse

have been utilized in studies, depending on the source of the

research (Barbarino, 1977; Belles, 1980; Belles & Straus, 1979).

The terms are often different in social service agencies than in a

court of law, medical emergency room, or in a therapeutic context.

Third, these statistics often overrepresent lower middle class and

lower class socioeconomic status individuals, who are more likely

to seek assistance through social service agencies and domestic

violence shelters. Upper middle class individuals often seek
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assistance through private means such as physicians and

therapists. Fourth, it is important to note that there are few

statistics on family violence. Until recently the research has

been directed to either child abuse or spouse abuse, not to the

family as a whole. One needs to be cautious in examining the

statistics on family violence, since many are not representative

of the population.

2.4.2 ngigitigns gf Vigigngg gng BREE!

One difficulty in the family violence research involves

arriving at consensual definitions for the terms 'violence' and

'abuse' (Belles & Straus, 1979). Using different definitions

makes it difficult to generalize research results. According to

Straus et al. (1980), child abuse 'typically refers to acts

committed by parents on their children which other members of the

society view as inappropriate and harmful' (p. 7). This

conception of child abuse stems from historically and culturally

relative judgements. In their research on family violence, Straus

et al. (1980) distinguish between 'normal violence' and 'abusive

violence' and operationalize these terms. Nggmgl_giglgggg is

defined as;

an act carried out with intention, or perceived intention, of

causing physical pain or injury to another person. The

’physical pain’ can range from slight pain, as in a slap, to

murder. The basis for the ’intent to hurt’ may range from a

concern with a child’s safety (as when a child is spanked for
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running into the street) to hostility so intense that the

death of the other is desired. (p. 20-21)

egggigg_glglgg§g is differentiated from “normal violence“ by its

“high potential“ for injuring the person being hit.

There is some controversy over these definitions of violence

and abuse. In terms of normal violence, many people do not

consider the slaps and spankings of children to be violent

behavior. Also, the definition of abusive violence used fails to

take into consideration what actually happened to the person. For

example, an act where an individual was punched but not hurt and

an act where a person was punched and received a fractured jaw are

both considered “abusive violence“ (Straus et al., 1980). Straus

et al. (1980) state, “He counter by saying that the things which

differentiate the former from the latter, or which influence

whether someone who is punched is injured or not, are typically

random phenomena such as aim or luck“(p. 22). As one can see, it

is not easy to determine definitions for violence and abuse, or

aggression in general, and such definitions have undergone

historical change even in their conceptualizations (Eron, 1987).

2-4-3WWW

Many methodological problems exist in the family violence

research, since care has often not been given to research design.

Sample selection is one methodological problemlin family violence

research (Belles, 1980). Much of the research has been based upon

unrepresentative samples, with subjects often obtained from police

records, courts, social service agencies, or domestic violence
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shelters. Individuals obtained in this manner are often of low

socioeconomic status, which will confound the data and render

results inconclusive if results are generalized beyond this

population (Perry, Hells, a Doran, 1983). These various sources

of data use different definitions of violence and abuse, which

makes it difficult to generalize results. Also, some studies use

information derived from victims, while other research is based

upon the reports of perpetrators (Perry et al., 1983). It is

likely that a very different conception of family violence will be

derived, depending upon the source of the information. Another

problem in sample selection involves the lack of control groups,

which renders results inconclusive (Belles, 1982; Parke & Collmer,

1975; Perry et al., 1983).

The methods used to obtain information in family violence

research create another methodological problem. Information is

often obtained from case records, narratives, or unstructured

interview formats (Herrenkohl, Herrenkohl, a Egolf, 1983;

Hilberman a Munson, 1977-78; Martin & Halters, 1982). This method

of obtaining information lacks formal testing or interviewing

procedures and makes reliability difficult to ascertain. These

are some of the methodological problems in the research that make

it difficult to arrive at a comprehensive understanding of family

violence.

2-4-4 Wm

@ing 1976, Straus et al. (1980) completed a national survey

of family violence in the United States. Using a probability
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sample of 2,143 individuals, these researchers measured the level

and incidence of violence in families using a series of questions

called the “Conflict Tactics Scales“ (CTS). The Conflict Tactics

Scales measure family violence by asking about the ways in which

conflict is resolved among family members. The eighteen items can

be grouped into three methods of resolving conflicts; (a) the use

of rational discussion and argument, (b) the use of verbal and

non-verbal expressions of hostility, and (c) the use of physical

force or violence. These researchers considered many of the

derived statistics to be underestimates, since people are

reluctant to admit to the occurrence of violence in their own

home.

[:ERtrapolating from these data,(35ey concluded that over 1.7

million Americans had at some time faced a husband or wife

wielding a knife or gun, and well over two million Americans had

been beaten up by their spouse. Approximately six million couples

had experienced at least one beating incident during the course of

their marriage. Regarding sex differences, it was estimated that

1.8 million wives were beaten by their husbands and over two

million husbands were beaten by violent wives per year. It was

also estimated that between 3.1 and 4 million children were

kicked, bitten or punched, and between 1.4 and 2.3 million

children had been beaten up by a parent at some point during their

lives. Also, between 900,000 and 1.8 million parents had used a

 

knife or gun at some time on their children.‘

wk
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.ZEEI‘"’ et al. (1980) found in their national survey many

factors related to family violence. Social factors associated

with family violence included being a younger family, having a

low income, being a blue collar worker, and the male being

unemployed or having a part time job. It was noted that the more

conflicts a couple have, the more likely they are to get into a

physical fight. In terms of child abuse and spouse abuse, the

safest homes are those with fewer than two children, where the

husband and wife experience little life stress in the course of a

year, and where a democratic system is used to make decision—s?

(These researchers stated that the highest risk of family violence

occurs when there is more than one child at home, where a great

deal of life stress is experienced by one or both of the spouses,

and where decision making is mostly in the hands of one person

[:B;lies (1980) completed an extensive review of family

violence research in the seventies and found four social factors

consistently related to abuse and violence. These factors

included; the cycle of violence, socioeconomic status, stress,

and social isolation. Thus, individuals who experienced violence

or abuse as children were more likely to become child or spouse

abusers as adults than those who experienced little or no violence

as children (this is the cycle of violence). In addition,

although family violence can be found in families across all

socioeconomic levels, research in the seventies demonstrated that

domestic violence is more prevalent in low socioeconomic status

families. Belles also found that family violence rates are
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directly related to social stress in families. Associations were

reported between various forms of family violence and specific

stressful situations and conditions, such as unemployment or

part-time employment of males, financial troubles, pregnancy in

the case of wife abuse, and being a single-parent family in regard

to child abuse. It was also consistently found that social

isolation increases the risk that there will be severe violence

directed at children or between spouses.

[:éplles (1980) found specific factors related to child or

spouse abuse. Some of the factors regarding violence towards

children include; larger than average family size, low

birth-weight child, prematurity of child, and lack of attachment

between mother and child. Females are more apt to abuse their

children and males.are slightly more likely to be the victims of

child abuse. Emu” is reportedly more col-non when husband

and wife report low job satisfaction of the husband, when the

husband has no religious affiliation, and when there are alcohol

problem;

twain

Alg-large proportion of the work completed on family violence

documents that many assaulters consumed alcohol prior to the

violent event and/or were alcohol abusers (Byles, 1978; Coleman,

Ueinman, a Hsi, 1980; Bayford, 1975; Belles, 1974; Hilberman,

1980; Langley a Levy, 1977€::)Although suggestive, it has been

noted that researchers cannot use the high rate of alcohol abuse
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found in family violence statistics as confirmation of violence in

alcoholic families (Morgan, 1982). Coleman and Straus (1983)

noted that if a random sample of parents in the population are

examined, high rates of both physical abuse and alcohol abuse will

be found in the population. They stated that it is very likely

that families receiving treatment for either alcohol or child

abuse are only a small, and possibly unrepresentative, part of the

total number of child or alcohol abusers.[:§nith (1975) found

alcohol abuse as common in a general population sample as in a

sample of abusing parent;:5

[:Aithough the high incidence of alcohol abuse in family

violence statistics cannot be utilized to confirm the occurrence

of violence in alcoholic families, there are many similarities

noted between violent and alcoholic families (Spieker, 1983;::)

Both types of families are described as “families in trouble“ or

“multiproblem families,“ for they have many difficulties in

functioning. Their difficulties include unemployment, economic

troubles, marital conflict, and child behavior problems. Both

literatures indicate a need to examine the family as a system, in

order to better understand the maintenance of violence and alcohol

abuse in these families. These families have few resources to

deal with stress, as they have rigid levels of communication and

poor problem solving abilities. The families often experience

higher rates of symptomatology than the rest of the populthEE]

Coleman and Straus (1983) found that the relationship of

family violence to frequency of drunkenness was curvilinear.
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Individuals who were frequently drunk were more abusive than those

'who were seldom drunk; however those who were “very often“ or

“almost always“ drunk were among the least violent subjects. It

was hypothesized that perhaps alcoholics who binge-drink are more

likely to be violent than continuous drinkers, with severe

drinkers being the least violent. Although frequency of

drunkenness cannot be equated with measures of alcoholism, this

study is significant in providing normative data regarding the

incidence of family violence in the United States and its

relationship to frequency of drunkenness. It also illustrates the

potential complexity of the relationship.

In summary, it is highly likely that there is an increased

risk r violence in alcoholic families for a number of reasons;

(1) The male alcoholic is an impulsive, hostile, antisocial

individual, who likely becomes even more aggressive when consuming

alcohol. (2) The alcoholic family lives with a high level of

stress and seemingly few resources to cope with daily stressors.

(3) The alcoholic family is an unhappy, dysfunctional family,

characterized by marital conflict, child behavior problems, and a

poor home environment. This family has rigid forms of

communication and poor problem solving skills. Given all these

contributing factors, violence may be one way in which the

alcoholic family resolves conflict, and it may also serve as a

form of cmunication among family members. when the alcoholic

family encounters additional stress in its daily life, it has no

resources with which to cope. The family’s existing difficulties
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are exacerbated and this stressed dysfunctional system may use

violence as a coping response.

The present research explores this problem using a

systematically drawn, nonclinical sample of intact families with

young children. These families vary in the extent to which heavy

drinking is currently being carried on by the fathers (and to a

much lesser degree by the mothers). The relationship of past

history of violence, current family conflict, and level of alcohol

involvement (both past and current) to current level of aggression

in these families is examined. The research is especially

important because it examines these relationships in a population

sample rather than a sample of convenience. Thus its potential

for generalizability is greatly enhanced.
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4. I i t'

Given all of the prior discussion, there is good reason to

believe that there will be higher rates of violence in those

families with greater amounts of alcohol consumption and

alcohol-related problems. The association between alcohol and

conflict, and between alcohol and individual violence has already

been commonly observed in the literature. The first two

predictions address these relationships. But it is no big step to

then make the prediction for a relationship between alcohol

consumption and family violence. This is the third hypothesis.

(1) Heavier drinking families will have higher rates of

antisocial behavior in their personal histories (Barnes,

1979; Neil, 1984; Uilliams, 1976).

(2) Higher current rates of family conflict and dissatisfaction

will be found in heavier drinking families (Moos a Billings,

1982; Moos, Finney, & Chan, 1981).

(3) A positive association will be found between higher rates of

family violence and higher rates of drinking.

a) First, higher rates of spousal violence will be

associated with increased levels of drinking problems in

these families. However this relationship between drinking

and violence is expected to be stronger for behavior

initiated by the husbands.
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b) Second, there will be higher rates of parental violence

towards children in heavier drinking families.

c) Third, measures of current alcohol consumption will show

a stronger positive relationship (L) to individual and

familial violence than will lifetime measures of alcohol

consumption.



Chapter II

m

1-m

1-1 Bellman

Research has shown that the sons of male alcoholics are at

considerably increased risk to later become alcoholic adults

(Cotton, 1979). The Michigan State University Vulnerability Study

(Zucker et al., 1984a) is a longitudinal study interested in the

factors that may contribute over time to the development of

alcoholism and other behavioral disorders in offspring. The

particular focus of the MSU Vulnerability Study is on the male

alcoholic family, with current special interest given to male

offspring, as the highest probability target children for later

alcoholism. Families from this study are an excellent group

within which the hypotheses can be tested.

1.2 l i n

In order to yield a dispersion of drinking, families for the

project are recruited from two sources. Intact male alcoholic

families, with sons between the age of 3.0 and 6.0 years, are

systematically recruited through all local district courts in a

three county, mid-Michigan area. Alcoholic fathers are obtained

by utilizing a drunk driving population, who were apprehended for

driving under the influence (DUIL) or driving while impaired(DUI),

with blood alcohol levels of at least 0.15% (150 mg/100 ml). A

25
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blood alcohol level of 0.15 would indicate that these males have

already developed considerable tolerance for alcohol consumption,

since it implies that they have drunk a minimum of 9-11 drinks in

a one hour time period, yet are still driving around. These

potential candidates are then asked to give their permission to

have their names released for contact by the Michigan State

University Family Study. It is explained to these individuals

that the project works independently of the court, and that no

feedback is given to the agency, and that potential subjects are

always free to refuse further involvement.

The families are visited in their homes by the project

coordinator to screen for suitability for the study and to recruit

the family. It is explained to families that the project focuses

on “Family health and child development“ in families with

different kinds of health difficulty, and who may vary in health

status. Detailed information about study procedures is given and

questions are answered, and if the family agrees, the appropriate

consent forms are signed. Screening questionnaires and interviews

are later administered to ensure that the individual meets formal

research diagnostic criteria for alcoholism (Spitzer, Endicott, a

Robins, 1975).

Although all of these families have in common the element

that they have an alcoholic father, the fact is that they both

currently and historically vary considerably in the amount of

drinking that goes on. Nonetheless, in order to increase the

dispersion on this variable, a community comparison sample is also
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recruited for the research. These families are selected from the

same census tract as the alcoholic families, assuring homogeneity

of social class across levels of drinking. Community families are

contacted by using door-to-door survey techniques to find homes

with children of similar age (10.5 years), sex, and sibling

composition as those in the alcoholic families. The project

coordinator will then go to the home and recruit the family in the

same manner as an alcoholic family. Subjects used in the present

analyses consist of twenty-four alcoholic families and six

community families. Sociodemographic characteristics of this

combined sample are given in Table 1.

2. a l n r

Data collection for each family involves an eight session

contact schedule, that includes eighteen hours of assessment

instruments (some completed by the interviewers after having left

the home). The majority of the data collection is in the family’s

home. The family comes to Michigan State University twice during

the data collection procedure, once for a series of structured

parent-child interactional tasks, and once for a complete medical

screening of their son. The family is compensated (0125) for

completing an extensive battery that includes developmental

measures on the target child, questionnaire, interview and

self-report data by both parents, and rating data on all study

members done by each other and by project staff.
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Table 1

Sociodemographic Characteristics of the Study Sample (N=30: 24

alcoholic and 6 community control)

 

 

 

  

 

 

W

Fathers ‘7 30.67

S.D. 4.18

Mothers 7 29.40

S.D. 4.53

Religion (2)

Fathers Mgthers

Protestant 23 34

Catholic 17 17

Jewish 0 3

No Religion 37 21

Other 23 24

Education (Yegrs)

Fathers X’ 12.40

S.D. 2.47

Mothers X 13.20

S.D. 2.30

Number of Children Currently Living gt Hgge

)2 2.17

S.D. .87

 

Age of Target Child (in Mgnths)

52 57.9

S.D. 14.1

 

 



Table 1 (cont’d)
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irth P i ion f T r

1st 70

2nd 10

3rd 13

4th 7
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3- Ulllflfill

Each family participating in the MSU Vulnerability Study

completes many questionnaires, direct observation sessions and

interviews (Zucker, 1980; Zucker et al., 1984a). The particular

instruments that are of relevance for this research examine the

incidence of violence in these families, extent of prior

antisocial behavior in the adults, measures of family environment

and conflict, and measures of long term alcohol involvement as

well as current drinking behaviors.

3.1 Megsuring Fggilz yigigggg: 19: 999111;} ngtigg

figglg-Revisgg

in their national survey on family violence, Straus, Belles,

and Steinmetz (1980) used the anfligt ngtigg Sgglg (CTS) to

determine the incidence of violence in American families. The CTS

examines spousal violence, parents’ violence towards children,

children’s violence towards parents, and sibling violence." It

measures family violence by asking about the ways in which

conflict is resolved by family members. The eighteen items used

can be grouped into three methods for resolving conflicts: (a)

the use of rational discussion and argument; (b) the use of verbal

and non-verbal expressions of hostility; and (c) the use of

physical force or violence. Ordinary violence and abuse are

distinguished in the CTS. The internal consistency of the CTS was

examined by two techniques; item analysis and the Alpha

coefficient of reliability (Straus, 1979). Based on an earlier
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pilot study of 385 couples, the mean item-total correlation was

.87 for the Husband-to-Uife Violence Index and .88 for the

Hife-to-Husband Violence Index (Straus, 1979). The alpha

coefficients for the national sample were .83 for Husband-to-tiife

Violence Index, .82 for Hife-to-Husband Violence Index and .88 for

the Couple Violence Index.

Several items have been added to the instrument for use in

the MSU Study, as well as regrouping of some already existing

items (See Appendix A for a copy of the instrument). Respondents

are asked whether an event ever occurred, not just whether it

occurred during the past year. Information regarding violence

between siblings is omitted since age of the target child is still

quite young. Follow-up questions are added regarding alcohol

consumption at the time of the violent event. Respondents are

also asked whether they were exposed to violence or abuse in their

homes as children. This revised CTS is adainistered as part of

the Diagnostic Interview Schedule (Robins, Helzer, Croughan, a

Ratcliff, 1981; Robins et al., 1985), a diagnostic interview that

is given to each parent separately. The CTS is given about 1-1/2

hours into the 018, after the respondent has had an opportunity to

develop considerable rapport with the interviewer. This enables

parents to feel more comfortable in answering questions of a

highly personal nature.
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3.2 1 -* r - ii 1 ' . -. 1- n' u ° _ 1

‘r i (F )

The Egnllz_§ggiggngggt_§£glg (FES) (Moos a Moos, 1981) is a

questionnaire measure of family functioning that is completed by

each parent. The FES has been used extensively in research on

alcoholic as well as other types of families (Moos a Billings,

1982). It is a 90 item, true-false inventory that measures family

environment on ten dimensions, which include personal growth

emphasized by family members and degree of family structure. The

FES assesses the husband’s and wife’s perceptions of three aspects

of family climate: (a) areas of personal involvement and activity

emphasized by family members (Independence, Achievement

Orientation, Intellectual Orientation, Active Recreational

Orientation), (b) quality of interpersonal relationships in the

family, (Cohesion, Expressiveness, Conflict) and, (c) the degree

of structure in the family (Organization, Control). These

subscales have adequate internal consistency, ranging from .64 to

.79, good eight-week test-retest reliability, ranging from .68 to

.86, and average subscale intercorrelations, around .20,

indicating that they measure distinct, though somewhat related,

aspects of family social environments (Moos & Moos, 1976).

3.3 Mgggurigg Antigggigl Ingglvgmggt; Thg Agtiggcig! thggigr

Checkligt

The Antisocial Behavior Checklist is a 46 item inventory of

behaviors involving ten different homogenous content subscales,

which include parental defiance, adolescent delinquent behavior,
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job related antisocial behavior, etc. (Zucker a Noll, 1980a). The

questionnaire is administered by way of asking the frequency of

one’s participation in different adventures and activities. This

instrument is a revision of an earlier antisocial behavior

inventory utilized in the Rutgers Community Study (Zucker a

Fillmore, 1968; Zucker & Barron, 1973), that has been modified so

that items are salient for adult antisocial activity. A series of

reliability and validity studies with populations ranging from

college students to jail inmates has shown that the instrument has

adequate test retest reliability (.81 over four weeks), and the

cofficient alpha is .84. It differentiates among groups with

major antisocial behavior histories (prisoners) vs. individuals

with minor offenses in district court vs. university students.

Both parents also complete this inventory.

3.4 Megsurigg Lgng ngg Algghg! lgvglvgggnt ggg Qgrcgnt Qgigking

fighgvigrs

Several questionnaires are achinistered individually to

husband and wife to determine the nature of their drinking

behaviors. Parents are given an extensive Drinking and Drug

History (Zucker & Noll, 1980b), the Short Form of the Michigan

Alcoholic Screening Test (the SMAST) (Selzer, 1975), and are also

queried about drinking practices during the Diagnostic Interview

Schedule. From these data it is also possible to determine the

quantity, frequency, and variability of drinking behaviors, using

Cahalan, Cisin, and Crossley’s (1969) Quantity-Frequency-

Variability (OFV) Alcohol Consumption Index.



CHAPTER III

W

l-flmm;

The design calls for a correlational analysis to test the

hypotheses. But given that the alcoholic and community comparison

families were recruited differently, what evidence is there that

merging the two groups will yield a normal distribution on the

dependent variable (i.e., the alcohol consumption scores)?

In attacking this problem as well as in dealing with the

relationship between different violence measures and alcohol

consumption, the position taken here is that the most appropriate

measure of drinking behavior is one that attempts to scale

drinking problems historically and measures their density of

occurrence over the drinking life course of the individual. To do

this, a newly developed measure called the k' i r

is used (Zucker, 1987).* This drinking index is a composite

variable designed to scale differences in extent of drinking

difficulty over the life course. From this perspective, the term

alcoholism is conceived of as a dimensional concept, that reflects

in differing degrees the extent of drinking, and of problems, that

 

a This measure has undergone several revisions; a slightly

modified version, called the Lifetime Alcohol Problems Scale

(LAPS) is being utilized in later reports from the project.

34
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have occurred in varying severity over the drinking life of the

person. The drinking density score scales this dimension by way

of a theoretically derived multiple index composed of three

equally weighted sets of information on drinking. One is an index

of earliest drinking difficulty (age when first drunk); the next

is an index of current drinking difficulty (Cahalan, Cissin, &

Crossley’s (1969) Ouantity- Frequency-Variability (OFV) index of

extent of drinking in the last six months], and the last is an

additive measure of number of years between earliest and most

recent occurrence of a varied list of drinking problems (i.e., sum

of “total drinking problem years“ which integrates problems over

years). The specific formula for this drinking density measure is

as follows:

OFV (standardized score) f i:(over all drinking problems)

[drinking related problem x years elapsed from first

occurrence to most recent occurrence) (standardized score) f

1/age first drunk x 100 (standardized score)

Figure 1 shows the drinking density distribution for both

subpopulations. Given the smoothness of the dispersion, it is

concluded that the drinking density measure used here reflects a

continuous distribution across both subsampies, and that

correlational statistics are appropriate for the data analysis.
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2. i w ' i i I

The first hypothesis is that higher rates of antisocial

behavior in prior history will be observed among heavier drinking

families. These relationships, of father and mother prior

antisocial activity to own drinking density scores are presented

in Table 2. Statistically significant positive correlations

between fathers’ drinking and antisocial activity exist for all

antisocial behavior subscale scores. The mean of these

relationships is .51, with a range from .39 to .64. These data

strongly demonstrate that father prior antisocial behavior is

positively and strongly related to life course alcohol

consumption. A significant positive relationship also exists

between mother drinking and total antisocial behavior [5? .40,

25.05), as well as for subscale measures of delinquent behavior

IL? .43, g5.05] and sexual behavior In? .42, [1.05]. Although not

quite as strong as the relationship between father drinking and

prior antisocial behavior, mother prior antisocial activity is

also related to alcohol consumption. In summary, for both men and

women, as the extent of alcohol use increases, their reports of

antisocial activities increase.

3. elati n

 

The second hypothesis is that higher rates of family conflict

and dissatisfaction exist in heavier drinking families (Moos &
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Table 2

Relationship of Parent Prior Antisocial Activity to own Drinking

Density Score- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

 

Prior Antisocial Activity Relationship Relationship

among fathers among mothers

Total .64 tax .40 a

Parental Defiance .52 ass .28

School Behavior .56 it! .05

Delinquent Behavior .64 iii .43 *

Excitement, Sensation Seeking .47 ea .24

Sexual Behavior .43 i .42 *

Leaving the Field .42 f .13

Trouble with the Law .55 *** .27

Serious Physical Aggression .56 *fl* .20

Job Behavior .39 § .27

Marital Behavior .41 k .24

 

x 91.05, as p_<.01, an 19001
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Billings, 1982; Moos, Finney, & Chan, 1981). It was expected that

there would be a significant positive relationship between

drinking density and family conflict, with higher rates of

conflict observed among heavier drinking families. A drinking

density score different from individual mother and father drinking

scores is utilized in these analyses. It is called a “jggilz

grigking ggngitz gcgre“; it consists of the product of the father

and mother drinking density score in each family. With this

measure, one is able to examine conflict in families as iggilz

drinking increases, not just the separate drinking of mothers and

fathers in families. The family drinking density score will be

further discussed and used when examining the relationship between

family drinking and family violence (see pp. 64-75).

These results, of a relationship of father and mother

perception of family environment (Moos FES) to family drinking

density scores are shown in Table 3. The data indicate that a

significant positive relationship exists between perceptions of

family conflict for both mother and father and family drinking; as

predicted, as drinking increases, family conflict increases. In

addition a significant negative relationship is demonstrated

between family drinking and father report of cohesion in the

family. As father drinking increases, family cohesion decreases.

These findings, although in accord with expectations, are still

much weaker in comparison to the relationships of antisocial

behavior and drinking. Consequently, other approaches to testing

the hypothesis were explored.
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Table 3

Relationship of Parent Perception of Family Environment (Moos FES)

to Family Drinking Density Scores- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Family Environment Subscale Relationship Relationship

of father of mother

perception perception

Cohesion ~.37 * -.11

Expressiveness -.17 .15

Conflict .39 a .40 *

Independence -.02 -.10

Achievement Orientation -.09 .07

Intellectual Cultural Orientation -.22 -.29

Active Recreational Orientation -.26 -.24

Moral Religious Emphasis -.22 -.15

Organization -.04 -.34

Control .05 -.01

 

* 23,05
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The number of prior marital separations from all marriages is

considered to be an alternative, face valid measure of marital

conflict in the life of the individual; so this index was also

used to test the hypothesis. The information was obtained from

the NIMH Diagnostic Interview Schedule questions relating to this

issue (Robins, Helzer, Croughan, & Ratcliff, 1981; Robins et al.,

1985). The results of this test are presented in Table 4. The

data show a strong relationship between number of marital

separations and drinking (for both individual and family drinking

density scores). For both fathers and mothers, significant

positive correlations exist between long term alcohol consumption

and number of marital separations; as alcohol use increases,

number of marital separations increases. These data demonstrate a

strong positive relationship between history of marital conflict

and alcohol consumption at the individual and at the system level.

This relationship is not as well reflected in paper and pencil

measures, such as the Moos FES, but the indices, taken together

provide strong support for the hypothesis.

4. FAM Y I CE A

The third hypothesis was that a positive significant

relationship will be found between higher rates of violence and

heavier drinking. It is hypothesized that heavier drinking

families more often utilize verbal and non-verbal expressions of

hostility, as well as the use of physical force or violence in

resolving conflict. The relationship between family violence and
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Table 4

Relationship of Parent Separations in Marriage (Number) to

Individual and Family Drinking Density Score- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

Relationship for Relationship for

 

husband wife

Individual drinking density .48 ex .36 *

Family drinking density .45 *i .61 ***

 

* p$.05, as p$.01, see p$.001



43

drinking density scores are examined in reports of: (I) ggggggl

gggggggigg (individual report of violence to spouse, as well as

spouse violence toward respondent, when resolving conflict during

the past year), (2) ggrgnt gggggggigg tg guild (parent individual

report of violence to child when resolving conflict during the

past year), (3) ghiig gggggggign tgggrg ggrgnt (parent individual

report of child violence to respondent when resolving conflict

during the past year). Table 5 details the types of violence

dealt with in the next section. Aggression scores are reported in

terms of the following subscales: Reasoning, Verbal Aggression,

Indirect Physical Aggression/ Threats, Physical Violence, Severe

Physical Violence, and Total Violence. The items utilized in the

subscale scores are detailed in Table 6.

In this section, aggression in different family members is

examined, in relation to both father and mother drinking. The

following section focuses on the concept of family drinking,

rather than the separate drinking of mother and father. This

allows for the examination of the relationship between family

drinking and family violence.

5. ' i n n ' i I

5.1 er r sion

This section examines father aggression in the family, in

relation to his own and his wife’s drinking. First, husband

aggression to wife is examined by considering husband report of
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Table 5

Types of Family Violence Examined via the Revised Conflict Tactics

Scale (Violence that Occurred During the Past Year)

 

I. Spousal Aggression

1. Self-initiated aggression against spouse- self reports

1a) Husband’s reports of his aggression to his wife.

1b) wife’s reports of her aggression to her husband.

2. Spouse initiated aggression against self- reported by self

2a) Husband’s reports of wife’s aggression toward him.

2b) wife’s reports of husband’s aggression toward her.

II. Parent Aggression

3a) Father reports of violence to child.

3b) Mother reports of violence to child.

Ill. Parent Reports of Child Aggreggion

4a) Father reports of child aggression against father.

4b) Mother reports of child aggression against mother.
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Table 6

Violence Subscales and Items

 

Tgtal Viglence = Verbal Aggression f Indirect Physical

Aggression/Threats f Physical Violence f Severe Physical Violence

 

Rgagoning= a f b + c

a) Discussed the issue calmly.

b) Bot information to back up his/her side.

c) Brought in or tried to bring in someone to help settle things.

Verbal Aggression= d f e f f f g f h

d) Insulted or swore at you.

e) Sulked and/or refused to talk about it.

f) Stomped out of the room or house (or yard).

9) Cried.

h) Did or said something to spite you.

Indirect Physical Aggressiggglggggjgs i t J

i) Threw or smashed or hit or kicked something, but not at you.

j) Threatened to hit or throw something at you.

Physical Violence= k f l

k) Hit you or actually threw something at you.

i) Pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped you orspanked you.

 

Severe Physical Violencg= m f n f o

m) Used a belt on you.

n) Kicked, bit, hit, or beat you up.

0) Threatened to or used a knife or gun.
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aggression to wife, as well as wife report of husband aggression.

Second, father report of aggression to child is examined.

5-1-1W

5.1.1a s n ' h n in

In examining the association to alcohol consumption, reports

of both husband and wife perceptions of husband aggression

are available. The relationship between husband report of

aggression to wife in comparison to wife report of husband

aggression are given in Table 7. These results indicate that

there is some congruence in these reports.

The hypothesis was that there will be higher rates of husband

aggression to wife when resolving conflict in families with

husbands who have higher rates of alcohol consumption. Analyses

of the relationship between husband aggression to wife and husband

drinking, reported separately by husbands and wives, are presented

in Table 8. Regarding husband reports, a significant positive

relationship is observed between husband drinking and use of

indirect physical aggression and physical violence. As husband

alcohol use increases, husband reports of both indirect physical

aggression and physical violence toward wife increase. Although

the relationship is far weaker, wife independent reports of

husband aggression tend to corroborate the husband reports.

Significant positive correlations exist between husband drinking

and wife report of husband’s physical violence. As husband

drinking increases, wife report of husband’s physical violence

increases. Essentially, both husband and wife report the greater
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Table 7

Relationship of Husband Report of Aggression to wife in Comparison

to wife Report of Husband Aggression- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

 

Aggression to wife Relationship

Total Violence .31

b

Reasoning .12

b

Verbal Aggression .27

b

Indirect Physical .31

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .88 sex

Severe Physical Violence -.05

*ii 23.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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Table 8

Relationship of Husband Drinking Density Score to Aggression to

Uife- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Uife Relationship of Relationship of

husband drinking husband drinking

to husband report to wife report

of aggression of husband

to wife aggression

Total Violence .23 -.00

b

Reasoning -.03 .36

b

Verbal Aggression .17 -.07

b

Indirect Physical .49 ii .09

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .57 sex .37 i

Severe Physical Violence .30 .04

 

a p_<.os, u 5.01, m p_(_.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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use of physical violence by husband toward wife with husband’s

increased alcohol consumption.

5.1.1b flgggggg gggngggign 19 gig; ggg wifg grinying

The results of a relationship between husband aggression to

wife, reported separately by husbands and wives, and wife’s

drinking is presented in Table 9. Regarding husband perception,

no significant relationship is found between husband aggression to

wife and wife’s alcohol consumption. Regarding wife perception, a

significant positive relationship exists between wife alcohol

consumption and wife report of husband’s severe physical violence.

As wife drinking increases, wife report of husband’s severe

physical violence increases.

For the most part, it appears that a positive relationship

does exist between husband aggression toward wife and alcohol use.

The strongest relationship is observed between husband report of

aggression to wife and husband’s alcohol use. The wife’s report

of husband aggression corroborates this relationship. Less

corroboration is observed for the relationship between husband

aggression toward wife and wife’s drinking. A relationship is

found between wife’s alcohol use and wife report of husband’s

severe physical violence; however, this relationship is not

observed in husbands’ reports. The data from the present study

cannot establish whether wife’s heavier drinking intensifies her

perception of husband’s severe aggression, or whether it reflects

occurrences, that because of their unpleasantness, husbands are

under heavier pressure to deny.
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Table 9

Relationship of wife Drinking Density Score to Husband Aggression

to Uife- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

 

Aggression to Wife Relationship of Relationship of

wife drinking wife drinking

to husband report to wife report

of aggression of husband

to wife aggression

Total Violence .21 .30

b

Reasoning .19 .08

b

Verbal Aggression .22 .29

b

Indirect Physical .02 .21

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .17 .33

Severe Physical Violence -.07 .44 *

*,g$.05

b N= 29 for indicated correlations



51

5.1.2 thhg: Aggrgggigg 39 Child

It was hypothesized that there would be higher rates of

parent violence to child in heavier drinking families. In this

section, fathers aggression to child is examined separately in

relationship to father and mother drinking. These results are

presented in Table 10. No significant relationship is found

between father drinking and father aggression to child.

The relationship between father aggression to child and

mother drinking is also examined. A significant positive

relationship is observed between rates of father physical and

total violence toward child and mother drinking. As mother

alcohol use increases, rates of father physical and total violence

toward child increases.

These results regarding the relationship between father

aggression to children and both father and mother drinking are

most interesting. It may be that heavier drinking fathers are

more peripheral in their relationships with their children.

Therefore, their drinking may not have much of an effect upon

their use of aggression toward their children. Another

possibility is that heavier drinking fathers are more likely to

deny child aggression; such denial would serve to attenuate the

reported father drinking to father aggression connection.

However, it is also possible that increased alcohol use by mothers

in families has a different and greater impact on family

functioning. From this perspective, heavier drinking mothers

would become more peripheral in care-taking of their children and



Table 10
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Relationship of Father and Mother Drinking Density Score to Father

Aggression to Child- Pearson R’s (N=29)

 

Aggression to Child Relationship of

father drinking

to father

aggression

Relationship of

mother drinking

to father

aggression

 

Total Violence

Reasoning

Verbal Aggression

Indirect Physical

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence

Severe Physical Violence

.34

-.03

-.16

.04

.14

.02

.22

.40 *

.33

 

1‘. iii-05
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fathers would end up being more involved in their children’s

discipline. Biven the potential of these families to be chaotic

and conflictual, one would anticipate that mothers’ drinking would

have a greater impact on the chaos. Under these circumstances,

the present data suggest that fathers then use higher rates of

aggression in resolving conflict with their children.

5.2 Mgthgr Aggrgggigg

This section examines mother aggression in families, in

relation to husband and wife drinking. First, wife aggression to

husband is examined, by considering wife report of aggression to

husband, as well husband report of wife aggression. Second,

mother report of aggression to children is examined.

5.2.1 ousal A re ion

5.2.1a. wife aggrgggign to hgggang gng hggbggg grigkigg

As before, both wife and husband report of wife aggression is

presented when examining the relationship between alcohol

consumption. The relationship between wife report of aggression

to husband in comparison to husband report of wife aggression is

presented in Table 11. Again, as before, these results indicate

that there is congruence in the reports. In fact, there is

substantially greater reported congruence here than between

husband report and wife report on husband aggression (Table 7).

Both of these relationships suggest that there is substantial,

independently corroborated, accuracy to the parent report of their

aggression.
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Table 11

Relationship of wife Report of Aggression to Husband in Comparison

to Husband Report of wife Aggression- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship

 

Total Violence

Reasoning

Verbal Aggression

Indirect Physical

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence

Severe Physical Violence

.60 ***

.48 ii

.25

 

as 21.01, are 21.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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The hypothesis was that higher rates of spousal aggression,

by both husband and wife, exist with increased alcohol use by

husband; it was suggested that this relationship wbuld be even

stronger for aggression initiated by husbands. As already noted,

a strong positive relationship exists between husband drinking and

husband aggression to wife. Now the relationship between husband

drinking and wife aggression to husband is examined.

The results of the relationship between wife aggression to

husband, reported separately by wife and husband, and

husband drinking are presented in Table 12. Regarding wife

perception, a positive relationship is found between wife report

of physical violence toward husband and husband drinking. As

husband alcohol use increases, wife report of physical violence

toward husband increases.

In examining husband perceptions, no significant

relationships are observed between husband report of wife

aggression and husband drinking. Although a relationship is found

between wife report of aggression to husband and husband alcohol

use, this relationship is not corroborated by husband report of

wife aggression. Although heavier drinking husbands report

themselves as being more aggressive to their wives, they

apparently do not perceive their wives as reciprocating or

initiating aggression to a greater degree than do more moderate

drinking men.
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Table 12

Relationship of Husband Drinking Density Score to wife Aggression

to Husband- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship of Relationship of

husband drinking husband drinking

to wife report to husband report

of aggression to of wife aggression

husband

Total Violence .26 .00

Reasoning .31 -.01

Verbal Aggression .26 -.02

Indirect Physical -.02 .27

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .47 as .23

Severe Physical Violence -.08 .16

 

u g_<_.01
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5-2-1bW

The analyses examining the possible relationship between wife

aggression to husband, reported separately by wife and husband,

and wife’s alcohol use are presented in Table 13. Regarding wife

perception, a significant positive relationship exists between

wife report of aggression to husband and wife drinking. As wife’s

alcohol involvement increases, her report of total violence and

verbal aggression toward husband increases. Regarding husband

perception, no relationship exists between wife drinking and

husband report of wife aggression

These results indicate that a clear positive relationship

exists between wife drinking and wife aggression to husband,

according to wife report. As wife alcohol use increases,

aggression toward husband increases. The present data indicate

that the reports of one’s aggression are most clearly connected to

one’s own reports of one’s drinking; thus, wife drinking is most

clearly related to wife report of aggression to husband, while

husband drinking is most clearly related to husband report of

aggression to wife. This suggests that method variance, not

surprisingly, enters into the correlation. Ultimately, the only

way to most precisely establish the nature of these relationships

is to obtain behavioral data (which have their own problems).

Such work is far beyond the scope of the present study.

5.2.2 Mgther Aggrgggign tg Chiig

It was hypothesized that there would be higher rates of

parental violence in heavier drinking families. In this section,
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Table 13

Relationship of Uife Drinking Density Score to Wife Aggression to

Husband- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship of Relationship of

wife drinking wife drinking

to wife report to husband

of aggression to report of wife

husband aggression

Total Violence .43 i ' .30

Reasoning .30 .32

Verbal Aggression .42 l .30

Indirect Physical .30 .25

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .23 -.03

Severe Physical Violence .30 .04

 

.. 25.05
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mother aggression to child is examined separately in relationship

to father and mother drinking. These results are presented in

Table 14. A significant positive relationship exists between

mother physical violence to child and father alcohol consumption.

As father drinking increases, mother report of physical violence

toward child increases. No significant relationship is found

between mother drinking and mother aggression toward child.

The results regarding parent aggression to child are most

interesting. As noted, father aggression is positively related to

mother drinking, while mother aggression is positively related to

father drinking. As already suggested, it may be that when one

parent is drinking, he or she is more peripheral to handling

parenting issues. The other parent may be dealing with a child

who has many acting-out behaviors because of the family chaos and

conflict. This likely distressed parent, may be more aggressive

toward the child in resolving conflict.

5.3 thlg Aggpgggign tg Pgrent

Although not explicitly stated in the hypotheses, another set

of relationships that can be examined are those between parental

drinking and rates of child aggression toward parent. Because of

the conflict and chaos that exists in heavier drinking families,

one possibility is that children reared in such contexts would

engage in higher rates of aggression toward their parents. In

addition, it is plausible that parents may not be as apt to report

higher rates of aggressive behavior toward their children because

of social desirability factors, but they may be more willing to
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Table 14

Relationship of Father and Mother Drinking Density Scores to

Mother Aggression to Child- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Child Relationship of Relationship of

father drinking mother drinking

to mother to mother

aggression aggression

Total Violence .35 .09

Reasoning .32 .11

Verbal Aggression .12 .10

Indirect Physical .28 .01

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .47 ** .04

Severe Physical Violence .07 .29

 

** p$.01
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report on their children’s aggressive behavior, which can be

considered an index of aggression in the family. These

relationships between children’s aggression to parents and

parental drinking, will now be examined.

5.3.1 hi F

The results of a relationship between child aggression to

father and father and mother drinking, are presented in Table 15.

Regarding father drinking, a positive relationship exists between

father drinking and child verbal aggression to father. As father

history of alcohol use is greater, father report of child verbal

aggression is also greater. Regarding mother drinking, no

significant relationship exists between mother drinking and child

aggression to father.

5.3.2 Child Aggresgign to Mgthgr

The results of a relationship between child aggression to

mother and father and mother drinking, are presented in Table 16.

Regarding father drinking, a significant positive relationship

exists between father drinking and child total violence and

indirect physical aggression to mother. As father drinking

increases, mothers report of child indirect physical aggression

increase. Regarding mother drinking, no significant relationship

is found between mother drinking and mother report of child

aggression.

The results indicate that child aggression to parent is only

clearly related to father drinking. As father drinking increases,

father report of child verbal aggression increases, as well as
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Table 15

Relationship of Father and Mother Drinking Density Score to Child

Aggression to Father- Pearson R’s (N=29)

 

 

Aggression to Father Relationship of Relationship of

father drinking mother drinking

to father report to father report

of child of child

aggression aggression

Total Violence .34 .14

Reasoning -.02 .28

Verbal Aggression .38 a .20

Indirect Physical -.04 -.27

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.35 -.29

Severe Physical Violence -.09 .29

 

1 23.05
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Table 16

Relationship of Father and Mother Drinking Density Score to Child

Aggression to Mother- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Mother Relationship of Relationship of

father drinking mother drinking

to mother report to mother report

of child of child

aggression aggression

Total Violence .43 i .15

b b

Reasoning .25 .03

Verbal Aggression .31 .17

Indirect Physical .52 are .21

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .17 .12

b b

Severe Physical Violence .03 .16

.1 13.05, m p_<.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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mother report of child indirect physical aggression. It is

possible that these children have learned aggressive behaviors

from those observed in their parents’ relationships.

6. l i ' w ‘ V' ' r'

The previous sections have examined the concept of violence

in families in relationship to the separate longterm alcohol

consumption of father and mother. Another important concept to

examine is the relationship between “family drinking“ and violence

in families. The idea of family drinking enables one to examine

the long term alcohol use of couples, rather than individuals.

This permits one to find out how the drinking of the couple-system

may affect the amount of aggression that takes place in a family.

A drinking score different from individual mother and father

drinking density scores is utilized in these analyses. It is

called the fggily dringigg ggngigy gggrg. As already noted, the

family score consists of the product of the father and mother

drinking density score in each family (see p. 39-42 for an earlier

set of results involving this measure). with this score, one is

able to examine whether increased amounts of family drinking will.

affect the rates of violence that occurs in these families.

6.1 l r i n

6-1-1W

The hypothesis was that there will be higher rates of husband

aggression to wife when resolving conflict in heavier drinking

families. These results are presented in Table 17. These
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Table 17

Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Husband

Aggression to Uife- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to wife ‘ Relationship of Relationship of

family drinking to family drinking to

husband report wife report

of aggression of husband

to wife aggression

Total Violence .30 .21

b

Reasoning .08 .37 k

b

Verbal Aggression .25 .12

b

Indirect Physical .40 i .24

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .61 sex .56 use

Severe Physical Violence .19 .29

 

1. p_<_.os, m p_<_.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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results show a significant positive relationship between family

drinking density and husband report of aggression to wife. As

family drinking increases, husband report of indirect physical

aggression/threats and physical violence toward wife increases.

wife reports of husband aggression, independently tend to

corroborate husband reports. Significant positive correlations

exist between family drinking and reasoning [£9 .37, 21.051 and

physical violence 1;; .56, 21.0011. As family drinking increases,

wife report of husband using reasoning and physical violence

toward her increases. It should be noted that it was originally

expected that there would be lower rates of reasoning found in

heavier drinking families, and these findings will be elaborated

in the discussion section. In essence, both husbands and wives

report the greater use of physical violence by husband toward wife

in heavier drinking families.

6.1.2 Uifg Aggreggign tg Hggggng

The hypothesis was that there will be higher rates of wife

aggression toward husband when resolving conflict in heavier

drinking families, although not as high as husband aggression

toward wife. These results of a relationship between family

drinking and wife aggression toward husband, as reported

separately by wife and husband, are presented in Table 18.

Regarding wife perception, a strong positive relationship is

observed between family drinking and aggression to husband. As

family drinking increases, wife report of almost all forms of
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Table 18

Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Wife Aggression

to Husband- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship of Relationship of

family drinking family drinking

to wife report to husband report

of aggression to of wife

husband aggression

Total Violence .51 as .17

Reasoning .44 if .13

Verbal Aggression .51 4!! .15

Indirect Physical .14 .36 *

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .53 sex .11

Severe Physical Violence .09 .16

 

1. p_<_.05, in: p_<_.01, m p_<_.oo1
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violence (i.e., total, reasoning, verbal aggression, and physical

violence) toward husband increases.

Regarding husband perception, only husband report of wife use

of threat and indirect physical aggression is positively related

to family drinking. As family drinking increases, husband report

of wife making threats and throwing objects (but not at him)

increases. In heavier drinking families wives strongly see

themselves as more aggressive to their husbands; husbands do not

particularly see this as occurring. The positive relationship

between family drinking and wife report of reasoning toward

husband was not expected, and this finding will be discussed

later.

In summarizing the relationships between family drinking and

spousal aggression, a clear positive association is observed.

Regarding husband aggression toward wife, both husband and wife

report a greater amount of physical violence with higher family

drinking. There does not appear to be as consistent a family

connection between drinking and wife aggression to husband. A

strong relationship exists between family drinking and wife report

of aggression to husband, but there is not as strong a one between

drinking and husband perception of wife aggression. These women

report themselves as being far more aggressive than their husbands

report. It may be that husbands do not see their wives’ behaviors

as violent in comparison to their own aggressive behaviors.
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6.2 r n r i ii

The hypothesis was that higher rates of parental violence

towards children would be found in heavier drinking families.

These results are presented in Table 19. No significant

relationship exists between family drinking and father aggression

toward child. A significant positive relationship exists between

family drinking and rates of mother physical violence to child.

As family drinking increases, mother reports higher rates of

physical violence toward child.

Analyses regarding the relationship between family drinking

and combined parent reports of aggression toward their children

are presented in Table 20. Hhen parent reports of aggression are

combined (summed), a significant positive relationship exists

between family drinking and parent verbal aggression and indirect

physical aggression/ threats toward child. A more substantial

relationship exists for family drinking when parent reports of

aggression to child are combined.

6.3 Child Aggrggsion to Egggnt

It was hypothesized that children will be more aggressive

toward their parents in heavier drinking families. The tests of

this hypotheses are shown in Table 21. These data indicate a

relationship exists between family drinking and father report of

child rates of total violence, verbal aggression, and physical

violence. As family drinking increases, father report of child

rates of total violence and verbal aggression toward him

increases. A significant negative correlation exists between



Table 19
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Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Father and Mother

Individual Aggression to Child- Pearson R’s (N=29 for Fathers and

N=30 for Mothers)

 

Aggression to Child Relationship of

family drinking

to father

reported

aggression

Relationship of

family drinking

to mother

reported

aggression

 

Total Violence

Reasoning

Verbal Aggression

Indirect Physical

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence

Severe Physical Violence

.13

.28

.08

.09

.22

.31

.15

.24

.40 *

.23

 

* p$.05



71

Table 20

Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Combined Parent

Aggression to Child- Pearson R’s (N=29)

 

Aggression to Child Relationship of

family drinking

to combined

 

parents

aggression

Total Violence .32

Reasoning .21

Verbal Aggression .45 **

Indirect Physical .47 as

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .02

Severe Physical Violence .10

 

11* [11.01



Table 21
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Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Child Separate

Aggression to Father and Mother- Pearson R’s (N=29 for Fathers and

N=30 for Mothers)

 

Aggression to Parent Relationship of

family drinking

to father report

Relationship of

family drinking

to mother report

 

of child of child

aggression aggression

Total Violence .38 i .47 as

b

Reasoning .12 .20

Verbal Aggression .44 x .36 *

Indirect Physical -.13 .60 ***

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.38 f .24

b

Severe Physical Violence .08 .12

 

* p$.05, if p$.01, sax p$.OOI

b N=29 for indicated correlations
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family drinking and physical violence lg; -.38, 11.05]. As family

drinking increases, father report of child physical violence

toward him decreases. It is possible that these results may be

due to children being in greater fear of their fathers in heavier

drinking families and are consequently less likely to act out

towards them.

Regarding mothers, the results indicate that a relationship

exists between family drinking density and mother report of child

aggression toward her in resolving conflict. Significant positive

correlations exist between family drinking and child total

violence, verbal aggression, and indirect physical aggression. As

family level of drinking problems increases, so also does child

rates of aggression toward the mother. These children in heavier

drinking families apparently do not have the same fear of mothers

as they do of fathers, since no negative relationships exist

between alcohol use and child aggression to mothers.

Analyses regarding the relationship between family drinking

problems and combined (summed) parent report of child aggression

are presented in Table 22. Uhen parent reports of child

aggression are pooled, a significant positive relationship is

found between family drinking and total violence, as well as

subscales of verbal aggression and indirect physical aggression/

threats. As level of family drinking trouble increases, child

aggression toward parents increases.

In summary, when examining the relationship between family

alcohol related difficulty and child aggression toward parent, the
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Table 22

Relationship of Family Drinking Density Score to Combined Reports

of Child Aggression to Parents- Pearson R’s (N=29)

 

Aggression to Parents Relationship of

family drinking

to combined

reports of

child aggression

 

Total Violence .52 9*

b

Reasoning .21

Verbal Aggression .45 as

Indirect Physical .47 **

Aggression/Threats

 

Physical Violence .02

b

Severe Physical Violence .11

** p$.01

b N= 28 for indicated correlations
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results also indicate that as family drinking trouble is high,

child aggression toward parent also is high. These relationships

are slightly more robust than those comparing family drinking and

parent aggression toward child. It may be that parents have

difficulties admitting of their own aggression toward their

children. However, they may more readily report their children’s

aggression, because they perceive it as misbehavior, rather than

the usage of violence. It is also possible that heavier drinking

families are more chaotic and these parents less often discipline

their children; or, children in these families may identify with

parents when punished aggressively, so there is an increase in

modelled aggression (Eron, 1987). Last, these families may be so

heavily involved in spousal conflict that dealing with their

children may be more peripheral in their concerns. In

consequence, their children’s aggressive behaviors continue to

escalate. These alternatives eventually need to be explored via

more direct behavioral interaction studies.

7. Rglgtignghigg ggtwggn Eggily yiglgnge
l

nd urr A h i

Last, it had been hypothesized that measures of current

alcohol consumption would show a stronger relationship to

individual and familial violence than would lifetime measures of

alcohol involvement. Current drinking difficulty is assessed by

Cahalan, Cissin a Crossley’s (1969) Ouantity-Frequency-Variability

(OFV) index of extent of drinking in the last six months. Results
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indicate that git; gurggnt grigkigg i1 ngt :glgtgg to ggguggl

gggggggigg (See Appendix 81-82). Therefore, the following

sections on spousal aggression report the findings only in

relation to husband’s current drinking.

7.1 l A r ion

7.1.1 H ' rr

drigking

It was hypothesized not only that higher rates of husband

aggression to wife would be associated with higher husband alcohol

use, but also that this association would be higher with a measure

of current alcohol consumption than it would be for a lifetime

involvement measure. At the outset it should be noted that this

hypothesis was disconfirmed. Although the pattern of significant

correlations involving O-F-V (the current alcohol consumption

measure) varies somewhat from the drinking density correlations,

in no instance in this section (7.1), or in the following ones

(7.2 and 7.3) were the O-F-V and drinking density r’s

significantly different from each other. Nhat follows is simply a

description of the O-F-V aggression findings: the reader needs to

be aware that they fairly closely parallell the drinking density

findings, although in a few instances the details vary.

Results testing the current consumption versus husband

aggression hypothesis, reported separately by husbands and wives,

are presented in Table 23. Regarding husband perception, no

relationship exists between husband’s current drinking and

husband’s report of violence to wife. Regarding wife perception,
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Table 23

Relationship of Husband Current Drinking to Husband Aggression to

loiife- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

 

Aggression to Uife Relationship of Relationship of

husband drinking to husband drinking

husband report to wife report

of aggression of husband

to wife aggression

Total Violence -.14 -.03

b

Reasoning .16 .37 i

b

Verbal Aggression -.17 -.02

b

Indirect Physical .15 -.04

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .24 .06

Severe Physical Violence .27 -.19

* p$.05

b N= 29 for indicated correlations
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a significant positive relationship exists between husband’s

drinking and wife’s report of husband reasoning. High levels of

husband current alcohol use are associated with greater wife

reports of husband reasoning. As previously noted, it was not

expected that there would be a significant positive relationship

between drinking and wife’s reports of husband’s reasoning as a

means of conflict resolution. This will be discussed in a later

section. And although higher rates of husband aggression to wife,

reported by both husband and wife, are found with greater lifetime

involvement (see Table 8), those relationships are not

significantly different than these regarding current alcohol use.

7.1.2 wife gggression tg hugband gnd husggng ggrrgnt

drinking

It was also hypothesized that wife aggression to husband

would be positively related to current alcohol use, although not

as strongly as for husband aggression to wife. These results are

presented in Table 24. Regarding wife perception, no

relationship is found between husband’s current alcohol intake and

wife reports of aggression to husband. Regarding husband

perception, no relationship is observed between husband current

drinking and wife aggression to husband.

7.2 rent A r 'on o hil

It was also predicted that there would be higher rates of

violence toward children in families with current heavier

drinking, and that these relationships would be stronger than

those using measures of lifetime alcohol involvement. These
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Table 24

Relationship of Husband Current Drinking to Wife Aggression to

Husband- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship of Relationship of

husband drinking husband drinking

to wife report to husband report

of aggression to of wife

husband aggression

Total Violence .23 -.31

Reasoning .26 -.13

Verbal Aggression .24 -.32

Indirect Physical -.23 -.21

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence .18 -.06

Severe Physical Violence -.28 .25
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results are presented in Table 25. A significant ggggliyg

relationship exists between father current drinking and severe

physical violence of father toward child. Higher current alcohol

consumption by fathers is associated with lower levels of severe

physical aggression by him. There is no relationship between

father current alcohol use and mother aggression toward child.

A negative relationship exists between mother current

drinking and physical violence by mother toward child. Mothers

with higher current alcohol consumption levels report less

physical violence toward their child than do those with lower

drinking levels. So contrary to the hypothesis regarding current

alcohol use, a significant negative relationship exists between

parent drinking and that parent’s aggression to child.

7.3 Child Aggreggion to Parent

It was also predicted that there would be higher rates of

child violence toward parents in families with heavier current

drinking, and that these relationships would be stronger than

those using measures of lifetime alcohol involvement. These

results are presented in Table 26. Taken together, the results

show that a significant negative relationship exists between both

father and mother current drinking and child indirect, physical

and severe physical violence toward father. As father and mother

current alcohol use increases, rates of aggression by child toward

father decrease. It is not clear why there is a relationship

association between current drinking and decreased child
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Table 25

Relationship of Parent Current Drinking to own and Spouse’s

Aggression to Child- Pearson R’s (N=29 for Fathers and N=30 for

Mothers)

 

Aggression to Child Relationship of Relationship of

parent drinking parent drinking

to his/her own to spouse’s

reported reported

aggression aggression

 

(A) Father Drinking and Parent Aggression to Child

Total Violence -.13 .32

Reasoning .10 .08

Verbal Aggression .15 .24

indirect Physical .02 .31

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.25 .27

Severe Physical Violence -.37 a -.26

 

(8) Mother Drinking and Parent Aggression to Child
 

Total Violence -.23 .26

Reasoning .09 -.02

Verbal Aggression .06 -.25

Indirect Physical -.30 .29

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.36 f .25

Severe Physical Violence .07 .06

 

a p$.05
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Table 26

Relationship of Parent Current Drinking to Child Aggression to

Self and Spouse- Pearson R’s (N=29 for Fathers and N=30 for

Mothers)

 

Aggression to Parent Relationship of Relationship of

parent drinking parent drinking

to child to child

aggression aggression

to him/her to spouse

 

(A) Father Drinking and Child Aggression to Parent

Total Violence .07 .10

b

Reasoning -.08 .03

Verbal Aggression .15 .09

Indirect Physical -.22 .21

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.42 * .03

b

Severe Physical Violence -.39 a -.04

 

(8) Mother Drinking and Child Aggression to Parent
 

Total Violence -.12 -.16

b

Reasoning .16 .23

Verbal Aggression .04 -.08

Indirect Physical -.20 -.35 a

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.22 -.37

b

Severe Physical Violence -.02 .07

 

* p$.05 b N=29 for indicated correlations
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aggression to father, but not one for mother. But here also, as

in the previous section, there is no evidence for a significantly

stronger relationship, or better predictability, involving parent

current consumption. In no instance where tests of these

correlations for difference were run were any of the effects

significant.

In summary, hypotheses regarding a strong positive

relationship between current drinking and family violence are not

confirmed. No relationship exists between husband current

drinking and aggression to wife. Unexpectedly, as current alcohol

use increases, there is a decrease in parent and child aggression.

No significant differences are found between long term and current

drinking indicators as predictors of family aggression. Contrary

to expectations, there is no greater predictability involving

current alcohol consumption measures.

8. Mgdels 9f chgigtigg

All of the relationships described so far are based on single

cause theories of effect. Even though the sample sizes here are

small, it is appropriate in an exploratory way to test a more

comprehensive multivariate model of causation. Hierarchic

regression models were formulated to predict the occurrence of

violence; one model was hypothesized to predict husband physical

violence to wife and one to predict parent violence to child.

These models are diagrammed in Figures 2 and 3, respectively.



34

Figure 2

Hierarchic Model of Husband Violence to wife

 

Prior Husband Antisocial Activity

\Ir

Husband Education

4r

Husband Drinking Density

4’

wife Drinking Density

.v

Family Conflict (husband report)

J.

Husband Physical Violence to Uife/

(as reported by husband and wife)

Figure 3

Hierarchic Model of Parent Aggression to Child

 

Prior Parent Antisocial Behavior

4’

Father Education

4r

Parent Drinking Density

it

Spouse Drinking Density

'4

Family Conflict

.¢

Child Age

to

Physical Violence to Child/

Total Physical Violence to Child
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8.1 Hugging viglgnge tg wifg:

In predicting husband physical violence to wife (husband and

wife report), the variables used were entered in the following

order : (I) husband prior antisocial activity, (2) husband

education, (3) husband drinking density score, (4) wife drinking

density score, and (5) Moos Family Conflict (husband report).

This specific order was used for several reasons: (a) It was

believed that those males engaging in high rates of early

antisocial activity would also have lower levels of education.

Also, (b) a negative relationship was found between husband long

term alcohol involvement and education; husband education level

decreases with increased drinking. (c) It was anticipated that

high rates of antisocial activity and low levels of education

would lead to high rates of long term alcohol involvement. (d)

Carrying the model further, it was anticipated that antisocial,

heavier drinking males are then more likely to marry women who are

also higher in long term alcohol involvement. (e) The long term

consequence of these relationships is the expectation that the

marital pair will experience much conflict, and this will in turn

lead to husbands’ aggression to wives.

The regression analysis for hggbgng rggort of physical

violence is given in Table 27. The equation accounts for 58

percent of the variance. Husband prior antisocial activity, his

drinking, and the family conflict measure were the significant

predictive variables. For the collateral data from wives, i.e.,
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Table 27

Hierarchic Regression Analysis of Husband Physical Violence to Uife

 

(A) Prediction using Husband Report of his Violence

Multiple R .76

R square .58

Analysis of Variance: F (5,21) = 5.76 (p$.001)

2 2

Variable g R R Chgnge F Qhange Set; In

1) Husband prior .53 .28 .28 9.73 *f .53

antisocial activity

2) Husband education -.25 .31 .03 .95 -.17

3) Husband drinking .66 .46 .15 6.34 i .55

4) wife drinking .13 .48 .03 1.10 .16

5) Family conflict .56 .58 .10 4.75 * .39

a p_<_.05, u p_<_.01

(8) Prediction using Uife Report of his Violence

Multiple R .75

R square .57

Analysis of Variance: F (5,21) = 5.55 (p$.001)

2 2

L‘iable c B Mimosa mange. L__ctaIn

1) Husband prior .14 .02 .02 .51 .14

antisocial activity

2) Husband education -.30 .10 .08 2.11 -.29

3) Husband drinking .40 .19 .10 2.73 .44

4) Wife drinking .40 .36 .16 5.46 i .41

5) Family conflict .68 .57 .21 10.44 at! .59

* p$.05, iii p$.001
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the wife rgggrt of husband physical violence, the resulting

regression equation has an almost identical R2(0.57) but a

somewhat different set of predictive variables. Family conflict

is highly significant, but husband’s prior antisocial no longer

does any predictive work. Instead, wife’s drinking enters the

equation-- and positively predicts the perception of his

aggression. The most appropriate formulation that is suggested

across these two analyses is that family conflict is critical in

husband’s perceived aggression, irrespective of who perceives it.

So also is self drinking of the perceiver. The details of why

this might be so remain to be explored with a larger sample of

families.

8.2 Vi lence toward hild:

Hierarchic regressions were also performed to predict

physical violence and total physical violence of mother and father

to child. The predictor variables used were entered in the

following order: (1) parent prior antisocial activity, (2) father

education, (3) parent drinking density score, (4) spouse drinking

density score, (5) Moos Family Conflict, and (6) child age. As

with husband aggression to wife, this specific order was used for

several reasons: (a) It was believed that those parents engaging

in high rates of early antisocial activity would also have lower

levels of education. Also, (b) a negative relationship was found

between father long term alcohol involvement and education; as

father education levels increases, drinking decreases. (c) It was

anticipated that high rates of antisocial activity and low levels



of education would lead to high rates of long term alcohol

involvement. (d) Carrying the model further, it was anticipated

that antisocial, heavier drinking males are then more likely to

marry women who are also higher in long term alcohol drinking.

(e) The long term consequence of these relationships is the

expectation that the marital pair will experience much conflict,

and this will in turn lead to aggression to their child. (f)

Also, child age was considered important in predicting parental

violence toward child.

For fathers, the overall regression equation for ghyglggl

violeggg was not significant (Table 28). However, family conflict

was a signficant predictor and mother drinking density score

tended towards significance. For father totgl ghygiggl violengg

to child, the regression equation accounted for 45 percent of the

variance. Family conflict was a significant predicting variable

and mother drinking tended toward significance. For mother

physical violence to child, szas .45 (Table 29). Child age was

a significant predicting variable; mother prior antisocial

activity and father drinking tended toward significance. For

mother tgtgl ghygical viglgnce to child, the overall regression

equation was not significant. However, mother prior antisocial

activity was found to play a significant role in the predictive

equation.

In summary, family conflict is a variable that accounts for a

substantial amount of the variance in predicting violence of

husband toward wife and parent toward child in a consistent
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Table 28

Hierarchic Regression Analysis of Father Physical Violence to Child

 

1. Physical Violenge

Multiple R .60

R square .36

Analysis of Variance: F (6,20)=1.84 (p$.15)

2 2

Variable g 3 R Chgnge F Qhange Beta In

1) Father prior -.07 .00 .00 .12 -.07

antisocial activity

2) Father education .20 .04 .04 .96 .20

3) Father drinking -.15 .05 .00 .09 -.09

4) Mother drinking .36 .17 .13 3.37 f .36

5) Family conflict .41 .33 .16 5.05 t .50

6) ChIId 398 -e24 e36 016 070 -e17

f p$.10, * p$.05

II. Total Phygical Viglgnge

Multiple R .67

R square .45

Analysis of Variance: F(6,20)= 2.73(p$.05)

2 2

Vgriablg g R R Chgggg £_§ggggg ta n

1) Father prior -.06 .00 .00 .09 -.06

antisocial activity

2) Father education .24 .06 .05 1.36 .23

3) Father drinking ”.05 e06 .OI e20 .13

4) Mother drinking .35 .18 .11 3.03 f .34

5) Family conflict .65 .45 .27 10.30 ft! .65

6) Child age -.04 .45 .00 .05 -.04

f p$.10, *** p$.001
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Table 29

Hierarchic Regression Analysis of Mother Physical Violence to Child

 

I. Physicgl Viglgggg

Multiple R .67

R square .45

Analysis of Variance: F(6,20)= 2.74(p$.05)

2 2

Variable g 3 R Change E Change Bgta In

1) Mother prior .37 .14 .14 3.95 f .37

antisocial activity

2) Father education -.10 .14 .00 .80 -.05

3) Mother drinking .11 .14 .00 .89 .03

4) Father drinking .37 .24 .IO .10 f .36

5) Family conflict .20 .24 .00 .94 -.02

6) Child 898 -e32 e45 e2! e01 ** -e51

f p5.10, as p$.01

II. Total Phygical Viglgnge

Multiple R .57

R square .33

Analysis of Variance: F(6,20)=1.61(p=.20)

2 2

yariable ; 3_ B_Qggggg E thngg Sgt; In

1) Mother prior .41 .17 .17 5.10 e .41

antisocial activity

2) Father education -.17 .18 .01 .41 -.12

3) Mother drinking .12 .18 .00 .03 .03

4) Father drinking .32 .23 .05 1.34 .24

5) Family conflict .23 .23 .00 .01 .03

6) Child age -.17 .33 .09 2.76 -.17

* p$.05
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manner. In addition, mother drinking plays a significant role in

the father-violence-to-child equation and father drinking

predicts mother violence to child. These results are consistent

with univariate results previously discussed and give credence to

thinking in systems terms about the relationships between alcohol

use and family violence.



HAPT R V

GENERAL DISCUSSION

The present study was designed to investigate the presence of

violence in heavier drinking families. As commonly observed in

the literature, it was hypothesized that higher rates of prior

antisocial activity would be observed in the personal histories of

heavier drinking families. Also observed in the literature, it

was hypothesized that higher rates of family conflict and

dissatisfaction would be found in heavier drinking families.

Finally, it was anticipated that a relationship between higher

rates of family violence and higher rates of drinking would be

found.

Several more detailed predictions were made regarding the

relationship between drinking and family violence. First, it was

suggested that higher rates of spousal violence would be

associated with increased levels of drinking problems in these

families. Higher rates of violence were expected among both

husbands and wives; however, this relationship was expected to be

even stronger for violence initiated by husbands. Second, it was

hypothesized that higher rates of parental violence towards

children would be found in heavier drinking families. Third,

measures of current alcohol consumption would show a stronger

relationship to individual and familial violence than would

measures of lifetime alcohol involvement. This section highlights

92
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the results of these hypothesis tests, as well as discusses other

pertinent and interesting findings.

1. Relationship between rates of prior antisocial activity and

personal histories of heavier drinking.

As hypothesized, the data demonstrate a strong positive

relationship exists between father prior antisocial behavior and

long term alcohol use. This relationship is found for total

antisocial behavior, as well as for all antisocial behavior

subscale scores. Although not quite as strong as the father

relationship, a positive relationship is found between mother

drinking and total antisocial behavior, as well as for subscale

measures of delinquent and sexual behavior. It was suggested that

the combination of high rates of antisocial behavior and family

conflict in heavier drinking families would provide the basis for

higher rates of family violence. These results illustrate that

 

with higher lifetime r tes f famil n in ivi al r nkin

gifficulty.

2. Relationship between rates of family conflict/dissatisfaction

and heavier drinking.

As predicted, paper-and-pencil measures (Moos FES) show that

a significant positive relationship exists between perceptions of

family conflict for both mothers and fathers and family drinking;

as drinking increases, family conflict increases. In addition, as

family drinking increases, father report of family cohesion
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decreases. However, these results are weaker in comparison to the

relationships of antisocial behavior and drinking.

Number of separations from all marriages was considered to be

an alternative, face valid measure of conflict; so this index was

also used to test the hypothesis. These results demonstrate ;

tron ositive correlati n xi etwe n marital e ar ti n

drinkin in famili wi h m r i ns s rv ' vier

drinking families.

Taken together, these data indicate that a strong positive

relationship exists betweeen family conflict and alcohol

consumption. As hypothesized, higher rates of antisocial behavior

and marital conflict do exist in heavier drinking families. As

noted, these proven hypotheses form the basis for expecting a

relationship to exist between drinking and family violence. It is

shown that high rates of antisocial behavior and conflict exist in

heavier drinking families. The next logical step is that high

rates of violence also exist in these families.

3) Measures used for drinking and family violence

As demonstrated in the results section, there are many

different ways one can go about examining the relationship between

alcohol use and family violence. Many aspects of drinking can be

considered-- amount of current drinking, long term alcohol

consumption, family drinking, problems related to alcohol use, and

so on. In addition, different types of family violence can be

examined-- spousal violence, violence toward child and parent, as
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well as sibling violence. Also, violence can be reported by

different family members, so that one can gather different

perceptions of violence that occurs in families. Then one needs

to decide which information is most accurate and useful in

reporting results. In some ways it may have been easier to use

one type of drinking score and fewer aspects of family violence,

and therefore present results that appear more comprehensive.

However, it is also important to see how various drinking scores

may be related to different types of family violence. The

following sections integrate some of these findings.

4) Higher rates of violence and higher rates of reasoning in

heavier drinking families

It was hypothesized that higher rates of family aggression

and lower rates of reasoning would be used in resolving conflict

in heavier drinking families. The results indicate (1) that ;

pgsitive relgtionship gges exist between grgater long term alcghol

consumption pnd fpgily aggreggipn. (2) However, he re t so

gften illustrate positive trends pgtween lpng gppm prinkipg and

the grgatgr ugg of repgoning whgn pggglving gpnflip . On second

thought, it makes good sense that this positive relationship

 

exists, because conflictual families will need to use reasoning

more often than do families not experiencing difficulties.

Families do not begin by hitting each other when resolving

problems. They will first utilize reasoning; only when this does

not work will they use more aggressive techniques. So the
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positive relationship between family violence and reasoning

further illustrates that heavier drinking families have higher

rates of conflict and use higher rates of reasoning to resolve

their interpersonal difficulties. In addition to higher rates of

reasoning, heavier drinking families also use a preponderance of

aggression in resolving conflict.

5) Long term alcohol involvement: Individual drinking density

scores versus family drinking density scores

The relationship between long term alcohol related difficulty

and family violence was examined in two separate ways: in ivi ual

drinking density scores (fathers and mothers) and 1gmily drinking

density scores. As previously noted, the idea of family drinking

enables one to examine the long term alcohol consumption of the

family as a couple, rather than as individuals. In this way one

can crudely assess how alcohol use of the couple system affects

the amount of aggression that takes place in a family. Many

significant results were found when using the family drinking

density score. Table 30 represents an effort to tally these

results, contrasting the alternative (individual vs. family)

measures of drinking as they predict stronger or weaker

associations with violence.

For the most part, the data in Table 30 illustrated that

there were as many, and often more significant results when using

the family drinking density score, in comparison to the individual

drinking density score. These are both interesting and exciting
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Table 30

Family Violence Tallies: Number of significant results

Number Percent signficant

results

1. Husbands’ Aggression to Wives

a) Husband DDS

Husband report 2 40 Z

Wive report 1 20 2

b) Wife DDS

Husband report 0 0 2

Wife report 1 20 Z

c) Family DDS

Husband report 2 40 2

Wife report 1 20 3

d) Husband OFV

Husband report 0 0 Z

Mother report 0 0 Z

2. Wives’ Aggression to Husbands

a) Husband DDS

Husband report 0 0 Z

Wife report 1 20 2

b) Wife DDS

Husband report 0 0 2

Wife report 2 40 Z

c) Family DDS

Husband report 1 20 2

Wife report 3 60 2

d) Husband OFV

Husband report 0 0 Z

Wife report 0 0 Z
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Table 30 (cont’d)

 

 

Number Percent signficant

results

3. Fathers’ Aggression to Children

Father DDS 0 0 2

Mother 005 2 40 X

Family DOS 0 0 A

Father OFV 1 (negative) 20 2

Mother OFV 0 0 Z

4. Mothers’ Aggression to Children

Father DOS 1 20 2

Mother DDS 0 0 X

Family DOS 1 20 2

Father OFV 0 0 2

Mother OFV 1 (negative) 20 Z

5. Pooled Parents’ Aggression to Children

Family DOS 2 40 Z

6. Children’s Aggression to Fathers

Father DOS 1 20 2

Mother 008 0 0 X

Family DOS 3 (1 negative) 60 2

Father OFV 2 (negative) 40 2

Mother OFV 1 (negative) 20%

7. Children’s Aggression to Mothers

Father DOS 2 40 Z

Mother DOS 0 0 2

Family DOS 3 60 2

Father OFV 0 0 2

Mother OFV 0 0 Z

8. Pooled Children’s Aggression to Parents

Family DDS 3 60 Z

 

Note: Reasoning results not included because the tallies are designed

to show significant number of alcohol-aggression findings, and

reasoning is not considered to be an aggressive activity.
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findings, and suggest that the alternative, of a system view of

family behavior, is at least as good in a predictive sense, as are

the relationships based upon an individual conceptualization of

behavior.

6) Current drinking versus long term alcohol involvement in

relation to family violence

It was hypothesized that more family aggression would be

found in families with higher rates of ggrpgnt drinking, as

opposed to long term alcohol related trouble. However,

significant differences were not found in strength of

relationships between any of the long term and current drinking

measures. In addition, significant positive relationships were

consistently found between long term drinking involvement and

family aggression. Nonetheless, it seemed plausible that those

families more recently involved in heavier drinking would be even

more conflictual and volatile in nature, and would show more

aggression among family members. However, no relationships were

found between either husband or wife current drinking and spousal

aggression that would Justify this line of reasoning. In

addition, the data indicate that as current parent alcohol use

increases aggression decreases between parent and child.

In comparing to other research, it should be noted that both

Steinglass and Jacob have posited and empirically demonstrated

that the alcoholic’s drinking may at times have adaptive

consequences for family functioning. Dunn, Jacob, Hummon, and
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Sulkamer (1987) found that high-rate drinking among in-home

drinkers is likely to be reinforced and associated with positive

consequences. The results of the present study indicated that no

relationship exists between current parent alcohol consumption and

spousal aggression, and there is a decrease in aggression between

parent and child. It is unclear whether this decrease in

aggression is indicative of adaptive and positive consequences of

family functioning from drinking or not.

An alternative view is that there is less aggression among

family members because there is increased difficulty and tension

with greater current alcohol consumption, and family members are

careful to stay away from each other. This view is consistent

with Uiseman’s (I981) interviews with alcoholic wives, who suggest

that sober states are nonnormal periods for alcoholics and are

often associated with great tension and hypersensitivity. It is

important to examine these complex relationships more closely with

a larger sample size, and to contrast families with different aged

chldren. Our own work is with young (4-1/2 to 5 year olds). The

mean age of the parents in the Dunn et al. studies was 40, which

is ten years greater than the present study; so it is likely that

the children in their study are in their adolescent years where a

considerably different set of family dynamics would be expected to

operate (Haley, I980).
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7) Relationship of spousal aggression and long term alcohol use

It was hypothesized that a positive relationship exists

between spousal violence and alcohol consumption. It was

predicted that this relationship would be stronger for husband

aggression to wife, rather than for wife aggression to husband.

The relationship between long term alcohol use and husband

aggression to wife was examined, as well as wife aggression to

husband.

It had been hypothesized that there would be a stronger

relationship for husband aggression to wife and alcohol use than

for wife aggression to husband. The present data show no

differences. Positive relationships were found between long term

alcohol use and husband aggression to wife when the alcohol

measures used were (a) husband drinking density score (20 Z of the

husband report LS are significant, 40% of the wife report as are

significant); (b) wife drinking density score (0 Z of the husband

report, 20 Z of the wife report); and (c) family drinking density

score (40 Z of the husband report, 20 Z of the wife report) (See

Table 30 for Family Violence Tallies). As one can see, these

relationships are strongest when the measure of alcohol

involvement is either the husband drinking density score or the

family drinking density score. n wi n ' ra le con i tenc

h husbands and wives r r h' her r t s h d re ' n

with higher ratesggf husband glgohgl use.
 

The relationship between long term drinking and wife

aggression to husband was also examined. Positive relationships
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were found between wife aggression to husband and alcohol use when

the measures used were (a) husband drinking density score (20 Z of

the wife reports are significant, 0 Z of the husband reports); (b)

wife drinking density score (40 Z of the wife reports, 0 Z of the

husband reports); and family drinking density score (60 Z of the

wife reports, 20 Z of the husband reports). As one can see, these

relationships are even stronger for wife report than for husband

report. Husbands may have a difficult time seeing their wives’

behaviors as aggressive and so attenuate what actually takes

place; the wives appear to wear no such blinders.

There is a significant positive relationship between husband

aggression to wife and long term alcohol consumption, considering

both husband and wife report; however, the relationship is

somewhat stronger for husband report. The relationship between

wife aggression to husband and alcohol use is very strong for wife

report; there is little relationship for husband reports. It

appears that these relationships are stronger for those

individuals who are reporting on their own behaviors (e.g.,

husband reporting on his aggression to wife, wife reporting on her

aggression to husband). It appears that these respondents are

more sensitive to their own behaviors than those of their spouses.

8) Relationship of parent aggression to child and long term

alcohol use

It had been hypothesized that a relationship exists between

long term alcohol use and parent aggression to child. The results
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were unexpected and very interesting: as mother drinking

increases, father aggression to child increases, and as father and

family drinking increases, mother aggression to child increases.

How are these findings to be understood? It is possible that the

drinking individual is less involved in child care, and the

distressed spouse utilizes more aggression in dealing with child

conflicts and child misbehavior. Also, the drinking individual

may be experiencing more denial in terms of his/her difficulties

and deny aggressive behaviors toward his/her child. The

nondrinking spouse may not be as invested in denying child

behavior problems and the need to use aggressive behaviors in

order to resolve conflict with his/her child. Clearer

relationships appear present between long term alcohol use and

spousal aggression than for alcohol use and parent aggression to

child.

9) Relationship of child aggression to parent and long term

alcohol consumption

Although no formal predictions were made, another area of

interest was the relationship of child aggression to parent and

parent drinking. Because of the conflict and chaos observed in

heavier drinking families, it was thought that children would be

more aggressive toward their parents. In addition, it was felt

that because of society’s current sensitivity to issues of child

abuse, a parent might be reluctant to report aggressive behaviors

to their child, but more likely to report aggressive child
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behavior. If this were so, then child aggression to parent, as

reported by each parent, could be considered an index of the

amount of aggression that actually takes place in the families.

Using this perspective, the present study shows (a) 10!! lifgtige

higggrz df pgrent glcohg] difficulty i; gggitively related tg

levgl of dggrggsign in the fgmllz, and (b) that high lgvgl; gf

current dgrent drinking guddregg lgvels gf ovgrt ghild dggreggign-

to fathers, at least within the preschool age range of children

(and families) examined here.

Positive relationships were fogdd fgr child dggrgdgign to

father when the alcohol measures used were (a) father drinking

 
 

density score (20% of the relationships were significant); and (b)

family drinking density score (40% of the relationships were

positive and 20% were negative). Positive relationships were

found for ghild aggression to mother when the alcohol measures

used were (a) father drinking density scores (40%); and (b) family

drinking density scores (60%). T e e resul s l rl i tr e

that higher levels of ghild aggrgggion exist in familieg with

igthers who hgve higher rate; df ldng tgrm glgghg! gsg. However,

with higher levels of family drinking difficulty, it is found that

 

 

these children are more verbally aggressive toward their fathers,

but less physically aggressive toward them, quite possibly because

they are afraid of them. Indeed, although causal statements

cannot be made, it is likely that higher rates of child aggression

in families with heavier drinking fathers may be considered an
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index of the turbulence, conflict, and aggression that occurs in

these families.

The present results, and the network of family linkages they

suggest are in clear accord with those found in another substudy

of the MSU Longitudinal project (Baxter-Hagaman, 1986). Alcoholic

families were compared with community controls, utilizing a

participant-observer methodology and extensive field observations

in the home. Baxter-Hagaman describes these families as follows:

Target boys live in a context of chronic conflict

with harsh, rejecting and/or labile parents. Not only

was the target child exposed to confused sex-role models,

but he often was triangulated into parent conflicts.

Marked parental preferences were frequently observed.

Early signs of increased activity level, aggression and

impulsivity were observed in Alcoholic target children,

possibly due to the complex reciprocal effects of the

child’s own temperament, parental role models and

noncontingency in the family environment. (p. 254)

10) Predictive Models of Violence

As already described, hierarchical regression models were

constructed, to gain a better multivariate understanding of the

occurrence of violence in these families. Results of the

regression analyses indicate that family conflict was the one

variable most consistently predicting both spousal aggression and

parental aggression to child. After that, the results become less

consistent. Husband drinking was found to predict husband reports

of physical violence toward wife, and mother violence toward

child. wife drinking was found to predict wife report of husband

total physical violence toward her. Regarding mother violence
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toward child, mother prior antisocial activity, husband drinking,

and child age were found to be important predictor variables.

These results should be considered as first steps in gaining

an understanding of the conceptual structure of violence in

families. They clearly indicate that family conflict does predict

violence. In addition, both mother and father drinking appear to

play some role in the equation; however, these relationships are

less clear and need both further elaboration and replication.

11) Limitations of the study

The results clearly indicate that there is an increase in

aggression with an increase in alcohol use. Approximately 22% of

the findings were significant, with virtually all results in the

anticipated direction. Nonetheless, more fine grained analyses on

subgroups would have been desirable, but were not possible with

this study as constituted by small sample size. Lack of power and

resultant increase in Type 11 error legislated against this.

Another issue is that results were strongest for the family

drinking density score; however, it is unclear whether these

stronger effects were solely attributed to the enhanced

reliability obtained from the pooling or aggregation of data

(Epstein, 1984), or whether they reflect genuine results of a

crude systems analysis. were the latter explanation correct, it

would suggest that a systems conceptualization is the more

effective way to conceptualize and explain intrafamilial violence.
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But the present study does not allow us to decide between these

alternative hypotheses.

12) Future directions

It is important to return to the literature to see how this

work fits with that of other studies. As initially noted, little

research documents the relationship between alcohol consumption

and family violence and much of the existing research is plagued

with methodological problems. The results of this study glegrlz

dgggment gfrelationshi tw en l n term l oh I se

gggression gmono,fgmily mgmber . These findings are in accord

with those of the national survey completed on family violence;

Coleman and Straus (1983) found a relationship between family

violence and frequency of drunkeness. Their interview study

included people between the ages of 18 and 65. Information

obtained about children included the age range from 3 to 17. In

their study, they found the relationship to be a curvilinear one.

Individuals who were frequently drunk were more abusive than those

.who were seldom drunk; however those who were 'very often' or

'almost always' drunk were among the least violent subjects. It

is difficult to know what to make of their findigs; they

undoubtedly collapse and fuse occurrences that take place over a

number of disparate developmental stages for parents, and for

children. Given this confounding it is not clear whether their

reported relationship was genuinely curvilinear, within

developmental stage, or whether it was spuriously so. The data
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here indicate that a linear model does quite well in predicting

the relationship.

Black and Mayer (1978) examined child-rearing practices of

100 alcoholic and 100 opiate-addicted parents with children under

the age of 18; they found that 27% of the 100 alcoholic parents

had abused and/or neglected their children. They found alcoholic

mothers more likely to have maltreated their children than

alcoholic fathers, a finding consistent with studies of

nonalcoholic samples. However, because of methodological problems

and confounding variables, these results cannot be compared to the

present study. In their sample alcoholic mothers were also more

likely than alcoholic fathers to head single-parent families and

be economically poor. If married, they were likely to have

spouses with alcohol or drug problems. They found that the

maltreating alcoholic parents differed from nonmaltreating ones on

other variables as well. Maltreating alcoholic parents had more

disrupted childhoods, were more likely to have been physically

abused as children, and were less likely to have been raised in

two-parent families. In addition, they were also more likely to

have parents with alcohol or drug problems. Last, developmental

stage of family is mixed in this study.

In examining the literature on alcohol abuse and family

violence, Steinglass and Robertson (1983) noted the need to

control for social class and sex of abuser in further research,

since the relationship between alcohol and family violence may be

dependent upon these variables. Coleman and Straus (1983) found
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that social class differentiated fathers, but not mothers for

child abuse. Their results indicated that less child abuse exists

than spouse abuse, and that mothers were more abusive than fathers

to children-- across social classes and at each level of

drunkeness. Blue collar fathers were more abusive than white

collar fathers, but both blue and white collar mothers were more

abusive than fathers. The present study in fact illustrates a

negative relationship between father education and drinking

density scores; greater long term drinking difficulty is

associated with lower educational level. In contrast to Coleman

and Straus’ results, a negative trend was found in the present

study between mothers’ educational level and their levels of

aggression toward their children; higher rates of violence are

associated with lower education levels. Unlike the national

survey, this relationship was not found for fathers. It is not

possible to compare results of the present study with those of the

national survey, because the present study is considerably more

restricted in range.

It is also important to understand the present research in

relation to the current understanding of the alcoholic family in

the literature. This study shows that families with long term

drinking difficulty also have higher rates of prior antisocial

activity, experience greater marital conflict, and report a

preponderance of aggression amongst family members. This picture

of alcoholic families is consistent with much of the literature,

as well as with earlier results from pilot work on the MSU
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Longitudinal Project (Zucker, Ueil, Baxter, a Noll, 1984b;

Baxter-Hagaman, 1986).

More recently, researchers in the alcoholism field have

focused their energies on a behavioral-systems view of the

alcoholic family (e.g., the work of Steinglass and Jacob),

utilizing interactional data in the home and laboratory to gain a

better perspective of how the alcoholic family system functions.

Both Jacob and Steinglass’ data suggest that the alcoholic’s

drinking at times can have a stabilizing and adaptive influence on

the family, which reinforces the continuation of drinking.

The focus of current research has examined more closely the

relationship between the alcoholic’s drinking and family .

functioning (Jacob et al., 1983; Steinglass & Robertson, 1983;

Dunn et al., 198?). Independent variables considered included

type of drinking (binge versus steady drinking) and location of

drinking (inside versus outside home). Dunn, Jacob, Hummon, and

Seilhamer (1987) found that high-rate drinking among in-home

drinkers is likely to be reinforced and associated with positive

consequences. Alternatively, for both binge drinkers and steady

out-of-home drinkers, there I'appears to be greater individual

pathology than with steady, in-home drinkers, and the drinking

pattern is extremely variable, at times chaotic, and is not

incorporated into family life' (p.106). This study identified a

causal relation between alcohol consumption and marital stability

and indicated the significant impact of drinking location on these

relations. Results of the study are consistent with those of
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Steinglass, indicating that high levels of alcohol consumption can

have adaptive consequences for family functioning. In a parallel

view, wiseman’s (1981) interviews with alcoholic wives suggest

that sober states are nonnormal periods for alcoholics, and are

often associated with great tension and hypersensitivity.

In view of these findings, it is important to more closely

scrutinize some results of the present study. As already noted,

clear positive relationships were found between long term alcohol

involvement and family aggression. No significant relationships

were established between current alcohol use and spousal

aggression. However, incre d current rinkin was oci t d

with less gggression to child dz drinking dgren . Also, higher

levels of current parent drinking were associated with lower child

 

rate of aggression toward the father. So increased aggression

amongst family members occurs with increased long term alcohol

use, and there is concomitantly a decrease in aggression between

parent and child when there are higher levels of parent

consumption. Thus, it seems important to continue to examine the

relationships between various aspects of drinking behavior and how

they differentially affect family functioning-- both positively

and negatively. The roles of family developmental stage, and of

each parent, in this complex process need to be more carefully

charted. Then we will have a more truly comprehensive

understanding of how violence occurs amongst family members.
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Appendix A

Conflict Tactics Scale-Revised
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(57A)

T0 at coieiciso rouoiiiio ois OUESTltN 209- p. 56

1a) In raising children, all of them are troublesome some of the tine. At those times parents and children sometiwes

use different ways of tryin to settle these differences. l’e going to read a list 0 some things that ( )

 

 

oi ht have done when you ha a dispute or disagreeaent. For each one, I want to as! you about ( lisdfigfiagior

wi h yo . Tell me how how often in the past year when you had a disagreement with i ), he:

Ia How often? 19 Ag: lc Ever?

I) Discussed the issue calnly with you.
 

b) Got inforwation to back up his side of things.
 

c) Brought in or tried to bring in someone to

help settle things. ___._.__

d) Insulted or swore at you.
 

e) Sulked and/or refused to talk about it.
 

f) Stamped out of the room or housetor yard).
 

g) Cried.
 

h) Did or said something to spite you.
 

i) Threw or snashed or hit or kicked something,

but not at you.
 

j) Threatened to hit or throw something at you.
 

I) kit you or actually threw something at you.

O

 

l) Pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped you or spanked you. ________.____.

n) Used a belt on you.
 

n) kicked, bit, hit or beat you up.
 

o) Threatened to or used a knife or gun.
 

(If figs; or Nor; than ggce answered to la, as! lb):

1b) Now young was ( ) the first time he used this manner to settle things?

(If Never answered to la, asl lc):

it) "During a disagreement with yOu, had i ) 33;; done the following things, and if so, when was the earliest

ine.

Scale of freguencv:

Never, once, twice, 3-5 tines, 6-10 times, ll-ZO tines, >20 tines.
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tDYb)

2a) Ue’ue just talked about the ways your child is with you when the two of you have had a dispute or disagreement.

Now I want to ask you about 1*! 5: m arg and what you do during these times. I a going to read a list of sue

things that mm. For each one, I would like you to tell we hai often in the past year W1

with ( ):

 

2g ifoa gfggn? n g? n r?

a) Discussed the issue calmly.

b) Bot inforwation to back up your side of things.

c) Brought in or tried to bring in soneone to

help settle things.

d) Insulted or swore at your child.

e) Sulked and/or refused to talk about it.

f) Stumped out of the room or housefor yard).

9) Cried.

h) Did or said something to spite your child.

i) Threw or smashed or hit or kicked something, but

not at your child.

2d) Bruises?

j) Threatened to hit or throw something at your child.

2d) Bruises?

k) Hit or actually threw something at your child.

I) Pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped or spanked your child.

2d) Bruises?

m) Used a belt on your child.

2d) Bruises?

n) kicked, bit, hit or beat up your child.

2d) Bruises?

o) Threatened to or used a knife or gun.

2d) Bruises?

(If 2a angered M orW, as! 21)):

2b) how young was ( ) the first tine it was necessary to settle things this way?

(If 2a answered flgggg, ask 2c):

2c) During a disagreeaent with t ), had zgg guer done the following things, and if so, when was the earliest

time?

(For items i-n answered m, ask 2d and 2e): (see next page for 2e)

2d) Did this activity cause any bruises? Here they hard enough so that he had to stay in bed or see a doctor?

chle gf freguencz:

Never, once, twice, 3-5 times, 6-10 times, 11-20 times, )20 times.
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(57C)

2e!) (If any iten of j; ans-need an m on 2a, ask the folloiing at the end):

Let me ask a little wore about none of the disagreewents that occurred in the last year. (Interviewer: List ltnws frin

i1). lfas any alcohol or any other drug used during the nest recent line that this happened?

2e?) Uhat was the chug?

2e3) lfow much did you have?

2nd) flow long was it consinned before the disagreewent with ( )?

2e5) lfhat was the nature of the disagreenent after you had (tug)? lliat did you do?

3a) Hoe to a different area. wt mgr an ghildhgd, do you recall ever being physically punished or abused by your

parents when you were a child or tegnaggr?

3a)
 

(If question hues anuered as 1.1.1.; ask 3:):

3bl) By nmcm?

 

‘

3b2) For what kind of disagreement?

 

3b?) flow? lfhat happened?

 

3“) flow often did this occur? (once or twice, wonthly, weekly?)

 

3b.'i) lfhat was your earliest age at dich this occurred?

 

3M) lfhat was your oldest age at which this occurred?

 

3b7) Here there any typical circumstances for these occasions? (probe for alcohol or other drug use)
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(57D)

(a) ven if weren’tf wer ) icall abuse , were you ever sexually abused by scheme in your fuily, a- by a

neighbor or friend?

 

(If nuestiwi 1; was annuered as m, ask hi):

(bl) By whoa?

 

4b2) flow? that happened?

 

'(b3) flow often did this occur?

 

(bf) that was your earliest age at which this occurred?

 

(b5) lfhat was your oldest age at which this occurred?

 

(b6) lfere there any typical circmtances for these occasions? (probe for alcohol or other ih'iig use)
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(572)

5a) No: I would like to ask you a few questions about your relationship with_ zggr Mfg/mud). Ho waiter how well

a couple gets along, there are times when they disagree on eaior decisions, get annoyed about soething the other

person does, or just have spats or fights because they are in a bad wood or tired, or for some other reason. They also

use neny different ways of trying to settle their differences. I am going to read a list of of some things jgg1_zgg

gng zgr gggse night have done neien you had a dispute. 1 would like you to tell me, for each ale, hmi often m;

gggggg did it in the past year:

3 lion gften? M 3 Evgr?

a) Discussed the issue calinly.
 

 

b) Bot information to back up (his/her) side of things.

c) Brought in or tried to bring in soneone to

help settle things.
 

d) Insulted or swore at you.
 

e) Sulked and/or refused to talk about it.
 

f) Stopped out of the rum or housetor yard).
 

g) Cried.
 

h) Did or said sonething to spite you.

i) Threw or smashed or hit or kicked suething,

but not at you.

i) Threatened to hit or throw scathing at you.

I) llit you or actually threw suething at you.
 

I) Pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped or spanked you.

w) Used a belt on you.
 

n) kicked, bit, hit or beat you up.

n) Threatened to or used a knife or gun.

(If So anwnered EL! orm, ask 5b):

5b) lfow long ago was the first time ( )heeded to settle things in this manner?

(If 3a anweered m, ask 5:):

5c) During a disagreewent with you had your spouse gel done the follcwing things, and if so, when wass the earliest

time?

Mum

Never, once, twice, 3-3 tines, 6-10 times, “-20 times, )20 lines.
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(57?)

Sdl) (If any item of H unmaered as yes on he, ask the following at the end):

Let me ask a little more about same of the disagreements that occurred in the past year). (Interviewer: List itews

frim i-m). find your spouse used any alcohol or any other drugs during the most recent time that this happened?

5d?) lfhat was the drug?

3:13) Mini much did your spouse consime?

Sdf) flow long did your spouse consime it before the disagreement?

5d5) that was the nature of the disag-eewent after your spouse had (thug)? that did your spouse do?
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(576)

6a) lfe have just talked about the way your spouse is with you when the two of you have had a dispute or disagreement.

Him: I want to ask you aboutWand anal you do during these times. Tell we hmi often in the m,

when you and your spouse had a dispute or disagreewent, m:

eeJouuuuz .QLEELlEEZ uLuu;1___

a) Discussed the issue calmly.
 

b) but information to back up your side of things.
 

c) lought in or tried to bring in sueone to

help settle things.
 

d) Insulted or swore at your spouse.
 

e) Sulked and/or refused to talk about it.
 

f) Stuped out of the mm or housetor yard).
 

g) Cried.
 

 

h) Did or said something to spite your spouse.

i) Threw or smashed or hit or kicked scathing,

but not at your ”nose.
 

j) Threatened to hit or throu silething at your spouse. ____

k) llit or actually threw soething at your spouse.
 

l) Pushed, grabbed, shoved, slapped or spanked your spouse.

m) llsed a belt on your spouse.
 

n) kicked, bit, hit or beat up your unuse.
 

 

u) Threatened to or used a knife or gun.

(If he anmnered M1 orm, ask db):

db) that long ago was the first time you used this wanner to settle things?

(If to aammred MIL: ask dc):

dc) During a disagreement with your spouse, had you up; done the following things, and if so, when was the earliest

time?

Scale of frequency:

Never, once, twice, 3-5 times, 6-10 times, ”-20 lines, >20 times.
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(57H)

7al) (If any item of 1:3 answered as 1;; on 9;, ask the following at the and):

Let me ask a little more about some of the disagreements that occurred in the last year. (Interviewer: List items

from i-m). was an: alcohol or other drug used during the most recent time that this occurred?

7a?) Uhat was the drug?

7:3) How much was consumed?

7af) How long was it consumed before the disagreement with your spouse?

7a5) Uhat was the nature of the disagreement after you had (drug)? Uhat did you do?

8) Now to a different subject. As on were rowin u , were there ever occasions when your arents hit h other, or

threw things at each other or used violence with each other?

(If B is answered 1:1, ask 2;;ggl:

9a) For what kind of disagreements?

9b) How often did this occur?(once or twice, monthly, weekly?)

9c) Uhat was your earliest age at which this occurred?

9d) Uhat was y0ur earliest age at which this occured?

9e) Here there typical circumstances for these occasions? (probe for alcohol or other drug use)

Now I'm guing to ask you about your sexual experience. (To DIS p. 63- 0. 219)



Appendix 81

Relationship of wife Current Drinking

to Husband Aggression to Wife
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Relationship of Uife Current Drinking to Husband Aggression to

wife- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Uife Relationship of Relationship of

wife drinking to wife drinking to

husband report to wife report

of aggression of husband

to wife aggression

Total Violence -.02 .10

b

Reasoning .18 -.16

b

Verbal Aggression .02 .1?

Indirect Physical -.25 -.13

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.25 -.10

Severe Physical Violence -.14 .21

 

+ pi.10, i p$.05, we p$.01, fie! p$.001

b N= 29 for indicated correlations



Appendix 82

Relationship of Wife Current Drinking

to wife Aggression to Husband
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Relationship of Uife Current Drinking to Wife Aggression to

Husband- Pearson R’s (N=30)

 

 

Aggression to Husband Relationship of Relationship of

wife drinking wife drinking

to wife report to husband report

of aggression to of wife

husband aggression

Total Violence .2? .07

Reasoning -.01 .17

Verbal Aggression .27 .09

Indirect Physical .06 -.11

Aggression/Threats

Physical Violence -.15 -.IB

Severe Physical Violence .12 -.18

 

+ p$.10, * p$.05, ** pg.01, new p$.001
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