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Correlates of IPV perpetration
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Adapted from Krug et al., 2002: 98




Correlates of sexual violence
perpetration

| ndividual Relationship Community Society

=  Gender = Sexuadly aggressive | = Poverty, = Norms

= Age peers mediated supportive of

=  Alcohol and drug =  Family environment through acrisis sexual violence,
use characterized by of male identity male superiority,

= Attitudes and beliefs
supportive of sexua

violence
= |Impulsive and
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» Hostility toward
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Adapted from Krug et al., 2002: 159




Correlates of IP femicide

Access to firearms

Threats of homicide
or suicide

Alcohol or drug
abuse

Chronic
unemployment
Escalation of
violence
Violence during
pregnancy
Stalking

= Socid isolation

=  Weak community
sanctions for IPV

» Few supportsfor
victims

= Normswhere
family honour is
considered more
important than the
safety of women

| ndividual Relationship Community Society
= Maleishighly = Separation, = Normssupporting |= Normsandlaws
controlling and especially within gender inequality supporting
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Sources: Danger Assessment Instrument (Campbell 2004); Spousal Assault risk Assessment (Kropp & Hart 2000)




International VAW Survey — IPV

m Controlling and emotionally abusive behaviours

Sexual jealousy

Social isolation

Put-downs and name calling
Keeping track of whereabouts

Intentionally destroying property
m Male violent toward others outside the home
m Alcohol abuse
m \Witnessing parental violence (women and partners)

m Experiencing physical violence in childhood (women and
partners)
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International VAW Survey —
non-partner violence

m Age
m Experiencing physical violence or sexual
violence In childhood (woman)



"
One-year rates of non-partner violence by age
of victims
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One-year rates of current partner violence by
age of victims
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"
Lifetime rates of current partner violence by
household income quartiles
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"
Lifetime rates of current partner violence by
partners’ heavy drinking
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Lifetime rates of current partner violence by
emotionally abusive or controlling behaviours
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Logistic regression predicting lifetime current
partner violence, adjusted odds ratios

Switzer-
Poland land

Costa Czech Philippin
Australia Rica Republic es

AOR AOR AOR AOR AOR AOR
Respondent age (18-29 reference

category)

30-39 2.553* ns ns 1.984* 3.404* ns
40-49 2.796* ns ns 2.140* 5.088* ns
50+ 1.634* ns ns ns 4.186* ns
Heavy drinking 2.415* 3.110* ns 2.347* 9.356* ns
Partner violent

outside the home 3.103* 4.987* 4,592* 2.317* 4.009* 6.747*

continued...



" J
Costa Czech Philippin Switzer-

Australia Rica Republic es Poland land

AOR AOR AOR AOR AOR AOR

Partner

frequently

controlling/

emotionally

abusive 7.784* 5317 8.231* 5.641* 13.297* 6.013*

Respondent
victim of physical
abuse by parents 1.726* ns ns 0.341* ns ns

Household income
(4th quartile (lowest 25%) reference category)

1st quartile

(highest 25%) ns ns ns ns ns ns
2nd quartile ns ns 0.493* ns ns ns
3rd quartile ns ns ns ns ns ns

R20.17 R20.35 R20.33 R2?0.17 R?0.37 R2?0.21




