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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION AND LITERATURE SURVEY 

1.1 Introduction to the thesis 

Gender issues, especially in South Africa, have over recent years moved decisively into the public domain. In this 

context intimate violence by men of their women partners, so long shrouded in silence, is now being hailed as one 

of our most serious and prevalent social problems. But despite this awareness the circumstances which underpin 

this sort of violence remain controversial and obscure and its effective management elusive. 

This study explores some of the factors which may promote or protect against its use in order to identify which 

would both assist individuals personally affected by personal violence as well as influence any societal factors 

which perpetuate it. 

This study uses the words' wife abuse', 'wife beating', 'spouse abuse' and' intimate violence' interchangeably to 

refer to violence towards women by their intimate male partners whether they qualify strictly as 'husbands' or not. 

The report starts with a brief review of selected literature on the topic of intimate violence. The context of the 

current study and the pilot work is then discussed . Following this, the Domestic Violence Survey, the core of this 

report is introduced and the results presented. Finally a brief discussion brings together some of the major findings 

and makes some tentative suggestions for further investigations. 

1.2 Introduction to the topic 

Violence against women by their male intimates has received considerable attention since it came out of the closet 

in the course of the feminist spring cleaning of the early 1970's (Dobash & Dobash, 1992; Hyden, 1994; Stark & 

Flitcraft, 1996). While it is to this feminist movement that the issue of battering owes its present exposure, the 

practice of wife beating has a long history (Dobash & Dobash, 1992). Hampton and Washington Coner-Edwards 

(1993) report a 1998 study which published evidence that women living 2000 to 3000 years ago had an incidence 

of bone fractures of up to 5 times that of men. These injuries were predominantly skull fractures and were adjudged 

to have occurred in peacetime (Dickstein, 1988 c.i. Hampton & Washington Coner-Edwards, 1993). The same paper 

(ibid.) reports that as early as 508 AD the female co-ruler of the Byzantine Empire was an active campaigner for 

women's rights and, specifically, worked to end the physical abuse of women by their male partners. 

In 1878 Francis Cobbe, an Englishjournalist, wrote an article entitled Wife Torture in England in which she exposed 

the level of violence against wives in England from the working class to the drawing rooms of gentlemen (quoted 

in Stark and Flitcraft, 1983). This article was probably the first detailed feminist and economic analysis of 

patriarchal violence (ibid.). However, the topic did not remain out of the closet for long and, by and large, wife 

beating left the public domain until the early 1970's. 
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It is to the Chiswick's Women's Refuge opened by Erin Pizzey (Hyden, 1994; Dobash & Dobash, 1992; Stark & 

Flitcraft, 1996) that the modern battered women's movement can trace its roots. It was in places like these, where 

women began to share experiences, that the scale of the violence began to be recognised. The first shelter in 

America opened its doors in California in 1974 (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996) and other western countries soon followed 

suit (Hyden, 1994). 

The response to violence against women in South Africa has a much shorter history (Segal & Labe, 1990; Van der 

Hoven, 1992). This lack of response was not due to a lack of gender victimisation (Chinkanda, 1992). In fact, as 

Guy's (1990) marxist analysis of precapitalist societies in Southern Africa demonstrates, the control and ownership 

of access to women's fertility was a central part ofthe the cultural organisation. The practices of Apartheid tended 

to divide women from one another and, also, required of many women that they put gender issues aside until the 

battle for democracy was won (Walker, 1990). This meant that although women had organised themselves much 

earlier and were active in many aspects of the political struggle the issues that might be considered' gender issues' 

had to wait their turn (Walker, 1990; Human Rights Watch, 1995). This tendency was seen in the TRC hearings 

where, although it was acknowledged that women suffered and were abused as women, the majority of female 

witnesses spoke on behalf of their husbands and sons, not themselves (Jacobs and de Gruchy, 1998). Women have 

however found space to campaign and work for their rights in post apartheid South Africa I (Human Rights Watch, 

1995) which includes the creation of the Wynberg Sexual Offences Courts in Cape Town and the creation of the 

Commission on Gender Equality which is a prescribed institution in terms of section 187 of the Constitution of the 

Republic of South Africa (Act 108 of 1996) and the passing of the Domestic Violence act of 1993, which is 

currently under revision (see Padayachee & Manjoo, 1996) which despite its many problems (Clark, 1996) is a step 

in the right direction. These and other similar gains can be traced to activism by women's movements and could 

not have been sustained without active toil (Padayachee & Manjoo, 1996). These organisations also oversaw the 

provision of hotlines and shelters in the early 1990's (de Sousa, 1991; CEDA W, 1998; De la Rey & Eagle, 1997). 

Although violence against women was brought into the public domain by the feminist movement this topic has 

not remained a purely feminist issue and has been adopted by a number of professional disciplines and service 

organisations (Loseke & Cahill, 1984). Most of the work on battered women is now being undertaken by two 

groups - the academic (including the clinical disciplines) vs. the feminist (Hoff, 1990) . 
......... 

The entry of violence against women into the discourse of mainstream scholarship has been regarded as a mixed 

blessing (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). Some academic authors have argued that the added exposure and resultant 

interventions has in some cases decreased the rates of violence in the USA (Straus & Gelles, 1986), a finding 

disputed on methodological grounds (Egley, 1991) but none the less an indication of the mainstream industry that 

I Women had of course worked towards these aims prior to 1992 but the moves towards democracy and consequent law reforms 
undoubtably had a positive effect - see Violence Against Women in South Africa: State response to domestic violence, Human Rights watch 
(1995) and Walker (1990) for excellent and detailed discussions of this topic. 

2 
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has become a feature of the topics related to violence against women. While public exposure of the violence may 

have benefits, as early as the 1870's Francis Cobbe expressed concerns that too energetic an involvement by 

institutions in the lives of women may constrain rather than expand their already limited choices (Stark & Flitcraft, 

1996, 1983; Dobash & Dobash, 1992). Indeed this trend has arguably already taken root with a substantial industry 

aimed at understanding, treating and speaking on behalf of battered women (Loseke & Cahill, 1984; Biden, 1993). 

This approach serves to define battered women and their plight and demands a certain level of compliance from 

them if they are to receive help and may even contribute to their isolation (Stark, Flitcraft & Frazier, 1979). 

The struggles for the appropriate constructions of violence against women located between mainstream and feminist 

literature are clearly outlined in two issues; 1) whether to focus on the violence or on the purposes of the violence 

and 2) the question of sexual symmetry in spousal violence. These are briefly considered. 

The mainstream literature (Straus, 1979; Straus & Gelles, 1986; Gelles and Cornell, 1990; Hampton, Gullotta, 

Adams, Potter III, & Weissberg, 1993; Ammerman & Herson, 1992) have tended to privilege the issue of the 

violence per se, tending to treat the beating of wives as a subcategory of' family' or 'domestic' violence which are 

themselves subcategories of societal violence (Dobash & Dobash, 1992, Hyden, 1994). This treatment of the issue 

obscures the gendered nature of the violence (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996) and opens the door to a body of research 

emphasising wife beating in terms of violence, aggression and conflict management (Murphy & Cascardi, 1993; 

Archer & Haigh, 1997; Babcock, Waltz, Jacobson, & Gottman, 1993; Hall, Gordon, Shondrick ,& Hirshman, 1993). 

The feminist literature on the other hand emphasises the intent of the violence, arguing that it is essentially a 

gendered event expressing an extreme form of patriarchal control (Dobash & Dobash, 1992; Gil, 1986; Gilmore, 

1990; Mugford, 1990). Such theorists present arguments and evidence that place patriarchy at the centre of the 

explanation and violence as merely one expression of this ideological system (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). 

On the issue of sexual symmetry of sexual violence there has been heated debate culminating in threats on the life 

of academic theorists who attempted to publicise the plight of a proposed group of 'battered husbands' by feminist 

activists (Hyden, 1994). The evidence for the 'sexual symmetry' argument comes exclusively from large national 

surveys in the USA and spousal murder data (Steinmetz & Lucca, 1988 ). This data, using the Conflict Tactics Scale 

(CTS) developed by Straus (1979) has tended to show that women are as violent, ifnot more violent, than men. This 

has led to some theorists, most notably Steinmetz (Steinmetz, 1977, 1986), arguing that it is in fact husband 

battering that is the most hidden crime (Steinmetz, 1977). A number of theorists have challenged this contention 

perhaps most notably Dobash, Dobash, Wilson and Daly (1992) who raise a number of empirical and 

methodological issues. The primary sources behind the sexual symmetry argument, the CTS and USA homicide 

statistics are challenged. The nearly symmetrical rates of spousal homicide found in the USA are also dismissed 

as an American anomaly and, further, it is pointed out that though the CTS scale and the American rates of spousal 

homicide largely agree, the failure of the CTS to discern the lowered homicide rates in other countries speak 

3 
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strongly against its validity. Additional evidence that is brought against the sexual symmetry debate is that service 

organisations do not see' battered men' (Steinmetz, 1977) despite evidence that when men are assaulted they are 

more, rather than less, likely to lay a charge than women (Kincaid, 1982). 

In the rest of this report it will be assumed that the most damaging form of spousal violence is violence by men on 

their female partners, and only literature relating to the incidence and or explanation of wife beating will be 

reviewed. 

1.3 Incidence of Violence Against Women 

Incidence rates of violence against women are generated from three areas of research; 1) clinical or shelter data, 2) 

official records and 3) survey data (Gelles, 1993). There are problems with all of these types of data collection in 

that the first is biased in favour of women who seek assistance, the second by the fact that most official statistics 

do not specifically target wife abuse and, where they do, tend to use a criminal context which results in under 

reporting (Fergusson, HOIWood, Kershaw, & Shannon, 1986; Mihilac & Delbert, 1997). The third data collection 

strategy is potentially useful but is plagued with difficulties inherent in trying to measure what is a complex 

contextual event (a violent act) through behavioural 'act based' self reports (Gelles, 1993; Dobash & Dobash, 1992). 

These concerns notwithstanding, a significant amount of data has been collected in many parts of the world. 

1.3.1 International Studies 

Surveys of violence around the world suggest that, in western countries between 10% and 30% of women are subject 

to violence at the hands of their intimate partners (Straus, 1979; Gelles, 1993; Hampton, 1988). Heise (1995) 

reviewed studies in twenty countries including American, South American, European, Australasian and African, 

eleven of which used probability samples with N>1500, which reported rates of wife beating at between 25% and 

67%. 

Physical violence is not the only form of violence women to which women are subject. A number of studies have 

found high levels of marital rape (Hampton and Washington Coner-Edwards, 1993). In an early study Russell (1982) 

found that in a sample of 644 married women 14% had been sexually assaulted by their husbands . Similarly 

Finkelhor and Yllo (1988) in a sample of 323 found that 10% had been raped by their husbands. Interestingly there 

is evidence that sexual and physical abuse vary independently, with only some men engaging in both forms of abuse 

(Browne, 1993). 

A large number of women are killed around the world by their male partners. In fact women are at greater risk of 

being killed by their male partner than by any other person (Frieze & Browne 1989) 

It is clear that violence against women by their male partners happens at significant rates across many national 

4 
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boundaries. 

1.3.2 Incidence in South Africa 

It is difficut to provide good estimates of the incidence of violence against women in South Africa due to the lack 

of survey data and the fact that official data sources do not record battering as a distinct category of crime. Some 

workers in the field suggest that I in 3 South African women are subject to violence from their male partners (Rape 

Crisis, quoted in Hansson & Hofmeir, 1992); other estimates are 1 in 4 (The Advice Desk for Abused Women 1994, 

quoted in Human Rights Watch, 1995) with an estimated 1 in 6 women experiencing regular assaults although the 

exact source of these figures is unclear. 

Two surveys carried out in Cape Town during 1990 and 1991/2 reported that violence in the home, although not 

necessarily between spouses, represented 30% of all violence, and that while men were as likely to be assaulted 

outside the home women were almost always assaulted at home, clearly locating the home as a potentially dangerous 

place (South African Medical Research Council, 1994). Another survey in 1991 (ibid .) which sampled all of the 

assault patients presenting at Grootte Schuur (Cape Town's main teaching hospital) for a week reported that4 times 

as many women presented for assault related injuries and eighty-four percent of these knew their assailant. 

Motsei (1993), in her study of women using the Alexandra Health Clinic, reported that up to 50% of women 

presenting at the clinic, particularly those aged between 21 and 30, were the victims of an assault. While 78% of 

the records studied failed to record the assailant, when the assailant is recorded 86% were in an intimate relationship 

with the woman at the time of the assault. In addition 10% reported a rape during the study period. Similar studies 

have found that 1 in 3 women attending antenatal health services were subject to abuse (Jewkes & Mvo, 1997) with 

rates as high as 2 in 3 for adolescent girls (Jewkes, 1998). Similarly Jacobs and de Gruchy (1998) found that 48.5% 

(N=412) of women attending a Cape Town clinic . reported current or past abuse at the hands of a male partner. 

Butchard, Nell , Yach, Brown, Anderson, Radebe, and Johnson (1991), in a study of non-fatal injuries, reported that 

50% of injuries were caused by interpersonal violence and, in the case of women, the substantial majority were at 

the hands of male intimates. 

Ethnographic studies carried out with adolescent girls in Transkei and Cape Town (Wood & Jewkes, 1998; Wood, 

Maforah, & Jewkes, 1996; Wood, 1995) suggest near 100% violence rates with young girls recounting rape as the 

expected first sexual experience and beatings a matter of course if sexual favours are refused. 

It is estimated that a woman is killed by her partner in South Africa every six days (Jacobs & de Gruchy 1998) . 

Lerer (1992) in studies of female homicides noted significantly higher rates of homicide in black communities than 

in white communities and, while the assailants were not recorded most, women were killed at or near their homes. 

5 
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It is clear then that while accurate randomised survey data is not available, a problem that the current study attempts 

to address, the evidence for high levels of violence against women in South Africa is substantial. 

1.4 Consequences of the Violence 

Wife abuse has a number of negative consequences for both the victims and the society generally. For the victims 

there are reports of substantial physical injury (Motsei, 1993), psychological distress (Leon & Strebel, 1998; 

Hampton & Washington Coner-Edwards 1993; Orava, Mcleod, & Sharpe, 1996) and economic hardship (Dobash 

& Dobash, 1992). For the state the fact that approximately one quarter of female trauma patients can be traced to 

wife abuse makes wife abuse the single largest risk to women's health (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). 

1.5 Accounting for Violence against Women 

1.5.1 Sociobiology - Accounts from Evolution 

Evolutionary psychologists and ethnographers have noted the prevalence of intergender violence and coercion 

among non-human primates and other animals (Tracy & Crawford, 1992). These observations and the near ubiquity 

of wife beating in human societies suggests to them that male violence towards 'wives' may have an evolutionary 

origin and relate to the 'beneficial effect' of access to mates resulting from male violence and male competition 

(Barash, 1978; Trivers" 1985). Put simply, females seek to choose a good mate, males compete with other males 

for access to females. This pattern, it is argued, results in the sexual dimorphism seen in most primate species and. 

accounts for the male's tendency to use his size to fend off other males and coerce females into pairing with him. 

1.5.2 Accounts emphasising the individuals 

A number of writers have emphasised the individual characteristics of the batterer or battered women (eg. Celani, 

1994; Moore, Greenfield, Wilson, & Kok, 1997). Theories have implicated personality disorders (Celani, 1994), 

past experiences of violence (Walker, 1986; Barne.tte, & LaViolette, 1993), substance abuse ( McGregor, 1990), 

psychopathology and neurophysiology (Johnson, 1996), to name a few (see Yegidis, 1992). However, as Carpiano 

(1998) points out, many people suffer from these problems but do not act violently towards their intimate partners. 

Some theorists argue that all such individual level accounts combined will explain less than 10% of violent acts 

(Gelles & Cornell, 1990). In addition there is evidence that, where violence occurs, the alleviation of socio­

economic stressors, substance abuse and/or psychopathology does not necessarily end or even reduce the violence 

(State ofIowa, 1994). Theories of this kind then, while possibly helpful in explaining isolated violent persons, are 

unlikely to account for the scale of violence seen around the world. It is within this cautionary context that we 

examine some ofthe specific accounts which, in one way or another, reduce the explanation to the violent individual 

or his victim. These criticisms aside it is clear from the commonly asked question 'Why do they stay?' that these 

individual accounts are readily available as popular explanations and for this reason it is worth dwelling on the form 

of a typical individually based explanation. 

6 
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1.5.2.1 The psychodynamic explanation 

The psychodynamic accounts (Snell, Rosenwald, & Robey, 1964; Gayford, 1979; Celani, 1994), were among the 

first employed in attempting to understand battering (Hyden, 1994; Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). Indeed Erin Pizzey 

the founder of Chiswick's Women's Refuge, the first shelter for battered women, used tacitly psychodynamic 

accounts of the violence focussing on the dependency needs of the victims (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). It has been 

suggested that battering results from the characteristics of the victim, that she is Inadequate, Provocative or too 

Competent (Gayford, 1979) and that each of these traits invite or incite violence in men. 

The psychodynamic theories have come under considerable attack in recent times (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996; Hyden, 

1994; Dobash & Dobash, 1992) for their lack of sensitivity to the political context of gender violence as well as their 

focus on the victim, not the perpetrator, as the unit of analysis. Critics point out that there is no clear empirical data 

which supports this hypothesis (Dobash & Dobash, 1992) and, anyway the data collected, from clinical settings and 

shelter environments, are not representative (Gelles & Cornell, 1990), especially since the bias towards studying 

women is in part because men refused to be interviewed (Hyden, 1994). The descriptions offered of battered women 

frame them as failed women, that is, too assertive, or as too womanly, that is too dependent. Both offences are 

apparently legitimate targets for male anger and aggression. 

A recent theorist taking up the psychodynamic cause is Celani (1994). Like many individual level theorists she sees 

the answer to the question 'why does she not leave?' as the most important explanatory task. The implication is 

clear. If she left he could no longer hit her, therefore, it is her continued presence which maintains the violence. 

Celani (1994) answers this question through the lens of Object-Relations. The battered woman is framed as 

'borderline' in personality structure, a state constructed through repeated failures at the hands of caregivers. These 

failures have the character of promising to meet the individuals (infants) needs but then rejecting or failing the 

infant. This pattern is said to produce an attachment to the 'bad object' i.e. the object which promises, raises hope, 

and then disappoints. This pattern, Celani argues, is exactly that seen in battering where the woman (perhaps with 

a 'normal' man, perhaps a similarly 'borderline' man) struggles to recreate the conflictual object relations of her 

early years, ensuring that she gets her love in the only way it will sustain her - on and off, with some violence 

thrown in. Celani (1994) is unimpressed by the criticisms raised by more critical theorists, neither does she accept 

Walker's (1986) view that the 'pathology' seen in battered women is an effect of the violence, not its cause, a 

position which medical records support (Stark & Flintcraft, 1996). Celani (1994) argues for the 'fact' that "[t]he 

battering scenario occurs when two extremely damaged individuals with pre-existing personality disorders come 

together and try to re-experience their unmet childhood needs in relationship with each other" (p.150, my emphasis). 

Any account denying this basic 'reality' "adds to the denial and misinformation that has plagued this topic 

[battering] from its inception"(p. 150). Strong hard hitting words in the certain style of the Object-Relations genre 

but is the account satisfying? One could argue that it is not. The type of evidence that Celani offers here is circular. 

She argues that battered women will always reveal a past characterised by care giving failures under the conditions 
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of the therapeutic interview. The reliance on this kind of retelling in the light of current events and in the overall 

frame of having to account for the ever present question 'why do you stay/go back/let it happen?', even if the 

fundamentally flawed sample techniques are forgiven, cannot but produce an account of a victim, a problem 

saturated story (White & Epston, 1990). This is circular. And as these stories of loss are the only evidence brought 

against the question of causal sequencing when working with a woman after she has been subject to violence Celani 

has no recourse but to the theory of the 'bad object' ifhoping to retain the 'bad object/prior pathology' view. This 

is also circular. 

1.5.2.2 Learning Theory 

The major proponent of the learning theory model is Walker (1986). She has focussed on the victim of battering 

and sought to understand her apparent inability to access and use help in terms of the 'learned helplessness 

paradigm' developed in the laboratory (Barnett & LaViolette, 1993 ). "This paradigm emphasises the level of 

environmental control that batterers hold over the victim, how through the 'cycle of violence' she is, through 

intermittent reinforcement and punishment trapped into immobility. This suggests that otherwise normal women 

come to develop 'helplessness' in the face of continued assault. It is this helplessness which prevents them from 

leaving the violent relationship. 

Learnmg theory has also been used to explain the actions of violent men, suggesting that they have learned the 

violence from their family of origin (Walker, 1986; Mihalic & Elliot, 1997) or have come to see violence as an 

essential part of being male through various forms of socialisation (Seltzer & Kalmus, 1988). 

1.5.2.3 Studies of Violence and Conflict 

An additional strand of research from the individualist tradition is that which seeks to explain the violence with 

references to aggression, sexual arousal and deficits in conflict resolution (Holden & Ritchie, 1991; Lore & Shultz, 

1993; Margolin, John, & Glebermen, 1988). A basic shortcoming of these studies is that they fail to address the 

clearly gendered nature of wife abuse (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996; Dobash & Dobash, 1992). 

1.5.3 Sociological Accounts 

Sociological, or more properly, social psychological accounts (Gelles, 1993) tend to examine the relationship 

between the person and the context. The emphasis is typically on stressors in the environment which cause tension 

and conflict resulting in violence (McClue, 1995). A number of specific theories have been suggested, of which two 

prominent ones are: General Systems theory (Straus & Gelles, 1990) which emphasises the manner in which 

systems maintain their 'system' goals through feedback. Violence in this model is seen as an 'equalising' event; 

and Exchange Theory (Gelles, 1983), based on behavioural theory. This model emphasis the 'cost' of an action as 

compared to its' gain'. The theory is summed up by Gelles who, when asked why men abuse responded 'because 

they can' (Gelles, 1993) meaning that society does not impose costs on the behaviour which has a number of 
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inherent gains. 

1.5.4 Feminist Accounts 

Feminist accounts of wife abuse emphasise the ideological implications of patriarchy (Sugerman & Frankel, 1996) . 

This entails examining how structures like the health and welfare systems operate to further isolate women victims 

(Stark & Flincraft, 1996) and notes the fact that as women get more resources they experience less, not more 

violence as systems theories might predict (Heise, 1995), and the inverse is also supported (Mal os & Hague, 1997) . 

In addition they point to studies which demonstrate that religious and political systems can exacerbate abuse 

(Hegland, 1992) and in contrast, if women are allowed to use resources, like the police and courts , on their own 

terms they are most successful in ending the violence against them (Ellis & Wright, 1997). 

1.5.5 Cross-Cultural risk factors 

Cross cultural studies of wife abuse provide useful insights in understanding the violence better as well as some 

assIstance in evaluating the explanatory accounts mentioned so far. Anthropological literature provides a useful 

distinction between the ' beating ' and the ' battering ' of wives, a distinction absent from the academic literature 

examined (Brown, 1992) . This distinction seeks to elaborate on the finding that some violence towards wives may 

be accepted by a given culture . This condoned form of violence is denoted ' beating ' while violence which would 

not be condoned by the culture is denoted 'battering'. The western literature on the topic only discusses battering 

and, indeed, most western societies no longer explicitly condone violence against wives. 

An anthology gathering detailed ethnographic studies from fourteen cultures from around the world provides useful 

information in this regard (Counts, Brown, & Cambell, 1992). Of the fourteen cultures one was found to have no 

violence, three were found to have only minor beating and four moderate beating but minor battering, the remaining 

fi ve showed high levels of both beating and battering (Cambell, 1992). This variation in violence rates allowed an 

exammation of the cultural factors associated with violence against wives . Building on work by Levinson (1989) 

and Masamura (1979) the editors of the book elaborated a model they called ' sanction and sanctuary' (Brown 1992). 

This model accommodates their findings, consistent with Feminist and Exchange Theory arguments, which 

emphasise the degree to which women are afforded sanctuary from violence and the sanctions in place against 

violent men. In addition, societies in which there was limited emphasis on gendered roles were least likely to have 

violence (eg Mitchell 1992), a finding consistent with feminist theory and supported by similar studies with the 

Mbutie Pygme, Central Thai , Semai of Malaysia and the Tahitians all of which lack the hierarchical and 

differentiated gender constructs so familiar to much of the world (Heise, 1995). Other factors which are predictive 

of low violence are female power and autonomy, active community intervention in the violence, presence of 

exclusively female work groups and sanctuary (access to friends, family or neighbours when needed) (Cambell , 

1992; Heise, 1995), Conversely, factors which increase the risk for violence are the use of violence in interpersonal 

conflict, economic inequality between men and women, a 'macho ' masculine ideal and male decision making. 

1.6 Summary 

Wife abuse is a serious and widespread problem internationally and in South Africa where accurate incidence 
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statistics are urgently needed. Insights from cross cultural studies support theoretical formulations which emphasise 

the cultural context, nature of male-female relationships and availability of accessible sanction and sanctuary. These 

models support feminist, exchange theory and learning theory formulations to some extent but mitigate strongly 

against individual and systems theories. 

CHAPTER 2 - THE CONTEXT OF THE RESEARCH 

2.1 Introduction 

This research was undertaken in Mdantsane and three surrounding villages. Mdantsane is a 'black' dormitory 

township 17km outside of East London in the Eastern Cape Province with a population of +-400000 people living 

in 17 neighbourhood units. The earliest neighbourhood unit was established in 1976 and the most recent in 1995. 

Each unit accommodates about 24 000 people and socioeconomic conditions vary from 'charity' areas originally 

set aside for tuberculotics and pensioners, through working class areas with varying unemployment rates to distinct 

middle class units of civil servants and professionals. Informal settlements have become an increasing phenomenon 

of this township over the past five to ten years. 

The urban community is surrounded by 9 rural villages with populations varying from 5000 to 20000 people whose 

residents are predominantly subsistence farmers and pensioners or dependent on remittances from family members 

working in towns. 

The Mdantsane Child and Family Centre is based at Cecilia Makiwane Hospital which serves this area and the 

present research was conducted from this centre. This section briefly describes the Mdantsane Child and Family 

Centre (CFC), the context in which the guiding hypothesis was formulated and the research developed. 

2.2 The child & Family centre 

Late in 1993 the community health department at Cecilia Makiwane Hospital realised that domestic violence and 

child abuse could not be adequately addressed by the existing health services. The author became aware of these 

issues and, through discussion with the then Head of Community Health at Cecilia Makiwane Hospital it was 

decided to set up a project that would work toward providing an appropriate service for the victims of this type of 

violence. The author acted as the co-ordinator of the service from its inception in January 1994 to December 1995 

and during this time the CFC grew from a small unit working out of shared offices and comprising two student 

psychologists and two registered nurses to, by the beginning of 1996, a fully fledged Centre with its own rooms and 

a staff allocation of a Clinical Psychologist, a student psychologist, a criminologist and four registered nurses. A 

psychologist working on a sessional basis provided training and supervision. The centre had also formed strong links 

with the East London Division of Rhodes University, sharing resources and working towards becoming a site at 

which academics participated in research and used the centre as a training site for students (eg. Smulders 1997). 

Over this time the services offered at the centre shifted from what was initially individual counselling for women 

who presented at the hospital and were identified as victims of intimate violence to an emphasis on reaching out 

to community members and organisations through hosting workshops and conferences on topics of Intimate 

Violence, Child Abuse and Mental Health more generally. The tertiary services offered also expanded to include 

individual counselling, family therapy and play therapy with children. The centre came to be treated as a general 

psychological service within the hospital and consulted with other departments on psychological issues. 
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Despite the community outreach work already mentioned, the heavy and increasing workload tended to swamp the 

CFC team in individual casework and to cause them to lose sight of any other issues which might lie behind the 

violence. Also influencing this individual approach, however, was the way in which members of the team, in 

common with broader community perceptions, preferred to understand intimate violence: as a problem for some 

women and some families rather than a problem of the community or society. Increasingly this individual approach 

began to seem not just unfortunate but actively detrimental to the victims who came to the centre for help (Stark 

& Flitcraft, 1996; Connors, 1993) 

Consequently in reviewing its work, the CFC team began to argue for a new approach. This debate, coupled with 

their need, as service providers, to have access to certain types of information most directly informed the style and 

content of the research activities described here. 

2.3 'Local' explanations and assumptions in the field oflntimate Violence - The Mdantsane Experience 

In its work at the centre the team came into contact with a number oflocal explanations, assumptions and reactions 

to the issues presented by intimate violence which they often shared. This set of explanations and assumptions can 

be divided into three areas; those held by health service providers; those held by other service providers and civic 

structures; and those held by persons involved in acts of intimate violence and the community more broadly. 

Service providers in the health field (the CFC team included) held assumptions which related to their areas of 

expertise and their resources to respond, as much as they did to the nature of the problems with which persons 

presented. These assumptions were implicit in the questions asked of victims. Counsellors asked 'Why do you 

stay?', 'What do you need in order to leave?' and other similar questions with the essential element that they led 

to a definition of the problem which recommended a psychological intervention (Hoff, 1990; Loseke & Cahill, 

1984). Medical personnel took the position that the injuries, not the violence, were the appropriate areas of concern 

and in so doing dramatically demonstrated the medical model's splitting off of the body from the person and the 

context2 (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996; Foucault, 1963). This position was revealed in the notes in which careful histories 

were taken of any physical illnesses, including information relevant to etiology whereas in many assault cases only 

the details of the wounds were recorded (cf. Stark, Flitcraft, & Frazier, 1979). While this may have been a function 

of time pressure it is probably better understood as a function of service priorities. Persons' bodies were treated and 

then sent home or, at best, referred to another service provider. 

Other social agencies, the police and judicial system particularly, often took the position that intimate violence did 

not fall within their domain, that its causes were related to private matters in which outsiders should not intervene. 

They would often report their belief that this sort of violence was infrequent and minor, especially when compared 

to other social ills. 

Persons in the community (including the women who used the CFC) explained the violence as a function of 

alcohol, unemployment, the disobedience of women, and cultural norms (or the breakdown of cultural norms). It 

was suggested that intimate violence was too 'normal' to even warrant discussion, a response often encountered 

2 Having said this it must be noted that it was a Medical Officer in the Surgery Department who first became concerned about her 

own practices in 'patching them up' and drew the Community Health Department into the issue. 
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when attempting to engage persons in conversation on this topic. 

All of these explanations tended to encourage a casework approach. They suggested that counselling was the 

appropriate service, that the problem was relatively minor (or so normal that ending violence was necessarily an 

individual choice, a choice at odds with the 'norm ') and involved only a few people. Over time, however, it became 

increasingly difficult to sustain these explanations. The women who presented to the CFC often expressed an urgent 

desire to be free of the violence in their lives but felt unable to escape. They spoke of their lack of resources, the 

refusal of the police and courts to help them and their incomprehension that they could be treated in this manner, 

an incomprehension which often left them doubting their own sanity as well as their right to question the violence 

in their lives . The CFC team was dismayed at its failure to assist many of these women to escape the violence and 

began to seek ways to better understand their plight. Thus, by the end of 1994 the process, initiated and conducted 

by the researcher and which culminated in the Domestic Violence Survey began . The first step was the examination 

of the CFC hospital casualty records. 

2.4 Initial Investigations 

The investigation was premised on two assumptions, a) that it was necessary to gather and interpret data with which 

to better understand the issues (and with which to enter into persuasive arguments with others) and b) that the 

problem of intimate violence could not be fully understood with reference to only the persons directly involved, 

regardless of how this understanding was arrived at. Instead socio-political factors would have to be addressed to 

make sense of the apparent epidemic. In order to do this the data at our disposal, which were in the form of medical 

records , were examined with an emphasis on those points which might throw light on the explanations and 

assumptions that had come to light. 

2.4.1 Child & Family Centre Records 

The researcher first examined the records at the CFC itself. During the nine month period 1/1/94 to 23/9/94 the 

Centre saw in excess of 160 women who had experienced violence at the hands of their partners. In 150 of these 

the records were complete and showed that, in respect of employment status, implications of intoxication, the nature 

of the relationship and the degree of material dependence experienced by the victim there were a number of 

unexpected findings. 

Challenging the notion that intimate assaults are fully explained with reference to either unemployment or alcohol 

abuse, both of which are routinely implicated in popular explanations, in our sample fully 68% of the assailants were 

employed at the time of the assault and only about half of the assailants (54%) were reported to have been drinking 

at the time of the assault. 

Also interesting is the low level of material dependence that victims reported having on their assailants: 41 % were 

not married (This in itself is unexpected. One might expect courtship to be rather less violent, and indeed local 

explanations often rested on the' ownership' of wives.). Further 43% of the women were employed. Less than half 

(46%) were living with their assailants and, perhaps most importantly, only 20% relied directly on the assailant for 

material support. 

If these figures were coupled with the fact that 70% of the victims had already experienced some prior violence 
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and nearly 60% frequently experienced violence, one is left having to account for how persons who are not 

materially dependent on their attackers are subject to repeated episodes of assault. The fact that, in this sample, the 

assailants are neither unemployed nor under the influence of alcohol at sufficient levels to account for the violence 

makes the question of why men use violence similarly difficult to explain. It is clear then that the CFC sample did 

not provide evidence to support the traditional, individualist and/or SES and substance abuse accounts oflntimate 

Violence. 

2.4.2 Incidence at Cecilia Makiwane Hospital 

An attempt to form a rough estimate of incidence in the Mdantsane area by using Cecilia Makiwane's casualty 

records was made choosing a month at random (May 1995 was chosen literally' out of the hat'). It was found that 

a total of 1398 women presented at Casualty. Of these 347 were assaults. This represented approximately 25% of 

the load of female patients that Casualty saw in that period. Similarly, assaults accounted for approximately 25% 

of male admissions. Assault, then, accounted for 25% of the total admissions to casualty during May 1995 . 

While there is no direct proof that the women presenting at casualty were victims of intimate assault there were 

some good reasons to believe that many were. Perhaps the strongest reason was simply that casualty staff, when 

asked, said that this is the case. There was some statistical corroboration as well. An examination of the casualty 

records showed that (i) The mean age of assaulted women was the same as that of the CFC sample (30yrs) and (ii) 

The distribution of weapon use was similar as is indicated in Table 1. 

Table 1 : Comparison of weapon use in CFC and Casualty samples 

ego iron etc. These categories were 

used as there are very few cases that were not actually a stick or knife. It is clear from these figures that the attacks we are seeing are not' a slap here or there'. a considerable 

number of women were stabbed. whipped and/or assaulted with a stick or other'blunt instrument, Three women were assaulted with axes, A number of women reponed a history 

of assaults involving weapons. Not recorded in the table are two women who were shot and one who was pistol whipped. 

Other important evidence to consider included the fact that ofthose women who presented at casualty for assault 

and were subsequently admitted to the wards, 50% were positively identified as cases of intimate assault. It was 

impossible to compare victim-assailant relationship because the medical records failed to indicate the assailants 

identity in fully 70% of cases. 

The similarities in the two victim samples regarding age, and the assault characteristics regarding weapon use did 

however offer strong evidence to suggest a large degree of overlap between the two samples. In addition, the very 

low level of police involvement may be understood to indicate that the assaults were not muggings and the like but 

involved assaults that were regarded as non-police matters -- the best example of which would probably be intimate 

assaults. 

In view of the above it did not take a large and fanciful leap of deduction to conservatively estimate that the hospital 
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deals with between 200 an 300 cases of intimate assaults on women every month that require hospital care! These 

assaults are not usually recorded nor even detected by the health care system although it is clear that they account 

for one of the largest single groups of female users of the health services (Stark & Flitcraft, 1996 report similar 

findings in the USA). 

2.5 New Questions, New Directions 

The evidence discussed so far and increasing exposure to more systemic models of thinking, particularly from the 

Milan Family Therapy School (eg Cecchin, 1987), and Narrative Practices (White & Epson, 1990) led to alternative 

kinds of questions. These questions were initially tested in workshops and counselling settings but, with some 

adaption, and additions from the Theory of Reasoned Action (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975) were later used in a pilot 

study (see Appendices 1 - 4). Both of these phases are described in the following section. 

2.5.1 New Questions 

As already noted the traditional question asked when we face a battered woman is 'Why do you stay?'. This bias 

is well documented in the literature (Hoff, 1991) . There are many reasons for this but it is argued that the most 

important one is that this question leads to an intervention at an individual level, the provision of counselling or 

temporary shelter to the woman in order that she may find the resources to make the 'right' decision (Loseke & 

Cahill, 1984; Hoff, 1991; Stark & Flitcraft, 1996). In short we ask the types of questions that lead us to explanations 

and, therefore, interventions with which we are able to cope. 

A second important factor is simply that "we" (therapists, researchers, service providers) are also part of our 

community and are therefore similarly bound and informed by just those explanations used by the community. 

Service providers, like any other individuals and groups are prevented from exposing the structural and ideological 

roots of the violence men use on women. Any attempt to arrive at an alternative explanation will have to be based 

on a different set of questions and will have to start outside of the dominant discourses (Parker, 1992; Loseke & 

Cahill, 1984). 

From this perspective, following the insights of the Sanction and Sanctuary model as well as recent developments 

in social psychology (eg. Parker, 1992), one can conceptualise intimate violence, or, rather, the explanations (and 

justifications) of intimate violence as existing within a constellation of social constructs. A few of these constructs 

may be 'women', 'men', 'relationships' and 'violence' . We also began to ask' What are the results/purposes of 

the violence?' rather than 'What causes the violence?', or, 'Why do women stay?'. In asking about the consequences 

ofthe violence it is interesting to find answers like 'The wife learns about her husbands needs', 'Discipline is passed 

from the husband, through the wife to the children', 'The wife will not have affairs', 'The wife will learn to respect 

her husband' . These answers come from both men and women, individually and in groups. It was telling, in contrast, 

that when asked about the causes of violence people did not say 'The need to get respect', they said' alcohol', 

'poverty' or cultural prerogative. In addition, the conceptualisation of women as 'tolerant', 'forgiving' and 

' responsible' that were frequently voiced at meetings, coupled with a basic understanding of'relationship' as being 

a necessary state for a women to achieve, even at great personal cost, provided more reasons to think differently 

about the topic (Cambell, 1992). 
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The contextual/social elements of these explanations; a) women recruited into a role that is readily subverted to 

one of justifiable victim (through her 'responsibility'); b) explanations which avoid the consequences of the violence 

and focus on blame free, for the perpetrator, causes like 'alcohol' and 'poverty'; and c) a professional community 

which chooses to ignore or even blatantly refuse to support women who seek help provide powerful evidence that 

the problem is social, not individual, not with the relationship or the family but with the community 

(Counts,Brown, & Campbell, 1992; Levenson, 1989). 

In this framework the cost ofleaving a man (leaving out for a moment the economic cost) could appear catastrophic. 

Instead she should forgive, is responsible and, anyway could not really exist without a man. To ask an individual 

woman, trapped in violence, to shake off her current self and take on a role which has as yet not been written into 

the community begins to seem pointless and probably actively irresponsible. 

A useful framework with which to explore these new questions and possible explanations is provided in the terms 

of cross-cultural risk factors identified in the anthropological work Sanctions and Sanctuary: Cross Cultural 

Themes in the Beating of Wives (Counts, Brown, & Campbell, 1992) already mentioned. Similarly to the idea 

of a constellation of social constructs they have identified a set of risk factors that appear consistently across 

cultures. 

The point which is being emphasised is the central concern with sanctions and sanctuary, dwelling particularly on 

the distinction between 'wife beating' and 'battering' which essentially refers to the difference between culturally 

normative and acceptable use of force in relationships and the use of culturally inappropriate intimate violence. 

This idea may be best illustrated with reference to work done with primates (Counts et.al., 1992). While the example 

reported here should not be used to imply some direct parallel between the behaviour of apes and people (that is an 

argument for another context) it does certainly provide a powerful metaphor for the ways in which violence may 

become part of a relationship between people. It might be argued, following recent critical analyses in social 

psychology, that the 'cage' and the 'escape hatch' are not made of such mundane a material as steel in human 

relations but, rather, of complex psychological, ideological, political and practical conditions. 

It has been found that some of the primate males beat and rape their females (Fossey, 1981). Two examples are 

particularly pertinent. A gorilla that lives on the African savanna may preside over a harem. If another male shows 

an interest in one of his females he attacks the female. Attacking the female is safer (she is smaller) and has the 

effect of preventing her from engaging in contact with other males. She in fact takes care to remain close to him 

after the beating (de Waal, 1989). When a female gorilla from a forest dwelling troop is placed in this situation she 

avoids the male. The reason is simple - he is too big to chase her to the top of the tree and therefore looses access 

to her. Her ability to escape results in the large males resorting to romance instead of violence in order to get access 

to mates (Brown, 1992). This relationship can also be illustrated in controlled conditions. If a male and female ape 

are placed in cages under two conditions, a) the female has no escape or, b) the female can escape into an adjoining 

cage through an access hatchjust large enough for her, the male ape's use of aggression is predictable as a function 

of the female's access to escape (Nadler, 1988). 

Male gorilla's use violence as the strategy of choice unless circumstances render violence ineffective - that is the 
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female a) can escape and therefore b) can understand the violence as unacceptable - she has, in a phrase, sanction 

and sanctuary. We might argue that as long as men are able to use the strategy of violence successfully, and with 

impunity, in a context in which violence is an acceptable strategy, they will continue to do so. 

This argument, supported by the foregoing illustration from primate behaviour, would suggest that predicting the 

risk of a community displaying intimate violence may revolve around the explanation it provides of the violence 

and its willingness to provide adequate protection to victims. If, for example, the explanation, as we propose it 

does, for the community under observation, resides in a context of the ownership of women, the conceptualisation 

of women as tolerant and responsible, an acceptance of violence and a focus on issues like alcohol or poverty (rather 

than personal responsibility, coercion and patriarchal control) and a community which deems intervention between 

couples improper then it is likely that the men in this community will use violence as a strategy in their interpersonal 

and intimate relationships. These issues may also be related to the distinction between the 'beating' and the 

'battering' of wives. Beating is used to refer to the acceptable forms of violence within any given community, 

battering to violence towards women that goes beyond acceptability in that community. The two forms are 

obviously interrelated but it is argued that the former is largely social in nature and the latter at least partly a 

function of the individual persons involved. 

2.6 Pilot Study 

2.6.1 Introduction 

The largely anecdotal evidence up to now received substantial support from preliminary pilot work undertaken 

towards the development of the Domestic Violence Survey instrument. Following the methods pioneered by 

Fishbein with regard to the Theory of Reasoned Action (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975; Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980) and 

consistent with the 'new questions' being asked a pilot study was conducted as the first stage of compiling a 

suitable set of questions relating to beliefs, attitudes and normative influences relating to Intimate Violence. 

2.6.2 Purpose of the Pilot Study 

The pilot study had two purposes; 1) to further explore the 'new questions' that had been used in workshops and 

meetings and, 2) as a first step in constructing the beliefs section of the survey questionnaire. The discussion here 

limits itself to a brief qualitative account of the study and results. Appendix 4 provides a detailed breakdown of the 

actual responses to the questionnaire and may help the reader draw their own interpretations of their intent. 

In terms of the second purpose the questionnaire followed the work of Fish be in (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980) in seeking 

to ask questions relating to both the outcomes of the target behaviour (in this case the target behaviours were 

violence against women and leaving violent relationships) as well as questions relating to potential normative 

influences on these behaviours (see Appendix 2 for a copy of the actual questionnaire). In addition to the questions 

demanded by the Theory of Reasoned Action model a set of questions were asked which tapped the constructions 

of men and women that were utilised by members of the study population. 

The questions were translated into isiXhosa and administered among the hospital patient popUlation by one of the 

CFC nurse counsellors (see Appendix 1 for documentation relating to gaining permission to run the survey as well 

as the initial proposal (see Appendix 3 for an isiXhosa translation of the questions). These questions provided the 

basis for much of the 'Beliefs & Attitudes' section of the final questionnaire and this section can be seen in 
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Appendix 8 (male version) and Appendix 9 (female version) . 

In terms of the first purpose the study provided additional support for much of the anecdotal material already 

discussed. In terms of the consequences of violence against wives, respondents, both men and women noted that 

the wife would obey the husband, that the home would have discipline and even that the wife would be sure of her 

husband 's love and possibly avert adultery by the wife. In terms of negative consequences respondents noted the 

probability that the family would become disorganised or destroyed and would not provide a good home for 

children . It is clear that persons are readily able to see consequences to violence which reflect its purpose i.e. 

control, and its destructive potential. 

Women noted that leaving a violent relationship may protect them and their children from harm, allow them to build 

a better life and enjoy economic prosperity. However, a number of bad consequences were also noted: that the 

woman would lose the home's resources, that women would lose their dignity and 'live with other women like 

animals' in the absence of men. There appear to be good reasons to leave a violent relationship -not least of which 

is to avoid emotional and physical injury - but also strong injunctions to remain in a relationship, partly in order to 

maintain one's 'dignity' and standing, a difficult conceptual terrain to negotiate. 

Questions which focussed on the nature of men and women yielded interesting results. Both men and women were 

described as loving, responsible and necessary for procreation. However, only men were described as being in 

charge, and only women were described in terms of the dignity they bestowed on the home and in terms of their 

ability to tolerate hardship. These findings are consistent with suggestions that the cultural norms of the study 

population are essentially patriarchal (Chinkanda, 1992; Guy, 1990) and that while women do not have authority 

they do bear responsibility for the' standing ' of a home and, further, should endure and tolerate in the name of this 

responsi bi Ii ty. 

2.7 Preliminary Conclusions and Implications for research 

There was strong evidence that intimate violence (or at least interpersonal violence against women) represented 

a significant risk to women in this community and demanded attention. Intimate violence, also, did not seem to be 

adequately explained by recourse to a set of material conditions. If material conditions played a part, and if women 

experienced these as ' traps' we are left having to understand better the ways in which they had come to use this 

explanation when, on the face of it, evidence indicated that they are not always trapped in this way . 

The foregoing discussion highlights a number of issues, two of which are pursued here. On the one hand, the basic 

' facts' about the nature and incidence of intimate violence are contested and often underplayed; on the other, a 

sensitivity to the social context of intimate violence would require research that goes beyond 'description' if it is 

to be meaningful. 

CHAPTER 3 : THE STUDY 

3.1 Aims of the Study 

The study reported here has a number of discrete aims: 

1) To provide incidence data on Intimate Violence in Mdantsane. 
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2) To explore the possibility that Intimate Violence can be divided into different fonns with emphasis on the 

'Beating vs. Battering' distinction made by Counts et.al. (1992). 

3) To test the hypothesis that different communities report different levels oflntimate Violence. 

4) To examine individual and socio-cultural correlates ofIntimate Violence. 

5) To test the proposition that 'background' (area or community variables) will significantly add to the amount of 

variability in the use of Intimate Violence reported by men. 

3.2 The Study 

The study reported here was conducted between July and September 1995. The following sections describe the 

process followed in conducting the survey, the survey instrument (including the description of those variables 

pertinent to the current report) and the data analysis process. 

3.3 Conducting the Survey 

3.3.1 Selecting & Training Fieldworkers 

The fieldworkers employed in this study were located with the help of the South African National Civic Association 

(SANCO) Mdantsane (urban sample) and SANCO Nowawe (rural sample) . The civic organisations put forward 

candidates who were subjected to interviews by the researcher and staff at the Child and Family Centre. Eighteen 

urban fieldworkers (6 men, 12 women) were selected to carry out the urban fieldwork and 9 rural fieldworkers (3 

men, 6 women). One urban fieldworker was dismissed during training. The ratio of men to women ( intended to be 

I :2) reflected a decision to use women for interviews with women and children\ and men for male subjects only. 

This decision was based on concerns for the safety of women in possibly interviewing violent men, the reticence 

of women in the community to speak to men in a confidential manner about violence, and a concern that men may 

intimidate children. 

The selection offieldworkers was based on their ability to speak and understand English, their interpersonal manner 

and their stated understanding of the survey procedure. Experience with market research, voter education and voter 

registration was a strong recommendation and, in fact, many of the fieldworkers had participated in at least one fonn 

of door-to-door canvassing (usually voter registration) . 

The selected fieldworkers were subjected to approximately 15 training sessions of between 2 and 4 hours in 

duration each. The training involved, in the main, repeated role plays of the interview procedure while being 

observed by the rest of the group. Any difficulties were discussed at length and strategies devised to deal with these 

were reached through discussion. Each fieldworker was also required to administer the questiormaire a number of 

times during the training. These 'practice runs' were closely scrutinised by the researcher and any problems 

discussed and role-played during the training sessions. When all of the fieldworkers were able to go into the 

community and administer 3-4 questionnaires in a morning without making any mistakes the field work proper 

commenced. 

3 The survey being reported was carried out alongside a second survey exploring violence against children. This work is presented 

in an unpublished MA (Clin. Psych) degree by J. Evans (\998) at the Child Guidence Clinic, UCT. 
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3.3.2 Sampling 

The urban sample \Vas drawn from three neighbourhood units (NUl, NU12 and NU17) and an Infonnal Settlement 

area within the Mdantsane township boundaries. These areas were chosen because they represent distinct socio­

economic strata of the Mdantsane community. NUl is the oldest and poorest area in the township, NU12 a working 

class area and NU 17 is one of the newer and more affluent areas, where residents are mainly government employees 

and professionals (eg. teachers, nurses, police officers) (Evans, 1998). The infonnal settlement was chosen for its 

contrast to those communities within Mdantsane who have access to fonnal housing. The infonnal settlements are 

rather newer and less homogenous in tenns of economic resources than the fonnal neighbourhood units. 

The sampling was carried out by assigning field workers to areas (usually 2 men and 3-4 women in the 

neighbourhood units and all of the fieldworkers to the infonnal settlement area) and providing them with a map 

of the area. Initially target houses were marked on the map but this was found to be impractical as the maps were 

not sufficiently accurate. Fieldworkers subsequently worked through an area by simply choosing the third house 

from each comer. In each case the fieldworker asked for a resident man or woman older than 18 who was, if 

possible, a member of the 'central couple'. This judgement was made by the fieldworkers themselves based on their 

impression of the household. If an appropriate target was not present then the fieldworker tried next door and so on. 

In order to avoid duplication, and having field workers working in areas known to them, each area was covered by 

fairly stable 'teams' of fieldworkers for the most part. 

In the case of the infonnal settlement all of the urban fieldworkers participated. Target households were chosen by 

entering the area, approaching the first dwelling and moving to adjacent dwellings ifno appropriate target person 

was available. After a successful interview the fieldworker would stand in the doorway, locate the third doorway 

from where he/she stood and treat this as the next target. 

Validation of the fieldwork was carried out by separately recording the house numbers that respondants came from. 

U sing this data the researcher revisited 10% of the sample and was able to positively confinn that an interview had 

taken place in over 80% of this group. Those that were not validated were not at home when the researcher visited. 

The rural sample was drawn from three villages in the Nowawu area around the town of Berlin (approximately 

l5km north ofMdantsane). The villages were chosen in consultation with the field workers for their adequate size 

(they needed to be able to provide 80-100 households each in order to yield 30 men, 30 women and 30 children from 

separate households). Fieldworkers were assigned to villages in teams (2 women and 1 man) in order to control 

duplication and avoid placing field workers in their own residential areas. It was thought that this may cause 

problems with confidentiality. Targets were chosen in the same manner as the urban infonnal settlement areas. The 

same instructions regarding eliciting co-operation where followed. 

In the rural setting the fieldwork was validated by the village chainnan who signed a fonn confinning that the 

fieldworkers had surveyed his village. 

In both the urban and rural samples the fieldworkers were instructed not to engage, if possible, in any discussion 

with the people they approached. They were simply to state their credentials (reading the cover page and 

emphasising that the survey was a Health Department initiative). They did not identify themselves as members of 
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any civic or political organisation. If a subject was reluctant the fieldworkers simply emphasised the importance 

of the work, the confidential nature of the information gathered, and the opportunity to represent their community's 

views. If after this second request the targeted person remained reluctant the fieldworker recorded the reason for 

their reluctance, thanked them for their time and moved on. 

3.4 The survey instrument 

The questionnaires (see Appendices 5-11 for a full copy of the questionnaires) were constructed for the survey by 

the author. In keeping with the aims of the study the questionnaire was designed to address three main areas; 

Dependent Variable - Intimate Violence, Individual Variables, and Background Variables (Area and Area Proxies). 

It is intended that these variables provide a conceptual structure within which it is assumed that 'Background' 

variables will influence the DV either directly or mediated by the 'Individual Variables', a structure which makes 

available the space to explore the study's aims (see Table 2). 

As will be obvious from an examination of the full questionnaire (Appendices 5-11) this is only a subset of the full 

questionnaire. The questionnaire gathers a larger set than is used in this report for two reasons; 1) this report focuses 

on the use of violence by men, so that, 2) a large amount of detail regarding health status, help seeking and the like 

which speaks to the experiences and consequences of violence for women is disregarded. 

Table 2 : Scope and conceptual structure of variables included in the study 

Background Variables Individual Variables Dependent Variables 

Community 
Demographic, violence 
and cultural variables. 

a) Demographic 
Information 
b) Experiences with 
Violence 
c) Beliefs & Attitudes 
regarding violence and 
related issues 

Measures of Intimate 
Violence 

The variables are described under the sections already mentioned. In some cases basic descriptive data is reported 

alongside the introduction to the variables. 

3.4.1 Dependent Variables 

3.4.1.1 Measures oflntimate Violence - Intimate Violence Scale 

Intimate violence was measured on an II-item scale. The scale is based in part on the Conflict Tactics Scale 

developed by Straus and his colleagues (Straus, 1979; Straus & Gelles, 1986) with some modifications for the local 

context. The items were designed to tap verbal, emotional, physical and sexual violence. Men and women receive 

the same items but men are asked if they have used violence, women if they had been the victims of violence. 

Items are an a 5 - point scale from "Never" to "10+ times" in the past year that respondents had engaged in the 

described act (see Appendix 6, p. 7 for the men's items and Appendix 7, p. 7 for the women's items) . In this way 

incidence was measured with the additional possibility of comparing the' severity' of violence. The actual measures 

used are described and elaborated on in the results to follow. 
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3.4.2 Individual Variables 

3.4.2.1 Demographic Variables 

The demographic variables considered for this report have been subdivided into; a) Personal Variables, b) Socio­

Economic Status, and c) Social Life and Substance Use. These will be considered in turn. 

3.4.2.1.1 Personal Variables. 

The 'Personal' variables (see Appendix 5, p. 1 for details) used here refer to Age in years , Reltype operationalised 

as the type of relationship where the choices are 'none', 'Civil Marriage ', ' Traditional Marriage ', 

'Civil&Traditional Marriage', 'Cohabiting' and 'Other', and Reltime operationalised as persons in their current 

relationship for ' <2yrs', ' 2-5 yrs ' , '5-10 yrs', and' 10+ yrs'. 

3.4.2.1.2 Socio-Economic Status 

A number of measures of socio-economic status and education were used, these were intended to provide a measure 

of autonomy and resources a person held (item references refer to Appendix 5, p. 2 & 4) . 

Education was measured through Schooling (item 19), operationalised as the number of completed years at school 

(with Sub A to Std 1 scoring a 1), and Tertiary (derived from items 19, 21 & 23) a categorical variable 

operationalised as 'no tertiary ' , 'tertiary/technical training without matric', and ' matric + tertiary training' . 

Employment is examined through the Employ (a summary of item 25) variable, a dichotomous yes/no variable with 

respect to current employment status. Levels of autonomy and control were examined through the Support (if 

unemployed, who supports?: self/own family or spouse; see item 26), Control (who has control of your wages?: 

self or spouse ; see item 28), and Payment (who makes the house payments?: self or spouse; see item 63) . 

3.4.2.1.3 Social Life and Substance Use 

The variables in this section are intended to examine the relationship between socialising, particularly same sex 

socialising and substance (alcohol) use and the use/experience of Intimate Violence (see Appendix 5, p. 3). Intox 

(item 31) is a ranked variable on a 5-point scale from never to always regarding the frequency with which the 

respondent gets inebriated when he/she drinks alcohol, Shebeen (item 32), records the number of occasions per 

week that the respondent goes to a she been or similar establishment, Alcfreq (item 38b) records the number of 

occaSions per week that the respondent drinks alcohol, SocSelf is a measure of the number of times the respondent 

socialises and the degree to which he/she does so without hislher partner (item 29*item 39). 

3.4.2.2 Experiences with violence 

Experiences with violence were elicited with reference to past and current experiences with violence. 

3.4.2.2.1 Past experiences with violence 

Men and women were asked to respond yes/no to the question 'In your most recent prior relationship do you beat 

your girlfriend/did your boyfriend beat you?: yes/no (LastRel) . Men and women were also asked, on 4 - point 

scales from 1 = never to 4 =often, whether they had been subject to hitting as children (ChiidExp) and whether they 

had seen their father beat their mother (ChiidWitt) (see Appendix 6, p. 8) . 
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3.4.2.2.2 Current experiences with violence 

Respondents' current experiences with violence were operationalised in terms of the number of fights they had 

witnessed (Witnessed) on a five point ranked scale (0 - 10+; derived from items Exp 1 0 & Exp 11, Appendix 6, p.6). 

Persons who had witnessed a fight went on to detail the nature of the last fight they witnessed with respect to who 

was fighting with whom (Combatants), the possible involvement of alcohol, the weapon used (Weapon) and the 

manner in which the fight was stopped (Intervention). The questions from which these variables are derived can 

be seen in Appendix 6, pp. 6&7. 

3.4.2.3 Beliefs & Attitudes 

The beliefs and attitudes section of the scale was the only section translated into isiXhosa. It was considered 

important to translate the items in order to ensure that each subject received the same questions as a way to protect 

the scale reliability. The translation was done by a translator with a Masters degree in isiXhosa. She is a first 

language English speaker but learnt isiXhosa as a child. Her translations were independently examined by two 

isiXhosa first language nursing sisters to ensure that the sense of the items had been preserved. Where 

disagreements arose the two nurses and the researcher met and edited the items. 

3.4.2.3.1 Sex Role, Relationships and Battering Myths 

Sex Role, Relationships and Battering Myths were elicited through three separate scales (see Appendix 8, p.9). The 

Sex Role and Relationship scales were based in part on similar scales used by Burt (1980) and in part based on the 

pilot research already reported. They were intended to elicit the degree to which respondents held 

conservative/liberal views regarding Sex Roles and Relationships in addition to the degree to which relationships 

might be considered to be conflictuallexploitative as opposed to supportive/co-operative. 

On reviewing the Sex Role and Relationships scales they were found to have poor reliability on their own. 

Combining the two scales improved the reliability somewhat (cronbach's alpha=.73), with an item analysis 

confirming that no single item(s) were negatively effecting the overall scale. In view of this the scales were 

combined for the analysis (SexRole). A principle components factor analysis of the combined scale provided weak 

but interpretable qualitative support for using a subset of the scale to form a second scale with moderate reliability 

(cronbach 's alpha=.65) and some face validity (SexFight). This scale includes items SR3, SR4, SR5, REL 1, REL3 

and REL4 (see Appendix 8, p.9 for questions) and is interpreted to be a measure of the degree to which relationships 

are seen as combatitive (Burt, 1980). 

The Myths scale was constructed using the' Battering Myths' reported in the activists literature (eg. De Sousa, 1991) 

and measures the degree to which respondents endorse a set of common 'explanations' regarding intimate violence. 

An examination ofthis scale revealed important differences by sex. Item analysis revealed that while the scale was 

reliable for each sex separately (cronbach' s alpha >.8) two items were problematic when the full sample was used. 

These two items' Alcohol is the main cause of wife beating' and 'Usually, when a man beats his wife he has a good 

reason' were endorsed differently by men and women. Men tended to disagree with the claim that alcohol was a 

main cause of wife beating while women endorsed this item and the reverse was true for the 'men have a good 

reason' item, while the other items were endorsed similarly. For this reason the two items were removed from the 

scale which creates three measures of myth endorsement, a) the myths scale less the two items mentioned 

(cronbachs alpha>.8) (Myths), b) the 'alcohol' explanation (Mythalc), and c) the 'good reason' explanation 
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(Mythcause). 

In all of the above variables a higher score corresponds with an endorsement of sex role stereotypes, combatitive 

relationships and battering myths. 

3.4.2.3.2 Beliefs regarding interpersonal and intimate violence 

Building on ideas reported by Velicer, Huckel, and Hansen (1989) regarding the multi-factorial nature of beliefs 

about violence and in keeping with the emphasis on multi-variate and contextual explanations, beliefs were elicited 

on a range of types of violence; violence in disciplining children, violence as an interpersonal strategy, beating of 

wives and, for men, the beating of their own wife/girlfriend. Women were asked for their beliefs regarding the 

leaving of violent relationships. 

The items in this section were compiled using the model provided by Fishbein regarding the measurement of beliefs 

and attitudes (see Appendices 1-4 for details). While all belief variables followed the Fishbein model (i.e . 

Outcome*Evaluations of target behaviour) only the Intimate Violence and Leaving Violent Relationships sections 

had items relating to normative influence. Appendices 8 & 9 contain the full belief sections of the questionnaire in 

which the structure of the questions can clearly be seen to follow the Fishbein model. However it must be pointed 

out that Theory of Reasoned Action is premised on measuring beliefs etc. regarding very specific behaviours, an 

assumption not fully met in this study (Fisbein & Ajzen, 1975). 

The variables used in this study are; GBAT (modal beliefs regarding violence against wives), PBAT (modal beliefs 

regarding violence against one '5 own wife - men only), Disc (modal beliefs regarding physical disciplining of 

children), Inter (modal beliefs regarding interpersonal violence - men only), Leave (modal beliefs regarding leaving 

a violent relationship - women only), AttBatt (attitudes to the beating of wives), LeaveAtt (attitudes to leaving a 

violent relationship), Inter Att (attitudes towards interpersonal violence), NormB (normative component, beating 

wives - men only), NormL (normative component, leaving a violent relationship - women only), SubjNB 

(subjective norm, beating wives - men only), SubjNL (subjective norm, leaving a violent relationship - women 

only) 

In all belief, attitude and normative variables a higher score denotes support of violence use or leaving a violent 

relationship. 

3.4.3 Background Variables 

With the intention of providing community indices regarding the level of cultural 'traditionality', SES and violence 

a set of community demographic variables were computed. Cemply is calculated as the percentage of unemployed 

persons in the area, and each person is assigned the value corresponding to their area, Ccult, is assigned in the same 

way and is calculated as the percentage of lobola marriages in the area, Cwitt is the percentage of persons who 

witnessed violence in the area. Additonal variables relating to women's levels of autonomy were assigned to the 

male respondents for inclusion in the exploratory path analysis. These were WomEmploy which is the percentage 

of women employed in a given area and Cleave which is the mean for the area of the Leave variable and is intended 

as a measure ofwomen's willingness to leave a violent relationship, providing a measure of perceived 'sanctuary'. 
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Figure 1: Variables included in the exploratory path analysis 
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3.5 Notes on Data Analysis. 
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DependentVars. 

Beating 
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Data analysis was conducted in four phases. Phase one entailed a close explanatory examination of the data, with 

special emphasis on the choosing and operationalising of the variables for this report. The results of this section are 

reported in Results I - The sample. Phase two involved the close descriptive examination of the Intimate Violence 

and Experiences with Violence sections. This second phase of the analysis is reported in the section Results II -

Incidence and Patterns of Violence Experiences and largely fulfils the first three aims of this study; the reporting 

of incidence data, examining the factor structure of the intimate violence items and testing the hypothesis that 

different areas will have different rates of intimate violence. 

The third phase of analysis, meeting the fourth aim of the study, entailed the conducting of inferential statistics on 

relationship between the DV's and the other variables. This section focuses primarily on the categorical intimate 

violence items and consequently the Chi-square statistic is heavily relied upon. Post hoc analysis is conducted using 

the standardised residuals with the Benferroni correction to protect against familywise error (Hays, 1994). Where 

appropriate correlations are computed. The results of this phase of the analysis are presented in the section Results 

III - Intimate Violence and Other Variables - Relationships. As this section focusses on the use of intimate 

violence only the male sample is used. 

The fourth and final stage of the analysis involves the exploration of aspects of the Sanctions & Sanctuary model 

proposed in the early sections of this report. This section uses linear regression techniques to generate an 

exploratory path analysis with which to examine the relationships between the background, individual and Intimate 

Violence variables (Loehlin, 1992; Cohen & Cohen, 1983). The process involves a series of regression equations 

in which the dependent variable is first regressed on all of the antecedent variables. At the next stage those variables 

which maintained a significant influence on the DV themselves become the DV for any variables logically 

antecedent to them (see Burt, 1980 for a similar treatment, also Mihalic & Elliot, 1997). Figure 1 provides a 

summary of the variables used and their proposed relationships. All of the variables in the equation individually 

account for at least 10% of the variability of the Beating or Battering variables. This cut-off was adopted in order 

to reduce the number of variables for what was intended as an exploratory and preliminary investigation. Following 

the Theory of Reasoned Action (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975 ) the attitude variables are considered to be conceptually 
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closer to the target behaviour than the belief and other individual variables which, for the purposes of this 

exploratory model, are assumed to be under the influence ofthe background variables. The results of this analysis 

are presented in the section Results IV : Exploratory Multiple Regression. 

Following each results section is a brief summary discussion ih order to aid in the assimilation of the many variables 

and hold the focus on the relationships which are pertinent for the Sanctions and Sanctuary model. 

CHAPTER 4 : RESULTS 

4.1 Results I - The Sample 

The study yielded a total of 1115 respondents. Table 3 provides a breakdown by area and sex of the sample. 

Table 3 : Sample size by Area and Sex. 

Area Men Women Total 
NUl ! 57 132 189 
NU12 101 167 268 
NU13 92 101 193 

Urban Infonnal Set. 69 72 141 
Urban 'Fotal 319 ,,-, .: 4.n :791 

Area 1 ~ 68 38 106 . 
Rural Area2 · \(~ I 

68 47 115 
Area ,3 .•... 'J 63 40 103 

I ,Rur!ll 'Iotal .. I [22 ... III A" .. ~ I2~1i·WJ;J£',;;.'32~ ~ 1. ,,·JI 
l'fotal I ' 518 "·-:.,1 59( ."", 1 ,HIS I 

Of the full sample 538 (49.1 %) were employed. An additional 123 (11 %) describe themselves as economically 

active i.e. looking for work, selling goods informally and the like so that 60% of the sample were economically 

active. An additional 183 (17%) were receiving state pensions. In total therefore about 70% were receiving an 

income from some source. 

There were no significant differences in employment rates between the urban and rural samples. There was, however 

a significant gender difference. Women reported employment rates of20% (Urban and Rural) while men reported 

rates of 54% (urban) and 49% (rural). When five areas were considered individualy there was a significant 

difference between employement rates across areas (X 2= 133.252, df=8, p=.OOOO 1). Examination of the standardised 

residuals revealed that NU 1 7 had the highest employement rate with NU 12, the Rural area and the Informal area 

all having similar rates and NU 1 having the lowest rate of employement. 

The mean income in an urban home was reported to be R222, while the median (median is used due to the skewness 

of the data) was R166/month in rural households. Consequently although employment rates are the same, rural 

homes are poorer (t-test, p=0.00023). 

In addition urban households comprise 4.8 persons compared to an average of 5.3 in rural households giving a per 

capita income in rural families of R 31.32 (R166/5.3) compared to an urban amount of R 46.25 (R222/4.8). 
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Most people in urban areas lived in conventional brick houses (N=693) although a significant minority (N=211) 

were living in informal shacks. In the rural area a little over half were living in traditional dwellings. Twenty-nine 

respondents were boarders. 

Only 282 respondents reported living in a dwelling with more than two separate rooms. In terms of home ownership 

60% of the urban respondents reported ownership of their homes, with the rural population reporting 98% ownership 

ofthe dwelling. The rate of ownership also differed by sex, with urban women reporting a 50% ownership rate while 

urban men reported a 79% ownership rate. This pattern was similar but more marked in the rural sample with 40% 

of women reporting self ownership against 86% of men. 

In the full sample 77% (N=859) of the respondents reported being in a relationship at the time of the interview. Of 

these 82% (N=689) were currently married. Somewhat higher proportions of men report being in relationships 

(married and unmarried) in both urban and rural samples; 90% of urban men and 86% of rural men vs. 67% of urban 

and 69% of rural women. 

Considered as a proportion of the total sample 52% report being married (24% in civil ceremonies and 28% in 

traditional unions) with an additional 9% unmarried but cohabiting. The remaining 39% do not live with their 

partners, are unmarried and/or are not in a relationship. 

Of those respondents who report being in a relationship (married or unmarried) most have been in the relationship 

for at least one year (N= 815 (97%)) with 344 (41 %) respondents reporting relationships oflonger than 10 years. 

4.2 Results II - Incidence and Patterns of Violence Experiences 

4.2.1 Introduction and Summary 

This section describes the incidence of reported Intimate Violence, examines differences in incidence between men 

and women as well as across areas. The factor structure and scale characteristics of the Intimate Violence items are 

examined. 

Also described is the reported amount of violence witnessed. The witnessed violence is described with respect to 

the nature of the fight and the persons involved. 

4.2.1.1 Important Findings 

4.2.1.1.1 Factor Structure 

• Both the male and female samples yield a factor structure on the Intimate Violence items which can be 

interpreted in a manner consistent with the proposed distinction between Beating and Battering. 

4.2.1.1.2 Incidence 

• Fifty percent of male respondents report using physical violence against their partners on at least one 

occasion in the past year, with this figure rising to 64% if non-physical violence is included. 

• Women report significantly lower rates of violence than men with 31 % of women reporting at least a single 

incident of physical violence, which rises to 39% when non-physical items are included. 

• Men, but not women, show a significant difference in reported incidence across areas with the Rural group 

in particular reporting higher levels of violence. 
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4.2.1.1.3 Witnessed Violence 

• Men report witnessing more violence than women but there is no difference between the types of violence 

men and women report seeing. 

• Fights between men and women are more likely to involve a stick or sjambok and less likely to be 

intervened in than fights between men which more typically involve either no weapons or a knife. 

• The number of fights witnessed show a clear relationship with the amount of Intimate Violence reported 

by the male sample where they are considered across areas. 

4.2.2 Factor Structure and Scale Characteristics of Intimate Violence Items 

4.2.2.1 Male Sample 

The items which make up the Intimate Violence scale produce a reliable scale (a>0.9) but the resulting scores are, 

predictably, very skewed. The scale was subjected to a Principal Components factor analysis in order to reveal any 

important structural relationships within the scale that may challenge the use of the full scale as a measure . The 

results of the Principal Components factor analysis on the whole sample suggest a two factor structure, accounting 

for 79% of the total variance. Table 4 presents the factor loadings (Varimax Normalised) of this two factor model. 

The pattern is consistent with the Battering/Beating distinction already described with Factor I (Battering) 

encompassing items that may be interpreted as 'normal' and visible violence, while Factor 2 (Beating) is comprised 

of those items which emphasise private and sexual violence. The marital rape item is clearly equidistant from both 

and could be considered both 'private' and 'normal' for the population being studied. 

Table 4: Factor Loadings (Varimax Normalised) on the full male sample. 

Variable Factor I Factor 2 

(Beating) (Battering) 
Slap .85 
Hit .78 
Insult .72 
ThreatHit .79 
ThreatKill .73 
Sjambok .78 

PutDown .87 
LockIn .82 
Isolate .72 
Rape .70 
Sexual .78 

Despite the intuitive appeal of this model it has some problems when applied to subsections of the sample. In 

particular, the factors lose their orthogonal relationship when only the urban sample is considered. Examination of 

the Urban and Rural (Table 5) samples reveal somewhat different factor structures. The urban sample seems best 

accounted for by the a 3 factor model using both the eigen value and scree test criteria and accounting for 67% of 

the overall variance. The rural sample is best described, using the same criteria, by a 2 factor model which is very 

similar to the full scale model and accounts for 64% of the total variance. 
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Table 5:Factor Loadings (Varimax Normalised) for Urban and Rural Male Samples separately 

These important differences, and the less than compelling factor divisions aside it is clear that the conceptual 

interpretation of the factors is very similar. The major difference between the two groups is the degree to which the 

'Isolate' and 'PutDown' variables cluster together and differ from the other item clusters. This result is likely due 

to the set of 'extreme' scores already noted in the rural sample which have less variability between the items and 

much higher incidence. This difference aside, it is clear that the initial interpretation suggesting a distinction 

between 'normative' and 'private/sexual' violence is still reasonable. 

4.2.2.2 Summary and resulting Variables: Male Factor Scores 

In response to these results a close examination of the data was carried out. It was found that, descriptively, it is the 

case for this sample that, while individuals who endorse an item that loads onto the Battering Factor AL WAYS also 

endorse items (more than one) on the Beating Factor, this relationship does not hold when the relationship is 

inverted. That is, not all individuals who endorsed an item which loads onto the Beating Factor also endorse an item 

on the Battering Factor. It is possible then to distinguish three qualitatively different groups led by the factor results, 

a group who do not use violence, a group who use only Beating items and a group which use both Beating and 

Battering items. This division could prove useful in a future analysis as a categorical/ordinal DV operationalising 

the 'type of violence used' (O=no violence, I = Beating, 2 = Beating and Battering) and would be used in a path 

analytic exploration distinguishing between the types of violence endorsed by individuals. 

For the purposes of this report the scale is divided into two sets, those which load onto the Beating factor and those 

which load onto the Battering Factor. These two sets provide nearly independent scales with adequate scale 

characteristics (a>O.9) and are qualitatively supported by the factor results. The two scale scores are named after 

the Factors; as the Beating and Battering scales and are used in the analysis . These two scales are supplemented 

with the Total score, the summative score of all the items. The Total scale is retained primarily for its utility in 

providing some basis for continued comparison of the Male and Female samples. 

4.2.2.3 Factor Structure - Female Sample 

The combined intimate violence items form a reliable scale (a>O.9) but, as with the male sample, the resulting scores 

have a very skewed distribution. The items were subjected to a Principal Components factor analysis in order to 

reveal any important internal structure that may inform later analysis. The results of the factor analysis on the full 
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sample (Table 6) suggest a 3 Factor model. 

Table 6 : Intimate Violence Factor Loadings, Full Female Sample 

Intimate Violence Item Factor Factor 2 Factor 3 

1 
Slap c , , .79 
Hit .63 
Insult oJ' 

.80 
Putdown .56 
Lockin .~ .78 
ThreatHit .50 .50 
ThreatKill j .78 
Isolate .81 
Sjambok , .58 .44 
Rape .81 
Sexual .84 

This factor structure is interpreted in a similar manner to the structure revealed in the male sample. That is, the scale 

appears to divide into a 'simple' form of violence, labelled for the purpose of this text as 'normal' violence (' slap', 

'insult ' ), a more serious, but still 'normal' form of violence, labelled 'beating' ('putdown', ' threats', 'sjambok', 

'isolate' and 'hit') with the two sexual items forming a fairly discrete cluster and labelled 'sexual violence', 

4.2.2.4 Summary and resulting Variables: Female Factor Scores 

While it is clear that the factor structure for the female sample is not simple, the three factor model accounts for a 

significant amount of the overall variance and provides an interpretable structure . The three factor model also 

appears to provide an adequate model for the sub-groupings of the sample. For these reasons the actual factor scores, 

denoted Minor, Beating and Battering are used. In addition, as with the male sample, the Total score is retained 

in the analysis . 

4.2.3 Incidence of Intimate Violence 

A total of 940 respondents, 467 men and 473 women, completed the intimate violence portion of the questionnaire. 

This represents the persons who were either in a relationship at the time of the surveyor had been in a relationship 

within the year prior to the survey taking place. 

The results for men and women show a significant relationship between sex and rates of reported violence (chi­

square, p<O.Ol) except item 3 'Called youlher insulting names' . An examination of the chi-square tables with the 

margins taken into account reveal that in all cases men are underrepresented in the ' no violence' category and 

overrepresented in the 'once' and 'more than once' categories, that is, men are reporting higher rates of violence 

than women (Table 7 presents the frequencies for each item, and composites by sex). 

Sixty-four percent (N=297) of the 467 male respondents reported using some form of violence at least once during 

the past year with 25% (N=119) reporting more than one occasion of violence. The most frequently reported act 

of violence was 'Threat to hit' which 52% (N=236) of the male sample reported using on at least one occasion and 

25% (N=119) reported using this threat on more than one occasion. Fifty percent (N=233) of the male respondents 
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reported a single use of at least one form of physical violence, with 23% (N=109) reporting more than one occasion 

of using physical violence. Eighteen percent (N=86) of the men reported at least one occasion of sexual violence 

with 13% (N=61) reporting more than one such event. 

Table 7: Scale oflntimate violence on three-point scale reported as frequency counts (percentages in parenthesis): 

In respect of the 473 women who completed the Intimate Violence items, 39% (N=183) reported at least one 

experience of intimate violence in the past year, with 21% (N=100) reporting more than one incident. The most 

frequently experienced act of violence was 'Slap' where 27% (N=I27) of the women reported at least one occasion 

of being slapped and 12% (N=55) reported more than one such occasion. 

On the verbal items women experienced fairly high rates of insulting language (24% of women reported being 

verbally insulted once and 15% of women reported more than one such experience), but the 'Put down in front of 

others' item was less often reported (9%). Seven percent of the women reported having been locked up in the house 

at least once with 3% having been locked up more than once. Eleven percent reported having been isolated from 

their friends and lor family with 6% reporting this happening more than once in the past year. Twelve percent 

reported being threatened with death at least once, with 4% reporting such threats more than once in the past year. 

Twenty-seven percent of women report having been slapped at least once (12% report more than one occasion), 16% 

report being 'Hit, kicked or punched' at least once and 11 % reported being beaten with a stick or sjambok at least 

once, with 6% reporting more than one such incident. Twelve percent of women reported having been forced to have 

sex at least once with 6% reporting more than one such event (see Table 7). 

4.2.3.1 Detailed Incidence by Area - Men 

There is a significant interaction (chi-square, p<O.OOI) between response to items (treated as nominal categories: 

'no violence', 'Once', 'More than Once') and Area (see Table 8). Examination of the Standard Residuals (where 
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zcrit=2.14; and pbfc<O.OO 167) suggest that the significance is primarily due to the underrepresentation of the rural 

group in the ' no violence' category and their over-representation in the 'more than once' category. The tables also 

suggest that areas NUI2 & NUI7 report relatively less violence with NUl and the Informal Settlement area falling 

between them and the Rural group (see Appendix 12, p. l, Table I) 

Table 8: Chi-square results: Area vs. Intimate violence items (Male Sample) 

4.2.3.2 Detailed Incidence by Area - Women 

Only the 'Threat' and 'Rape' variables show a relationship with Area in the female sample (X 2>20.7, df=8, p<O.OI , 

see Table 9). Examination of the Standard Residuals suggests that the significance related to the 'Threat' variables 

are due to an over-representation of the rural group in the 'Once' category (z=3.03, pbfc<0.0015); the significance 

of the 'Rape' variable appears to be related to the over-representation of the NU 1 group in the 'Once' category 

(z=3.76, pbfc<0.0015). There are additional non-significant trends which suggest that the NUI2 group are over 

represented in the ' more than once' category with regard to the 'threat to kill ' variable. 

Table 9 : Chi-square results: Area vs. Intimate violence items (Female Sample) 

On the ' threat ' items 23% of the rural women report being threatened with assault and 18% being threatened with 

death. This is contrasted with means of 15% and 10% respectively across the rest of the groups. Twenty-two percent 

of the NUl group report having been raped at least once with 6% of these reporting more than one rape in the past 

year (Appendix 12, p. 2, Table 2 provides a breakdown, by Area, of those variables which interact with Area, the 

composite variables are also displayed .. 

4.2.4 Incidence of Witnessed Violence 

4.2 . .4.1 Number of Witnessed Fights 

Fourty-one percent of the full sample reported witnessing a physical fight in the past year, with 30% seeing more 

than one and 10% seeing more than five (see Table 10). There is a relationship between sex and number of fights 

seen (chi-square = 206.05, p<O.OOOI), with men seeing proportionally more fights than women. In particular, 

analysis of the standard residuals shows that while similar proportions of men and women had witnessed one fight 

men were more likely to have witnessed two or more fights and women more likely to have not witnessed a fight 

at all (all z>3.1; pbfc < 0.0025). This pattern of results was consistent across all areas. 
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Table 10 : Number of fights witnessed by sex (Column percentages in Parentheses) 

hoo~~~-~:.--......,t--;-~~~--+-=:;-;;o;~--+->~~:':"'r-"" and significantly more likely to have seen more than two fights 

then chance expectation (z ' s>3.2; PBFC<O.OO25). 

~~~~~--:,+::""".....,..h07T>rn7';---+"""TC7"'ln.~--+<I"O'7"~---I Women are more likely to have seen no fights, and less likely to 

I-T,....--""""'--...~......;=::;,;;;,.-h...".,~---+-==,,----+->~"'"'"""---I have see more than one fight than chance expectation (z 's>3.2; 

PBFC<O.002 

4.2.4.2 Type of fights witnessed ('combatants') 

Type of fight (Combatants) reports the respondents' response to the question 'Who was fighting with who?' 

referring to the most recent witnessed fight. Participants endorsed one of four provided options; 'Man vs. Man', 

' Man vs. Woman ' , ' Woman vs. Woman', and ' Husband and Wife' . In the full sample (N=453) 57% of witnessed 

fights are between two men, 17% between a man and woman, 12% between two women and 14% between husband 

and wife. Fights between men and women account therefore for 32% of all witnessed fights in the combined sample. 

There was no relationship between sex and combatants in either the full sample or each area separately (chi-square 

<= 2.659, dB , p=>0.447; Table 11). This suggest that men and women were witness to the same 'population' of 

fights. The proportions of 'Combatants ' show a significant relationship with Area (chi-square, p=O.OOOOI ). 

Examination of Standard Residuals suggests that the overrepresentation of Man vs. Woman and Man vs. Wife 

' fights' in the rural area accounts for a large proportion of the significant result. Also of interest is the relative 

underrepresentationofMale vs. Female violence in Areas NU12 and NU17. In all areas bar the rural area the largest 

proportions of witnessed fights occur between two men, in the rural area 50% of witnessed fights are between a man 

and a woman with, 25% between persons positively identified as man and wife. 

Table 11 : Chi-square results on ' Combatants' against Sex, Area, Type of Weapon and Intervention 

4.2.4.3 Combatants and Weapon Use 

' Weapon use' (Weapon) reports the type of weapons (None, Stick, Whip, Knife, Other) used in the most recent 

fight witnessed . There was a significant relationship between weapons and combatants (chi-square = 135 .246, 

p<O.OOOO 1; Table 11). Residual analysis reveals that man vs man fights are overrepresented in the 'knife ' category 

(z=4.019 ; pbfc<0.002) while being underrepresented in the 'whip' category (z=3.23; pbfc<0.002); woman vs woman 

fights are overrepresented in the ' no weapon' group; husband vs. wife fights are overrepresented in the ' whip' 

category (z=7 .209; pBFC<0.002) and underrepresented in the 'knife ' category (z=3.49; pBFC<0.002) . 

4.2.4.4 Combatants and Intervention 

'Intervention ' refers to the manner in which the most recent witnessed fight ended (Neighbours intervened, Police 

intervened, Civic Structures intervened, Ended by itself) . There was a significant relationship between Intervention 

32 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

and Combatants (X 2 = 33.986, p<O.OOOOI, see Table 11). Analysis of the standard residuals do not reveal any 

significant post hoc effeets but there is a trend for male vs. male fights to be overrepresented in the ' police' and 

' residence committee' categories while fights involving two women, or a man and a woman might be more likely 

to be stopped by neighbours or left to run its course . 

4.2.4.5 Combatants and Alcohol 

Participants indicated for the last witnessed fight whether both or one of the combatants were under the influence 

of alcohol. Fully 90% of the fights where reported to involve at least one combatant under the influence of alcohol. 

There was no relationship between alcohol involvement and combatants (X 2 =5.4154, df=3, p=0.144) when all 

combatant combinations are examined against 'yes/no' regarding alcohol involvement. 

Examined individually by combatants each category shows a significant relationship with alcohol use reported as 

'both! him! her/ neither' were under the influence of alcohol (Table 12). 

Table 12 : Chi-square results on combinations of alcohol use and combatants 

Analysis of standard residuals reveal that all categories of combatants are overreprsented in the 'Both ' category 

(z> 3.95, pbfc<0.0083); 'husband vs. wife' fights show significant overrepresentation in the 'man' category (z=2.59, 

pbfc<0.00625) while ' man vs woman' fights show a significant underrepresentation in the 'woman' category (z=-

2.99, pbfc<0.0062S). 

4.2.5 Summary Discussion: Results II 

The results described provide clear evidence that Intimate Violence occurs, in the community being studied, at 

levels which are at, or above, national or international reported levels. The structure of the items suggest that the 

distinction between Beating and Battering may well be a meaningful one. Further, the incidence of what has here 

been labelled Battering in these communities, at approximately 12-18%, is closer to the rates reported in first world 

countries where it is arguably the case that all violence is non-normative, or battering (Cambell , 1992). 

The findings regarding witnessed violence suggest that there is a qualitative difference between fights involving 

men and those involving a man and woman. In particular, the fights involving men and women usually involve a 

stick or sjambok and are not typically stopped by onlookers. It is argued that this pattern is better described as a 

beating than as a fight -- most probably as a beating of the woman by the man. The fact that the rates of intergender 

fights corresponds, across areas, with the reported incidence ofIntimate Violence is seen as further support of this 

conclusion. 
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The finding that men report significantly more violence than women is difficult to explain and any discussion will 

be deferred for now pending additional information. 

Of peripheral importance is the fact that casualty records show similar numbers of female and male assault victims, 

yet many more male vs. male fights are witnessed. A plausible explanation would be that most of the assaults in 

which women are hurt are either not seen i.e. occur 'behind closed doors ' (de Sousa, 199 I) or, such assaults are 

witnessed but not reported as fights in the survey. Either conclusion suggests higher than reported rates of violence 

towards women than have been reported here. 

In sum, the aim related to demonstrating and describing violence against women has largely been met by the results 

reported in this section. 

4.3 Results ill : Intimate violence and other variables - Relationships 

4.3.1 Introduction and Summary - Results III 

This section reports the bivariate relationships between the Intimate Violence variables and each of the variables 

being examined in the study. In most cases the male and female samples are considered separately and Area is 

examined as an important third variable in each analysis. The variables are considered in the categories to which 

they were assigned in the' Sanction and Sanctuary Model' . 

4.3.1.1 Important Findings - Results III 

4.3.1.1.1 Individual Variables 

4.3.1.1.1.1 Personal Variables 

• As predicted, age shows a significant negative relationship with Intimate Violence in the male sample. This 

relationship interacts with the form of violence under examination and Area. 

• Age does not show a relationship with Intimate Violence in the female sample. 

• Men in civil marriages report less violence than men in traditional or mixed traditional/civil marriages. 

Men who were 'living with' their partner showed higher levels of single assault episodes on some items 

regarding physical violence (Slap & Sjambok). 

• Men who have been in a relationship for between 2 and 5 years report the most violence. 

• The female sample shows some tendency for the persons in traditional marriages to be more likely to have 

experienced a single assault incident. There was no relationship between Intimate Violence and Reltime 

in the female sample. 

• Neither Schooling nor Tertiary education showed relationships with Intimate Violence . 

• Employment shows a somewhat complex pattern. In the full sample employment is positively related to 

Intimate Violence, a relationship that disappears in the male sample when the Urban and Rural groups are 

considered separately. In the Rural area employed men are more likely to be violent whereas, in the Urban 

area, most strongly in NU 17, it is unemployed men that report most violence. There is tentative evidence 

for a similar but reversed pattern in the female group. 

• The question of who Control's ones wage produced mixed results with a tendency for women whose wages 

were controlled by their spouses to be more at risk of Intimate Violence. Similar weak and mixed results 

were found with respect to Payment. 
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4.3.1.1.1.2 Substance Use and Socialising 

• Men spend more time involved in out of the home socialising. They are also more likely to socialise without 

their spouses. 

• In the male sample the amount of socialising a man reports is significantly related to his reports ofIntimate 

Violence. In particular men who gather with their friends often, go to shebeens often and/or typically 

socialise without their spouses tend to be more violent. 

• Alcohol consumption is not related to reported Intimate Violence in the male sample. 

• In the female sample there is little relationship between the socialising and substance use variables and 

reported Intimate Violence. The exception is in the rural group where women who report socialising without 

their partners report higher rates ofIntimate Violence. 

4.3.1.1.1.3 Experiences with Violence 

• Questions relating to risk of' criminal' violence are not related to Intimate Violence reports. 

• The male but not the female sample show a number of relationships between the experiences with violence 

and Intimate Violence variables. 

• In the male sample Witnessed Violence, the use of violence in past relationships, and having witnessed your 

mother being beaten is significantly related to reports ofIntimate Violence. Levels of discipline as a child 

were not related to Intimate Violence. These relationships show some variation across area. 

• The female sample showed relationships only on PastRel and Witnessed, in both cases the relationships 

are weaker than in the male sample. 

4.3.1.1.1.4 Myths Attitudes and Beliefs 

• The male sample shows positive relationships between attitudes towards battering and Intimate Violence 

with the exception of the NU 1 sample where a relationship between Nonnative beliefs and Intimate 

Violence was found. 

• In most cases beliefs towards battering were positively related to Intimate Violence, this relationship was 

weaker where Battering is considered as the DV. In addition the NU 17 sample did not show this 

relationship. In general it was apparent that the NU 17 sample was less simply explained with regards the 

relationship between beliefs and Intimate Violence. 

• The support of Myths was positively related to reports ofIntimate Violence in most cases, but Alcohol as 

a reason for abuse either showed no relationship or, in the Infonnal settlement, showed a negative 

relationship. 

• In the female sample the NU 1, Infonnal settlement and Rural groups showed some relationships, in 

expected directions, with Intimate Violence. These relationships are relatively weak and do not show any 

easily interpretable pattern. 

4.3.1.1.2 Background Variables 

• Rates of employment were unrelated to reported rates of Intimate Violence for both male and female 

samples. 

• The measures of traditionality (Ccult), interpersonal violence (Cwitt) and female unemployment 

(CWomEmploy) were positively related to all measures ofIntimate Violence in the male sample but not 

in the female sample. 

35 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

• In the male sample all measure ofIntimate Violence showed a significant negative relationship to women 's 

mean evaluation ofleaving (Cleave) and women's employement. 

4.3.2 Individual Variables 

4.3.2.1 Personal Variables 

4.3.2.1.1 Age and Intimate Violence 

The relationship between age and Intimate violence is examined in two ways; l)as a correlation between age and 

the summative intimate violence scores. The results are presented for men and women separately, and 2) using the 

nominal intimate violence codings as groupings for an ANOV A on Age. 

4.3.2.1.1.1 Men 

When the full sample (N=460) is considered age shows moderate, significant relationships with the Total (r =- .32; 

p<O.OOOOI), Beating (r =-.32; p<O.OOOOI) and Battering (r =-.29 ; p<O.OOOI) scales. These correlations are even 

higher when the rural group are considered (x = 46; s=17.6; N=169) on all three measures with Battering showing 

a correlation of -.55 (p<O.OO 1) and both Total and Beating showing correlations of -.61 (p<O.OOI). The Urban group 

show similar but less marked patterns (see table 13), with the NU17 group showing no relationships at all. 

Table 13 : Correlations of Age*TotallBeatinglBattering, presented by Area. 

Variable Urban (N=291) NUl NUl2 NtJ17 Informal Rural 

(N=170) 
p p p 

-.18 p<0.002 -.38 p<.OOOI -.023 - .24 -.61 p<.OOOOI 
-.14 p=O.O 17 -.34 p<.Ol -.04 -.16 -.55 p<.OOOOI 

This picture is reinforced and extended through an examination of the ANOV A on Age as a function of the 

categorical intimate violence indices (see Table 14 for details) . In light of the fairly consistent pattern of correlations 

presented the analysis is considered in terms of the full sample only (see Table 13). 

Table 14: ANOVA results; full male sample Age * Intimate Violence categories 

Intimate Violence Item F(dt) p Post Hoc (Tukeys HSD for Unequal Samples) 
Combined Items 16.18 (2 , 457) .0001 No difference between 'once' and 'never' but both significantly 

older than 'more than once' group (p<0.0006). 
SexItems " 21 (2,459) .0001 'never' group significantly older than both 'once'and 'more than 

once' groups (p<O.OI), no other differences. 
Assault Items 17.07 (2, 459) .0001 No difference between 'once' and 'never' but both significantly 

older than ' more than once' group (p<0.005). 
Urreat Items 19.59 (2 , 458) .0001 No difference between 'once ' and 'never' but both significantly 

older than 'more than once ' group (p<0.002) . 
Isolation Items 19.57 (2, 458) .0001 The 'more than once' group are significantly younger than the 

'never' group (p=.000046); no other differences. 
Verbal Items 20.62 (2, 458) .0001 No difference between 'once' and 'never' but both significantly 

older than 'more than once' group (p<O.OOOOI). 

F or most Intimate Violence items it is clear that users of intimate violence are younger than non-users, further, there 

is a distinction between persons in the ' more than once' category and both the 'never' and 'once' categories but only 
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the Sex Items show a significant difference between the 'never' and 'once' groups. 

4.3.2.1.1.2 Women 

When the full female sample is considered the only significant relationship is with the Minor Violence (Hurt)Factor 

and even this relationship is weak (r=-.17; p<0.0003; N=461). The Beating and Sexual Assault (Battering)Factors 

show correlations in the order of O.OS (p=.3 8) which suggest that age is not related to these variables in this sample 

of women. 

This picture is reinforced and extended through an examination of the ANOV A on Age as a function of the 

categorical intimate violence indices (see Table IS for details). In light of the fact that the female sample did not 

show significant differences by area the analysis is considered in tenns of the full sample only (see Table) . 

Table IS : ANOV A results; full female sample Age * Intimate Violence categories 

Intimate Y iolence Item F(dt) p Post Hoc (Tukeys HSD for Unequal Samples) 

I ~ Combined Items 8.45 (2,465) .00025 The 'once' is significantly younger than the 'never' group 
II (p=.0048). There are no other differences . 
. Sex Items . 28 (2,470) .76 NA 
Assault Items ~ 5.91 (2,466) .00291 There are no significant differences at the 0.01 level but there is a 

trend suggesting that the 'once' group is younger than the 'never' 
,- group (p=0.029). 

JThreatI~ 1.00 (2, 468) .37 NA 
i Iso1ation Items .39 (2, 469) .67 NA 
I Verbal Items 2.81 (2, 468) .061 NA 

While for most Intimate Violence items there is no relationship between age and type of violence, there is a 

relationship on the Combined items and the Assault Items, a result consistent with the correlations already reported. 

Of note IS that the post hoc comparisons suggest that the 'once' group are younger than the 'never' group but not 

than the 'more than once group'. There is also no apparent difference in the ages of the 'never' and 'more than once ' 

groups. 

4.3.2.1.2 Relationship Status 

'Relationship Status' refers to the following possible 'Types' (RelType) of heterosexual relationships at the time 

ofthe survey; None, Civil Marriage, Traditional Marriage, Combined Civil & Traditional Marriage, Cohabiting and 

'Other' (person's in a heterosexual relationship but not married and not cohabiting) as well as the duration 

(ReITime) of the relationship measured as <2, 2-S, S-10 and 10+ years. 

Table 16 presents the results for the male sample against the Categorical Intimate Violence Items. The results 

indicate that while only Beating items show a significant relationship with Reltype, all items show a relationship 

with Reltime. 

Residual analysis (with zcrit = 2.9, and pbfc<0.00167) indicates that for Reltype the significant relationships are 

primarily due to the following significant deviations from expected; men in a Civil Marriage were overrepresented 

in the 'never' category on all significant items excepting the ThreatJ(jll, on which there when no significant post 

hoc effects and the Sjambok item; men who were 'living with' their partner were significantly overrepresented in 

the 'once' category on the Slap item, and showed a similar trend on the Sjambok item (z=2.S66, p< 0.001). 
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Analysis of the Standard Residuals for Reltype (with zcrit = 2.87, and pbfc<O.00167) reveal either a significant 

overrepresentation of men in a relationship of2 - 5 years in the 'more than once' category (i.e. for the items Slap, 

Hit, Insult, Lockln) or a trend towards the same relationship in the rest of the items (i.e. Putdown, ThreatHit, 

ThreatKill, Isolate, Sjambok, & Rape) with the exception of Sexual for which there are no post hoc relationships. 

There is a tendency then for men whose relationships are of between 2 and 5 years duration to report more violence 

use across all items. 

Table 16: Chi-square results: Relationship Status vs. Intimate violence items (Male Sample) 

Table 17 presents the results for the female sample against the Categorical Intimate Violence Items. Reltype shows 

relationship with the Hit items (Slap & Insult) and the ThreatKiIl item. Reltime shows a relationship with Beating 

(Hit, Putdown, ThreatKill) and the Sexual items. 

Table 17 : Chi-square results: Relationship Status vs. Intimate violence items (Female Sample) 

Slap Hit Insult Putdown Lock Threaten Threaten Isolate Sjambok Rape Degrade 
in to hit to kill Sexllall~' 

yp - p , 

X" I 18.80 6.29 I 20.35 I 7.26 I 15.32 I 18.25 I 22.49 I 10.10 I 4.5 I 11.65 I 11.58 
p. I 0.016 0.615 I 0.009 I 0.509 L 0.053 1 0.019 I 0.004 I 0.258 I 0.81 I 0.168 I 0.176 

. Duration ofRe ationship }' .. 
X' I 4.67 13.43 I 3.87 I 14.04 I 9.64 I 10.49 I 8.04 I 5.22 I 8.1 I 13.20 I 13.79 
p. I 0.60 I 0.037 I 0.69 I 0.029 I 0.141 I 0.106 I 0.236 I 0.516 I 0.231 I 0.04 I 0.032 

* Some p levels have been rounded off where thls .has no affect on mterpretatlOn. 

Analysis of the Standard Residuals for Reltype (with zcrit = 2.9, and pBFC<O.OOI67) reveal only one significant 

post hoc result; women in Traditional marriages are overrepresented in the' once' category of the ThreatKiIl item . 

There is in addition a trend for women in a Traditional marriage to be overrepresented in the 'more than once ' 

category of the Slap item (z=2.4, p<O.OI), and for women in Civil marriages to be underrepresented in the 'more 

than once' category of the Insult item (z=2 .7, p<O.Ol). 

Analysis of the Standard Residuals for Reltime (with zcrit = 2.9, and pbfc<O.00167) failed to reveal any post hoc 

relationships for the female sample. 

4.3.2.1.3 Socio-Economic Status 

Socio-economic status is considered n terms of education, employment, financial control, and housing. 
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4.3.2.1.3.1 Education 

Schooling (highest standard achieved) shows no relationships with the Intimate Violence scales for either men or 

women, nor across areas when examined as a correlation (p>.05). Tertiary education is also unrelated to intimate 

violence measures for both men and women and across areas when examined as a X2 between intimate violence 

items and the Tertiary variable (p>.05). This said it must be noted that women with post matric tertiary 

qualifications (N=36) do not report any intimate violence. 

4.3.2.1.3.2 Employment 

The male sample shows relationships when the X2 (p<0.05) between Employ and the categorical intimate violence 

items is considered (Table 18). There are no significant relationships between Employ and the intimate violence 

items in the Female sample. This is the case for the full sample as well as the urban and rural samples separately. 

Table 18: Chi-square results: Employment Status (Employ) vs. Intimate violence items (Male sample) 

* Some p levels have been rounded off where this has no affect on interpretation. 

Examination of the standardised residuals for the urban and rural sample are difficult to calculate meaningfully as 

many of these tables contain cells where the expected value is below 3, where 5 is the accepted limit. In view ofthis 

the nature of the relationship was examined further by collapsing the three point intimate violence items into a 

dummy coded yes/no variable and using the phi correlation to test the strength of this relationship with the Employ 

vanable. 

The phi correlation suggests a significant (p<O.OI) but small positive relationship between Employ and the 

dichotomous Intimate Violence Items for the full sample. Examination of the correlations by area suggest that these 

correlations reflect the strong positive correlations seen in the rural sample which override the non-significant trend 

towards a negative relationship in the urban areas. Of the urban areas only NU17 shows a significant negative 

relationship (phi=-.31, p<0.05) and then only W.r.t. the Hit item. In contrast, the Rural group show significant 

positive relationships on all items with a number of items showing moderate to high correlations of.40 and above. 

The female sample show only two significant relationships; a positive relationship between Employ and Sjamhok 

in NU 17, and a negative relationship between Employ and Insult in the rural area. 

4.3.2.1.3.2 Support 

Unemployed person's reported the source of their financial support. The variable Support is dummy coded 1 = self 

or own family supporting, 2 = spouse supporting. Due to the relatively low numbers all tables had one or more cells 

with Expected values of below 3 when the 3-point intimate violence items were used which invalidates the chi­

square statistic (Howell, 1987). The intimate violence items were therefore also dummy coded; 0 = never, 1 = once 
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or more than once and the degree of relationship was ascertained using the phi correlation. 

In the male sample only the NU 17 group showed a significant relationship and then only on one item, Hit (Phi=.68). 

The female sample showed a number of significant but small positive correlations in NUl (Rape phi=.29), NUI2 

(Slap phi=.25, Hit phi = .36 and ThreatHit phi= .27) and a single negative correlation in the Rural sample (Hit phi=­

.40). 

4.3.2.1.3.4 Control 

The Control variable refers to the identity of the person who controls the respondents wages if they work where 

I = self and 2 = spouse. The relationships were examined against the dichotomous Intimate Violence Items using 

the phi correlation. 

The full male sample showed significant but small positive relationships on most items, with the Slap item showing 

a negative correlation with Control in both the full Urban sample (Phi=- .19) and the NU 12 (phi=- .27) sample. The 

NU 17 group showed positive correlations on both the Hit (phi=.36) and Sjambok (phi = .36) items. 

The female sample showed only one significant relationship, that in the rural sample between Control and Putdown 

(phi = .38) (see Appendix 12, p.3, Table 3 for more details). 

4.3.2.1.3.5 Payment 

The payment variable (Payment) is a dummy coded variable (1= self, 2 = spouse), relating to the question 'who 

makes the payments [on the house]?' and is intended as a measure of financial autonomy. As with the Control 

variable already discussed, relationships with the Intimate Violence items is explored through the phi correlation 

with the dichotomous, dummy coded intimate violence items. 

The male sample shows some positive correlations between Payment and selected Intimate violence items in some 

areas. NUl shows positive correlations on the Putdown (phi = .56) and Lockin (phi = .56) items, while NUI7 

shows weaker but still significant positive relationships on a number of the Beating items (i.e. Slap (phi=.28), 

Insult (phi=.33), Sjambok (phi=.25)) indicating that for men where there is a relationship it suggests that violence 

is positively related to home ownership. 

The female sample shows one positive relationship in NU 12 on the Insult item (phi=.26) but the remaining 

relationships are negative and all relate to the Informal settlement area where the items Putdown (phi=-.29), 

ThreatHit (phi = -.27) and ThreatKiIl (phi = -.27) show significant negative correlations (see Appendix 12, p. 4 

Table 4 for more detail). 

4.3.2.1.3 Social Life & Substance use 

There was a significant correlation between sex as a dummy coded variable I =male, 2=female and all measures of 

socialising which suggests that men score higher on all measures of socialising and alcohol use used (see Table 19). 
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Table 19 : Correlations between Sex and Social Life and Substance Use items - Full sample 

The relationships between the social life variables and the intimate violence scale variables are presented for men 

in Table 20 and for women in Table 21. In both cases the samples are considered as combined, urban only and rural 

only. 

The urban male sample showed significant (p<0.05) positive correlations on all Intimate Violence Scale and Social 

Life variables except concerning the Battering variable and Intox. In addition, while all Social Life items correlated 

at a significance level of p<O.OO 1 with both Beating and Total none correlated with Battering at better than p=O.O 1. 

The rural male sample showed generally higher correlations but did not show the same differences between 

Battering and the other two Intimate Violence variables as did the urban group. The rural group shows significant 

relationships at the p<O.OO 1 level across all Intimate Violence scales with the Social Life variables (Table 20). 

Table 20 : Pearson's r Correlations between Sex and Social Life and Substance Use items - Male sample 

The female sample shows generally smaller correlations than the male sample against the Social Life and Substance 

Use variables(see Table 21). Only the rural area show significant and moderate relationships in the form of positive 

relationships between the Beating factor and the Total score with the Soc_Self (same sex socialising) item, that 

is, women in the rural area who report typically socialising without their partners report higher levels of violence. 
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Table 21 : Pearson's r Correlations between Sex and Social Life and Substance Use Items - Female Sample 
I 

Intox Shebccn Alcf.'cq Soc_Self Variable 

Combine4 Sample . ... -.... ' ._" . 

FactI .14 .08 . 14 .12 
Beating .00 -.00 -.04 .04 
;Battering .00 .03 .07 .09 
Total .09 .06 .09 .15 
Urban SamRle 
'FactI .15 .10 .18 .12 
Beating .03 .08 .03 .02 
Battering .03 .05 .08 .07 
Total .13 .13 .17 .13 
Rural Sample 
FactI .09 .09 .02 .06 
Beating -.09 -.14 -.18 .12 
Battering -.04 .01 .07 .19 
Total -.05 -.07 -.11 .28 

4.3.2.1.4 Experiences with Violence 

The variables Witnessed, PastRel, ChildExp, and ChildWitt were examined for their correlations with the 

Intimate Violence scales for both men and women. In general, men reported higher relationships between Intimate 

Violence and other violence measures than did women (see Table 22) . 

Table 22 : Pearson ' s Correlation Co-efficient: Intimate Violence Scales*Experience of Violence Variables (Male 

and Female Samples by Combined, Urban and Rural groups) 

Mcn \Vomcll 

Variables Beating Battering Total FactI Fact2 Fact3 Total 

,Combined Sample ' 
Witnessed .54 .45 .53 .13 .15 -.07 .14 
PastRel .70 .53 .65 .21 .19 .14 .33 

ChildExp .24 .13 .20 .05 -.04 .02 .02 

ChildWitt .72 .70 .74 -.01 .04 -.04 -.00 

Urban Only 

Witnessed .34 .20 .34 .15 .13 -.07 .14 

PastRel .60 .30 .60 .25 .14 .18 .33 

ChildExp .34 .15 .33 .05 -.03 .13 .02 

ChildWitt .15 .05 .14 -.02 .02 -.07 -.03 

Rural Only 
.,. 

~ ~ 1 
Witnessed .67 .56 .65 -.03 .23 -.06 .13 

PastRel .68 .52 .64 -.17 .42 -.03 .24 

ChildExp .33 .26 .31 -.02 -.18 .05 -.12 

ChildWitt .76 .67 .75 -.03 .11 .11 .16 
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4.3.2.1.5 Myths, Attitudes and Beliefs 

4.3.2.1.5.1 Male Sample 

When the full sample is examined Total and Beating show significant relationships with Inter (Modal beliefs 

regarding interpersonal violence, r=.35), Gbat ( Modal beliefs regarding violence towards female partners, r=.39), 

Pbat (Modal beliefs regarding violence towards female partners -asked as 'your partner', r=.50), NormB 

(Nonnative beliefs regarding violence towards female partners, r= .21), SubjNB (subjective nonn regarding violence 

against female partners, r=.39), Myths (adherence to typical explanations regarding violence against women, 

r=.49), InterAtt (Attitudes towards interpersonal violence, r=.40) and Batt (attitudes towards using violence 

towards female partners, r= .40) suggesting that beliefs regarding battering, especially one's own battering, and ones 

attitudes to interpersonal violence and battering are positively related to the use of nonnative violence (see 

Appendix 12, p.5, Table 5 for detailed results). Of note is the relatively weaker relationships between the measures 

of nonnative influence (NormB) and those measuring attitudes and the subjective nonn which provides evidence 

consistent with the theory of reasoned action (Fishbein & Ajzen, 1975). The attitude and subjective nonn measures 

have similar relationships with the intimate violence items and this is con finned when the two are used to predict 

Total (Batt beta=.265, SubjNB beta=.267; adjR2= .2) and Beating (Batt beta=.30 I, SubjNB beta=.258; adjR2= 

.23). 

The Battering measure shows a similar pattern save that the relationships observed are slightly weaker and there 

is no relationship between NormB and Battering (see Appendix 12, Table 5). When Battering is predicted from 

Batt and SubjNB the results (Batt beta=.185, SubjNB beta=.249; adjR2 = .13) suggest that, for Battering the 

subjective nonn is more influential than the respondents' attitudes in predicting the reported use of severe violence. 

The results remain largely stable when the sample is considered by area. Important differences are that the 

nonnative measures (NormB & SubjNB) tend to reduce or lose their relationship with the Intimate Violence items, 

with NUl being the only exception to this rule. This finding suggests that in the main it is belief and attitude rather 

than nonnative influences which most strongly relate to the reported use of intimate violence. An additional 

difference relates to NU17. When NU17 is considered separately only two of the attitude (DiscAtt (attitudes towards 

the use of physical punishment with children) & Batt) variables show a relationship with the intimate violence 

variables where rBeatingODi,cAtt = .27, rbatterin0Di,cAtt = .21, rBeatingOBatt = .57 and rBatteringoSatt = .29. These results suggest that, 

for the NU17 sample, the use of intimate violence is most strongly associated with attitudes towards using physical 

punishment with children and attitudes to the beating of wives. That the relationship between Beating and Batt is 

stronger than that between Battering and Batt suggests that, for this subsample, severe and sexual violence is 

predicted less than 'nonnative' violence but any interpretations of this finding must take the relatively low incidence 

of violence and, especially, severe violence in the NU17 sample which, through reducing the variability, will reduce 

the correlation coefficient (Howell, 1987) (see Appendix 12, p. 5, Table 5 for more details) . 

4.3.2.1.5.2 Female Sample 

The female sample shows fewer and weaker relationships between measures of intimate violence and measures of 

belief (see Appendix 12, p. 6, Table 6) . In addition there is little consistency in relationships patterns across types 

of intimate violence and across areas, while when the full sample is used there are no significant relationships. 

The results do however suggest some trends. Where LeaveAtt (attitudes towards leaving a violent relationship) 
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shows a relationship to Intimate Violence items, in NU 1 with Hurt (r=-.25) and Total (r=-.3l), in the Informal area 

with Battering (r=-.27) this relationship is negative suggesting that persons who hold positive attitudes to leaving 

a violent relationship experience less violence. The strongest relationships are with Leave (modal beliefs regarding 

leaving a violent relationship) and Gbat with positive correlations of r>.36 in the Informal settlement area (Total, 

Hurt, and Battering), which suggests that persons experiencing higher levels of violence hold both more positive 

beliefs regarding the violence and leaving a violent relationship. There is evidence that the MythAlc (endorsement 

of alcohol as an explanation for violence against women) is related to the experience of Beating but the two areas 

in which the relationship occurs, NUl (r=.2l) and Rural (r= -.21) show correlations of similar strength but in 

opposite directions. This suggests that for women in NUl, higher rates of experienced violence corresponds with 

higher endorsement of the alcohol experience but, for rural women high rates of violence corresponds with a 

rejection of the alcohol explanation. 

These results are difficult to summarise and interpret. They may reflect the lower (than men) rates of violence 

reported which has tended to reduce the effect sizes or, and arguably more likely given the absolute rates of violence 

reporting, they provide evidence for an argument suggesting that women's' experiences of victimisation are not 

related to their beliefs on the issue. Rather, their beliefs on the issue may be better understood as attempts to account 

for the fact of the violence in their lives, an interpretation which would be consistent with the varied findings 

revealed in this sample. 

4.3.3 Background Variables 

The background variables (see Table 23), Cemploy, CcuIt, Cwitt, CWomEmploy, were examined for their 

relationship with intimate violence using pearsons correlation co-efficient. The Background variables were also 

correlated against the belief variables. 

Table 23 : Background variables (%) - value per area (scores are rounded off for ease of reading) 

Area Cemplo)' Ccuft Cwitt WomEmploy 
NUl ., 41 33 44 35 
NUl2 J. .'" 37 21 42 38 <- • 

NUl7 , 19 38 33 74 
Informal 49 34 41 46 
Rural 29 73 43 20 . " 

Cern ploy ; % of person In the area who are unemployed, Ccult - % ofmamages which Involved lobola, CWltt - % of person In the area who wi messed a 
fight, CWornEmploy; % of women employed in the area. 

In the male sample Ccult, Cwitt, and CWomEmploy showed moderate to high significant correlations with all of 

the Intimate Violence measures (r>.50). Cemploy showed no relationships with any of the Intimate Violence 

Measures. These findings suggest that while employment rates do not effect reports of intimate violence, levels of 

traditionality regarding marriage, levels of interpersonal violence and, particularly levels of intergender violence 

are significantly related to the reported use of intimate violence by men. Cleave and WomEmploy were both 

negatively and significantly related to all of the intimate violence items (r> -.4) suggesting that the autonomy and 

economic resources of women have an impact on men's violence. 

In the female sample the Sex measure correlated significantly, but very weakly, with Cemploy (r=.09, p=0.05) 

which suggests a tendency for women to report more sexual abuse in areas were unemployment is higher and, 
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counter intuitively, when less male vs. female violence is witnessed. These low correlations must however be treated 

with caution in the context of these community level variables and would need further study if one was to elaborate 

on the finding. 

4.3.4 Summary Discussion: Results III 

The forgoing section has examined a number of bivariate relationships between measures of Intimate Violence, 

usually by area and with respect to the Intimate Violence items rather than with respect to summative scales. The 

variables presented were intended to shed light on a number of individual and background variables and their 

relationship to Intimate Violence. 

The findings, consistent with the cross cultural risk entailed in the sanctions and sanctuary model (Cambell, 

1 992)suggest that younger people use and experience more violence, having greater control over one's resources 

is protective for women but a risk factor for men and that other fonns of violence are related to Intimate Violence 

(this is also consistent with the learning theory model ego Mihalic & Elliott, 1997). Levels of education, in contrast 

to other studies (Lockhart, 1987) had little or no effect on reported Intimate Violence which suggests the possibili ty 

that education is not by itself a protective factor if it does not also move you to a less violent area. The additional 

finding that employment is only marginally related again mitigates against an explanation that simply measures SES 

without also examining other socio-cultural and violence variables. 

The findings regarding alcohol use and socialising similarly support the cross-cultural risk factor identified by 

Counts (1992) in that, while alcohol use is related to the use of violence, a finding consistent with much earlier 

research (Gelles, 1993), the context of the drinking i.e. at a shebeen during same sex (i.e. without one's partner) 

socialising is a more important variable in unberstanding men's reported use of Intimate Violence. This finding is 

consistent with arguments that the dominant male discourse which emphasises both interpersonal aggression and 

the ownership of women (Guy, 1990), bolstered by male only socialising is a considerable risk factor (Counts et. 

aI., 1992). 

The finding that the holding of beliefs and attitudes which support interpersonal and intimate violence as well as 

the endorsing of 'myths' about violence against women is positively related to reported use of Intimate Violence 

is consistent with similar prior findings (Cambell, 1992). These findings provide support for the claim by activists 

and feminist academics that certain beliefs serve to support violence against women (Dobash & Dobash, 1992). 

The finding that, for men, variables which measured rates of traditional marriage practices, interpersonal violence 

and violence against women is supportive of arguments which seek to implicate social practices in explaining the 

actions of individuals. The demonstrated relationship between lobola marriages and Intimate Violence in particular 

supports those authors who have sought to raise awareness of how practices which imply the ownership of women 

tend to place women at significant risk (Chinkanda, 1992). 

Finally, the consistent finding that individual variables prove better able to explain Intimate Violence in tenns of 

men ' s use of violence than in tenns of women's victimisation needs comment. While it is possible that the finding 

represents measurement error of some kind, and this possibility must be borne in mind, these findings suggest an 
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alternative explanation that should be investigated. Femipist theorists consistently argue that Intimate Violence 

could happen to any woman, that victims are not somehow placing themselves at risk (except of course in terms of 

broad cultural parameters). This argument would suggest, as found in this study, that a woman's victimisation would 

not be predicted from variables intended to measure individual traits. The findings reported here do no more than 

raise the question. It would take additional, properly focussed empirical research to more fully elaborate on this 

possibility . 

4.4 Results IV: Multivariate Regression analysis 

Table 24 presents the standardised beta coefficients for each dependent variable, as well as the adjusted R2. This 

table can be read as if the columns represent the variables which significantly contribute to the prediction of the DV. 

4.4.1 Beating as Dependent Variable 

When all variables are entered into the equation Age (-ve), the use of violence in past relationships (LastRel), 

witnessing violence against one's mother (ChiidWitt), the percentage oflobola marriages (Ccult), the holding of 

battering Myths, frequency of she been visits Shebeen, the degree to which one socialises apart from one's partner 

(SocSelf), the Witness of interpersonal violence and attitudes towards interpersonal violence (InterAtt) retain their 

significance, the variables together account for approximately 73% of the variability in Beating (see Figure 2). 

Interestingly the cultural variables are mediated by the belief variables in their influencing of attitudes but variables 

related to high risk social practices (going to the shebeen and socialising apart from a partner) retain their direct link 

to Beating. Age also shows additional mediated effects through Shebeen and Witness. In all cases Age has a -ve 

Figure 2 : Exploratory path analysis - Beating 

Background Variables Belief&Experience Attitudes Dependent Var. 

Age ~~;~;~====~::===::~===~/~ InterAtt AdjR2= .735 

L",tRoi ~ 
Beating 

~ 
Ccult 

ormB 

bat 

Cwitt 

WomEmplo 

Cleave 

Witne~<; 

relationship with the other variables. 
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Table 24 : Significant Standardised beta co-efficients - Exploratory Path Analysis 

Belief 

4.4.2 Battering as Dependent Variable 

In the full model a number of background variables retain significant direct links to Battering (see Figure 3 and 

Table 24), accounting for 60% of the total variability. Ofparticulat note is the fact that the 'cultural traditions ' 

variable maintains its significance in the presence of the other variables. Additionally it is noteworthy that the only 

'belief' variable which retains significance is the variable relating to perceived approval of others, and, further that 

this variable is in tum predicted by background variables including the measure of women's evaluations regarding 

leaving violent relationships . 

As with Beating, Age, LastRel, Witness and Socself retain significance but no attitude variables remain as part 

of the equation. These findings, along with the significance ofNormB offer tentative support for the sanctions and 

sanctuary model which predicts that it is the degree of sanction and sanctuary, represented here in terms of women ' s 
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Figure 3 : Exploratory path analysis - Battering 

Background Variables Beliefs & Experiences Dependent Var. 

~::==============~~;:==~~~~~::W~i:m:e:ss~ ______ ====== Age ~ .=============-
Battering 

~ 
/ 

Ccult 

Cwitt Shebeen 
Cleave 

SocSelf 

willingness to leave (sanctuary) and the emphasis on nonnative variables (sanction) which distinguishes between 

beating and battering. 

4.4.3 Summary Discussion: Results IV 

The finding that this combination of variables is able to account for approximately 60 - 70% is remarkable. The 

finding that Beating appears to be more readily accounted for by these variables than Battering is consistent with 

much of the bivariate analysis already presented. The strong, negative, influence of age is interesting and suggests, 

along with the sanction and sanctuary model (Brown, 1992), that young men are more violent than older men, all 

other things being equal. An additional point that is worth noting is that although, in the case of Beating, an 

attitudinal variable had a unique direct effect there was a tendency for the belief and attitude variables to be 

obscured by variables relating to high risk practices and coinmunity traditions. This point is brought home in that 

it is the Myth and nonnative beliefs which retain an influence, not the beliefs directly related to an individual's 

evaluation of intimate violence. Further, the finding that the nonnative variable, which shares less absolute 

variability with Beating than do the belief variables, should maintain its significant effect in the company of social 

practice and context variables is seen as evidence that Intimate Violence, especially the more severe fonns, is related 

to the communities overall sanction of the behaviour as it is to women's overall, but not individual, evaluations of 

leaving, of sanctuary. While of course this method of analysis is subject to unexplained influences because of its 

correlational nature (Loehlin, 1992) it is hard to imagine a 'third' variable at the individual level of analysis 

generating the relationships which are visible. 

These findings then, albeit very tentatively, certainly encourage further investigation of links between social 

practices and behaviours like intimate violence whether or not they are mediated by individual belief constructs. 
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CHAPTER 5 : DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

This study has investigated intimate violence and a number of possible correlates measuring individual variables 

and area-related cultural 'proxies'. The study is done in a context which has been described as traditionally 

patriarchal in structure (Chinkanda, 1992) with the added risk of marriage and courtship practices that emphasise 

men's ownership of 'their' women (Wood, 1995; Wood & Jewkes, 1998; Guy, 1990). This characterisation of the 

communities was supported by the experiences of the author as a service practitioner and through pilot studies. 

These facts, accompanied by the proposals of sanction and sanctuary supported a prediction that intimate violence 

against women would be relatively common (Brown, 1992; Cambell, 1 992).The finding that men report rates of 

physical violence at 50-75% is consistent with these concerns, even the 'lower' rates reported by women (30%) are 

moderate to high when compared to internationally reported rates which varied from 20% to 60% (Heise, 1995). 

A proposed qualitative distinction between beating and battering was supported (Brown, 1992). This distinction 

produced meaningful, though small differences in the prediction of different forms of violence suggesting that the 

variability of battering is less explained by the variables used although this must be seen in the light of the path 

analysis results which implicate cultural sanction and sanctuary in explaining the rates at which beating may escalate 

to battering (Campbell, 1992). 

The basic aims of the study were met, incidence and characteristics of intimate violence was examined and reported. 

The additional finding, supporting the hypothesis that rates of violence would differ across different groups, even 

within the same cultural context opened the door to a socio-cultural reading of the results as it would be difficult 

to account for these differences individually. 

Differences in rates of reported victimisation by women did not show the same pattern as reported perpetration by 

men, nor, typically, was an individual woman's reported victimisation as strongly related to other variables. This 

findmg is understood in terms of the argument that while a man's violence may be predictable, a woman's 

victimisation is less so as her victimisation does not rest on any individual characteristic or belief but, rather, on 

where she lives. In addition there is evidence that women under reported violence in the fact that witnessed male­

female violence reported by both men and women varied in magnitude with men's reports of intimate violence. 

Perhaps women are more likely to report the victimisation of other women than their own victimisation. 

The differences in male/female reporting aside a number of factors appear to be important in predicting the variable 

rates of violence reported across areas. The strongest single variable seems to be age. Young men and women use 

and experience more violence and practice more high risk social behaviour. In addition the violence rates can be 

seen to vary with rates of women's employment (but not men's), mens beliefs regarding violence and their 

adherence to battering myths and the degree of collective acceptance ofleaving a violent relationship. Importantly 

alcohol was not an important variable but the contexts in which alcohol is often imbibed, shebeens and parties and 

socialising without one's partner appears to have strong predictive effect. In addition, even crude measures of 

traditionality (eg. % oflobola marriages) can be seen to be important. These variables, taken together, suggest that 

the very high rates of violence reported in the rural area are likely the result of a combination of factors including 

age, low rates offemale employment and low evaluation by women ofleaving violent relationships, high levels of 

gendered traditionality and the presence of high risk social practices (same sex socialising). This area represents 
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a full house of risk factors and the level of violence is consistent. In contrast, NU 17 has high rates of female 

employment, lower rates of violence and high risk socialising and lower rates of lobola marriages. These protective 

factors are borne out in the lower levels of reported violence. 

These findings are tentative, largely because of the fact that the variables used to measure 'cultural' constructs are 

crude but also because, with only five areas to consider, the variation among the groups may not reflect real 

differences that would remain if many different areas were studied (although the high level of theoretical 

consistency suggests that the results are not spurious). The study does, however, provide enough evidence to support 

the further exploration of the manner in which certain cultural and social practices effect rates of violence as well 

as demonstrating that the conceptual map of 'sanction and sanctuary' (Cambell, 1992) provides a valuable guide 

at least at the start of the journey. These factors lead to the basic recommendation that any further research seeks 

to gather information consistent with this model across a number of sites, a strategy which would allow more 

detailed evaluation of the model. 

An additional consequence of these findings is that attempts to explain intimate violence in terms of individual 

factors like personality or belief, drinking, an individuals employment status and the like without the additional use 

of socio-cultural variables must fail to account for the rates of intimate violence in our communities. Allied to this 

concern is the fact that a set of social practices were implicated in the prediction of intimate violence, this suggests 

that it will take actual structural change, rather than psycho-educational strategies if we wish to reduce violence and 

that an important place to start would be in the provision of adequate and realistically available sanction and 

sanctuary. 

In conclusion then, this study, as predicted, reports markedly high rates of intimate violence among a sample of 

isiXhosa speaking persons in and around Mdantsane. This intimate violence can be usefully understood as part of 

a set of interpersonal and social constructs which reduce the autonomy of women within relationships and 

emphasises forms of masculinity which prize men's rights over, and separation from, women. 
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Appendix 1 

Documentation related to securing pennission for conducting the Pilot Study with 
the Patient Population. 

Description: 

This section provides copies of the proposal for the pilot study sent to hospital management 

ethics committee. Also presented is the letter permission for the study to go ahead, 
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Irefrenri: 

IRlPHABLIKI YECISKEI 
REPUBLIC OF CISKEI 

Ref. Iva • •••.••••••••••••••••••.•••• 
'·Ofisi kll - Office of the 

SUPERIN It I\i I.).,' . 
t;I':!':H.JA MAKIWANc; H0:',"/<"'; 

,,*1W.J£~ ~ 

J /fani: 6 1 3 111 X 2 111 
Telephone:. : .........••.••.•.•••...• 

Imibuza: D Z' f 
Enquiries: ..... :-... ~ ~: ~ .. ~ ......•.... 

14 November 1994 

:0 ETHICAL COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

CONDUCTING INTERVIEWS FOR QUESTIONNAIRE DEVELOPMENT 
WITH THE ~ATIENT POPULATION. 

Enclosed herewith please find copy of letter and 
questionnaire addressed ~o me from the Community Health 
Department regarding the Domestic Violence Project. 

Can we have your commentslsuggestions regarding this. 

Your co-operation will be appreciated. 

CHIEF MEDICAL SUPERINTENDENT 

HZZ/ng 

C 12 
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Domestic Violence Project 
C.M.R 

Harris and Justine Evans 
Co-ordinators 
Domest Violence Project 
Community Health Department 
CMH 

To: Dr H Zokufa 
Chief Superintendent 
CMH 

re: Conducting interviews for questionnaire development wi tbe 
patient population. 

Dear Dr Zokufa 

As you may know we are gearing up to conduct a survey of and some 
ng rural areas. The topic, not surprisi domestic 

violence. A of this survey will involve a 
analyses model based on prior in the areas of attitude beli 
measurement. The model provides good information regarding the interactions 
between personal (belief and attitudinal) and societal (normative) variables. 

erplay constructs is of utmost in 
understanding the ant causes a person's attitudes, intentions and 
behaviours as the choice of intervention targets will be driven by such data. 
An initial step in the construction of such a model is to tap, from a small 
sample representative of the population, ient beli ing 

well as salient persons and/or sat 
, The is to ects a list of poss 

as as a list of salient norm carriers, this 1 ist is 
subjected to a content analyses like procedure and a final set of questions 
are based on the concepts generated by the sample. It will "be clear that this 

lows re to cientlyand sensit 
constructs sal ient by 

In order to conduct this first step we are hereby request 
the ital population from which to our sample. 
100) will wards not directly 

obvious bias this may i 

permission to use 
sample (N = approx. 

violence 

wards ics wards with some subjects drawn from 
cal wards, casualty and out patient departments. The interviews wil~ be 

carried out by Sr Mlalandla and/or ourselves. The usual research norms of 
informed consent. confident iali ty and non-malfeasance wi 11 strictly adhered 
to. A copy of the questions be is at to this letter (see 

1), Just to arify. this sample is not survey it fbut 
the to compile a meaningful set of questions. 

Thank you for your time. We wait keenly for your reply. 

and Justine Evans 
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Sample of the questions to be used 

Each subject will to respond to only one the sections ego 'male 
section' or 'females section' or 'children's section' etc. The quest will, 
of course, be translated into Xhosa. 

Fishbein sect 

1) Modal beliefs re battering, 

Could you list below the advantages to wi beating: 

Could you please list low di to wi beating: 

Are any other points to wife beating you would like to ment You 
may causes fe ing or perhaps you thi 
there are types of wi beating that must be considered etc.: 

2) Normat beli re: wife ing. 

When you think about the topic of wife beating in your community there might 
i iduals or groups who thi you ld or should not ever 

your wife or rl i 
If any such people or groups or organisations come to mind that think you 
should your wi or gi please list them low: 

If any such people or groups or organisations come to mind that think you 
should beat your wi or rlfriend please list them low: 

. " 
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Fishbein model - female section. 

1) Normative liefs re: batterer: 

about idea of leav your or boyfriend if he s 
individuals. groups or organisations may come to mind who would 

you should leave your boyfriend or if you some 
may come to mind who would think that you should not leave your husband or 

end if beats you. 

If any such individuals, groups or organisations that would t 
leave your husband or iend come to mind please list 

nk you 
below: 

Id 

If any individuals, groups or sat ions that d think you Id 
leave your husband or iend come to mind please list them below: 

2) Modal liefs re ing batterer. 

What d the di I ng your or 

What would 
you? 

the advantages of leaving your husband or 

if he s 

iend if beats 

What would be 
he beats you? 

di to staying with your husband or boyfriend if 

What would 
beats you? 

the to ng with your husband or iend if he 

3) Normative liefs··re wi beating. 

When you thi about topic of wi beating in your communi there 
be ind 
should 
If any 

s or groups who think that your husband or boyfriend should or 
not ever you. 
such people or groups or 

UU'::OUC;LUU or iend should 
sations come to 

you please list them 
that thi your 

If any such people or groups or organisations come to mind that 
husband or boyfriend d not you please list them below: 

nk your 

1) Modal beliefs re battering, 

Could you list low the 

Could you please list 

to beating: 

low the disadvantages to 

beating 
of wi 

wi beating 

beating: 

to mention? You 
you think 

considered etc.: -----.--
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model - Parents sect 

1) Modal beliefs re hitting children. 

In your opinion what are the advantages of hitting children as a means of 
discipl ine? 

In your opi on what are 
discipline? 

di of hi tting chi Idren as a me'ans of 

Are there any nts that you would like to make about the issue of 
parents hitting their children?: 

2) Normat Ii re hitting i I 

When you think about the topic of parents or other care givers in your 
community hitting children to discipline them there might be individuals or 
groups who think that you should or should not ever hit a Id as a way to 
discipl them. 

If any such people or groups or organisations come to mind that think one 
should hit children as a way to di pI please 1 ist low: 

If any such people or groups or organisations come to mind that think one 
should hit children as a way to discipline them please list them below: 

-, 
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Fishbein Model - Children's model 

1) Normative bel re reporting sexual abuse 

If it ever happened that someone that you know or a your family 
touched your or forced you to touch them, or forced you to do something with 
your body was painful or frightening you might think try to stop this 
from happening again by ing it to someone. might be some people 
who think that you should tell someone about what happened and there might be 
some people who thi that you Id not tell anyone. 

If you can think of anyone who thinks that you should not tell anyone if a 
person you know or a of you ly your or you to 
touch them, or forced you to do something with your body that was painful or 
frightening please list them below: 

If you can think of anyone who thinks that you should tell someone if a person 
.that you know or a member of you family touched your or forced you to touch 

, or forced you to do th your that was painful or 
frightening please list 

2) Modal beliefs re ing sexual 

If it ever happened that someone that you know or a member your family 
touched your or forced you to touch them in a way or of you body that you 
did not want them to, or you to do something wi your body was 
painful or ightening what might the good results of telling someone about 
it in order to stop it from happening again?: 

If it ever happened that someone you know or a member of your ly 
touched your or forced you to touch them in a way or part of you body that you 
did not want them to, or forced you to do ng with your body that was 
painful or ightening what might bad ts telling someone 
it in to stop it happening again?: 
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3) Modal beliefs re beatings 

If one or both of your or any person looking er you hit you 
so often and painfully that 
person or people most of the 
someone about it in order to 

you are often injured and are scared of that 
time what might be the results of telling 

it from happen again?: 

It one or both your s or any person looking after you hit you 
so often and nfully that you are often injured and are scared of that 
person or people most of the time what might be the bad results of telling 
someone about it in to stop it ng n?: 

4) Normative beli re beatings 

If one or both of your parents or any other person looking 
so often and painfully that you are and are 
person or people most of the t you might think try to 
happening again by reporting it to someone. 

you 

If you can i of anyone who thi that you should not tell anyone if one 
or both of your parents or any other person looking after you hit you so often 
and painfully that you are often injured and are of that person or 
people most the t please list low: 

If you can think of anyone who thinks that you should not tell anyone if one 
or both of your s or any other person look after you hit you so often 
and painfully that you are often injured and are scared of that person or 
people most the time please list them below: 
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From: Eric Harris and Justine 

inators 

Domestic Violence Project 

Communi Health 

CMH 

To: Dr H Zokufa 

Chief int 

CMH 

re: Responding to Dr. Boon's quer regarding our Conducting 

interviews for re lopment tbe ic 

population. 

Dear Dr Zokufa 

Please find att a copy of consent . intended guardians of 

minors that would be involved in pilot interviews iled in our previous 

communication on this lC. Dr Boon also requests furt informat ion 

regarding the int~rview protocol. Adults will approached by Sr Mlalandle 

consent will gained lly in the spirit informed consent, 

identiali and non-malfeasance. The interview will involve the verbal 

presentation of the questions by Sr Mlalandle, Sr Mlal Ie will also assist 

in ing the answers the lent difficulties with writing. 

answers will simply be recorded as by the patient, no coding 

will take p at this level. 

With regard to children. ildren will not approached until consent has 

by means t at 

11 d. Once consent has been given t 

Mlalandle and given the opportuni ty to g 

by parent or guard of the 

chi ld wi II be by Sr 

interview. Consent will gained lly in 

or deny their consent to the 

spirit consent, 

the age range of 6 - 14 yrs confidentiality and non-mal 

will be Of course ild's 

dictate the age 1 somewhat. 

ildren 

ility to answer the questions may 
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The interviews will, as far as possible be conducted in our offices in a 

e room. Where ,this is not possible the interview will only take place 

Ua room can be or. in t case of bedr ients, at the 

wi 

the interv 

as the 

the interviews and have 

and cope with any 

We have chosen Mial 

iewer. We will thoroughly prepare Sr 

lute faith in her abili to conduct 

that may arise sensitively and 

Ie as the interviewer 

the interview to take place in Xhosa in order to avoid, as 

we wish 

as possible, 

translation lems in the final quest ire, we also s ly cons her 

to be choice for the task. 

Other issues rai were the complexity 

to issue 

out t we, Ii most disciplines, 

terminology in order to express our act 

feedback, we will happy to provide 

although we must point out that at this 

a list of attributes about men, 

our language and t isms 

we apologise but must point 

re some measure of t ical 

ities and/or constructs. As 

regarding our initial findings 

all we will be able to is 

, relat ionships, violence etc. as 

understood 

as the data 

t 

lect 

t populat ions. -We can g 

as frequency counts 

interested persons a summary 

outline their contri ion to 

qui te the survey if that would 1. In t ion we would 

happy to discuss t information we get with interested persons. 

Thank you for your t 

~ a=r-a-
Eric Harris Justine Evans. 

P.S. We have prov Dr Boon with a copy this letter. 
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omestic "iolence Jlroject 
CMH 

Consent Form For Participation Of Minors In Survey Research 

Statement of consent: ' 

I, igned, do hereby 

state that I fully understand the request being made of me by Domestic 

1 ence Proj ect wi to _~_->...:~"-='"--"'-..O..:=~ __________ of 

whom I am a 1 guardian/parent. 

I Sr M Mlalandle of the Domestic Violence Clinic, whom I have 

met, will, with 's informed verbal 

consent, put a set to 

I understand that interview will be conducted in private, I will not 

to me. 

I tand 

will consist of that have been shown expl 

that 1 ion wi 11 confi 1 and 

wi thout reference to _--'-~~~~=~ ___________ as an individual. 

I hereby give my consent for the domestic violence to interview (Child's 

in manner set out 

Si Date: 
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Appendix 2 

Pilot Study Questionnaire - ....... U:F.AAoJ1U 

Description: 

This section contains the questions put to respondents in the pilot study. The questions are in 

"-'111''''''''' although actual questionnaires were in isiXhosa - see Appendix 3 for isiXhosa "'.,..'''',,,." 

The questions are presented the following headings: 

1) Modal Beliefs battering 

2) Beliefs leaving a relationship (Women only) 

3) Normative Beliefs regarding battering (Men 

4) Normative ...... "'II"'L'" regarding a violent relationship (Women only) 

Objects - questions relating to the constructions of men/women and husband/wife 

Participants were presented with the questions in isiXhosa and was made available on the 

questionnaire for their answers. 
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Pilot Study Questions 

1) Modal beliefs regarding battering 

People as to "flether it is aroenulble men to beat or would value your 
ideas on this topic: 

a) you believe to positive outcomes of a man beating his wife 

b) Could you below "nat you nell'am,e outcomes of a man his wife of girlfriend: 

c) Are there any points that you would to add?: 

2) Modal Beliefs ............ ri .... leaving a violent relationship (Women only): 

disiagr(:le as to "nether women 
value your opinion on this topic: 

leave their nu:m(JJllu:s or ......... "T1",P' ....... " if beat her. We 

What, in your opinion, would be the bad of leaving husband or boyfriend beat you? 
your ideas 

b) in your opinion, would be the good results your husband or boyfriend if he 
Please list below: 

c) Wbat, in your would be the bad of staying with or boyfriend 
list your ideas below: 

d) Wbat, the good with your ..... ""' ... ,,, .... or boyfriend 
you? list 

e) there any other comments you would to make about leaving or not leaving a man you? 

3) Normative Beliefs regarding battering (Men): 

Wben you think of v,>ife in your community or groups 
think that it is or is not acceptable for you to your wife or m ... l'ho1, ... rI 

come to that think it is acceptable for to beat your wife or 

or groups come to mind 
below: 

think it is not acceptable for you to your wife or 

other 1-'''''''1-'''''' about you ""'''''uu", 

1 
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4) Normative beliefs regarding leaving a violent relationship (Women only): 

When you think about the idea of your husband or boyfriend if he beats you certain individuals, 
groups or organisations may come to mind who would think that you should leave boyfriend or husband 
if beats you and some may come to mind who would think that you should not your husband or 
nl'l'lT1T1I'!nl1 ifhe you. 

If any individuals, or organisations that would think you should leave your husband or 
boyfriend come to mind please list them below: 

If individuals, or that would you should IlQ.t your husband or 
boyfriend come to mind please list them below: 

5) Objects - questions "' ........ jl:ito the ............ " of men/women and husband/wife 

Loyal 
Obedient 
UCIPen,Oerlt on their owners for food and 
Playful 
Tame 
Often fleas ticks etc. 

say 
are: 

a dJtI:erent country or even a different 

Could you pretend that you to explain to a person from another planet where there are no 
UllI.sllil!lliU.wu.ellImru1Y.Q~ru and list about 5 words of phrases you best explains of describes what 
il:nl~lW1w~nm:lLwmnm.l are?: 

2 
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Appendix 3 

Study Questionnaire - isiXhosa Version 

Description: 

section contains questions put to respondents pilot See Appendix 2 an 

.LJU,!'>U.,u version of the questions. 

questions are presented the following headings (headings are in English): 

1) Modal tielters 

Modal Beliefs Regarding leaving a violent relationship (Women only) 

3) Normative regarding battering (Men only) 

4) Normative Beliefs .. "''''''' .. 11 ..... ''' leaving a violent relationship (Women only) 

Objects - questions relating to constructions of men/women and husband/wife 

Participants were presented with the questions in isiXhosa and 

questionnaire sheet for their answers. 

was made available on the 
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Pi10t Study Questions - isiXhosa translation 

1) Modal beliefs regarding battering 

Abantu abawmelani ngomba wokuba amadoda amele uk'llbetha k"Ubafazi nakwizithandwa zawo, Iimbono 
zakho ngalomba k'llthi, 

a) Ungadwelisa apha ng(:ZaJltSl 
n>ln.rnNM yindida? 

okholelwa yimiphumela emihle yokubethwa kOIntazl U"4I""" 

b) Ungadwelisa apha izinto okholelwa ukuba yimiphumela engemihle yokubethwa kwabafazi 
okanya isithandwa ngamadoda? 

c) Zingaba izinto " .. .!:; ...... " ............... M ....... ", .......... , ..... } 

'2) Modal Beliefs regarding leaving a violent relationship (Women only) 

Abantu abavumelani no~;ustuyvva kwabayeni, nezithandwa 
ixabisekile 

xa zebabetha, ..... J .......... 

a) ukuba kweyakho imbooo ingayinti imiphumela emibi yokushiya umyeni okanye isithandwa sakho 
xa sikubetha? dwelisa iimbono zakho ngc~zaJntsl 

b) Ucinga uk'llba imbono emihle yok'llshiya umyeni okanye 1:;u.mWlUVl1ll 

xa sikubetha? Nceda dwelisa iimbono zakho ng(~zaJntsl 

c) ukuba, kweyakho imbono iziphumo ezihle ezinokwehla ngolmhlala nomyeni wakho nesithandwa 
naxa sikhubetha? Uceda udweliswa zakho nge:Zat1ttsl: 

d) Ucinga ukuba kweyakho imbono zingayintoni iziphumo ngolmhlala nomyeni okanye nesithandwa 
naxa sikubetha? udwelise iimgcinga zakho ngC!ZaJntsl 

e) Kukho ngomba wokushiywa UVI~LUI,J;;a~'lU) kwendoda ekubethayo 

Normative beliefs battering only) 

Xa ucinga ngomba wokubethwa kwabafazi elmhlaleni, kungakho bantu bathile okanye amaqela acinga 
uk"Uba kumbetha okanye isithandwa sakho, 

a) Xa abantu abanjalo okanye amaqela lawo aganga ukuba umele ukumbetha umfazi okanye isithandwa 
sakho athi angqondweni, uwadwelise ng(:zrultsl 

b) abantu abanjalo okanye amaqela acinga ukuba ~~!.!:: kumbetha umfazi okanye isithandwa sakho 
athi tha angqondweni, uwadwelise ng(:ZaJltSl 

c) Zingaba zikho 
wakho? 

izinto ofuna ukuzikhankenya ngembono zabanye abantu malunga nokubetha umfazi 

1 
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Normative beliefs regarding leaving a violent relationship (Women only). 

Xa ngokushiya umyeni wakho isithandwa xa sikubetha, abanye abatu, amaqela okanv~ 
imibutho ingathi tha enokucinga ukuba umele ukusishiya isithandwa n .... "'''',.'' 

ekubetha, nabathi tha abanokucinga akumele k-umshiya um'fem 
okanye isithandwa xa eJ...'Ubetha. 

Xa abantu abanjalo, amaqela okanye imibutho enokucinga ukuba umele ukumshiya umyeni wakho okanye 
isithandwa sakho bathi tha engqondweni, nceda ubadwelisa ngezantsi: 

Xa abantu abanjalo, amaqela imibutho ukuba akumele kumshiya um'/em wakho okanye 
isithandwa sakho bathi tha engqondweni, nceda ubadwelisa ngezantsi: 

5) Objects ~ questions relating to the constructions of men/women and husband/wife 

Xa ubungaclwa uchaz.ele 
xa uzichaza: 

njalo-njalo 

umtu ovela kwelinye iliawe abho kungekho asekhaya, ubungathi 

Ungakhe ke wenza ngathi kufuneka ucacisele umntu ovela kwelinye apho lmngekho ""." ....... "" 
udwelise zibentlanu, 5 okanye ongawesadenziswa ukuchaza uk'Uba bayintoni 
"""",,,,, ... okanye nJanl. 

2 
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Appendix 4 

Study : Description Summary 

See Appendices 8 & 9 the various questions resulting from the pilot results. 
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Pilot Study: Study description and results summary 

1) Description of tile study 

A pilot was conducted, the in November and December of 1994. The aimed to in 
a more formal vein the of 'new the CFC team had begun to ask as well as provide the point 
for the Mdantsane Domestic Violence Survey. The study was carried out in the hospital grounds on ambulatory 
outpatients and patients in non-surgical wards (it was felt that wards may bias towards assault victinlS). A 
research proposal was submitted to the hospital ethics committee which they approved Appendi"X 1). 

The involved the administering based on the method developed by Fishbein with respect 
to the Theory of Reasoned Action. This model was usedfor a number of reasons; a) the method provides a means of 
COD:stnlCtill~ context specific survey questions regarding both beliefs and normative b) the model developed 

allows for a of the of normative vs. belief variables in the prediction of action (or. more 
accurately, intensions to act) and, c) the manner in which the belief related questions are phrased the 
outcomes of the behaviour, an emphasis consistent with the systemic and narrative style that the CFC 
team had begun to use. 

The pilot questionnaire was constructed by the researcher (see Appendi.x 2) and translated into isiXhosa (see AppendL"X 
3) by a Professional Nurse and CFC counsellor who also carried out the actual interviews. The qm~sti;[)ns 

and the answers recorded the interviewer. In total 30 men and 28 women were a total 

2) Data anlaIysis 

The results l were analysed a two tiered process of content analysis. In the frrst instance the frequency of similar 
responses was counted, where the researcher was unsure of which a response fitted into, a new was 
constructed. The list was then condensed by collapsing similar The resulting were then 
used as a guide to re-read the original responses and the at which each response was used was recorded. This 
process was carried out individually for each The results are provided, question, below. 

3) Results 

The simple counts are in tabular form with an on inclusiveness in choice. The 
data is purely descriptive and no inferential statistics were used. The questions derived from these items can be seen 
in Appedices 8 & 9. The results are also briefly discussed in section '" '" '" '" '" '" * * of the main text. 

3.1) Modal Beliefs About Battering. 

3.1.1) Wbat are the good results of a man beating his wife? 

to the issues and Violent only. Additional 4U10~LI'''U~ 
~'¥.h.w~nnl dls(nphlile on elrildren were also used and the results "'ll1IVSt:um a similar manner, The resulting questionnaire 

regardmg elrild discipline are 8 1 ) 

1 
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3.1.2) What are the Bad results of a man beating his wife? 

:rest>Ol1llent sUJ!;ge,.ted that men should In addition 
deserves a beating" 

not beat their 

3.2) Modal Beliefs About Leaving a Violent Relationship 

3.2.1) Good outcomes from ,,"""'n, .... in a violent relationship 

3,2.2) Bad Outcomes from staying in a violent relatiouship 

2 

and another indicated that 
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3.2.3) Bad Outcomes from leaving a violent relationship 

3.2.4) Good outcomes from Ipso'I11n," a violent relationship (N=28) 

Normative Beliefs regarding battering (N=30) 

3.3.1) Persons/Groups who approve of wife be~mll12 

Person's who would disapprove of wife beating 

3 
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3.3.3) Some penons took the opportunity to make 'positional' statements regarding the involvement of others 
in wife beating: 

Three men (10%) said variations 'No-one outside oflhe should interfere.'. Four men (13%) indicated that 
they were misunderstood by others who failed to understand lheir view of the issue eg: take me for someone who 
is my family. do not the cause of lhe misunderstanding' . 

3.4) Normative Beliefs regarding Leaving (Women only, N::: 28) 

3.4.1) Persons/Groups who approve of you leaving a violent relationship 

3.4.2) Person's who would disappnlve of you leaving a violent relationship 

3.4.3) These are distilled into the following groups who have an interest in this issue 

4 
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3.5) Constructions of men and women 

Participants were asked to provide characteristics of men and women and husbands and wives in order to 
information on the manner in which these are constructed. The question was asked the following fonnat: 

3.5.1) Characteristics of wives 

Characteristics of Husbands 

5 
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3.5.3) Characteristics of women 

3.5.4) Characteristics of men 

6 
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Appendix 5 

Survey Questionnaire - Cover Page and Demographics Section 

Description 

survey questionnaire cover page and demographics section as presented to participants is 

provided. All participants received the same questions demography. 
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Survey Questionnaire 

Social scientists and service providers often use questionnaires to get a better understanding 
of a number of community issues. These questionnaires allow us to plan our community services in 
ways that can best benefit the community. 

This survey, which is being undertaken by the Child And Family Centre in conjunction with the 
University of Cape Town, is endorsed by SANCO Mdantsane and the Department of Health and Welfare, 
Eastern Cape. The focus of this study is family life. 

The questionnaire asks you a number of questions about your background (age, marital status, 
number of children etc.) in addition the questionnaire asks a number of questions regarding 
conflict between people in your community. 
Your opinion is very important in this survey. You have experiences that will help us to be more 
appropriate in providing our services to your community. Since we can only ask a few people to 
fill out the questionnaire you may be speaking on behalf of many people who did not get the 
opportunity to give us their views. Please answer all the questions as fully and honestly as 
possible. 

Persons asked to participate in this study have been selected purely by chance. Neither your name 
nor your address appear anywhere on the questionnaire. This ensures that your answers remain 
anonymous. The information you provide will remain confidential and will be used for research 
purposes only. 

This study would not have been possible without the financial support of the HSRC and Johnson and 
Johnson. 

------------------*--------------------

Abenzululwazi abazibekisa kwizinto zoluntu nabo bamele inkonzo bathanda ukusebenzisa imibuzo 
ukuze bafumane imvisiswano ebhetele yemicimbi yenkonzo yoluntu. Le mibuzo yenzelwa ukuba sikwazi 
ukucwanggcisa iinkonzo zethu ngeendleia ezinokuthi zibe negalelo eluntwini. 

Olu cando luthatyathwa yiSenta yabantwana nosapho kunye neYunivesiti yaseKapa, lungqinwe yiSANCO 
eMdantsane kunye neSebe lweZempilo neMpi lontle eMpuma-Koloni. Olu cando lunoqwalaselo kubomi 
losapho. 

Le mibuzo ikubuza inani lemibuzo ngemvelaphi yakho (iminyaka, iwonga lomtshatho, inani 
labantwana, nji. njl.) kwaye ikubuze inani lemibuzo ngengxabano phakathi kwabantu nabahlali. 

Uluvo lwakho lubaluleke kakhulu kolu cando. Unamava ayakusinceda thina ukuba sibe nemfaneleko 
yokubonelela kwinkonzo yoluntu. 

Njengokuba abantu bambalwa abaphendula Ie mibuzo, uthethela abantu abaninzi abangafumenanga 
ithuba lokusinika iimbono zabo. N~eda uphendule yonke imibuzQ ngokupheleleyo 
nangokunyanlsekileyo. 

Abantu ababuzwe ukuthatha inxaxheba kulo mfundiso abakhethwanga, bathathwa nje. Akukho gama 
okanye i-adilesi yakho iza kubonakala naphi na kule mibuzo. Le nto ibonisa ukuba iimpendulo ziza 
kuso10ko z ingenamagama. 01 u 1 waz i us i bonele Ie lona luya kuhlaia lungathethwa kwaye luya 
kusetyenziswa kWiinjongo zophando kuphela. 

Le mfundiso ibingenakwenzeka ngaphandle kwenxaso yemali yeHSRC noJohnson noJohnson. 

INTERVIEWER NUMBER 

community project ... 
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Section Demographic Details 

1. Date of birth: 

2. Sex: 

3. Marital Status: 

I 
'Civil(Church or !Viagistratel 

Married Traditional(~abola) 2 

Civil and Traditional 3 

Live together 4 

Widow/Widower 5 

Divorced/separated 6 

Not married and not living together 7 

IF RESPONDEN'l' ANSWERED 'WIDOW/WIDOWER' (CODE 5) OR . DIVORCED/SEPARATED , (CODE 
6) OR 'NOT MARRIED AND NOT LIVING TOGETHER' (CODE 7) THEN DO QUESTION 
(3a)+(3b). ELSE GO DIRECTLY TO QUESTION (30) 

3a. How long ago did you lose spouse\get separated\ 
stop living with someone? 

never lived with anyone 

Less than one year 

to years 

to 5 years 

5 years 

More than 10 years 

3b. Are you currently in a relationship?: 

IF YES DO QUESTIONS (30) - (3e) 
IF NO GO DIRECTLY TO QUESTION (4) 

30. How have you been this relationship? 

Less than one year 

1 to 2 

2 5 years 

5 to 10 years 

More than 0 years 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

3 

4 

5 

6 

3d. With regard to this relationship would you say that your 
Partner's family are 

of you'? 

3e. With regard to this relationship would you say that your 
Partners family are 

of you in your relationship? 

For official use only 

'----j-----, 2 • 
Sex 

o ~1stat 

04.Tsep 

. Currel 

6. RelT 

o . InAcc 

09. InSup 

... / Personal Details Question 4 

1 
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4. Do you have any Children?: 

IF YES DO QUESTIONS (4a) - (4g) 
IF NO GO DIRECTLY TO QUESTION (5) 

4a. How many children?: 

4b. many of them live wich you at present?: 

4c. How many your children are from your current/most 
recent spouse or partner?: 

4d. From whom, if anyone, do you recieve support for your 

4e. How old is your oldest?: 

4g. How old is your youngest?: 

5. Are Pregnant/ Is your partner pregnant?: 

Education and Occupation 

1. Educational Level: 

2. Occ.upacion: 

Economically Self-Employed 
active 

Employee 

Temporarily unerr.ployed 

Student 

! 
He l:S e\-li f.e 

Economically 
inactive Pensioner 

Ur;fit for work 

Unemployed not looking work 

ldren?: 

1 

I 2 

3
1 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IF 'ECONOMICALLY ACTIVE' (CODE 1 4) THEN GO TO QUESTION 3 
IF 'ECONOMICALLY INACTIVE' (CODE 5 - 6) THEN ASK QUESTION (2b) 

2b. Who supports you?: 

GO TO 'Soc1al L1fe and Substance Use' 

3. type of work do you do?: 

4. wages? : 

2 

s 

IE! 

20 

22 

24 

0
25 
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1. In the average week ho"," 
do you go out with or gather with your 

friends?: 

2. Of these times would it be true to say that alcohol/drugs is 

3. Would it be true to say when you drink alcohol you 

get intoxicated? 

4. In an average week often do go 'to a shabeen similar 

establishment?: ________________________________________________________________ ___ 

5~ In an aver'age week how eften, includiGg times mentioned above, 

drink al ?: 

6. these occasions what and ho'",;- IDlJch do yO:J usually d;:~ink?: 

7. In general, when you go out visit friends or a party/function, do you 

1. you have a chronic health problem?: 

IF YES ASK QUESTIONS Cla) - (lb) 
IF NO GO TO QUESTION (2) 

la. Describe your Condition: 

lb. Details of treatment: 

Practitioner Treatment 

Nurse 

Docter 

Trad. Healer 

2. In addition to that above ha',fe you 
health in the past year?: 

Clinic 

Hospital 

G.P. 

Trad. Healer 

YIN No. of 
V~sits 

Ivtost 

No. visits in past year 

any of the following 

problem 

3 

D 
30 

D 

46 

48 49 

51 52 

54 55 

57 58 
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1. What type of home?: 

60 

2. Is the house owned or rented by residents?: 6':' 

3. In whose name is the house owned/rented?: 

4. Who makes the payments?: 

5. Please indicate belo ... , che number and breakdown of the people in house: 

Hembers Nurrber ':Cotal No. Working INo. G:)ntrib~ 

Men 

I Women 

I Children 

(5 •• ".bout how much money is brougrx into the househoid per wee;;?: 

7. Are there people, other ':han those me:.tioned above that demand 

fi:.ancial support from you or your husband?: D 
IF YES PLEASE LIST THEM BELOW: 

Identi~y of person/people 

74 

76 77 

78 79 

4 
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1. In table below please fill in the details as requested regarding 
your family of ofigin: 

Relationship Location Personal Support Financial Support 
'Local' 
'Distant' 

: 
I Supportive 1 Supportive 

'Dead' 2 = Neither i 2 = Neither 
3 = Demanding 3 = Demanding 

Mother 

Father I 

I Siblings 

1. Do you belong to any Church or other group or organisation?: 

IF YES ASK QUESTIONS CIa) 

lao Please fill in the following table wiLh regard 
that you belong to: 

[ 
Org.! /personal Support They play 
Groupl 
Church I - - 3 1 -

Great Some None Big 

a 

Deal in daily 

5 

the group( ) 

- 3 
Small 

life. 
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Experiences with (Men) 

Community and General 

1. Would you say that, in general, there is a 

violence in your community? 

2. How dangerous, in terms of violent crime, would you say are the following 
situations?: 

Very Danger- Average Not really Not 
Danger- ous Danger- Danger-
ous ous eus 

Walt~ing home alone at 
night. -2 -1 0 1 2 

Travelling a taxi or 
train -2 -1 0 1 ~ 

<. 

Ir. your house during 
the week -1 1 ;' 

At a shabeen Fri/Sat 
night -2 -1 0 1 2 

II: your on FriiSat 
night -2 -1 0 1 

Shopping in 
-L -1 0 1 2 

Waiting at a stop/ 
taxi rank/train station I -2 I -1 0 1 2 

During an evening at 
1 -1 home with your family -2 0 1 2 

1. the past year have you witnessed a fight between two (or more I 

people? : 

IF YES ASK QUESTIONS (la) - (le) 
IF NO GO TO QUESTION (2). 

la. How many s:Jch incidents have you witnessed?: 

PLEASE ANSWER TEE FOLLOWING FIVE QUESTIONS WITH RESPEC'l' TO TEE LAST 
SUCH INCIDENT THAT YOU WITNESSED. 

lb. was fighting with whom?: 

6 

.... /Question Id 
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1<1. Was weapon used?: 

le. How was the fight stopped?: 

2. In the past year, how often did you: 

:Get ~nto a physical fight? 

!Hurt someone enough for him/her 
Ineed bandages? 

Get by someone else enough to 
need bandaqes? 

Hurt someone enough so that they had 
visible cuts, bumps or other marks? 

Get hurt by someone else 
had visible cu~s, bumps or 

1 3 

1 2 3 

2 3 

IF NOT CURRENTLY IN A REL.li't.TIONSHIP THEN SKIP QUESTION (l) - GO TO 
'CONFLICT IN PAST REL.li't.TIONSHIPS· 

1. In 
following 

Slapped her 

Hit, punched 

you done any 
your wlfe/gi 

kicked her 

Called her insulting names 

Put her dawn in front of others 

the 
end? : 

kept her in the house against 

hit or hurt her 

Threatened her 

Prevented her fran seeing her friends 
and/or her family 

Beat her a stief: or arrbok 

Forced her against her will 

Forced her to do things sexually that were 
painfull andlor degrading to 

Never Once 

1 

1 

1 2 3 

1 2 3 

2 

1 2 

7 

5 

4 

10+ 

4 5 

5 

. I 
·---Exp26 

I 
Exp27 

•• /8 Question 2 
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1. In your most recent previous relationship, did you ever beat you~ wifel 

girlfriend?: 

1. ,,,hen you were a child did your parents hit you?: 

2. you were 

B 
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Appendix 7 

Survey Questionnaire - Experiences with Violence Section (Women) 

Description 

This section of the questionnaire, 'Experiences with Violence', was slightly different for men and 

women. The differences relate to the phrasing of the intimate violence scale (p. 7) and the fact that 

women were asked about their 'Help Seeking' (p.8) and past relationships (p.9). This section of 

the questionnaire was printed in English with the interviewer providing interpretation were 

necessary. 
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Experiences with Vio~ence (Women) 

1. l/,ould you say that, in general, there is a 

of violence in your community? 

2. How dangerous, in terms of violent crime, would you say are the following 
situatlons?: 

Very Danger- Average Not really Not 
Da'lger- ous Danger- Danger-
ous ous ous 

Walking home alone at 
night. -2 -.I. u ;:: 

Travelling in a taxi or 
train .l. 0 1 2 

In your house du.::ing 
the week -2 -1 0 1 

.1\ 't a shabeen on Fri/Sat 
night -2 -1 I 

'our house on Fri/Sat 
-2 -1 I 0 -

Shopping in town 
-2 -1 0 1 

Waiting at a bus stop/ 
ta~:i rank/train station -2 -1 0 1 2 

During an evening at 
home with your family -2 -1 1 2 

1. In the past year have you witnessed a fight between two (or more) 

people?: 

IF YES ASK QUESTIONS (la) - (le) 
IF NO GO TO QUESTION (2). 

la. How many such incidents have you witnessed?: 

PLEASE ANSWER TBB FOLLOWING FIVE QUESTIONS WITH RESPECT TO TBB L1I.ST 
SUCH INCIDENT THAT YOU WITNESSED. 

lb. wno was fighting with whom?: 

1e. Were the participants under the infLlence of alcohol?: 

6 

1 

.... /Question Id 
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IF RESPONDENT ANSWERED 'NEVER' TO ALL ITEMS IN QUESTION ONE 'l'BEN GO TO 

2 Have you tried get help from any of the people mentioned below with 

YIN Re: I 

Family 

/social 
Workers 

Clinic 

f I 

Exp'6 

U 
Neighbour' 
/ Friend ' 

Res./ 
Civics 

Church 

t I 

3. vihat is your most important reason for stay::'ng with this man? 

1. I your husband beat you would you be more or less likely 

to 1 tl;e police if you knew that they would treat 

an ordinary assault and arrest him irfuT,ediately?: 

2. If you knew of a place where you could go to with your children, 

where you and you;' children WOULd be safe until you could rr.ake plarls, 

if/when your t:usband/boyfr':'end beat you, would you leave your 

t.usband/boyfriend :"f/when he beat you?: 

3. If you knew of a group of women who were trying nelp each 

other with their ent boyfriends/husbands, and your boyfriend/ 

Husband beats you, would you to ~oin the group?: 

8 
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1. In your most recent pre'vious relationship, did your Husband/Boyfriend 

ever beat you?: 

IF YES THEN ASK QUESTIONS (2) AND (3) 
IF NO 00 TO 'CONFLICT IN CHILDHOOD' BELOW 

2, In this relationship did you go the following people for help and 
were t;-,ey helpfull?: 

1 !NIReSponse 
Helpfull 

Y\N 

Own 
Family 

£>:06: 

IHis 

I 
U 

I Social 
Workers 

Police 

Clinic 
I 

'Ne II' 

I . 

Res./ 
Civics 

I Church 
Worker 

5. How did the relationship end?: 

•• /9 'Confl ir. Ch' 

1. "men you were a child did your parer.ts hit you?: 

2. When you were a child did yO;] see your father beat your mother?: 

9 
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Appendix 8 

Survey Questionnaire - Beliefs and Attitudes Section (Men) - ....., .. iB ... "'.u Version 

Description 

This section of the questionnaire, and Attitudes', was slightly for men 

women. The differences to the that men were asked questions relating to general 

violence use (pp. 10, 11 - Q's 1, 2 5) as wen as a set of questions relating to their own use of 

violence. addition 'Normative Beliefs' section (p. related to battering were the 

section related to leaving a violent relationship. differences obviously had 

repercussions Attitudes (p.13) & Evaluation (pp. 13-14) "' .... "'''v •• " 

This section of the questionnaire was actually presented in isiXhosa to respondents in to 

protect the reliability of the measures used. Appendix 10 for the translated version. 
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and Attitudes (Men) 

In the following section we present you wit:h a number of statements, ?lease use the table provided 
indicate whether you agree with the statement, that is, think it is true or disagree with the statement, 
that is, think it is untrue. 

1- Roles 
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree 
Strongly Strongly 

~'4omen are by nature more tolerant than -2 1 2 
men 

Women are more responsible than men for 
what happens in the :amily -2 1 2 

Men need more freedom outside of the 

I home than women do -2 -1 1 " ~ 

In a healthy society it is the man who 
goes to ~work and the women who stays at -2 -1 1 ~ 

~ 

home 

It is only natural the man to be the SR5 
head of the household -2 i 1 ':' -

IThe most important thing for a women is 
to be a good wife and mother -2 ! 1 

SR6 

Disagree DiSagreel Agree Agree 
~ , Relationships Strongly Strongly 

Men are the dominant partner in a RSLI 
relationship 1 

Men and women the samE REL2 
!things from a 1 2 

A vlomen "ill only respect a man who will REL3 
lay aOi,..ln he law her 

In a relationship one person always has 
to be in control -1 1 

In a relationship a women i',s often REL5 
trying to take advantage of the man -2 -1 1 2 

Disagree Disagree Agree ~ Agree 
3. Conflict in relationstlips Strongly Strongly 

;-Jife beating is a small matter compared 
to other social -1 2 

.JUcohoi is the main cause of \.;ite 
beating -2 -1 I 

Usually, when a man beats his wife he 
has a good reason -2 -1 2 

,'mat happens between a man and a women, 

I 
even physical Violence, is nobody else' -2 -1 2 
business 

Children are effected by a man 
beating his fe -2 -1 2 

stay with men who beat 
like to be beaten -2 -1 2 

It is very rare for a women to 
seriously hurt when her husband -2 -1 2 
her 

9 
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Results of using physical force 

of the ways in wh:i,ch people deal with conflict is to use physical fC1:ce. The following set 0: questions 
provide you with some of the possible results using f01:ce to resolve conflicts. Please use the table 
provided to indicate whether the statements are LIKELY or UNLIKELY results of Lhe physical force described. 
We are not asking whether the statements are good or bad, we only wish to know whether ttey are LIKELY 
or UNLIKELY. 

l. Hitting a man who insults you Highly 
will result in Unlikely 

ting mo.::e respect from him in 2 
ure 

respect your friends 2 

the of your 
communiLY 

You getting arrested for assault 

The man becoming more abusive in 
the future 

You losing the respect of yo ''; r 
community 2 

~. Settling your arguments by :ighting Highly 
will result in Unlike:y 

You getting respect from your friends 

the respect of your 

resolved 

You losing the respect of your 
Gomm~n::"ty 

3. general, man beats his 

2 

2 

Unlikely Li:.::ely 

1 -1 

1 -1 

1 -1 

1 -1 

unlikely Likely 

1 -1 

1 -1 

1 -1 

1 

1 

w::'fe the results are that 
H::'ghly I 
unlikelyUnlikey Likely 

A ~,romen learns respect her 
Husba;-,d I 1 

A women lea 
. 2 -1 

The "I':omen is likely to have 
a· a::fair 2 1 -1 

p" women learns respect the 
and values the community 2 1 -1 

[The children learn that hitting 
women is acceptable I 2 1 -1 

The man and fe get divorced or 
seperated I 2 -1 

ISingle parent fanilies are created 
2 1 -1 

IThe women seriously injured 

I 2 - -

The man goes to court for assaulting L h=-s wife 2 1 

10 

I 

Highly 
Likely 

-,,-

-2 

Highly 
Likely 

Highiy 
Likely 

-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

INTA5 

NTA6 

INTBl 

INTB2 

It\TB3 

INT84 

INTB5 

1 
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4. Hitting children to disciple 
them results in 

The child being well disciplined 
2 1 

The child learning to obey adults 
2 1 

child running away from home 
2 1 

The child that his or her 
parents love him or her 1 

S. Having a reputation as a good Highly 
fighter will result in Unlikely Unlikey 

You getting respect :rorn your friends 
2 1 

You getting of your 
community I 2 

You being able to get your way 
2 1 

You becoming known as someone who I can solve conflicts 1 

losing the respect of your 

I unity 2 1 
I 

6, If you were your own 
the results would be that Unlikely Unl 

'!ol:r wife learr.s to respect you 
2 

Your wife will learn to obey you 
2 1 

Your wife willb!" less: l.il,ely· t.o I 
have affairs 

Your wife 
norms and 

to respect the 
the community 

Your children will learn that 
women is acceptable 

You and your wife will get: divorced 
or seperated 

Your wife will be seriously injured 

You 
your 

court for assaulting 

Your wife will not go out without 
your permission 

Your wife will suf:er emotionaL.y 

2 1 

2 

2 

2 1 

1 

2 

11 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

Likely 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 I 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

Highly 
Likely 

-2 

-2 

-L 

-2 

Highly 
Likely 

..-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

-2 

Highly 
Liicely 

-2 

INTC3 

I 
INTD3 

I 
INTD4 

i 
INTD5 

PBAT2 

PBAT3 

PBAT4 

PBAT5 

PBAT6 

PBAT? 

PBAT8 

PBAT'! 
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1. following people may have an opinion about whether: you should or should 
not ever beat your wife. For each person group please indicate on the scale 
provided whether think that should or should ever beat your wife: 

Defini tely 
I Should 

Definitely 
Should Should not Should 

:Your parents 2 .. -1 - ::: -

i Her parents 1 -1 

The res:dence committee 2 1 -1 

The church 1 -1 -2 

The courts of law 2 1 -1 I -2 I 
The police 1 -- -2 

His friends -1 

The neighbours 2 1 -2 

:social Workers 2 1 -1 -2 

2. With regard the following people, would you use the scale provided to 
indicate whether you are motivated to do the things that they would like you 
to do. is, do you try to behave in the way that they would \Vant you 
behave not? 

!usuallY try Jl.lways Do not Defini tely 
to do as Ito do as Usually try d, not ever 
they '"ould they would Ito do as try to do as 
wa. me to want me to they would t would 

want me to \..rant me te· 
I 

:Your parents 
i 

4 

iHer parents 4 3 2 

The residence committee 3 I 2 1 

The church 4 3 2 1 

The courts of law 4 I 3 

: 
The police I 4 I 3 

His friends I 4 3 2 1 

The neighbours 4 3 I 1 
j 

Social Workers 4 3 I 

In general, do you feel that the people who are to think 

12 
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Attitudes 

These are a set of statements about how people SHOULD or SHOULD NOT behave, 
please use the scale provided to indicate your agreement or disagreement with 
the following statements 

Agree 
IDisagree 

Disagree 
Strongly l\gree Strongly 

Fighting physically is usually the 
best way to settle an argument 2 1 - - ~ 

~ -
It is alright to force your partner 
to have sex when she is not willing 2 1 -1 -2 

T~ is better to turn the other cheek 

I 
_L 

then hit bacf: when you are attacked 2 1 -1 -'? 

lIt is alright to slap your partner in 

I the face when she chalenges you " 1 -1 -2 ~ 

Hi tting a child is the right way to 

I disciplir.e them 2 , - , -::' - -

IThe dominant partner should use forcel 
to keeo control of the relationshio - . , 2 1 -, - .c 

It is good to have a reputatior: as a 
I I I good fighter 2 , -1 -2 -

If your partner flirts with someone I 
else you should beat her 2 1 -1 - ::' 

.A. good beating is often the best way I 
to sholtl your partner who :i..S in charge 2 , -1 -2 ~ 

J:.. man should hit another man who 
insults him 2 , -1 -L -
Beating your partner occassionally is 
gooe 2 J. -1 -2 

lIt is l:'lght for a man to beat his 

I 
I 

\'ii fe 2 1 - I -2 ~ -

Evaluations of the results of actions 

I N'TBAl 

I 

I A.I 

I NTS.A. 

I 
B .11.2 

i 
I NTCA 

j 

I .11.3 

I NTDA 

I .11.4 

B .11.5 

I 
I NTAJI. 

I 
B .11.6 

I 

I I .11.7 

Ir; the section that follows we ask you to indicate whether the following ideas or events are GOOD or BAD. 
"Ie are not interested in whether they actually happen or not, just whether, if they happened it would be 
a GOOD or BAD thing. Please use the table provided to record your answer. 

Very Very 
bad Bad Good Good 

! Getting more respect from another 2 1 -2 G"TA" man is 

Getting respect from your friends is 2 -2 INTABDSl 

I 
Getting the respect of your community INTABDS2 
is 2 -2 

I 
Getting arrested for assault is 2 -2 fNTABS 

A man becoming mo.re abusive tOvlard iNT.A.E2 
yeu is 2 1 -2 

Losing the respect of your:- community INTABDE3 
is 2 1 -1 -2 

13 
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, 
Very Very 
Bad Good 

Effectively resolving your arguments 

J is 2 1 -1 -2 

Becoming known as someone who can 
solve conflicts is 2 -1 -2 

A learning to respect her 
I husband 2 1 -1 -" 

GBE'll 

A women learning obey her 
Husband is 2 1 -1 -:' 

ess 1 to have 
an affair 

i 
1 -1 -2 

J 

A women learning respect the norms 

~ I and values of the cort'L'TIuni :-..y is -1 -2 

Children ::"earning that hitting 
women acceptable is -1 -2 

.r.. man and wife getting divorced or 
seperated is 2 -1 -2 

are:1t families are 

~ 
- -1 -2 

t1n9 seriously inj'Jred 
1 -1 

~i 
to court for assaul'2ing 

I is 2 1 -1 -2 

11. child being· well disciplined is 
~ -1 -2 

A child learning to obey adults I -1 -2 

A child rU:1:1i:1g away from home is 

A child feeling that his or her I I parents love him or her is 2 1 -1 

i 
,';'fe learning to respect you is 

- 1 -1 -2 

Yo' wife learning '20 obey you is 
2 1 -1 -2 

y( wife being less 1 te· 
I affairs is ~ 1 -2 .:. 

~ifO 1omi"g '0 mpoc' I 
and values of the 2 1 -1 -2 

children learning 
I n is acceptable is 1 -2 

You and your \.;ife getting 
or seperated is 2 1 -2 

!Your wife being seriously is 
2 1 -1 

Yo·..1 to court for assaulting 
your \,;i is 2 1 2 

Iyour wife r.ot going ou:: wi ::hOU1: 

! your permissior: is 2 1 -1 -2 

iy( wife suffering ernct is 2 1 -1 -2 

14 
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Appendix 9 

Questionnaire - Beliefs and. Attitudes Section (Women) - English Version 

Description 

This section of the questionnaire, and , was different men and 

women. The differences relate to the that women were not asked relating to O''''TlI'''r~ 

violence use nor the set of questions relating to their own use violence Appendix: 8). 

addition the 'Normative Beliefs' (p. 13) to related to leaving a violent relationship 

were the men's section to battering. These obviously repercussions for the 

Attitudes (p.14) & (pp. 14-1 sections. 

section of questionnaire was actually presented in to respondents in order to 

protect reliability measures Appendix: 11 for the isiXhosa 
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and tudes (Women) 

In the following section we present you a number of 
indicate whether you agree with the statement, that is, 

statements, Please use the tabie provided to 
it is true or disagree ~ith ~he statemen~, 

is, think it untrue, 

l. Sex Roles 
Disagree I Disagree Agree Agree !.. 
Strongly Strongl 

Women are by nature more tolerant -2 -1 1 :2 
Ime 

Women are rr,Qre responsible than men for 
what happens in the family ~ 1 2 

Women do not need the same freedom 
outside of the house as men do -2 -1 1 

In a healthy society it is the man who 
goes to work and the women who stays at -2 -1 2 
home 

It is only natural for the man to be the 
head tte household -2 -1 1 

IThe most important thing for a is 
ito be a geod wife and mother -2 -1 1 ::: 

Disagree Disagree Agree 
-, Relationships Strongly ", 

Men the dominant partner in a 
relationship -2 -1 

1'1en and want basically the same 
things from a relationship -2 1 2 

respect a man who will 
her -2 -1 

one person always has 
-1 

a is often 
the man -2 -1 1 2 

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree 
3. Conflict in relationships Strongly Strongly 

i;Ji fe beating is a small matte~ compared 
to other social problems -2 -1 1 , 
Alcohol is the cause of wife 
beating -2 -1 ::: 

Usually f when man beats wife he 
has reason I 1 2 

vlhat happens bet'ween man and a women, 
even physical violence, is nobody else's -2 - - 1 
business 

Children are effected by a man MYTH5 
beating his wife -2 -1 2 

Women who stay with men who beat them 

1 1 beaten -2 -1 
MYTH6 

It is :care for a women to get MYTH? 
l~eriouslY when her husband beats -2 -1 I 2 
,ner 

10 
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One of ~he in which people deal with conflict is to use physical force. The lowing se: of quest 
provide you some of the possible results of using force to resolve . Please the ':abl 
provided to indicate whether the statements are LIKELY UNLIKELY results of the physical force desc:'ibed. 
We are not asking whether the statements are good or I we only wish to know whether are LIKELY 
or UNLIKELY. 

1. Se~t1ing your arguments by fighting 
'dill result in 

ou getting respect from your friends 

You getting 
communi~y 

respect of 

You getting arrested for assault 

iYour arguments being effectively 
resolved 

You losing the respect of your 
community 

2. In general, if a man beats his 
wife the results are that 

A women learns to respect her 
Husband 

A women learns obey her husband 

The women is less likely to have 
an affair 

2 

2 

2 

I 
.unli 

2 

2 

2 
.L 

A women learns to respect the ncrns I 
and values of the community 

The children learn that hit~ing 
Il'lOmen is acceptable 

The and 'di fe get divorced or 
seperated 2 

Single parent families are created 
;; 

The is seriously injured 

The man goes to court for assaulting 
his wife 2 

4 . Hitting children to disciple 
!unlikelY results 

The child being disciplined 
2 

The child learning to obey adults 
L 

The child runn:ng away from home 
2 

The child feeling that his or 

i parenc:s love him or her 

Highly 
Likely Likely 

-1 

1 -1 -2 

1 -1 -2 

-1 .... 2 

INT85 
1 -1 -L 

[Hi 
Unlikey Lit::ely Li y 

1 -1 -2 

-1 . - ~ -

1 -1 -2 

1 -1 -2 

1 -1 -2 

1 -1 

-1 -2 

I 
1 -1 -2 

1 -1 
I 

Highly 
Un:ikey Likely Likely 

1 -1 -2 

-1 

1 -1 -2 

1 -1 -2 I 

11 
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You losing your digni"';:y 
1 -1 ;: 

You being able to provide a better L3 
home for you and children 2 1 -1 

You being free to make friends L4 
2 1 -1 -2 

Your being saved from injury r ~ 
~" 

2 1 -1 

Your husband changing his behaviour L6 
2 1 -2 

Your children becoming undisciplined ,"7 

1 -1 -2 

The breakdown of marriage LE' 
2 1 -1 -2 

Yot,; being able to Eng happiness L9 
2 

husband sleeping with other 0 : 
women 2 -1 -2 

You and your children being homeless Lll 
-1 

You losing your children to your 
husband -1 

12 
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1. The following people may have an opinion about whether you should or should 
not leave your husband boyfriend if he beats you wife. For each person or 
group please indicate on the scale provided whether they th:n\; that. you SHOULD 
or SHOULD NOT leave your husband or boyfriend if he beats you: 

Should /ShOUld n 

1 -1 

1 -1 

1 -1 -2 

1 

1 

1 -1 

His fr:'ends -1 

The neighbours 2 

Social Workers 2 1 -1 

Your :riends 1 

Your relatives 2 1 

W;'th regard to the following people, would you use the scale provided 
indicate whether you are motivated to do the things t:hat they would like you 
to do. That is, do try to behave in the way that they would want you 
behave or not? 

}-\l"ways try Usually try Do not Definitely 
to do as to do as Usually do not ever 
they would It tNOGld to do try to do as 
want me to want :TIe to they would they 

Iwan: me to 7¥'iant me to 

Your parents 4 3 , 2 1 

His parents 4 3 1 

The residence corrunittee 3 2 1 

The church ~ 2 1 

The courts of la'", 4 2 1 

IThe police 4 3 2 1 

His friends 4 I 3 1 

The neighbours 4 3 2 

.socia1 Workers 4 2 

Your friends 4 3 

relatives 3 1 

3. general, do you fee: that the people who are important to you that 
yO'J 

13 
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The questions' fo:low ask you to respond to question regarding whether 
certain actions are RIGHT WRONG. These are a set of statements about how 
people SHOULD or SHOULD NOT behave, please use the scale provided to indicate 
your agreement or disagreement with the fo:lowing statements 

Agree Disagree 
Strong:y Agree Disagree Strongly 

Fighting physically is usually the 
best way to settle an argurnent -1 -2 

A women should leave her husba 
he ever beats her 2 1 

I 
-1 -2 

It is better to turn other cheek 

I then hit back when you are attacked I -1 

ting a child is the right way to 
cipline them 2 1 -2 

The yartner should use force 
to keep contro:" of the relationship 1 -1 -2 

It is to have a reputation as a I igood 2 1 -1 -2 

'fou should I-eave your husband or 
boyfriend if beats you often 2 J. 

.r.. man should hit another man who 
insults him 2 1 -1 -2 

It is right for a man to beat his 
wife 2 1 -1 -2 ~ 

In the section that ::ollows we ask you to indicate whether the following ideas 
are not interested in whether they actually ust whether, if 

a GOOD or BAD thing. Please use the table answer. 

Very Very 
bad Bad Good Good 

Getting respect fror:1 your friends is 1 I -1 -2 

Gettinf the respect of your :y 
2 1 -1 -2 

Getting arrested for assaul is 1 -1 -2 

Losing the respect your cOffilr.ur,:' ty 
is 2 1 -1 -2 

Effectively resolving your argum,=nts 
is 2 1 -1 -2 

14 
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,Very Very 
IBad Good 

A women learning to respect her 
husband 2 1 -2 

~l-lOmen learning to obey her 
sband is 2 1 -1 -2 

A women being less likely to have 
an affair is 1 -1 -2 

A women learning respec~ the norms 1 

• 

and values of the community is 2 1 -1 -2 
GBEV4 

Children learning tho:' hitting 
women is acceptable is 

1 
1 -1 --

2 1 -1 -2 

Single parent families GBEV7 
,1 2 

'A ",,-omen getting seriously injured 

~ is 2 -2 

1·1\ going ::0 court assaulting 
,his wife is 1 2 -1 

A child being well disciplined is 
2 I 1 -1 -Z I 

IA child learning obey adults is [;] 2 1 -1 

A child running away from home 

I -1. 

p., child that his or her 
parents love or her is 2 1 -1 -2 

Your children getting neglected is 
2 1 -1 -2 

Y, losing dignity is LEV2 
2 -.L 

:ou being able to provide better 
I 

I 

home for you and children is :i -1 I -2 
LEV3 

You being free to make fri is -, 
2 1 -1 -2 

LEV4 

being saved from injury is LEV" 
2 -1 -2 

Your husband changing hi LEV6 
is 2 1 -1 -2 

Ir~u children becoming undisci9lined 
2 1 -1 -2 

LEV7 

Your marriage breaking down is LEV8 
1 -1 -2 

You finding happiness is 
1 -1 -2 

Your husband sleeping with other 
1women is 2 1 -1 -2 

IYou and your children being homeless I 
is 2 1 -1 -2 

You losing your children ~c your 

i I husband is 2 1 -1 -2 

15 
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Appendix 10 

Survey Questionnaire - ..... ..., .... ..., .. .., and Attitudes Section (Men! Amadoda) - isiXhosa 

Description 

isiXhosa translation the Beliefs and u .. " ........ ' .. '" section is nrc"/H.""n the that the 

participants were presented with - see appendix 8 for the English translation. Besides the 

translation to isiXhosa isiXhosa version also in that each section begins with a dummy 

question which and participants used to clarifY the structure and intent of the 

questionnaire was included as an to the interviewers and to ensure that all 

participants properly understood the question t-rU·lm!:lt 
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INKOLELO NENDLELA OZICINGELA NGAYO (AMADODA) 

Kweli candelo lilandelayo sikunika ezi nkcazelo. Needa usebenzise esi siewangeiso esinikiweyo ukubonisa ukuba 
uyavumelana na okanye hayi. 

tlmzekele: 

o = Phikisana ngamandla (PH) 
3 = Vumelana (V) 

Imonti inomoya kakhulu kunebhayi 

1 
4 

Phikisana (P) 
Vumelana ngamandla (VN) 

Ukuba ubungafuna ukuphikisana ngokumandla nalenteto, impendulo yakho ibiyakuma ngoluhlobo: 

I PN 1:Ii' I V I VN I 

!Imcnti incmoya kakhulu kunebhayi 

Nqoku nceda uphendula lem1buzo inqezantsi: 

Phikisana (P) o Phikisana ngamandla (PH) 
2 = Vumelana (V: 

1 
4 Vumelana ngamandla (VN) 

1. Imisebenzi yesini 

Abafazi ebomini bayanyamazela ngaphezu hlamadoda 

Izinto zasekhaya zixhomekeke kakhulu ebafazini 
ngaphezu I:wamadcda 

In;;ululel:o engaphandle kwekhaya ayifune):i 
iebafazini njengasemadodeni 

: Kumphakathi olungileyo yindoda esebenzayo, 
abafazi bcna bahlala ekhaya 

Kudaliwe indoda ibe ngumpathi \-lekhaya 

Into ebalulekileyo ebafazini yeyokuba 
abengumfazi nomama olungileyo 

2. Unxulumelwanc 

wona aphambili kunxulume1wano 

Amadoda nabatazi bafuna zinto ezifanayo kunxulumelwar,o 

Umfazi uhlonipha kuphe1a ~ndoda xa imbekele umteto 
emthethisayo 

Kunxulumelwano kukho umntu ekufuneka ephethe 

Kunxulumelwano umfazi udla ngokuyisebenz:'sa indoda 

9 

p V 

0 1 2 

0 1 2 

0 1 2 

0 1 

0 1 

(; 1 2 

VN 
...J 

3 

3 

3 

3 

SR5 

SR6 
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o Phikisana ngamandla (PN) 
2 Vumelana (V) 

3. Ingxabano 
kunxulumelwano 

Ukubethwa komfazi ngumcinjana xa 
kuthelekiswa nezinye iingxaki zoluntu 

1 
:; 

Phikisana P) 
Vumelana ngamandla (VN) 

Umnxilo yeyona nto ephambili ebangela ukubethwa komfazi 

ltr.aumfazi i,j1,3 11gC)ktlbai n,esizathu 

zi, nokuba 
bubud10va na, asiyondaba yamntu 

Abantwana abadyobheki kukubethwa komfazi yindoda 

.1illafazi abahlala namadoda ababethayo, bathanda ukubethwa 

Ebafazini kunqabile ukwenzakala kakhulu xa bebethwa 
ngamadoda abo 

Kwelieandelo lilandelayo sieela usebenzise iibhokisana 
ingangumphumela okanye hayi wezenzo esizibekayo. 

(table) ukubonisa ukuba intetho enikiweyo 

Umzekele: 

Enye yeendl e1 a abathi abantu 
iziphumo ezingenzeka 
zingabangela okanye 
azilunganga, okanye ukuba 

bazonwabisa ngayo :~ukuya elwandle. Le mibuzo ilandelayo iyakukunika ezinye 
e1wand1e. Needa usebenzise iibhokisana (tables) ukubonisa ukuba ezintetha 

i ziphumo elwandle. Asikubuzi ukuba azintetha zilungile okanye 
wena siqu uyaya na sinqwenela kuphela ukwazi ukuba zingangunobangela okanye 

hayi. 

o 
2 

Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba azinakwenzel:a (NGA) 
Zi nokwem;eka (Z 

1 Ndikholwa azinakwenzeka (NA) 
:; Ndikholwa ngamandla u);uba zinokwenzeka (NGZ) 

Ukuba ucinga akungefane utshe iinyawo, impendu10 yakho ingema ngoluhlobo: 

1. Ukuya elwandle kungakhokelela ekubeni ,. 

:Jtshe iinyawo kwisanti 

Ngoku noeda uphendula lemibuzo ingezantsi: 

a 
ezinye 

esi sicwangciso 
ezino,:ungenzeki 
zinokwenzeka na 

ezingenzeka 
ukubonisa ukuba i 

ukuba iingcaciso 
hayi. 

o 
2 

Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba azinakwenzeka (NGA) 
Zinokwenzeka (Z) 

1. Ukubetha indoda ekuthu:-:ayo 
kuphumelela kwezi zinto: 

Ukufumana intlonipho kwizesha elizayo 
, 
Ukufumana intlonipho kwizihlobo zakho 

fumana intlonipho wena eluntwini 

Ukubanje1wa ukuhlasela wena 

Ir,doda ikuthuke kakhulu kwixesha e1izayo 

Ukuphe1elwa yint1onipho wena eluntwini 

10 

amandla. Le mibuzo ilandelayo 
ukubonisana ngengxabano. ~ceda usebenzise 
zamandla ezinokwenzeka 

ukuqonda qha 

1 Ndikholwa azinakwenzeka INA) 
3 Ndikholwa ngamand1a ukuba zinokwenzeka (NGZ) 

NGA I NA Z NGZ 

i 2 1 -1 I -2 

2 1 -1 -2 

! 
2 1 -1 -2 

1 -1 -2 

2 1 -1 -2 INTA5 

I 2 -1 -2 INTA6 
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o Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba azinakwenzeka (NGA) 

2 Zinokwenzeka (Z) 

2. Uku~homalalisa iingxabano ngokulwa 
iza kuphumelela kwezi zinto; 

3. N 
i 

Wena ufumane intlonipho kubahlobo bakho 

Wena ufurnane intlonipho eluntwini 

'Wena ubanjelwe ukuhlasela 

Iingxabano isombululwe :.;:akuhle 

Wena uphelelwe yintlonipho eluntwini 

gokubanzi xa indoda ibetha umfazi \.,rayo 
ziphurno ziza f:uba: 

Umfazi u::.mda u}:uhlonipha indoda yakhe 

'Umfazi uiund2 ukuthobela indoda yakhe 

Umfa;;:i akacingi ngokukrexeza 

IUmfa aqonde ukuba makahloniphe imigangatho 
neenkolelo zoluntu 

Abantwana baqonde ukuba ukubetha abafazi kulungile 

Indoda nomfazi baqhawule umtshato o}:anye bohlukane 

Kudala usapho olunomzali omnye 

Urnfazi wenzakala kai:hulu 

1 Ndil:holwa a:::inakwen;:eka (NAI 

3 = Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba zinokwenzeka (NGZ) 

A NGA NA Z 

I 0 1 " 

I 0 .:l 

0 1 2 I 3 

0 1 3 

1 .., 3 ~ 

0 1 .) 
~ 

0 1 2 3 

0 1 1 [ 3 

Indoda iya enkundleni njengokuba ihlasele wayo I i 1 I 3 

4. Ukubetha abantwana xa uqeqesnayo 
k:.Jneziphw~o ezinj : 

Umntwana uziphatha kakuhle 

Umntwana ofunda ukuthobela abadala 

ukuba uyathandwa ngabaza!i bakhe 

Ukuba nendumasi yomlwi olungileyo kuneziphumo 
ezir:je: 

Wena ufumane intlonipho kubahlobo bakho 

Nena ufurnar.e intlonipho eluntwini 

Ubenal:no ukuqhuba ngendlela 

Wena uqondeke ukuba ungumntu okwazi ukuphelisa 
iingxa,bano 

Ulahlekelwe sisidima eluntwini 

11 

NGA 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 
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o Ndikholwa ngamar.dla ukuba azinak\-Jem:eka (NGA) 1 Ndikholwa zinakwer.zeka (RAJ 

2 Zinokwenzeka ~Z) 3 = Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba zinokwenzeka (NGZ) 

Xa uza kubetha umfa wakho, ziphumo 
zingaba e: NGA RA Z NGZ 

Umfazi ofunda ukukuhlonipha wena 0 1 L. 3 

Umfazi ofunda ukukuthobela wena 0 1 3 

L'mfazi akanakukrexeza ngokulula 0 1 2 3 

Umfazi ofunda ukuhlonipha imigangatho neenkolelo 0 1 2 3 
zoluntu 

Abantwana bakho baza kufunda ukuba kulungile 1 3 
ukubetha abafazi 

Wena nomfazi wakho niza kuqhawula umtshato 0 1 3 
r.ihlukane 

zi uza kwenzakala kakhulu ~ 2 

Wer.a uza kuya enkundleni njengokuba uhIasele 1 :2 3 
umfazi wakh~.) 

iUmfazi wakho kup"lUma ngaphandle 0 2 3 
kwemvume 

Umfazi 'wakho uza kukhubeka kakhulu entliziyw€:li 0 2 

12 
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Kwelieandelo lilandeleyo sikubuza ukuba abanye abantu baeinga ntoni ngokuziphatha hlakho. 

Umzekele: 

Ababantu balandelayo basenganembonc yokuba umele 
ckanye iqela ngalinye needa ubonise kwiibhokisana 
elwandle ukuya kuzonwabisa. 

3 Umele ngonyameko (UN) 2 Umele (U) 

akumele kuze uye elwandle uyekcnwaba. Ngomntu ngamnye 
ukuba bangaba baeinga ngokuba okanye ungayi 

1 = Akumele (A) o = Akumele ngonyameko (AN) 

Ukuba abazali bakho mhlawumbi baeinga ukuba akamele ukuya elwandle impendu:;'o yakho iyakuma ngoluhlobo: 

.n.bazali bakho 

Ngoku ncecta uphendula lemibuzo 1ngezants1: 

Abantu abalandelayo bangaba noluvo malunga nokuba umele ukubetha umfazi wakho okanye hayi. Kumntu ngamnye 
okanye kwige!a ngarnnye needa ubonise hvisikali esinikiweyo ukuba bangaeinga ukuba umele ukumbetha umfazi okanye 
hayi. 

3 = Umele ngonyameko (UN) 2 = Umele (Uj 

1 }l,kumele (Al o Akumele ngonyameko (AN) 

A I AN I 
.n.bazali bakho I 3 2 1 o I 

l=azali bakhe 3 2 0 

Ikomiti yabahlali 3 2 1 0 

ICawa 3 1 

Inkundla yomthetho 3 2 1 0 

: Arnapolisa 3 1 

;Izihlobo zakhe 3 2 0 

Abamelwane 3 1 

Abasebenzi eluntwini 3 2 1 0 

13 
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2. Malunga nabantu abaiandelayo, needa usebenzise isikali esinikiweyo ukubonisa nokuba unembangeli 
udlamkile ukusenza izintc ezinqwenelwa ngabo. Ngamanye amazwi, uyazama ukuziphatha ngolo hloboolunqwenelwa 
ngabo okanye hayi? 

Umzekele: 

4 
2 

Ndizama lonke ixesha ukwenza njalo (NLI) :3 
1 

Ndidla ngokwenza nJa~o batuna ndenze (NNN) 
Andizami tu ukwenza njalo (AT: Ndidla ngokungenzi nj (NN) 

Ukuba awukhe wenze into abazal! bakho abafuna uyenze impendulo yakho ingernangoluhlobo: 

Ngoku nceda. uphend:ula lem1buzo 1nqezants1: 

NLI Ndizama lonke ixesha uhrenza njalo 
NN Ndidla ngokungenzi njalo 

IAbazali bakho 

Abazal bakhe 

miti yabahlali 

ICawa 

Inkundla YCHnthetho 

Amapolisa 

:Izihlobo zaJ<:he 

Abamelwane 

!AbaSebenzi eluntwini 

NNN Ndidla ngol:,wenza njalo bafuna ndenze 
AT Andizami tu ukwenza nj 

INLI INNN 

4 3 2 
, 
~ 

4 3 1 

3 2 1 

4 3 2 1 

4 3 2 1 

4 3 1 

4 3 2 1 

4 3 2 1 

I 4 3 2 1 

3. Ngokubanzl, ucinga ukuba abantu ababalulekile kuwe 
bacinga ukuba: 

ukubetha umEazi wakho? 

14 
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Kulemibuzo ilandelayo uyacelwa ukuba uphendule ukuba izenzo azilunganga. Kui:hi:;. 
iintetha ezichaza iindlela abantu bamela ngazo okanye ukungaziphathi ngazo. 
Nceda usebenzise isikali esinikiweyo sa nokuba uhambisana nezinkcazo okanye hayi. 

l!m%ekele: 

.3 Ndihambisana kakhulu nale nkcazo (UK) 

1 Ndiyaphikisana (P) 

,Ukungaphangeli kulungile 

Ukuba ucinga enteta ayilungile kwaye, 
ungangavumelani konke-konke. Impe:;dulo yakho 

Ngoku nceda uphendula lemibuzo 1ngezants1: 

3 Ndlhambisana kakhulu nale :;kcazo (UK) 

1 kisana 11:') 

\Ukulwa kudla ngokuba yindlela elungileyo 
!ukuphelisa ingxabano 

Kulungile ukusebenzisa amandla xa umfazi 
engafuni nesondo 

Kungco:;o esinye isidle19 kunokuziphindezela 
uhlaselwa 

Kulungl1e ukumbetha ngempama umlingana 
wakho xa akutyhola wena 

Ukubetha umntwana yindlela efanekileyo 
yokumqeqesha yena 

Umntu ophambili umele ukusebenzisa amandl 
wakuphatha kunxulumelwano 

Kulungile ukuba nendumasi yomlwi olungileyo 

Ixa umlingana nomnye umntu e 
ukumbetha 

'Ukumbetha kakuhle kudla ngokuba 
elungileyo ukumbonisa ukuba nguwe ophetheyo 

,Indoda imele ukubetha enye indoda xa imthukayo 

Ukubetha umlingana ngamathuba athile kulungile 

Kufanele,;ile ukuba indoda ibethe umfazi wayo 

:2 Ndiyahambisana (H) 

o Ndiyaphikisana kakhulu (PR) 

I:' PR 

1 a 

kukuba ukungaphangeli yinto embi kakhulu, 
kanje: 

:2 Ndiyahambisana (H) 

o Ndiyaphikisana kakhulu (PR) 

, 
2 I 0 

2 1 a 

• 

xa 3 2 1 

I 
0 i 

3 2 1 a 

1 0 

3 2 ! 1 0 

2 I 1 0 

1 0 

2 1 0 

2 1 I 0 I 
3 2 1 0 

15 
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Kwieandelo elizayo siyakueela ukubonisa nokuba iingeamango okanye iziganeko :inexabiso ckanye 
z1ngcoli .f'.sikhathaleli nto yokuba ziyenzeka okanye , kodwa okubhetel xazenzeka zL:into e::inexabiso 
okanye zingoolile na. Needs usebenzise isicwangciso ukubhala impendulo yakho. 

t.l'lnZekele: 

o 
2 

Kungcolile kakhulu (KK) 
Kunexabiso (KX) 

1 
:3 

Kungcolile (K) 
Kunexabiso kaf:hulu (KXK) 

Ukuba ucinga ukuba ukutshisha iinyawo zakho kwisanti eshushu, yinto embi, kodwa ingembi kakhulu Impendulo 
yakho ingema ngoluhlobo: 

Ngoku nceda uphendula lem1buzo 1ngezants1: 

o 
2 

Kungcolile kakhulu (KK) 
Kunexabiso (KX) 

1 
:3 

KL;ngcolile (K) 

Kunexabiso kakhulu (KXK) 

'Ukufumana intloniphoengaphezulu kwenye indoda ku ... 

Ukufumana intlonipho kwizihlobo zakho ku .. 

ltw'in:l ku .... 

ku ... 

ngokunesiqhamo ku ... 

. ho ukuphelisa ingxabano 

,Umfazi ofunda ukuhlonipha indoda yakhe u ... 

Umfazi ofunda ukuthobela indoda yakhe u ... 

: Ukukrexeza akunakwenzeka ngokulula kumfa zi ku .. 

ukuhlonipha imigangatho neenkolelo 

Abantwana abafunda ukuba ukubetha abafazi 
kulungile ba ..... 

Indoda abaqhawula umtshato okanye 
abahlukanayo ba ... 

Usapho olunomza omnye lu .... 

Umfazi oyenzakala kakhulu u ... 

Indoda enkundleni njengokuba ihlasele 
umfazi wayo i ..... 

o 

o 

{) 

16 

3 INTAE2 

3 INTABDE3 

3 INTBEI 

3 INTDE 

3 GBEVI 
--i 

3 

3 GBEV5 

3 GBEV6 

GBEV7 

GBEV8 

3 GBEV9 

3 INTCEI 

INTCE2 

INTCE3 
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o Kungcolile kakhulu (KK) 1 Kungcolil (K) 

2 Kunexabiso (KX) 3 Kunexabiso kakhul~ (KKK) 

I KKK 

Umntwana uyathandwa ngabazali u ... 0 1 :2 3 

Umfazi wakho ukukuhlonipha wena u ..... 1 i 2 3 BSVl 

Umfazi wakho ofunda ukukuthobela wena u ... 1 ~ 3 ~ BEV::: 

Umfazi wakho ongafuni ukukrexeza u .. 

F= 
2 3 

Umfazi wakho ofunda ukuhlonipha imigangatho 1 3 
nee:1kolelo zolur.tu ~ ... 

Abantwana bakho befunda ukuba ukubetha abafazi I 0 1 2 3 I k1..'lungile, ku .... 

Wena nomfazi niqhawula umtshato okanye nohl~kana I 1 2 3 

r(u .......... xa umfazi wakho wenzakala ka};h~lu I 0 1 2 

Wena enkundleni njengokuba uhlasele I 0 1 ~ 3 -
lumf .... 

IKu ....... xa umfazi angaphumi ngaphandle 0 1 

I 
2 I 3 

,em"ume 

Iv .. " wakho akukhubeka 0 1 I 2 
I' 

o 

17 
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Appendix 11 

Survey Questionnaire - Beliefs and Attitudes Section (WomenlAbafazi)­

isiXhosa 

Description 

isiXhosa translation of Beliefs and Attitudes seCl:lOn is provided in the that the 

1',1'\'1 ... 1"", were presented with - see 9 for English 

translation to isiXhosa isiXhosa version also differs in that each section begins with a dummy 

question which the and participants used to clarify the structure and intent of the 

questionnaire format. This was included as an aid to the interviewers and to ensure that all 

participants properly understood the question format. 
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INKOLELO NENDLELA OZICINGELA (ABAFAZI) 

Kweli candelo lilandelayo sikunika ezi nkcaze!o. Nceda usebenzise esi sicwangciso esinikhleyo ukubonisa ukuba 
uyavumelana na okanye hayi. 

Umzekele: 

o Phikisana ngamandla (PN) 
3 = Vumelana (V) 

Imonti inomoya kakhulu kunebhayi 

1 
4 

Phikisana (P) 
Vumelana ngamandla (VN) 

Ukuba ubungafuna ukuphikisana ngokumandla nalenteto, impendulo yakho ibiyakuma ngoluhlobo; 

kakhulu kunebhayi 

Ngoku nceda uphendula lemLbuzo ingezantsi: 

o Phikisana ngamandla (PN) 1 

2 Vumelana (V) 4 

1. Imisebenzi 

Abafazi ebomini bayanyamazela ngaphezu kwamadoda 

Izinto zasekhaya zixhomekeke kakhulu 
ngaphezu kwamadoda 

Inkululeko engaphandle kwekhaya ayifunek! 
ebafazini nje~gasemadodeni 

r;umphakathi yindoda esebenzayo, 
ekhaya 

Into ebafazini yeyokuba 
abengumfazi nomama olungileyo 

2. Unxulurnelwano 

ngawona aphambili kunxulumelwano 

Phikisana (Pi 

Vumelana ngamandla IVN) 

bafuna izinto ezifanayo kunxulumelwano 

kuphela indoda imbekele umteto 

kukho umntu ephethe 

Kunxulumelwano umfazi udla ngokuyisebenzisa indoda 

10 
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o = Phikisana ngamandla (PN) 
2 = Vumelana (V) 

1 
:3 

l?hikisana (Pl 
Vumelana ngamandla (W) 

3. Ingxabano 
kunxulumelwano 

.Ukubethwa komfazi ngumcinjana xa 
kuthelekiswa nezinye iingxaki zoluntu 

Umnxilo yeyona nto ephambili ebangela ukubethwa komfazi 

lndoda xa ibetha umfazi :d1a ngokuba nesizathu 
esiphathekayo 

Into eyenzeka phakathi kwendoda 
bubudlova na, asiyondaba yamntu 

, nokuba 

Pbantwana abadyobheki kukubethwa komfazi yindoda 

Abafaz! abah1a1a namadoda ababethayo, bathanda ukubethwa 

Eba~azini kunqabi1e ukwenzakala kakhu1u xa bebethwa 
nganadoda abo 

Kwelieandelo 1:lande1ayo sieela usebenzise iibhokisana 
::'nC;;3ngu:r.pl':umel a okanye hayi wezenzo esizibekayc. 

Urnzekele: 

(table) ukuba i~tetho e~ikiweyc 

Enye ye'mdlela abathi abantu 
i::::'phumo ezingenzeka ngokuya 
zingabangela okanye az: 

bazonvlabisa ngayo kukuya elwandle. Le mibuzo :'landelayo iyakukuni e::inye 
elwandle. Nceda usebenzise iibhokisana ("Cables) ukubon::'sa ukuba e::inteth2l 

azilunganga, ukuba wena 
hayi. 

o 
2 

ngamandla 
Zinokwenzeka (Z) 

:'z:'phumo el wand1 e. Asi kubuzi ukuba azintetha :;11 ungil e okanye 
uyaya na sinqwenela kuphela u);wa::i u};uba :::'ngangunobangel okar:ye 

azinal:wenzeka (NGA) 1 Ndikholwa azinakwenzeka INA) 
:3 ukuba zinokwenzeka (NGZI 

utuba akungefane utshe iinyawo, ::':nper.dulo yakho ingema ngoluh1obo 

a ekubeni .. 

i inyawo };wisant 

Ngoku nceda uphendula lemibuzo 1nqezantsi: 

Enye yendlela esetyenziswa 
iyakunika ezinye 
esi siewangciso 

hayi. 

ingxaba:lo yeyokusebe:1zisa amandl a. Le n,ibuzo i1andelayo 
kwamandla ukubonisana ngengxabano. Needa usebenzise 
ziziphumo zamandla achaziweyo ezinokwenzeka okanye 

zilungile ns okanye zimbi, sifuna u):uqonda qha ukuba 

o 
.2 

Ndikholws ngamandla ukuba azinakwenzeka INGA) 
Zinokwe~zeka {Z} 

1 = Ndikholwa azinakwenzeka INA) 
:3 = ngamsndla ukuba zinokwenzeka (NGZI 

1. Ukuthomalalisa iingxabano ngokulwa 
kuphumelela kwezi zinto: 

kubahlcbo bakho 
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o Ndikholwa ngamandla ukuba azinakwenzeka (NGA) 

2 Zinokwenzeka (Z) 

2. Ngokubanzi xa indoda ibetha umfazi wayo 
iziphumo ziza kuba: 

Umfazi ufunda ukuhlonipha indoda yakhe 

Umfazi ufunda ukuthobela indoda yakhe 

Umfazi akacingi ngokukrexeza 

makahloniphe imigangatho 

antwana baqonde ukuba abafazi kulungile 

nomfazi baqhawule umtshato okanye bohlukane 

Kudala usapho olunomzali ornnye 

Umfazi wenzakala kakhulu 

1 = Ndikholwa azinakwenzeka (NA) 

Ndikholwa ngamandl ukuba =ino};\-ienzeka iNGZ) 

z NGZ 

PBATl 

GBfI.T2 

GBAT3 

GBAT4 

GBAT5 

GBAT6 

GBAT! 

Indoda iya enkundleni njengokuba ihlasele urefazi wayo 

Ukubatha abantwana xa uqeqeshayo 
kuneziphurno ezinje: 

Umntwana uziphatha kakuhle 

Umnt\.;ana ofunda ukuthobela abadala 

Umntwana obaleka ikhaya 

Urnntwana oqonda ukuba uyathandwa ngabazali bakhe 

4. U 
k 

kushiya indoda okanye isitnandwa xa sikubetha 
.uneziphumo njengezi: 

.ll,bantwana bakho batyeshelwe 

Ulahlekelwe sisidirr.a 

Uba nekhaya e1ingoono nabantwana batho 

Ukhulu1eke uzenzele izihlobo 

Usinde ekwenzakaleni 

Indoda yakho itshintsha eziphethe ngayo 

,ll,bantwana bakho ababinangqeqesho 

Uqhawulo lomtshato wakho 

Ubenakho ukonwaba 

Indoda yakho ilale nabanye abafazi 

Wena nabantwana bakhe ningabi nakhaya 

Uhluthwe abantwana yindeda 

12 

INGA NA Z NGZ 

I 

I 0 1 2 3 INTCI 

-I 0 2 3 INTC2 

I 0 3 INTC3 
I 

I 0 1 3 INTC4 

~i NGA 

0 Ll 

0 2 I 3 L2 

0 1 2 I 3 L3 

0 1 2 I 3 L4 

0 1 2 i 3 L5 

1 2 3 L6 

1 2 I 3 L7 

1 2 3 La 

2 3 L9 

rail 3 

, 0 I 1 3 

I . 2 3 .. 
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Kwelicandelo lilandeleyo eikubuza ukuba abanye abantu bacinga ntoni kwakho. 

!.JmZekele: 

Ababantu balandelayo basenganembono yokuba umele 
okanye iqela ngalinye nceda ubonise kwiibhokisana 
elwandle ukuya kuzonwabisa. 

akumele kuze uye elwandle uyekonwaba. Ngomntu ngamnye 
ukuba bangaba bacinga ngokuba uye okanye ungayi 

3 Umele ngonyameko (UN) 2 ~ Umele (0) 

1 Akumele (A) o Akumele ngonyameko (AN) 

Ukuba abazali bakho mhlawumbi baeinga ukuba akamele ukuya elwandle impendulo yakho iyakuma ngoluhlobo: 

Nqoku needa uphendula lemibuzo 1ngezantsi: 

1. Fba bantu balandelayo bangaba noluvo nokuba umele ukuyishiya indoda xa ikubetha wena mfazi okanye hayi. 
Kumntu kwiqela labantu ngamnye needa ubonise kwisikali esinikiweyo ul:ubs bacinga ukuba umele 
ukuyishiya xs ikubetha okanye hayi. 

3=Umele ngonyameko (UN) 2 = Umele (0) 

1 lI.kumele (A) o Akumele ngonyameko (AN) 

UN 0 A AN 

!lIbazali bakho 3 I 2 1 0 

IAbazali bakhe I 3 1 

Ikomiti yabahlali 3 2 1 '0 

!rCawa 3 I 2 1 0 

Inkundla yomthetho 3 2 1 0 

Amapolisa 3 2 1 

Izihlobo zakhe 3 2 1 C 

,Abamelwane 3 2 1 0 

Abasebenzi boluntu 3 1 0 

Izihlobo zakho 3 2 1 0 

Amawenu 3 2 1 I 0 

13 
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2. Malunga abantu abalandelayo, nceda usebenzise isikal:'. esinikiweyo ukubonisa nokuba udlamkile ukW6"za izinto 
ezinqwenelwa ngabo. Ngamanye amazwi, uyazama ukuziphatha ngolo hlobo olunqwenelwa ngabD okanye hayi? 

4 
2 

Ndizama lonke ixesha ukwenza njalo (NLI) 
Ndidla ngokungenzi njalo (NN) 

3 
1 

Ndidla ngokwenza njalo bafuna ndenze (NNN) 
Andizami tu ukwenza njalo (AT) 

Ukuba awukhe wenze into abazal! bakho abafuna uyenze impendulo yakho ingemangoluhlobo: 

Nqoku nceda uphendula lemibuzo inqezantsi: 

Malunga abantu abalandelayo, needa usebenzise isikaliesinikiweyo ukubonisa nokuba udlarnkile ukwenza izinto 
ezinqwenelwa ngabo. Ngamanye amazwi, uyazama ukuziphatha ngolo hlobo olunqwenelwa ngabo okanye hayi? 

4 Ndizama lonke ixesha ukwenza njala (NLI) 3 Ndidla ngokwenza njalo bafuna ndenze (NNN) 

2 ; Ndidla ngokungenzi njalo 1 Andizami ukwenza njalo 

NLI NNN NN AT 

.Zlbazali bakho 3 I 2 

l'bazali bakhe I 4 3 1 

Iko:niti yabahlali 4 1 MCL3 

lCaHa 4 2 1 MCL4 

Inkundla yomthetho 4 2 1 
1 I 

Amapolisa I 3 I 2 
, 
Izihlobo zakhe 4 3 2 1 

Abamelwane 4 1 

Abasebenzi boluntu 4 2 

Izihlobo zakho 4 ! 3 2 1 

Amaweth'u 4 3 2 I .l. 

3. Ngokubanzi ucinga ukuba abantu ababalulekile kuwe bacinga ukuba: 

ukuyishiya indoda xa ikubethayo. 

14 
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Kulemibuzo ilandel.;lYo ukuba uphendule ukuba izenzo ezithile zilungile azilunganga. t:ukhc 
iintetha ezichaza abantu bamela ukuziphatha ngazo okanye abantu bamelo ukungaziphathi ngazo. 
Needa usebenzise isikali esinikiweyo ukubonisa nokuba uhambisana nezinkcazo okanye hayi. 

Umzekele: 

3 Ndihambisana kakhulu nale nkcazo (RK) 2 Ndiyahambisana (8) 

1 Ndiyaphikisana (Pl o Ndiyaphikisana kakhulu (PK) 

lenteta ayilungile kwaye, okuyinene, kukuba ukungaphangeli yinto embi kakhulu, 
konke-konke. Impendulo yakho ingema kanje: 

Ngoku needa. uphendula lem.ibuzo :i.ngezants1: 

Ndihambisana kakhulu nale nkcazo (UK) 2 = Ndlyahambisana (Hi 

1 Ndiyaphikisana (Pi o Ndiyaphikisana kakhulu (PKl 

Ukulwa kudla ngokuba yindlela elungileyo 3 2 1 0 INTBA 
ukuphelisa ingxabano 

Urnfazi umele ukuyishiya indoda xa imbethayo 3 I 2 1 LAl 

Ku ukubonisa esinye isid1e1e kunokubetha xa 3 2 1 0 INTEA 
·uhlaselwa 

Ukubetha umntwana yindlela yokuqeqesha efanelekileyo 3 2 1 0 INTCA 

Umntu ophambili umele ukusebenzisa amandla xa 3 

& 
1 0 

ezar:la ukuphatha kunxulumelVlano 

Kulungile ukuba nendumas: yomlwi olungileyo 3 1 

BA3 

It\TDA 

Umele ukuyishiya indoda yakho xa ikubetha 3 2 1 0 
amaxesha amaninzi 

Indoda imele ukubetha enye indoda xa imthukayo 3 2 1 0 INTAA 

Kufanelekile ukuba ndoda ibethe umfazi wakhe 3 
, 

0 "'" 

15 



Univ
ers

ity
 of

 C
ap

e T
ow

n

Kwicandelo elizayo 
zingcolile. 
okanye zingoo1i1e na. 

ukubonisa nokuba iingcamangokanye iziganeko ezilandelayo zinexabiso okanye 
nto yokuba ziyenzeka okanye hayi, kodwa okubhete1e xa zenzeka zizintc ezinexabiso 

Needa usebenzise isicwangciso esinikiweyo ukubhala impendulo yakho. 

Umzekele: 

o Kungcolile kakhulu KK 1 = K 

2 Kunexabiso 3 = Kunexabiso kakhulu KKK 

Ukufumana intloniphoengaphezulu kwenye indoda ku ... 

Ukuba ucinga ukuba ukutshisha iinyawo zakho kwisanti eshushu, yinto e~bi, kodwa ingembi kakhulu. Impendu10 
yakho ingema ngoluh1obo: 

Ngoku nceda uphendula lem.1buzo inqezantsi: 

o Kungco1ile kakhu1u KK 1 Kungco1ile K 

2 Kunexabiso KX 3 Kunexabiso kakhulu KKK 

KK K lOCK 

Ukufumana int1onipho kwizih1obo zakho ku ... 0 1 3 

Ukufumana intlonipho e1untwini ku .... 0 1 3 

Ukubanjelwa ukuhlasela ku 0 1 2 3 

iUkuphe1elwa yintlonipho eluntwini ku ... 0 1 2 3 

Ukusombulula iingxabano kakuhle ku* * * 0 1 2 3 INTBE 

Unfazi of~mda ukuhlonipha indoda yakhe u .... 3 

Umfazi ofunda ukuthobela indoda yakhe 3 

Ukukrexeza akunakwenzeka ngokulula kumfazi 3 

Urnfazi orunda ukuhlonipha imigangatho neenkolelo 3 
zoluntu u ... 

Abantwana abafunda ukuba ukubetha abatazi 3 

umtshato okanye 0 1 2 3 GBEV6 

olunornzali omnye 0 1 2 3 

oyenzakala kakhulu u ... 

eya enkundleni njengokuba ihlasele 3 
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o Kungcolile kakhulu KK 1 = Kungcolile 

2 = Kunexabiso KX 3 = Kunexabiso kakhulu ~AK 

KK 

Umntwana oqeqeshil-le kakuhle u .... 0 

Umntl-lana ofunda ukuthobela abazali u .... 0 

Umntl-lana obaleka ekhaya u .... 0 

na oqonda ukuba uyathandl-la ngabazali u ... 0 

Ukutyeshell-la kl-labantl-lana bakho ku .. 

Ukulahlekell-la sisidima sakho ku ... 

Ukuba nekhaya nabantl-lana bakho ku .. 

Ukubanakho ukukhululeka nokubanezihlobo ku ... 

a kwesimo sendoda yakho ku .. 

ebantwaneni bakho ku .. 

Ukuqha"J'-ll a umtshato I-lakho ku .. 

Ukufunyanl-la kl-lolonl-labo nguwe ku ... 

ku ... 

nabantl-lana ku ... 

abantwana yindoda ku .... 
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AppellGllCeS to the results 

This seCl:lOn contains a number of tables T'P1"''''T'T'~'rI to on the results. 
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Table llllL1uu .... area. 

thm expected; *'" significantly higher thm expected. 11 to the item number in the QU(~stIIOtu1lalTe. 
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Table 2 : Incidence of intimate violence by area (Female Sample, composites and items that vary across area only): 

Reported as percentage per Area. 
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Table 4: Phi " .... ,,,v. ", Payment VS. Dichotomous Intimate 
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Table 3 : Phi correlations: Control vs. Dichotomous Intimate violence items 
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5 : Correlation for and Attitudes against Intimate Violence (Male Sample; N 

43 to 464) reported as Full Sample and by Area. Only Correlations and significant at p<O.05 are ,.""",,,rl.~A 

regarding violence towards female partners; PBAT= Modal beliefs re!2ardin!2 violence towards female partners asked as 'vour . NORM = 

Normative beliefs regiudlJJg violence towards female partners: SubjN == <.:"1 .. "",· .. ",, norm violence towards female partners: Alcohol=Degree 

agreeIIlenl that alcohol is the main cause of intimate Vloiem:e; <:11 belief that men usually have a good reason to beat their female partners; 

Sum of 'Myths' items less 'Alcohol' and 'Cause' InterAtt=Attitudes towards int .............. "'"",,1 violence: DiscAtt= Attitudes towards 

chlldren: BatAtt= Attitudes towards intinlate violence. 
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Table 5 . Correlation co-efficient for beliefs and Attitudes against JUU,U1UL..., (Female Sample; N 

significant at p<O.05 are reported. to 449) as Fun by Area. Only 

reli!llfdiilli! violence towards Leave= Modal beliefs regarding 

violent male partner; Subj.NL == ""'''''''IlV'' 

cMlCl:ren; GBA T= Modal beliefs 

a violent male partncr; NORML == Nonnative beliefs regarding 

a violent male partner; .R.U;Ullm-'.ut;w agr.eerrlent that alcohol is 

the main cause of intimate Y'U',"H'''';'''~'''''''''- belief that men have a good reason to beat their female partners; Myths= Sum items 

less 'Alcohol' and 'Cause' 

LeaveAt1= Attitudes towards 

lnterAtt=Attitudes towards interpersonal DiscAtt= Attitudes towards 

a male violent partner. 
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