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:ffAnbarchlval study of 100mflles of dlssolutlon.of marrlagehl
ﬁfgranted between January 1983 and December 1988 1n three |
Vrj}Southern Callfornla county courthouses explored factors ii:"
b‘*fxfaffectlng the llkellhood of paternal custodlal challengesllnv -
'fyfdlvorce cases.; Based on a rev1ew of the llterature of .

men s needs for

’ ”f]@domestlc v1olence that detalls batterlng,t

.'Jf control and domlnatlon, 1t was hypothe51zed that batterers
";ffwould be more 11kely to 1nst1tute and win custodlal,;ftVf'"l"l'
| sfhchallenges, be 1n arrears 1n support payments, and flght for;e;ft

‘fr7fmale chlldren who are of school age than they would be to

A'”*"fgflght for female chlldren or preschool age chlldren of |
'“afb:;elther sex.1 It was further hypothe51zed that domestlcally
:132fv1olent men earnlng a hlgher 1ncome would be more llkely to yp;f‘

v'iﬁfper51st 1n custodlal dlsputes by 1n1t1at1ng court

‘ffappearances as a way to contlnue the control and harassment;{g'
‘"{of thelr w1ves, whereas domestlcally v1olent men w1th a'

'"Qlower 1ncome would contlnue attemptlng to phy51cally abuse

Dat*bgathered from

s;fdissolutioe”flles 1ncluded person flllngkfor dlvorce,

&_{phlstory of restralnlng orders, custody requested_and

*m;awarded and type of ;151tatlon granted.; Amount of support>7f3

;iarrearages, length of tlme dlspute lasted }and demographlc

‘rffdata was. also recorded:




‘Theirésults that1emerged‘iﬁdicated issues of c§ntrbl
such that violent fathers were mére likely to fight fofil
custody of male children, be in arrears in support payments,
and persist in initiating court appearahces when earning a
higher ihcome than’were nbnviolent fathers. Violént fathers
were also fqundlto be as likely as nonviolent fathers'to win

custody of their children..

iv



| ACKﬁOWLEDGEMENTS

I wdﬁldklike to thank the:following people'who haVe’-
directly and indirectly helped me during the course of this
project and who have contributed to my‘continuing
development as an instructor, a researcher, and a human
-being - | u |

“'Jack and Beverly, my parents, for instilling in me a
strong sehse;of self—discipline and faith in myself to
pursue my endeavors. |

Shawn, Jacob, and Adam, my children, for their endless
patience, love, and support.

Geri, Marsha, and Matt, for their guidance, expértise,
~and for being excellent role models for me as I pursue my
professional goals.

Diana Butler, for whose knowledge, skill and patience
gréatly contributed to the completion of this project.

David Kennedy, for his friendship and encouragement.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

TITLE PAGE...... cieiann e e i e
| SIGNATURE PAGE..;{,;,,...;.....f..;,..;fb...., ..... eeel.lid
'ABSTRACT...,;,.;..;}.....;{;;‘.Q;f ...... I £

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS.; ...... P PP

TABLE OF CONTENTS.,;,;..,....;.g...;;.....,;.}..},.,..Q...vi

LISTédF;TABLES}@;.....;J;,;....;.....;;;.;714}{.;.e9}...Viil
t’LISTEOF FIGUREs;,.;;.,,;.;.x;,;;QQ...,,.;..f,é....;..;;;.;.x
| INTRODUCTION...;; ...... Q,..:;...{..}.;..;..,.;..;;.;},;L,;.l

jPrevalence of Domest;c Vlolencevln the o
D ~United ] o= o =Y S P P 1
Cycle of Vlolence.i.,,..,.;;.,.,..;;..};....:.f..;;;.;i»
.Inc1dence of Child Abuse by Wlfe v
Batterers...;...: ........... ‘...,.,..f......,t....z
'Proflle of the Batterer;,;htﬁ;....}.;;.;.;-;..;.f...:.sv
' Soc1al and Hlstorlcal Theory of Domestic ) |
: Vlolence.;.g...,..,...‘ ..... t_.............,t;f.;f.7
’Rewards of Intlmate Vlolence....;;Q;;f ..... s -
v‘cOnsequences to ‘Women Upon Leav1ng the i o ‘, h
= Abusive Relatlonshlp..,.,.,......,5,..a..; ....... 10
.Purpose of the Present Study....... e et e cevseee e 13
Hypotheses ......... ©ee s s e s ees e s e e aeeees T A T 16
METHOD. ............................................. leen o e ..18
14F11e Selection. .;:,}}.,,,..;.f,,;.;,;t;.,..Q;-;;;:.:le
:Data Collectleh.;,;.;;.;.;.;.;é ..... “;r{,.;.i,.-Q};,..iB
- RESULTS.....;.;..;;,;.@.ﬁ,.....,;.5.,...‘;;..,.;.;;};;.,..23
Paternal Custodlal Dlsputes.:..;..;.;;,;Q.,.}..;;:}.;23



Paternal Custodial DecisSionS....i.ceeeees U ¥
Children's Age as a Variable......... Y 28
Sex of Children in Custodial Disputes...:ccceeveee...28

Sex of'Children in Custodial DecisSionS.....cceeeee...28

Support in ATTEATS.vuenr.ns. e R 3 1
Income as a Variable:........... ceeeeceanaae ceesaaaas 31
Violence as a Variable...... .;..f.,......f.;...;....;39
»DISCUSSION........‘...............f.".....; .......... ceeeesssadl
 CONCLUSIONS........ cesenas e S Rt 49
. SUGGESTIONS FO]é FURTHER RESEARCH....%W.... c e esseeens V...'...52
fREFERENCEs.,..;.....;;....................; ..... ;j ......... 54

vii



b’zlff'TABLE 1.‘};3,*'“”" ol

Descrlptl°“ of sample bY Father Type-~fffg;Q§;1}izQ}l24"
lﬁtTABLE 2. I e .

Means and standard Dev1atlons of R L
Demographlc Varlables.,.,;;.....,;.,,.;;;.t..;..g,,‘;25j"

5;;TABLE 3.;'

f Chl square Analy31s of the Number,*
of . Vlolent Vs, Nonv1olent Fathersdg R
Flghtlng for Custody 'g;,g..,,,,.j

viie.260
quTABLE 4.,"
' Chl square Analy51s ‘of the Numberifr';”‘

of Violent vs. Nonviolent Fathers. = .=~ .~ o
Granted Custody..;gg.,.,.:r.,..,,;Q.;;.L.;;,;.,,,;M;-27-
;.TABLE 5. i
[thhl square Analy51s of the Number of
.. Sons Involved. in Paternal Custodlall

vﬂ“Dlsputes.' Violent vs. Nonv1olent ) Py R N
’;‘Fathers.,;;;;;,,,...,., ..... ele gle e .;;.;..;,,;4;.;;,;..29
N"TABLE 6.
‘Chl square Analy51s of the Number of
- Daughters Involved in: Paternal Custodlal
-~ Disputess Vlolent VS.: Nonv1olent , R : .
”lFathers.Lg...,,. ..... e e e e _....,;.r..;,.,.,...;,,;.;ao
'g'TABLE 7.,Q~f,b°“"'
Chi- square Analy51s of ‘the: Number of SonS:f
2 Involved in Paternal Custodial- De0151ons, e _
‘ Vlolent vs..Nonv1olent Fathers...;...................32v
-N"TABLE 8.‘~
Chl square Analy51s of the Number of Daughters

o -~ Involved .in Paternal Custodial Decisions:: L
*- Vlolent vs.,Nonv1olent Fathers...;,,,..,.;.....;;;.;,33

Cowviii



'QQTABLE 9

‘aChl-square Analy51s of the N ber of Fathers
in Arrears on ‘Suppor Payment5°“ Vlolent vs
Nonv1olent Fathers.rF : : RS

”ffTABLE 1o

'Correlatlon Matrlx of Male s Income, ‘Female's:
i{EIncome, Male S Per51stence ‘in Court, - Female' s”
‘ijPer51stence in Court,; and Number of- Vlolent
iInc1dents After Separatlon.....;.g,.r,,...

‘_ffTABLE 11

Correlatlon Matrlx of Domestlc Vlolence,ff
‘Male's ‘Income, Female s Income, and Male's R [EPIRE
Pers1stencef,g.~,..,,,@.,.,..,.r.,,ﬁﬁ,i,3@.;f ceedeas37

""Vg};TABLE 12

Summary Table of Stepw1se Regress1on Wlth
~Domestic. Vlolence and Male s ‘Income on -
Male s Per51stence 1n Court

....'..............'. oo e 838




FIGURE 1.

Data Card.....

LIST OF FIGURES



‘inkgbﬁéTiénf ‘7”g:,jrtll§Qf%.”

Prevalence of bomestlc Vlolence in the Unlted States d‘

The ex1stence of v1olence agalnst women was. 1gnored by
rsoc1al sc1entlsts untll 1971. ,At‘thlsltlme, journal
»artlcles:and conferencesrregardinghdomestic:v1olencebeéan,
to emerge (Gelles, 1974, OlBrien;-l97i"Ste1nmetz & Straus,
ﬁ1974) ‘ Due to the efforts of grassroots act1v1sts and i
scholars; batterlng is now recognlzed as’ an exten51ve s001al“
problem (Tlerney, 1982) .»The prevalence of domestlc
v1olence in our soc1ety has been establlshed by several
studles. Walker (1979) estimated that 50/ of~ all marrled
women in the Unlted States were or. would be battered 1n
narrlage.i Straus, Gelles, and Stelnmetz (1980) estlmated a-
domestlc v1olence rate of 50 to 606 based on a 299 reported
rate.' Lev1nger (1966) 1ooked at sources of marltal
vdissatlsfactlon among appllcatlons for-dlvorce andtfound_a
dSO%_domestic violence incidencefrate{‘lThe’NationallCrime‘
;survey of 1976 found thatlone-fourth ofvalllassaultskagainst :
_women who had ‘ever been marrled are commltted by thelr |

husbands or ex- husbands (Gacquln, 1978)

,;CVcle of Vlolence

When conductlng research in areas involving domestlc
v1olence, 1t is 1mportant to look at the cycle of v1olence o
in order to understand the dynamlcs 1nvolved in a’ batterlng

relatlonshlp;‘ Langen & Innes (1986) reported that 32% ofv



‘fabused women had been abused durlng anﬂaverage 51x-month

“V»v1olence over a~fou: year'per

'¢departners.‘ Walker

7,,Quperlod follow1ng the 1n1t1al abu51ve 1nc1dent.% These repeatkyﬂf |

'54ﬂv10t1ms accounted for 576‘of detected 1n01dents of domestlcvgh"h

lyfrom a 51ngle v1olent 1nc1d,nt to a cycllcal pattern betweenkf

1989) descrlbes the cycle of

A

'""affvlolence as a tens1on-bu11d1ng phase,'followed byythe acute

f%batterlng 1n01dent to a calm perlod afterward.‘-p
Deschner (1984) descrlbes the cycle of v1olence as

1Ehav1ng seven stageS°* mutual dependence, the nox1ous event o

"éi’jcoer01ons exchanged the "last straw" dec151on, prlmltlve

ﬁﬁﬁrage, relnforcement for batterlng when the v1ct1m 1s"

V.jfsrlenced and repentance.:f

Mack (1989) emphas1zes the systematlc nature of the"'
"feedback loop, whlch leads to the,"last straw" dec151on and

t“relnforcement for batterlng when the v1ct1m 1s 511enced

l‘fMack adds two more stages., feellngs of re]ectlon and

' ;‘abandonment on the part of the abuser, whlch fuel the anger,h.

’"tand fear in. the abused partner follow1ng the Vlolent e

.‘yreplsode.;_ﬁhwijfh.H SR .g_,
Generally, cycles are completed once or tw1ce a year
'~{m1n1t1ally : Gradually, the cycles become more frequent untll”fu

'lthey occur w1th1n a perlod of a few weeks

i"'Inc1dence of Chlld Abuse bv Wlfe Batterers :

When 1nvest1gat1ng the area of domestlc v1olence, an’

:lftracked abusei*V



appafent‘qﬁééﬁion with~féga¥d t6'the children ofgthése 
Trelatioﬁships‘ariseé; Séeéiﬁicélly; 6ne asks if thé‘ |
violence is isolated to the husband-wife dyééior‘if_itjff
conSequéntly'diffﬁéesftO(the chiidrén;-.stﬁdiés indicété‘
that men whofbatfef-fheir:ineévtend to abuse their children’ 
physically, sexually,‘and psyéhologically fStréus &-Gelles;.
1990} Pagelow, 1982;5Gaylord,v1975).‘vBecause‘data dn child
abuse are baséd oﬁ officiél.reportsvwhich are filed
differéntly in each state, they,do not alwaYs indicéte',.
‘severity and kind-of abuée involved. 'Also,bthey‘do not
always indicate the ébﬁser's sex‘or defiﬁe abuée‘in
psychblogicaliy compleX ways; 'Because.of‘this, the‘- 
statistics on child abuse are not available. The latest
national survey of'the incidence ofvreéorted child abuse‘and'
neglect cohducféd by thé Nétional Center dh Child‘abusé aﬁd
Negiect foUnd thatgthéfevwéré 16}3 cases of maltreétment per
. 1,000 children in the‘popﬁlation in 1986 (National Center on:
Child Abuse and Neglect, 1988) . A
Studies on paternal child abuse afe also difficult to

find. Chase (i975)(found'that a mothér and stepmbther‘was
| the abuser in 50% of the incidents and the'father:and |
stepfather in,about/40% of the indidents. Others were -
carétakers, siblings, or uhrelated-perpetrators. However;
;'she‘nqtéd‘fathers had a higher involvement ratevthan

1mothérs,l Two-thirds of the incidents in the homes where



"fffathers or stepfathers were presen zwere commltted by theif_dh

l‘f’father or stepfather,‘whlle 1n homes'with‘mothers or

:letepmothers, the mothers and stepmothers were perpetratorsbfTV”’ o

%'uf?ln less than half of the 1nc1dents that took place.;_::""

a Addltlonal studles have 1nvest1gated the 1n01dence offiﬁ;e:°b

f? woman batterers abus1ng thelr chlldren.\ Gaylord (1975)

‘x;hitconducted a prellmlnary survey of 100 cases of

uﬁ;w1febatter1ng He found that 54 -of the husbands 1n hlS
-jstudy beat both thelr chlldren and thelr w1ves.'
: Pagelow (1982) studled 306 battered mothers between

]{1977 and 1980. She found that 76/ of these mothers reported

uff&that thelr chlldren were v1ct1ms of paternal v1olence,‘one-'~

'-tﬁf'half of them beaten along w1th thelr mothers and one-half of -

rtlthem separately._ ’ ’

o "Roy (1977) conducted a study of 150 battered women.-l'
fShe found that 45/_of the assaults on the women were

:;yaccompanled by 51m11ar phy51ca1 assaults on at least one
1Chlld 1n the home _ The remalnlng 55/ were 51tuat10ns in

"‘whlch the chlldren were not assaulted but were w1tnesses‘to
wlthe attacks on thelr mothers ﬂ She also found that 95% of

‘ the mothers dld not report thelr husbands to authorltles for

iw‘,»chlld abuse for fear of reprlsals and counter charges by the’b“”

husbands agalnst the w1ves.-fm‘b‘
Walker (1979) studled the effects of batterlng on ‘women

fa‘through 1nterv1ews w1th battered women.” She found‘that one-‘jﬁ



F“’dthlrd of the men- who battered thelr w1ves also abused thelr |

tfﬂchlldren.c'duv'

‘In a natlonal survey of 3, 520 famllles conducted 1n QV d i

'1985 Straus & Gelles (1990) found that 1n fam111es where e
'the husband had hlt hls w1fe durlng the year, the 1nc1denced1

:'.fof Chlld abuse?was 150/ greater than in other famllles.uflfuj"”

:7;They also found that husbands who were verbally aggre551ve :

f'to thelr spouses had a 51gn1flcantly hlgher chlld abuse rate

"’as compared to husbands that were not.‘ In addltlon, they

: ff found that fathers who had been hlt at age 13 by thelr ownbg"

‘bffathers exhlblted a. s1gn1flcantly hlgher rate of Chlld abuse

| than those fathers who had not

bL:Proflle of the Batterer .

In order to understand the forces at work and the

tdsunderlylng causes of domestlc v1olence, 1t 1s necessary to;°f
tlfcons1derﬁthe prof;le of~the~batterer.‘ Several studles have}f“

";‘addressed*this'issue. Elbow (1977) had found that the

( abu51ve male tends to progect blame for mental strife onto )
‘lhls w1fe, experlences her as an exten51on of hlS mother or )

‘; some 51gn1f1cant otherv and: demands that she meet his rlgldu.t

f;,expectatlons of marrlage.d He 1s 1ncapable of 1nt1macy,_’

hifkalthough he can offer warmth protectlon, and securlty to

'mhls w1fe.' Elbow also noted that often the abuser w1tnessedr.
kB hlS father assaultlng hlS mother as a. ch11d.;,‘

. Straus (1978), 1n a: study of over 2000 adults found the_



d'ghlgher the stress score, the hlgher'the rate ofkassaultpéfvy%v

”ﬁwbetween husband and w1fe, and that famlly Vlolence was also iﬁ

7frelatedqto the husband's domlnance., He found that men who
”fyfassault thelr w1ves belleve that phy51cal punlshment of
nr;chlldren and slapplng of a spouse are approprlate behav1or.‘f

’l;hIt was concluded that men who belleve that husbands should

'ctually achleved such a power pos1tlon, had assault f”
:fnfrates from one and one—half to three tlmes hlgher than men
“iw1thout these values who were under stress. |

Frleze (1979) reported 51m11ar flndlngs from

ﬁ}dlnterv1ew1ng battered women as compared to nonbattered

:ffwomen.,rShefyoncluded that v1olent marrlages are’

"ffcharacterlzed by:hlgh husband domlnance and the use;by

_?f;husbands of coerc1ve power. jf

Results of ‘an’ analys1s conducted by Straus and Gelles

ﬁ'j;(lggo) on data gathere‘ from Straus s 1975 Natlonal Famlly

’Gbe the domlnant person 1n a marrlage, and espe01ally 1f theyj;;ﬁgu'

fﬁ?Vlolence Survey help to explaln the etlologlcal Varlables ofal"

"ﬁfﬁchlld abuse and w1fe beatlng ' Results showed that the more‘d'

\ﬁphy51cal punlshment was experlenced by the husbands,,the

"Eﬂ_‘dthls applled to 1nfrequent as well as frequent v1olent
’.attacks, and also ordlnary v1olence that 1s so frequent 1n?1:;
’1ffﬂmarr1ages. f‘ |

A number of other studles,have attempted to determlnefdf

fpﬁhlgher was the rate of v1olence agalnst w1ves.' Moreover,t[rgl.a



]:fspec1f1c characterlst cs whlch are descrlptlve of spouse

'"5f21981), blamlng others for one s actlons (Walker, 1979),

ngT5001al 1solatlon (Cantonl,
”"%??and dlstress (Cantonlg

‘ffiWalker, 1979) are all characterlstlcs of batterers.

_,éi)n fiéiditY7(Eibow, 1982):25:

f1981- Ponzetl, Cate, & Koval' 1981-aw;j“

f*Soc1a1 and Hlstorlcal Theorv of Domestlc Vlolenoe

Other soc1al 501entlsts assert that 1t is 1mportant to ,:

'.study the 5001a1 and hlstorlcal relatlonshlps w1th1n thelrtf"v-

'famlly to reveal the meanlng and purpose behlnd batterlng

'u“dThey stress the 1mportance of men ch0051ng women and

‘;dchlldren as targets of batterlng The fact that men do thlsuf
1 only 1n thelr homes to regaln what they belleve 1s thelrv~'

o rlghtful control of the 51tuatlon 1s also of s1gn1f1cance.

"Accordlng to thls v1ew the male domlnated culture 1n Wthh s

v”v1olence has been 1nst1tutlonallzed perpetuate the 1n01dence S

**.‘fof batterlng (Dobash & Dobash 1979, Rowbotham, 1973,f;.,”

%LSChechter, 1982- Weltzman, 1976)

| Yllo and Straus (1984) looked at the relatlonshlp
.vbetween the rates of w1fe beatlng in Amerlcan states and the};
'ﬁdegree to wh1ch each state 1s characterlzed by a patrlarchalet;
n’s001a1 structure and patrlarchal famlly norms.‘ Thelr s
‘hresults 1ndlcated a curv111near relatlonshlp between

n patrlarchal structure and the rate of w1fe beatlng such that



| L?w1fe beatlng was found to be hlghest in those states where y

"5fstructural 1nequa11ty 1n economlc, educatlonal polltlcal

Jiyand legal 1nst1tut10ns was greatest._ As the status of womenf

e 1mproved v1olence decllned to a p01nt such that 1n the

‘trstates where women s status was the hlghest the rate of
‘ }w1fe beatlng was also very hlgh.f A llnear=assoc1atlon”->

-between patrlarchal famlly norms and w1fe beatlng was also"

'ffffound such that states w1th male-domlnant norms had tw1ce as:'s

' ?much w1fe beatlng as states w1th more egalltarlan norms._‘,’
“Addltlonally, they found an 1nteractlon between structural

-,and normatlve factors 1n thelr 1mpact on rates of w1fe

u,beatlng Wlfe beatlng was found most common 1n a context

d'where women 's: status 1n economlcs, educatlonal legal and
polltlcal 1nst1tutlons was relatlvely hlgh but where | |
" prevalllng norms favored thelr subordlnatlon w1th1n
marrlage; | |

‘Rewards of: Intlmate Vlolence

Famlly members h1t one another because. they can w1th
yf,few negatlve consequences. In addltlon, there are rewards
‘ for exhlbltlng v1olent behav1or The rewards are often

"ilmmedlate ’ The husband hltS the w1fe because the effects

- are 1mmed1ate, powerful he feels in control and hlS w1fe

'often responds by alterlng her behav1or in a way that
’relnforces hlm. U51ng Vlolence can be a rewardlng method of

‘~work1ng off anger or: frustratlon for a person seeklng ‘



iﬁmediate gretifieatiOn}.

Power, control, and self;aggrandizement are additional
reWards of family violence."Goode (1971) has preposed that
force or itslthreatjie an uhderlying element in all social
systems, because all social systems are, to a certain
eXtent, power'systeme.b Force or violence is propeeed ﬁo be
‘one of four major sets of resdurceseby which people can
induce others fo obtain their desired outcomes. The four
sets of resources include: economic factors (giving or
withholding economic rewerds or services); prestige or
respect; likability, attractiveness;, friendship, or love;
and, force and its threat. One can exert influence on |
people using any of thesevSYStems. All of these‘factors are
at work within the family, and all are used'becausevthey can
~effectively control the behavior of loved ones. |

The consequences of intimate violence further increaee
the rewards for an individual whose goal is to control
another. Chronic violence tends to wear victims to a
condition in which theY‘will do anything to appease their
batterers and avoidvviolence. For the individual exerting
control, fhe reward is not only control or power, but self-
esteem as well. Maintaining control of a situation
increases one'e self-esteem and sense of self-worth,
‘especially one whose se;f-esteem’may have been damaged by

experiences outside of the home.

9



An addltlonal reward for hlttlng 1s revenge.” One’who"”
ﬂ‘feels thelr self-worth has been attacked or threatened may
ulseek revenge as when confllct escalates and each 1nt1mate

: throws out the other s vulnerabllltles, v1olence may be used{'

as a defense.mﬁéf,_fnul

Soc1al control probably serves to deter v1olence 1n gV

“:“most 51tuatlons. Mlnor h1tt1ng usually does not escalate‘*

;”filnto abuse. When abuse does occur, 1t 1s usually due to any o

ylof several factors .1nclud1ng low s001al control due to h1gh ‘1

h:fstress,.frustrat10n,,soc1al 1solatlon,‘and bellefs that |
:hlttlng is an approprlate method to- control wives and l

‘A:Chlldren. v o o |

the Abu51ve Relatlonshl

‘;C¢nse:uencesfto‘Women:UIon ieavin’
| In conjunctlon with the hlstorlcal and soc1a1 ly

'iexplanatlon for batterlng, a modest amount of research has f
}mdealt w1th the consequences suffered by women after leav1ng

an abus1ve spouse.v Chesler (1986) asserts that mothers havev

Vifbeen custodlally challenged when they accused thelr husbandsr">

-v]of Chlld neglect chlld abuse, andslncest. Accusatlons of Hy

'“.hw1fe batterlng, demands for allmony, Chlld support or the‘

A.'marltal home have also prompted custod1al challenges by

“ffathers agalnst mothers Chesler rev1ewed studles of

-t.Amerlcan custody battles throughout the 1970's and 1980 s.v
”.She found that they tend to conflrm that fathers custodlallyW'

'challenged mothers, that many fathers won judlclal custody,



arranged paternal custody prlvately, a;*wanjvkia55§piﬁgﬁf
custody of thelr chlldren.byf" ... = h Ja
Weltzman and Dlxon (1981) found that 63/ of the fathersf‘
i._ln Los Angeles who fought for custody succeeded ‘in 1977.; si
”They revealed that although 90/ of all mothers seeklng :
dlvorce were granted custody, w1th an 1ncrease 1n dlvorce;
”dthe actual number of fathers rece1v1ng custody 1ncreased
tsubstantlally s | s | .
R Addltlonal studles have found other negatlve effects‘onv,
xthomen and chlldren as a result of d1vorce.H Weltzman and

Dlxon (1981) found that dlvorce forces mothers and chlldren

::jlnto poverty Most fathers don't pay Chlld support and

;most courts won't order adequate or enforceable amounts of
: Chlld support from fathers.ﬁ,

Chesler (1986) conducted an exten51ve study of 60

;1nfmothers belng custodlally challenged from 1960 1981 by

-'taplng 1nterv1ews, readlng and analy21ng each mother s tr1a19a
':manuscrlpt legal depos1tlon, psychlatrlc report _andn
‘7fvrelevant prlvate correspondence. She also 1nterv1ewed

fcustodlally embattled custodlal and noncustodlal fathers

fg:whlch she used to conflrm her flndlngs of the maternal

'1nterv1ews._ Flve of these men had been marrled to flve of

the maternal 1nterv1ewees and 30 were fathers' rlghts

"lpi_act1v1sts.; Although 87/ of the maternal 1nterv1ewees had

h‘never worked full tlme or at careers once they marrled 77%

11



’f'of the judlclally successful and 69/ of the prlvately D

l:successful fathers refused to pay any klnd of chlld support f”:
v{;prlor to obtalnlng custody.“ She also found that 62% of the,ib
'bcustodlal fathers phy51cally abused thelr w1ves, 576 engaged

in antl—mother bralnwashlng campalgns, 37/ kldnapped thelrd‘
dchlldren, and 3% were 1ncestuous fathers.fd

All of the mothers in Chesler s study had

psychologlcally bonded w1th thelr chlldren and- were thelr
vprlmary careglvers, Of the custodlal fathers, 87/ d1d no -
‘houseworktor primary Chlld Care,,and onlyglz% helped:out ;r'
uocca51onally by baby31tt1ng | |
_ In splte of: the above c1rcumstances, Chesler found that
T7Os of the judges ordered chlldren 1nto custody of the j
"fathers, and 70 of the prlvate;arrangements_also resulted_
N‘,in‘paternal custody;vaithin two years,'82% offali custody
battles resulted in'paternal CuStody "The"309 of‘mothers :
who 1n1t1ally won custody were marrled to 1ess phy51ca11yf
fyabu51ve husbands.

The fathers 1n her study fought for custody for a.

h_mlnlmum of elght reasons in addltlon to lov1ng thelr

.chlldren.‘ Of these reasons, 67/ of the- fathers had an’
‘economlc motlve such as malntalnlng the marltal home for
,themselves,‘and some wanted to escape paylng child and
Tspousal support Nearly two thlrds of the fathers fought*

. for custody of chlldren‘as a way‘to punlsh thelr wlves,‘

1



"foschool or work) or. obtalnlngji

h They belleved w1fely dlsobedlence (such as returnlng to Lo

dlvorce was a form of

"ff;maternal unfltness.o Approx1mate1y 239 belleved they were-

‘Wlisuperlor parents and needed thelr chlldren to be thelr

‘]fj”"obedlent 1nferlors,_as domestlc servants, and personal—*ﬁf

;ggenetlc allles" (Chesler, 1986 p 78) g Also, 256 foughtfhfyf Ll

:ld_ifor custody because they or thelr second w1ves were

"Yfflnfertlle.y,fy4j{3j“"3ff*"

Cof domest cally'

”*;populatlon.} There 1swalsovv‘isi”““”*

J"*ithe relatlonshlp between men whofare domestlcally v1olent

"*j;custodlally challenglng mothers and w1nn1ng custody of thelrlw”""

'l’chlldren.; Therefore, the present study 1s 1ntended to

determlne 1f such a pattern ex1sts.n;}{aﬁ"

A rev1ew of the llterature 1nd1cates that the male who:f°j“'

""1s domestlcally v1olent tends to belleve that he should be

hfthe domlnant flgure 1n the famlly and that hls w1fe and

z“vfffchlldren are hlS property.v He also has a’ tendency to be jbhf""'

Julﬁrlgld and to blame others for hlS actlons.g For these

7fureasons, 1t 1s hypothe51zed that men who are domestlcally

'34v1olent are more llkely to flght for custody of the1r

':fkchlldren than those who are not Also, because studles have]]

;,Vfound an;lncrea51ng tendency for fathers who seek custody of




i:thelr chlldren to recelve custody,ilt 1s hypothe51zed that B

‘domestlcally Vlolent fathers who flght for custody are more\hj‘vv

,b:llkely to w1n custody of thelr chlldren due to thelr
fper51stence to regaln control

f It could be asked 1f there are‘certaln condltlons in
'whlch it is more favorable for fathers to flght for custody.ci
'Chesler (1986) found that the average age of all chlldren
.ffwhen a battle began was nlne years.‘ The average age of the
diyoungest Chlld when a battle began was six years.;;Shejgg‘
concluded that fathers fought for chlldren who ‘had been gh
t01let tralned verbal of school age,‘and male. ‘ :

Because there is llttle 1nformatlon avallable on the’fﬁ

ages or sex. of chlldren 1nvolved in custody battles between o

f»_thelr parents, thlS study will attempt to determlne the

”average youngest age and sex of chlldren in such custody‘;

dlsputes.;i-b : | | S
f'Cheslerv(1986)-also found that the~majority”of‘fathersfa

who fought for. custody dld so because they dld not want to

~g1ve f1nanc1al support to thelr ex-wives. . She also

:,vdetermlned that the majorlty of fathers who were successful

in obtalnlng custody of thelr chlldren falled to pay any -
lchlld or spousal support prlor to w1nn1ng custody The-‘

, present study will attempt to see if there 1s a tendency foryf
Jfathers that are domestlcally v1olent to. be in arrears more

so than fathers that are not domestlcally v1olent.

14



Luepnltz (1982) conducted a study of jOlnt custody.; S

fShe found that sole and ]01nt custodlal fathers fought long;y

{hard and bltterly to win custody and had hlgher 1ncomes,“d7.f

_more support SYStemS: and leSS of a problem malntalnlngfﬁ'"T

‘ authorlty w1th chlldren than dld sole or 301nt custodlal

h"“ifmothers."

';V Chesler (1986) also found that money played an

flmportant role 1n paternal custod1al success. Economlc

”-;power allowed fathers to malntaln per51stence 1n thelr legal

:dh_battles for an exten51ve perlod of tlme w1thout sufferlng f'

'bf_any economlc hardshlps.] The fathers in her study earned

.flve tlmes as much 1ncome as the mothers earned fVInﬂi'
.j;contrast paternal w1thhold1ng of support eventuallyv
-:devastated the maternal Chlld unlt economlcally and »
*illpsychologlcally.- The custod1a1 battles lasted .an averade’ofif
:three years) 62% of whlch 1ncluded fathers who had been |
';domestlcally v1olent.vtf |
| Whlle the Chesler data 1s 1mpresslve, her sample 1s

rujrelatlvely small and the selectlon process was- not random.;b

$°~yiThe present study w1ll be conducted u51ng flles on .

‘fdlssolutlon of marrlage from courthouse records._ In thls

etway, data gathered will tend to be more objectlve and ba51c .,EV o

f,statlstlcs on 1nc1dence 1n the general populatlon can also

”;be determlned._'j

15



HVpotheseé

The present study was conducted to view the overall
differences between families involved in dissolution of
marriage where violence had oécﬁrred vefsus those in which
violence had not occurred. Specifically, thefe were eight
hypothéses.
| 1. It was hypothesized that fathers who are
domestically violent would be more likély to fight for
custody of their children than fathers who are not
domestically violent. |

2. It was hypothesized that fathers who are
doﬁestically violent would be more likely to win custody of
their children than fathers who are not‘domestically violent
when custody  is contested.

3. It was hypothesized that the older the age of the
youngest child at the time of separation, the more likely it
would be for fathers to fight for custody of their children.

4. It was hypothesized that violent fathers would be
more likely to fight for custody of male children than
female children as compared to nonviolent fathers.

5. It was hypothesized thét violent fathers would be
more likely to be granted custody of male children than
female children as compared to nonviolent fathers.

6. It was hypothesized that fathers who are

domestically violent would be more likely to be in arrears

16



in suppoft'payﬁeﬁts_ﬁhén fatﬁers.who are th domeéficaily
violent. a
f. It Was.hypothesized that mén who are'domesticaliy
,violent eérning'a highef income, will be more like1y to'
pérsist in initiating court appearances.

8. It was hypothesized'that domestically violent men,
earning a lower income, would be more likely to continue to
harass theif wives in more physically abusive ways after

separation.

17



‘Tf?Flle Selectlon

Dlssolutlon flles were the data base for the study.

o -fSample flles were”randomly chosen*from courthouse records offfﬁ

7,.(dlssolutlon of marrlage.f Three courthouses were sampled

‘ffone from each of three Southern Callfornla countleS°*'45}'j-7~:”

7'“f11es from Pomona Superlor Court 1n Los Angeles County,_33 L

"3722 flles from San Bernardlno Superlor Court 1n San

'ftflles from R1vers1de Superfor Cour'

'T‘d,f‘Bernardlno County Flles beglnnlng w1th January 1983

Tef?through December 1988 were selected and coded.‘ F11es w1th

f:fffselected

no mlnor chlldren were ellmlnated from cons1deratlon._pﬁqm‘*'

"1’tota1 sample of 100 flles from all three courthouses were.,

vData Collectlon hf~?'

The researcher conducted the codlng Data on each flle'

vvflrwas recorded on a. card (see Flgure 1) | One data card was

T;used for each flle.m Each data card requested 1dent1cal‘

’“:1nformat1on from each f11e ThlS 1nformatlon was recorded
aswhen avallable 1n the flle.

Informatlon requested on the data card 1ncluded the S

x‘ffcourthouse the sample was taken from, date proceedlngs o

"Jffbegan, flle number, the name. and gender of the judge,‘and

i person 1n1t1at1ng the dlssolutlon of marrlage.' The 1ssuance:

i,of a restralnlng order 1s usually the only ev1dence of



Figure 1. Data Card.

File #

Courthouse

' Date of Separation

‘Judge __ (M) (F)

Who Petitioned

“"Mother Request Custody

Legal: Sole__ Joint___
Physical: Sole__ Joint___

Father Reguest Custody

Legal: Sole___ Joint__

Physical: Sole__ Joint__

' Ages of M Children

"Age of Mother

Length of Marriage

Date proceedings began

Children: # of F

Ages of F Children

# of M

Agé'cf Father

Mother employed?

Occupation

Income

Father employed?

Occupation
Income
Custody Awarded:
Legal: Sole_ Joiht__‘(Mother, Father)

Physical: Sole___ Jdint__ (Mother, Father)

# of additional court proceedings

Who initiated proceedings

Purpose

Result

Type of visitation awarded to noncustodial parent

Amount. of Child Support Ordered

Amount of Spousal Support Ordered

Amount in arrears

Length of time dispute lasted

Request for TRO?

19



‘,-Who requested TRO’v

TRO granted°-5:‘

¥ Why was TRO granted

Hlstory of v101ence°'ﬂ”'

cOrroboratlnngv1dence?”

‘t’# of abusxve lnc1dents prlor to separatlon:

# of abusxve 1nc1dents after separatlon

20



‘fallegatlons of domestlc v1olence 1n a famlly law flle. =A’.

‘:frequest for a restralnlng order 1s usually accompanled by a

f.?declaratlon flled by the party requestlng such an order."In
| addltlon, pollce reports and 1nc1dent reports are referred
‘"pto in the declaratlons for further proof of need for
protectlon. Therefore,v1nformatlon.on whetherpa restraining',
”order was requested 'wholrequestediit who ithwas'granted} |
ffto, and why it was requested was. recorded.' AlSo noted'was
lwho requested and who was awarded custody, along w1th the :
amount and type of v151tatlon ordered to the noncustodlal
»parent., Informatlon on the amount of chlld and - spousal
support whether support was - 1n arrears, and 1f‘so, the.
-:amount in arrears was collected._ The total length of tlme
the dlspute lasted, number of abu51ve incidents prlor to
»separation (ifvlisted),anumberwof;ahuslve_lnc1dents after
separatlon,Wadditional court‘proceedings.that occurred, and
- the person initiating the court proceedings, as well.as the
~nature of,the proceeding was.also recorded.
| Ba51c demographlc data ‘recorded con51sted of the ages
of- each woman, man, and Chlld at the tlme dlssolutlon began,
number of children,’sex of each Chlld employment status,
'type of employment ‘and. 1ncome of each woman and man, 1f
“appllcable, length of marrlage,.and, date of separatlon.'
:Procedure S | h | | s
Three courthouses were sampled ' Pomona 1n Los Angeles

‘ County, Rlver51de in Rlver51de County, and San Bernardlno 1n

21



San Bernérdiné‘CCun£YQfdA tetal of 100 files on dissoiution
of ﬁarriage from.thethurthousesewere eampledQ Files in |
each courthouse were;kept in numerical erdef with numbers
aseigned according‘to the time ie whieh a cogple’filed'for
dissolution; Files were chosen atdrandom using a computer
generated random numbers table, starting with the ﬁonth of
January 1983 thfough December 1988 by going throdgh
dissolution of\marriage files and extracting only those in
which children were in&dlved. The average incidence rate
 per year of dissolution cases filed in each courthouse was
determined. Files were then chosen randomiy such thaﬁ an
equal number of files were utilized each year totaling 100
for the‘entire six- year period that was studied. If a file
wae extracted in‘which there were no minor children |

, involved,,the‘file was not used. Another file number was
randonly selected for that year. All information fequested
on the data cards was then recorded fer each file, if

available.
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RESULTS

All analyses were performed using SPSSPC 4.0. The
basic descriptive statistics on all of the variables are
presented by father type in Table 1. Table 2 presents the
means and standard deviations of the demographic variables
of the sample.
Paternal Custodial Disputes

The Chi-square analysis, which appears in Table 3, was
run on the data to test the hypothesis that fathers that are
domestically violent would be more likely to fight for
custody of their children than fathers that are not
domestically violent. Results yielded a significant
relationship between violent fathers and paternal custodial
disputes, x2 (1) = 16.22, p = .00005. As may be seen from
Table 3, violent fathers were significantly more likely to
fight for custody than were nonviolent fathers.

Paternal Custodial Decisions

To test the hypothesis that fathers who are
domestically violent would be more likely to win custody of
their children than fathers who are not domestically
violent, a Chi-square analysis, which appears in Table 4,
was performed. Results did not yield a significant
relationship between violent fathers and paternal custodial
decisions, x2? (1) = .123, p. = .726. As may be seen from
Table 4, 16 violent fathers were granted custody of their

children, while 15 nonviolent fathers were awarded custody.
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Table 1

Description of Sample by Father Type

Number of Fathers

Number of Fathers:
Contesting Custody

Number of Fathers
Granted Custody

Number of Fathers in
Arrears

Number of Fathers in
Arrears Contesting Custody

Number of Sons Involved
in Disputes

Number of Daughters
Involved 'in Disputes

Number of Sons in Paternal
Custodial Awards

Number of Daughters in
Paternal Custodial Awards

' Non-

Domestically Domestically
Violent Violent
Fathers Fathers

49 51
37 18
16 15
26 10
21 2

40 16
30 21
19 13
15 17
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Table 2

Means and Standard Deviations

of Demographic Variables

Father's Education (years)
Mother's Education (years)

Father's Gross Monthly
Income

Mother's Gross Monthly
Income

Age of Youngest Child in
Custody Disputes

Age of Youngest Child Not
in Custody Disputes

Court Appearances Initiated
by DV Fathers

Violent Incidents After
Separation

Father's Age
Mother's Age

DV = domestically violent

N
100
100

100
100
55
45
49

49
100
100

X
- 12.9

12.2

2,049.92

1,020.34

.96
33.61
30.72

SD
1.7
1.98

1.7
6.14
6.01
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Table 3

Chi-square Analysis of the Number of Violent vS.

Nonviolent Fathers Fighting for Custody

Fathers

Father Don't Row

Fight . Fight Total
Violent 37 - 12 _ - 49
~Fathers 27.0 22.1 49.0%
: . . 10.1 -10.1 :
Nonviolent .18 33 51
Fathers 28.1 23.0 “51.0%

-10.1 10.1 )
Column ‘ 55 45 100
Total 55.0% 45.0% 100.0%
Count
Expected Value
Residual

x? (1) = 16.22, p = .00005.
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Table 4

Chi-square Analysis of the Number of Violent vs.

Nonviolent‘Fathers Graﬁted Custody

Fathers - Fathers
. Granted Not Granted Row
‘Custody Custody Total
- Violent 16 L 33 49
Fathers 15.2 : 33.8 49.0%
v _ -] . -.8 B
Nonviolent o 15 36 51
Fathers ' 15.2 33.8 51.0%
- =-.8 .8
Column ' ' 31 69 100
Total o 31.0% 69.0% ©100.0%
Count »
Expected Value
Residual

x? (1) = .12274, p = .72608.
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’oChlldren 's. Aqe as a Varlable
| A t test was performed ‘on the data to test the
hypothesis that the older the youngest child is at the time .
- of the separatlon, the more llkely the father would be to |
ryflght for custody The age of the youngest chlldren whose
fathers fought for custody (M 5 67) was not found to be v
51gn1f1cant1y hlgher than the ages of the youngest chlldren
.h.whose fathers dld not flght for custody (M = 6.11), |
"_t(94) = -.50, R = 617. ’ (R
'Sex ofbthe Chlldren 1n Custodlal Dlsputes
A Chi- square analys1s was run on the data to test the
'hypothe51s that v1olent fathers would be more~11kely to
“flght for custody of male chlldren than female children as>
‘compared to nonv1olent fathers when custody was contested.
~Resu1ts which appear in Table 5u1nd1cated a 51gn1f1cant o
relationship‘betweengthevlikelihood of violent‘fathers
fighting for'custody of-male childreneas comparedvto'
nonViolent*fathers, x2 (1) = 21. 243, p»=i.0000._‘As may'be
seen from Table 5 Vlolent fathers were. nore llkely to flght
‘ for custody of male chlldren than were nonv1olent fathers.
t,As Table. 6 1nd1cates, violent fathers were also more llkely :
than nonv1olent fathers to flght for custody of female
chlldren, 2. (1) = 5. 439, p = .0197..

Sex of. Chlldren in: Custodlal De0151ons

To test the hypothe51s that v1olent fathers would be



Table 5

' Ch1 square Analvs1s of the Number of Sons Involved in_

Paternal Custodlal Dlspute5° Vlolent_vs. Nonv1olent Fathers :

o cE e T CUStOdY . For Custody Totaly?:_ o
"ﬂ'}Démestidali&*f?i“”ff‘&‘ 40, fﬂ; -
~ Violent 2 S 28.3 . 20.7 . 50.5%

- Fathers - . 2.2 =206
.Nondomestlcally S 16 32 f;:l?'LfésiTc”
~vielent T . 27,7 . 20.3 . 49.5%

- Fathers .= ‘,‘xef.; -2 2[ﬁﬁ: 206

Total . 57, 7/- . 42.3% 100, o%*»

“Count

" ‘Expected Value

_Standard”Re51dual.

x? (1) =21.243, p = .0000.
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Table 6

Chi-square Analvsis‘of the Numbef 6f‘Déuqhters Involved

in Paternal Custodial Disputes:

Fathers

Domestically
Violent
Fathers

Nondomestically
Violent
Fathers

Column
Total

Count
Expected Value
Standard Residual

x2 (1) = 5.439 p =

Fight
For Don't Fight
Custody For Custody
30 ' 12
24.1 17.9
1.2 -1.4.
21 26
26.9 20.1
-1.1 1.3
51 38
57.3% 42.7%
.0197.

‘Violent vs. Nonviolent

Row
Total

42
47.2%

47
52.8%

89
100.0%
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i

i
mérellikely to be grantedicustédy df male children as

‘ compafedvto nonvioleﬁt‘fatherSWWhénfqustody was contested, a
‘Chi—squafe ahalysis‘wés perforﬁed. Results which appeér in
Table 7 did nbt yield a significant'relétionship betweeh the
likelihood of violent fétheré beinq'granted éustody of male
chiidrehrasvcomparéd to nonviolent fathers, x* (1) = 1.017,
P #~;3132.  As may be»seen from Table 7, violent fathers
were not granted cUStbdy 6f male’children‘significantly'more
thén nonvidléht fathers. As Table 8 ihdidétes, Viélént'
fathers were just‘as likely as nonviolent féthers to be n

 granted custody of daughters, x2 (1) = .0000, p = 1.000.

 Support in Arrears

| A Chi-square analysis, which appears in Téble 9, was
run on the data to test the hypothesis‘that féthérs that aré
domesti¢aIly'violent would be more 1ikély to be in arreérs
‘in supporttpayments than fathers that are not domestically.
violent. Results yielded aisighificant relationship betﬁeen
violent fathers being in arrears in sﬁpport payments,

X2 (l) = 12;14, p = .00049. As may be séen from Table 7,v
violent fathers were significantly more likely to be in
"arrears in éupport~payments.£haﬁ nonviolent fathers.

Income as a Variable

A correlation matrix was run including the variables of
" male's income, female's income, male's persistence, female's

persistence, and number of violent episodes since
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”deable 7

5 iFathers

' Domestlcally

' Violent -

=Fathers

3.' Nondomest1cal1y
-7 7 Violent = -
~:-Fathers

 Column
‘Total

‘count
‘Expected Value

‘;standardvR351dualf,

4t ) = 1017, b = .

“3QQPaternal Custodlal De0151ons'

,QFathéré’

'V;Qlent-vs._

Winning

- 16.2

13

1.8

-.7

'Custody_.f»'
19

32

33.0%

3132.

i.Faﬁhérs‘NOt

Winning
Custody:
30

32.8
-.5

35
32,2

s
65 -

67.0%

inhlﬂs_uareuAna1151s of»the Number of Sons‘Involved 1n‘r‘-'7 

NQnlelentu“fg_va

'ROQ'}'_._
Total
B .493
L ‘50 5‘ ,

91
£ 100.0%
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bi7‘Ch1-square AnalVSlS of the Number;
“{fln Paternal Custod1a1 Dec151on5jf

_ef‘Fathers:ueb

“?deomestlcally

f"‘l

Dauqhters Involved

Vlolent st‘Nonv1olent

H'éFathers f' Fathers Not

15 27

:‘ﬁffwlnnlng  Winning ;jﬂffRQWf{Tff7fff
'Custody _ Custody;v]:;v‘_;Total;bf_.x ’

Violent ’7313"~1521?.‘1;’*3T26¢9"idf]"fﬁ47 zg}.f53f"

7:Fathers Fti"f“ﬂﬁ:ﬁfftw,fFQ* e e SRS
v Nondomestlcally v if.?f -17§’wig(;¥g ,3Q~_, J-v]f 47?:"
. violent . . 16.9 - f;30?l:73.[fr%*52 86 e
- Fathers = T w0 =0 o

column o 732":71.ﬁf* 57 "-kf’f%,*.ss.'>
Total . 36.0%8 64.0% 100.0%
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separation.  A significant correlation was found bétween’”
male's persistence and méie's income. Table‘ib diéplays the
correlation~matrix/1aloﬁg with means and standard.deQiatidns
for each of the variabieé; o -

_iysecond'correlation matrix was run including the
variables of male's income, female's income, whether the
male was doméstically‘violent; and male's persistence-in
court. Table 11 displays the correlations between the
variables as well as the means and standard deviations for
each. ' -

A stepwise regression was émployed, entering domestic
violence on the first step With male's persistence as the
dependent ?ariable. Table 12 presents the summafy table
with the multiple R, R2?, adjusted Rz, F values, significant
F values, standardized regression coefficients, (B), and
correlations. On step one, R was significantly different
from zero, R = .51087, F (1,57) = 20.1298, p = .0000.
Whether the fathers were domestically violent was a
significant predictor of their persistence in court.

On step 2, male's income was entered, R was agéin fbund
to be significant, R = .5868, F (2,56) = 14.7039, p = .0000.
The male's income accounted for a significant additional,
independent amount of variance. Thus, the results indicate
that being a.domestically violent male and male's inéome

" each predicted male's persistence in court.
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Table 10

Correlation Matrix of Male's Incomé, Female's Income, Male's Persistence in Court,

Female's Persistence in Court, and Number of Violent Incidents After>Separation

Male's
: Persistence

Variables - (DV)
Male's ,
~Income ~ .362
Female's

Income . .054
Female's

Persistence , .291
Violent

Episodes .107
Mean ’ 1.939
Standard

Deviation 1.875

DV - Dependent Variable

Male's
Income

-.232
.264

.016
2266.47

1519.84

Female's Female's Violent

Income Persistence Episodes
.154
.020 : .116
1013.98 2.224 1.939
775.84 - 1.246

1.784




Table 11

Correlation Matrix of Domestic Violence, Male's Income,

Female's Income, and Male's Persistence

Variables
' Domestic
~ Violence

Male's
Income

Female's
Income

Male's
Persistence

Mean

Standard
Deviation

Domestic Male's
Violence Income
1.000
-.222
' -.188
.011
-.511 .395
.510 2049.924
.502 1341.557
R2 = ,26099
Adjusted R2? =
.51087

R =

Female's
Income

-.006
1020.342

678.480

.24802

Male's
Persistence

- 1.100

1.617
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‘vTable 12

Persistence in Court

Multiple :
Step R i R2
1 .51087 .26099
2 .58679 .34432

Adjusted
R2

.24802

.32091

20.1298

14.70392

- Summary Table of Stepwise Regression With Domestic Violence and Male's Income

Signif-
icant

.0000

.0000

Variablé

 IN:

Domestic
Violence

IN:
Male's

Income

on Male's

Beta
In

-.51087

.29610

Corre-

‘lation

-.511

395




A 3 X 2 ANOVA was run to determine if:a‘siénificant :
two-way interaction existed betweenvwhetherethe father was
domestically violent and the male's inedme 1evel.t Income
was separated into.three groups: leﬁ averagé ($0°4'$1750),
high average ($1751>; $4000), and high income ($4001’and
above). Although no significantvtwo-way'interaction was
found; F (1,64)i= .001, p = .977, it,is interesting to note
that everyvcase (7 out of 7) ef the‘hign incomei($4601 and
'abdve)vcdnsisted of a domestically'vibient male fighting for
custody.

Violence as a Variable

A stepwise regres51on was run to test the hypothesis
that Violent males earning a lower 1ncome would be more
likely te persist harassing thelr wives in phy51ca11y
abnsive ways after separation. ‘Male's income, female's
income, male's persistence and femalefs persistence were run
,with number of violent incidents since separation as the |
'dependent variable. No variabies were allowed to be enteredv
~due to .05 limits'being reached. Therefore, violent
vepisodes did not contribute a significant amount of
variance; The hypothesis that violent males earning a 1ower
income would attempt to continue hara551ng their wives in-

phys1cally abusive ways was not supported.
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DISCUSSTON

The present'étudyﬁwas COﬁductedﬂto cohtribute to the
literature and provide data on fhe_relationship~between
paternal custody and domeétic violence. The literatﬁre
fails to revéal any basic descriptive statistics on this
topic. Therefore, the present study will provide such data
for future reference and study. | |

The hypothesis that men who are domestically violent
would be more likely to fight for custody of their children
than those who are not domestically violent, was found to be
significant. This support57Chesler's (1986) assertioh that
violent, misogynous men may actually be more likely to
institute custody battles as a control issue. This finding
also corresponds with the profile of the wife batterer as
needing to maintain dominance in the marital relationship
and his use of coercive power (Frieze, 1979; Straus, 1978;
Elbow, 1977).

The hypothesis that fathers who are domestically
violent wbuld be more likely to win custody of their
children than fathers wﬁo are not domestically violent was
not supported. Although the results did not yield
significance, it is important to consider the fact that 16
violent fathers and 15 nonviolent’fathers were awarded
custody of their children. It appears that having a‘history
of violent behavior does not greatly hinder a father's

chances of winning custody of his children.
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: Wlth regard to the hypothe51s that the older the age of’ﬁ'
_hthe youngest Chlld at the tlme of separatlon, the more_yy
‘”llkely 1t would be for fathers to flght for custody, no

}”support was found ThlS could be due to fathers hav1ng morew-”

{fsupport systems avallable to them. Greater economlc powerﬂ" -

:”may allow them to hlre help to care for thelr chlldren.ﬁi“:
G5Also, 1t 1s pos51ble that these fathers have establlshed a
rzcrelatlonshlp w1th another woman who 1s avallable to help
,;ﬁ;care for the chlldren.&ab;. ER B ‘“ A ' » :
) The hypothes1s that v1olent fathers would be more -

,llkely to fight for custody of male chlldren than they would”“

4 "fgfor female chlldren as compared to nonv1olent fathers was

”f.found to be 51gn1f1cant.- That custody is related to the

':‘:father s mascullne power and control 1ssues may be ev1dent

b“pln thls f1nd1ng The results tend to support the assertlonh
mby Chesler (1986) that v1olent fathers contestlng custody l
'fmalntaln a gender preference such that they are more
;ystrongly motlvated to flght for male ch1ldren than female

ff]chlldren..f;u;l' | _’ '”»} ',. : - |

: The hypothe51s that v1olent fathers would be more'7ﬁ' t
f;?llkely to w1n custody of male chlldren than they would

agifemale chlldren as compared to nonv1olent fathers was not ‘

‘”stupported In part thls may be due to the fact that the:ti f
"current study 1ncluded three dlfferent countles 1nto thev'l'

;Tdata. In each county, the court determlnes 1ts own type of

'f1 famlly medlatlon ‘ The courts also dlffer 1n how strongly
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~each judge considers recommendaﬁions made by family court
mediators. :Therefore, the criteria used in custodial
determinations may vary to a great degree.

- The nypothesis that fathers who are domestically
violent wonld beymere likely to be in arrears in support
payments than nonviolent'fathers was found to be
significanf. This supports'the findings by Cheslerv(1986)
in which she found that the majority of fathers (62% of
which were violent) fought for cnstody to avoid paying
- support to their ex-wives and that they failed to pay child
or spousal support prior to winning custody. This alsof
supports the profile of the batterer as needing to maintain
control and dominate his spouse.

The fact that violent fathers are more likely to be in
‘arrears in support payments also supports the contention by
‘Goode (1971) such that power, eOntrol‘ and self-esteem are
rewards of family violence. Giving or withholding of
econonic rewards or services is a method used to exert
influence. It could also be considered a method in which
batterers seek to get revenge with the spouse for leaving.
Additionally, this may be a way in which the abusive‘male
hopes to force his spouse to return to the relationship,
perceives himself regaining control of the situation, and
subsequently regaining some sense of self-worth.

The failing to support children apparently did not

reduce the chances of violent fathers winning custody of
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thelr chlldren.f;In the present study, 21 of the 37 v1olent.q"

fathers who fought for custody were 1n arrears 1n support vl

’°fjpayments, whereas only two of the 18 nonv1olent fathers whO"

";fought for custody were 1n arrears 1n support payments.:;‘

ThlS clearly demonstrates that thlS 1s a control 1ssue ﬂ~
rrestrlcted for the most part to abus1ve relatlonshlps. ;As,

ﬁﬁplndlcated in the llterature (Frleze, 1979;fStraus,'1978}ﬂ
'tElbow, 1977), the abu51ve man ma1nta1ns'a need to?dominate-
‘-and uses coer01ve power 1n order to do‘so. | ‘

The hypothe51s that Vlolent fathers that earn hlgher
1ncomes would be more llkely to. per51st in’ 1n1t1at1ng courtuv
‘appearances was found to be significant. The. v1olent male s
1ncome 51gn1flcantly predlcted hlS per51stence in 1n1t1at1ng
‘lcourt appearances. ThlS supports the results by Luepnltz
‘f(1982) in whlch sole and 301nt custodlal fathers fought
: long; hard and b1tterly to win custody and had h1gher

incomes. It also supports Chesler (1986) in which economlc

dpower allowed fathers to malntaln per51stence in thelr legal -

‘{ battles for an exten51ve perlod of tlme In the present

";study,;custodlal dlsputeS"lasted‘a mean duration of 2 7

: \years w1th the mean gross monthly 1ncome of the males belng

':f7$2050 and the females mean gross monthly 1ncome belng $1020‘

The fact that battered women in the study had
,‘substantlally lower 1ncomes than thelr husbands could be
related to control As 1nd1cated by the llterature

‘ (Chesler, l986,vRoy, 1977, straus, 1978), ‘men who.abuse
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Vﬂfthelr w1ves tend to malntaln tradltlonal gender stereotypes,
"}5Therefore, they would not be llkely to tolerate the1r w1ves§yd’

u;competlng w1th them 1n the bread w1nner role.s As a

‘ J_;consequence, 1t 1s hlghly probable that most battered womeny?:-

k'earnlng mlnlmal 1ncomes flnd themselves at a slgnlflcant
fhfdlsadvantage 1n a court of law when opposed by husbands p;j
.l}whose 1ncomes are substantlally hlgher,lﬁ‘ ‘

| When con51der1ng the 1ssue of the prevalence‘of

"domestlc v1olence 1n the general populatlon, the current '

' study, although a. sample cons1st1ng of marrled couples from:gff

:rthree Southern Callfornla Countles,‘resulted 1n a- 49%
vflnc1dence rate (49 out of 100 cases 1nvolved domestlc .
;v1olence)' ‘The majorlty of thesevcases 1nvolv1ng domestic;df
'7v1olence (41 cases) reported a hlstory of v1olence

1h throughout the llfetlme of the marrlage. ThlS hlstory of
»pv1olence was documented by declaratlons, pollce reports,_
‘phy51c1ans' records,_documentatlon of hospltal emergency ;-
'room treatment w1tnesses' declaratlons and depos1t10ns,
'vetc.‘ | y _ | | . ‘ . | y \ »

The 49/ flgure found in thls study supports the. 506 l.,

estlmates made by Walker (1979), Straus, Gelles, and }

1 Stelnmetz (1980), as well as the 50 reported rate of ‘

"yLevenger (1966) : Although a small sample, thls study d1d

v‘:not 1nclude any other type of cohabltatlng relatlonshlps."
»Therefore, couples 11v1ng together out of marrlage were: :

,gexcluded The‘entlre populatlon of women?seeklng‘temporary’
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frestralnlng orders for protectron from an abu51ve boyfrlend
{iwere not con51dered in the results.fi | | | .
The results of the present study suggest that fathers
“7who have a hlstory of v1olence, earnlng a substantlal
ﬁlncome, contlnuegto harass thelr ex-wives by 1nvolv1ng them
in long-term custodlal dlsputes due to thelr greater earnlng
;power.w Because hav1ng a hlstory of v1olent behav1or does_"”‘
‘»not signlflcantly,decrease thelr chances of»w1nn1ng custodyv
of their Children, these fathers are reinforced bylthe'cOurt“
»system for thelr per51stence and they are successful twith
the help of the court system ih malntalnlng control of
’vthelr ex—w1ves and chlldren to a great extent. |

Battered women leave a v1olent relatlonshlp hoplng to
break free of the control and domlnatlon of thelr batterersf
only to face: them in a court system that 1gnores, lﬁ not -
:actually sanctlon;ng, thlsxabu51ve pattern'of behavior.
This may be why many battered women’drop dissolution
wproceedlngs and return to a v1olent relatlonshlp They may
-:percelve themselves as belng able to exert more control over
!the SLtuatlon by'returnlng than they are able to do in a
‘court of law in whlch the patrlarchal mind set continues to
‘reward v1olent men: for thelr endeavors.

The results of the present study appear to support
| Chesler s (1986) assertlon that a dlfferent standard 1s

applled to parental behav1or of mothers and fathers. -A‘

‘woman that_leavesua‘marltalarelat;onshlp wlthout taking her
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fchlldren w1th her 1s apparently treated dlfferently by the

court system than 1s the father under 51m11ar 01rcumstances.;f

- 'Thls dlfferentlal treatment may be due to the court system

percelVlng the mother as dev1ant 1f she leaves w1thout her;i:'
-.chlldren.- In the present study,-ln only two out of 13 casesjh
-’when the woman orlglnally left home w1thout her chlldren,"

was she eventually able to later get awarded prlmary
~phy51cal custody

In one 1nstance, the court 1n1t1ally gave custody to
the,fatherte F1ve years later, custody of the 16 year old
daughter was changed to the mother at the daughter s
request;v The daughter had alleged that the father had been
y.takingsher earnlngs and some. of ‘her Jewelry At thlS p01ntv
A the father began proceedlngs to galn custody of his other
- two chlldren,~a 15 year old daughter and a 14 year old son. :
y‘Proceedingsswentfoff calendar and were never pursued.
The othervcase involved a mother'thatfleft the home

'without her‘two‘children‘(six year old daughter and three‘
: year old son) and was 1n1t1ally awarded jOlnt phy51cal
custody When the husband learned that she was living in a
3 lesblan relatlonshlp, he went back 1nto court and asked for
sole_phys1calfcustody and was granted»thls._ The ‘mother went
"into court several times over the next‘five years, concerned
about the father maltreatlng the chlldren, to no avall |
»'Eventually, after psychologlcal evaluatlons of the father,

mother, chlldren, and the mother S partner (the father was
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‘ remarrled but the new spouse was not reQulred to undergo
evaluatlon), several incidents of documented abuse to the
children, several statements by the children's neighbors,
teachers, etc., and a su1c1de attempt by the daughter, the
court awarded the mother prlmary phy51cal custody.

| In contrast of the fathers that were granted custody,
18 of them did not maintain physical custody of the children
initially when the couples separated.' Instead,‘they were
later grantedvphysical custody.

Therefore, these facts reveal that itvis much more
difficult for a mother to be granted phy51cal custody of her
' chlldren if she does not malntaln phy51cal custody of her
children at the time the couple separates. This can be very
devastating to a woman who has had to flee the home for.fear
of her 1life, unabie to take the children with her. Upon
finding refuge, she then goes to court in order to get
protection orders as we11 as custody orders for thevchildren
and’finds that because she left the home Without them, the
court interprets this as a lack of her interest in the
childrenQ In some instances, a woman is not able to take.
the children hecause the man threatens to kill her if she
takes them or he‘may physically hold them from her.

Chesler (1986, p. é6) referred to the disparity in our
society's definitions of a "good enough" mother and a "good
enough" father. A mother who leaves a relationship without

her children for whatever reasons is perceived as deviant
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vandvunfit;aWhereasvaffather,that"ieaées asrelationship.'
"without his oniidren and later oomes in to-fiéht_for cnstody
'is seen by tne oOurt system asacredible.’fA "good enough"
,father spends a great deal less tlme with his chlldren and
is not- able or agreeable to do what is expected phy51cally
'of'a’ﬂgood‘enough“ mother to maintain famlly llfe.‘ Even a
father who beats his wife and withholds child support is
‘apparentlyias likely to be seen as a "good-enongh“ father
and still has a 50/50 chance of winning custody.

Rather than just looking at each of the results
independently, it is of greater value to maintain a Gestalt
perspective of the findings that emerged from the present
study. kAlthougnlhe may not always be successful, the
- results indicate that a man with a violent history is
demonstrating a consistent pattern‘of‘attempting to maintain
control and tovdominate his spouse after separation.. He is
more likely:to fight for custody of his children than a
nonviolent father. It conld also be interpreted that a
violent father prefers to spend his money on attorney's fees -
by 1n1t1at1ng court appearances rather than pay court—
ordered child support to his ex-spouse. It is also
1mportant to con51der the fact that the male who is
persistent is receiving internittent reinforcement for his
actions. He is‘successfully harassing his ex-wife by
keepind her tied up in court hearings~and draining her

v,financially and psychologicaily. She is unable to focus on
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‘iﬁheallng herself or worklng w1th her chlldren on the

“"y*unresolved 1ssues of thelr v1olent hlstory She 1s also not"

‘rlrrece1v1ng the court ordered support that would help to get

vher on her feet and she is maklng substantlally less 1ncome .

'h‘to support her famlly than she was prev1ously when llVlng

'H~w1th her spouse.g It 1s no wonder that women and chlldren

';fhave a dlfflcult adjustment tlme after a marltal separatlon._'f

» In contrast a father w1th a v1olent hlstory can leave
7"the relatlonshlp w1thout hlS chlldren fall to support them
'after he leaves and. yet pursue custody in court and he is

-1ist111 as 11kely as a nonv1olent father that is paylng court-
. ordered support to be granted custody of hlS chlldren.‘ What
thomes forth from the results of the study is the perpetual»g
lex1stence of a problem of equlty A mother s character is

tlhmuch more strongly scrutlnlzed by a court of 1aw than is a

father S. The .courts need to recognlze these 1ssues of

control and acknowledge that the welfare of the chlldren is

“‘not the prlmary concern of v1olent fathers pers1st1ng 1n‘

iacustodlal dlsputes

‘_Conclu51ons

“ , It 1s my conclu51on from the results of‘the present
‘study that the cycle of v1olence does not end when the
-;abused woman leaves the relatlonshlp , Instead 1t 1s merely ;
‘moved to a new settlng w1th dlfferent methods of v1olence
employed By applylng Mack's (1989) rev151on of Deschner s

9(1984) cycle of v1olence, one . can observe a pattern of o
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.'yv1olence wrth domestically v1olent fathers flghtlng for P
»fcustody Custody battles agalnst battered women are - merelyu
a varlatlon of the chronlc v1olence they have endured durlngm
3the relatlonshlp‘ | .y R
After the pr1m1t1ve rage,_the woman leaves the abuser.v"‘
t;Thls 1gn1tes feellngs of rejectlon and abandonment w1th1n

'hlm whlch fuels hlS anger and moves hlm to strlke out at hlsdhj

fspouse who has left hlm. If he has the f1nanc1al resources,ﬂyf“~~

tvhe seeks consolatlon by exp101t1ng the court system._ He

‘thereby 1nst1tutes a custody battle 1n order to strlke fear S

"1nto the abused partner, hoplng to regaln hls control
| As Goode (1971) proposed ‘the batterer utlllzes the
”emajor sets of resources avallable to h1m to 1nduce the:f
fspouse to return. By w1thhold1ng of economlc rewards
(chlld/spousal support) and the threat of force (a custody
'battle), he hopes to effectlvely regaln hls control over thef
'spouse,ﬁr o e s 0 L ‘ . :
As malntalned by‘Goode (1971), chronlc v1olence tends‘
‘"atto wear v1ct1ms to the p01nt in whlch they w1ll do anythlng'
:ffto appease the batterer and av01d further v1olence.' I
quBattered women,»custodlally embattled are worn down‘f;;:
,;fpsychologlcally and f1nanc1ally by the batterer.y Some women_'f
iﬁmay return to the relatlonshlp at some p01nt 1n order to

:(yappease the abuser and stop the v1olence. Other women may .

' 1forfe1t property and other assets to the abuser as a way to

-:snegotlate ma1nta1n1ng custody In addltlon, some battered-”:



~f‘women may sacrlflce full custody and agree to 301nt custodyx
.hoplng to assuage the abuser s v1olence.“
Seelng her wear down,.along w1th relnforcement fromhtheﬁ
,court system, the abuser 1s rewarded not only by the galn
‘:ln power and control but self esteem as well.‘ Malntalnlng
'bhcontrol 1ncreases hlsvsense of power and self—worth

, The abuser 1s also rewarded by revenge.x He percelves’;

‘7gn his mascullnlty and self-worth threatened by hls loss of

.fpower and abandonment by hlS spouse and chlldren.g The
‘fabuser therefore seeks and reallzes revenge agalnst hle
stbspouse through the court. | |
The court system needs to‘be more-aware of the‘lssues
fi'of control 1n relatlonshlps 1nvolv1ng a hlstory of domestlc
Trylolence and cons1der the reasons v1olent fathers are
'fper51st1ng 1n custodlal battles rather than g1v1ng these men .
1nterm1ttent relnforcement for the1r behav1or. To what E

: degree does the court system encourage battered women to vllv'

- return to a v1olent relatlonshlp and also dlscourage otheri

;women from leav1ng, know1ng they w111 rellnqulsh all control .

: to a court system that 1s unsympathetlc and 1gnorant of the

’hhbunderlylng need of the abuser to be domlnant ‘camouflaged byvu

ﬂfa grow1ng sentlment of presumptlon/preference 1n custodlal
':‘"_'dec151on’> o | |

| Judges and court medlators need more extens1ve tralnlngz
'fln the area of domestlc v1olence w1th empha51s on the

o underlylng 1ssue of control By applylng the cycle of |
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“violence to Vlolent men custodlally challenglng thelr wives,
' and tralnlng those 1nvolved in famlly law, the true motlves

of v1olent fathers would be more apparent.v In addltlon, thev

- courts would cease v1ew1ng the mother s concerns as lack of

.cooperatlon; By enllghtenlng all 1nvolved the courts would

: ,beneflt by a reduction in caseload. ‘Women and children

would beneflt by escaplng the cycle of v1olence and could

work toward heallngythemselves.

Suggestions for Future Research ‘

Although thedcurrent study‘was able‘to establish a
pattern of domestlc v1olence and paternal custodlal
disputes, 1t was based solely on 1nformat10n gathered from
“dissolution of marriage files. Important p;eces of the
puzzle are sometimes left out of court files. Such
informatiOn might consist of results of a family mediation
meeting,'results of psychological evaluations, or various
coercive techniques the abuser may employ to force his
' Spouse to settle for less than she initially planned.
Therefore,‘further studies based on first-person interviews
of couples custodially embattled could include this valuable
information. |

The courts now consider child support and custody
separate issues. They do so:in order to protect the rights
-ofrlow—income'parents and to avoid the possibility'of the ‘
custodial,parent holding’the child for ransom.

Unfortunately, by separating these issues, the courts remain
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’1gnorant of the tactlc of" w1thhold1ng support that is:

'employed by abu51ve menv‘n order to control an ex-spouse.f”ﬁ”:"

o One could truly flll 1n a great deal of the mlss1ng'f

,pleces by 1ncorporat1ng the 1nformat10n taken from

k‘ffdlssolutlon of marrlage flles w1th what 1s gathered from

;'2f1rst—person 1nterv1ews. Future studles could randomly
‘ﬁ;choose dlssolutlon of marrlage flles, extract the ;‘"

:’1nformatlon avallable and also 1nterv1ew both partles to getf'
ri}a much clearer plcture of the dynamlcs 1nvolved.mh : |
It is 1ronlc that famlly court medlators often have-
h[avallable to ‘them 1nformatlon on v1olence in the famlly

‘nVYet they may lack the expertlse or 1nterest to 1dent1fy the:‘v
underlylng 1ssues of control that are: at the heart of the bv"
‘h.myrlad of . dlsputed 1ssues when domestlc v1olence 1s f"v
”ﬁlnvolved Tralnlng of famlly court medlators on thei

fdynamlcs of domestlc v1olence would be valuable to the:ﬁf“‘

bb;.famlly court system by enhan01ng thelr ablllty to deal

ieffectlve w1th these complex and frustratlng cases.xvf
An addltlonal suggestlon for future research would be

,f;lto 1nvest1gate the serendlpltous flndlng that all of the

:baihlgh 1ncome males 1n thlS randomly selected sample were

v‘fv1olent fathers flghtlng for custody Obv1ously thls_;.'h
d-suggest a systematlc syndrome and 1t would be of great

flnterest and beneflt to the llterature to determlne what

"deynamlcs are at work
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