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Foreword

In the late 1970’s, activists working with battered womernvides information that these professionals need to work
realized that, although they might help individual victims,effectively and knowledgeably with batterer intervention
no real progress could be made against the problem efaff and to make informed choices about program referral.
domestic violence unless actions were taken to reforrRrogram staff will find information on the responsibilities
perpetrators and challenge the cultural and legal supports fand concerns of criminal justice personnel who prosecute,
battering. Batterer intervention was initiated as a first stepentence, and supervise batterers. The primary goal of the
toward changing batterers and raising cultural awareness mport is to improve the working relationship and mutual
the problem. Criminal justice agencies have responded hynderstanding between criminal justice personnel and batterer
referring an increasing number of batterers to interventiongrogram staff. A secondary goal of the report is to expand
via pretrial or diversion programs or as part of sentencinghe debate aboutinnovative batterer intervention approaches
Among the programs contacted for this report,toinclude criminaljustice personnelwho work with batterers
court-mandated batterers accounted for approximately 8@aily and criminal justice policymakers who are concerned
percent of all batterers attending programs. with domestic violence.

To be effective, an integrated criminal justice response

to battering must include all branches of the criminal justicderemy Travis

system, from police to pretrial screeners, prosecutors, judgedjrector

victim advocates, and probation officers. This report proNational Institute of Justice

Foreword Vii
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Executive Summary

Requiring batterers to attend intervention programming asgirlfriend, spouse or ex-spouse) compared to 143,000 men.
condition of probation or component of pretrial diversion isin murders where the relationship between the victim and
fast becoming an integral part of many jurisdictions’ re-the offender was known, 26 percent of female murder
sponse to domestic violence, yet many judges and probatimictims were killed by intimates while 3 percent of male
officers lack basic information about the goals of and methmurder victims were killed by wives or girlfriends. (For the

ods used by local batterer programs.

The diversity opurposes of this report, the term “batterer” is given a mascu-

available programming and the emotionally charged idedline pronoun unless female batterers are being discussed.)

logical subtext to program choice make understanding and

working with program providers potentially difficult for The cost of domestic violence to society and to the victims
criminal justice professionals. This report is intended t@f battering is immense. Battering results in physical and
meet the need for increased information exchange betwe@sychological damage to victims, deaths, increased health
criminal justice professionals and batterer treatment provideare costs, prenatal injury to infants, increased homelessness

ers.

Specifically, this report will help criminal justice of women and children, physical and psychological damage

personnel—including prosecutors, judges, probation officto children exposed to violence in their homes, and corre-
ers, and victim advocates—better understand the issusponding increases in demand for social, medical, and
surrounding batterer intervention and enable them to makeiminal justice services.

appropriate referrals to programs and to communicate effec-
tively with program providers. Program staff will find the

report helpful in their efforts to understand the constraintfhe Causes of Domestic Violence

faced by the criminal justice agencies that refer and monitor

batterers as well as the underlying goals of the criminalhree theoretical approaches dominate the field of batterer
justice system—to protect victims and to deter reoffense—tervention; however, in practice, most interventions draw
and thus be able to align program practices with criminabn several explanations for domestic violence in their work.

justice expectations.

Each theory of domestic violence locates the cause of the

violence differently.

The Nature of the Problem .

The legal definition of battering varies from State to State.
As defined by many intervention providers, battering is a
constellation of physical, sexual, and psychological abuses
that may include physical violence, intimidation, threats,
emotional abuse, isolation, sexual abuse, manipulation, the
using of children, economic coercion, and the assertion of
male privilege (such as making all major family decisions,
or expecting the woman to perform all household duties).
Only some of these behaviors—most commonly assault and
sexual assault—are illegal. The majority of batterers ar-
rested are heterosexual men; however, between 5 and 15
percent of those arrested for battering are women. Among
females arrested for battering, many are thought to be “self-
defending victims” who have been mistakenly arrested as
primary or mutual aggressors. A small percentage of those
arrested for battering are gay or lesbian. According to the
1992 National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), over
1,000,000 women were victimized by intimates (boyfriend,

Social and cultural theoriesattribute domestic vio-
lence to social structures—such as patriarchy—and
cultural values that legitimate male control and domi-
nance over their domestic partnergeminist (or
“profeminist”) batterer interventions are based on
women’s experience of these social and cultural factors,
and use education and skills-building to resocialize
batterers, emphasizing equality in intimate relation-
ships.

Family-based theoriesdlame violent behaviors on the
structure of the family and family interactions rather
than on an individual within a familyFamily systems
interventionseemphasize building communications skills
and may involve the use of couples counseling with the
aim of family preservation. Family systems interven-
tions are less common than other types of interventions
because many practitioners object to treatments that do
not assign blame to the batterer and identify a victim,
and because this intervention approach may transfer

Executive Summary xi



some responsibility for the battering to the victim orCriminal Justice Response
endanger the victim if not performed conscientiously.

As of 1996, 20 States had standards or guidelines th&atterer intervention programs cannot be expected to deter
prohibit the use of couples counseling in batterer treatdomestic violence in isolation: a strong, coordinated crimi-
ment. nal justice response is also needed. The combined impact of
arrest, incarceration, adjudication, and intensive probation
Individual-based theoriesattribute domestic violence supervision may send as strong—or even stronger—mes-
to psychological problems such as personality disorsage to batterers about their responsibility for their abusive

ders, the batterer’s childhood experiences, or biologicdbehavior as batterer programs can.
criminal justice system can:

disposition. Psychotherapeutjcognitive-behavioral,
and attachment abuseterventions are based on this
theory. .

Pioneers in Batterer Intervention:
Program Models

Most pioneers in batterer intervention established programs
based on a feminist educational model. The Duluth model
is an example of a feminist educational curriculum. The
EMERGE model blends feminist educational approaches
with more intensive group work concerning relationships.
At AMEND, feminist educational topics are used as a basi$
for an in-depth intervention addressing batterer psychology
and moral development. All program models for batterer
intervention discussed in chapter 3 are structurally similar;
each proceeds from intake to assessment, victim contact,
orientation, group treatment, completion or termination,
and follow-up.

Current Trends in Batterer
Intervention

A “one-size-fits-all” approach to batterer intervention can-*
not accommodate the diverse population of batterers enter-
ing the criminal justice system. Two new trends reflect the
belief that more specialized approaches are needed:

e interventions tailored to a specific type of batterer
(based on psychological factors, risk assessment, or
substance abuse history); and

e interventions designed to enhance program retention
and efficacy with specific populations (based on socio-
cultural differences such as poverty, literacy, race,
ethnicity, nationality, gender, or sexual orientation).

As key actions the

Expedite Domestic Violence Case#dopt policies to
expedite batterers’ trial dates, sentencing, probation
contact, and batterer program intake.

Use Specialized Units and Centralized DocketSpe-
cialized domestic violence prosecution and probation
units, and centralized court dockets for battering cases
and restraining orders improve services to victims and
better coordinate batterer prosecution, sentencing, and
supervision.

Gather Broad-based Offender Information Quickly.
Create a system to gather complete defendant informa-
tion for prosecutors and judges, including previous
arrests and convictions (for both domestic violence and
other crimes), substance abuse, child welfare contacts,
and victim information.

Take Advantage of Culturally Competent or Spe-
cialized Interventions. Maximize effective use of
batterer programming by seeking appropriate interven-
tions for batterers who are indigent, high risk, female,
mentally ill, or incarcerated.

Coordinate Batterer Intervention with Substance
Abuse Treatment. In cases where the batterer has an
alcohol or drug abuse problem, courts should mandate
treatment as well as batterer intervention. Probation
officers should intensively monitor batterers’ compli-
ance with substance abuse treatment through weekly
urine testing.

Be Alert to the Risks to Children in Domestically
Abusive Households. Judges and probation officers
should be alert to the danger posed by domestic violence
to children (even to children who are not themselves
physically abused) and coordinate with child protective
services and programs that specialize in domestically
abusive families to insure that batterers’ children are
safe and are receiving appropriate services.

xii Batterer Intervention: Program Approaches and Criminal Justice Strategies



Create a Continuum of Supports and Protection for ~ Conscientious supervision by criminal justice agencies (in-
Victims. Victim advocates should be provided to cluding monitoring by pretrial services, the judiciary, and
monitor victim safety and to assist victims with the probation officers) is central to criminal justice policy con-
criminal justice system from the time of the assaultcerning battering and successful cooperation with batterer
through trial and/or probation. Victim advocates at-interventions.

tached to probation units are particularly important in

monitoring the safety of women whose batterers are

sentenced to a batterer program. Sources of He|p and Information

Encourage Interagency Cooperation.Organize for- There are numerous sources of additional information on
mal coordinating committees of probation officers, pros-batterer intervention, including State and national organiza-
ecutors, battered women’s advocates, child protectiotions, reference services, research literature and program
workers, and batterer intervention providers to discusghanuals, and individuals who are willing to share their
batterer referral and monitoring policies regularly.  expertise with others in the field.
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Chapter 1
Infroduction

Key Points

* The connection between the criminal justice system and batterer interventions is increasing: on
average, 80 percent of clients in batterer programs are referred by probation officers or by court
mandate.

e Judges, probation officers, criminal justice policymakers, and victim advocates need to understand
the issues surrounding batterer intervention so they can make responsible referrals and communicate
effectively with program providers.

*  Battererprogram providers need to understand the constraints faced by criminal justice agencies that
refer and monitor batterers, as well as the goals of the criminal justice system.

e Battering—or domestic violence—may be defined as a constellation of physical, sexual, and psycho-
logical abuses that may include: physical violence, intimidation, threats, isolation, emotional abuse,
sexual abuse, manipulation using children, total economic control, and assertion of male privilege
(such as making all major family decisions and expecting the woman to perform all household duties).

* The majority of batterers are heterosexual men. Heterosexual women offenders constitute between
5 and 15 percent of those arrested for battering, and a small percentage of arrestees are gay or
lesbian.

* Victims of battering come from all races, ethnicities, and socioeconomic groups; however, women
with lower socioeconomic status may be at greater risk for abuse.

* Domestic violence inflicts immense damage to society in ferms of physical and psychological injury
to victims, deaths, health care costs, prenatal damage to infants, and physical and psychological
damage to children exposed to violence in their homes.

e Evaluations of batterer interventions oftfen raise methodological concerns and have yielded few
generalizable conclusions.

* Abroader, systemic examination of batterer intervention that focuses on the criminal justice response
as well as program characteristics is needed.

The field of batterer intervention and the criminal justicedated. As a result, criminal justice personnel and victim
system are becoming increasingly intertwined. On averagagdvocates need reliable information about the nature and
batterer intervention programs surveyed for this report esteffectiveness of local interventions, while intervention
mated that 80 percent of their referrals were court-marproviders need to understand the procedures used and

Infroduction 1



constraints faced by criminal justice agencies that refer ar
monitor batterers. Obtaining current and accurate informg
tion on batterer interventions is challenging for criminal
justice practitioners because programs are extremely d
verse in approach and reflect a broad—and often contradi
tory—range of beliefs about explanations for battering al
well as appropriate modes of intervention. In addition, th
field is growing and diversifying in terms of the number of
programs being offered, staff qualifications, and technique
used. Service providers, criminal justice professionals, mel
tal health workers, and researchers in the field of batterg
intervention often have deeply held beliefs concerning “whg
works” with batterers and what best serves the needs of t
victim and the criminal justice system. As a result, debate
about batterer intervention may be contentious and person
grounded in a mix of social philosophy, research findings
personal experience, and self-interest.

To assist courts and probation officers in selecting suitab
batterer interventions—that is, programs that emphasiz
victim safety and have goals consistent with those of th
criminal justice system—27 States and the District of Co
lumbia had mandated or supported the development

State-level standards or guidelines for batterer program
and another 13 States were in the process of developi
standards by 1997 (see chapter 5, “Criminal Justice R
sponse,” and appendix A, “State Standards Matrix”). How
ever, even in States where guidelines or standards are
place, community domestic violence coalitions, the judi
ciary, probation officers, and other criminal justice profes
sionals often retain considerable discretion over prograr
accreditation and referral. Because of the complexity of th
field—and the seriousness of the ongoing threat posed
battered women when offenders are mishandled—criminz
justice professionals who handle domestic violence cast
have increased responsibility to be knowledgeable about tk
content and structure of batterer programs in their jurisdig
tions in order to make informed choices among the interver
tions being offered.

The Nature of the Problem

Domestic violence intersects with the criminal justice syster]
in the form of a number of criminal behaviors: assault an
battery, harassment, breaking and entering, telephone m
use, violation of an ex parte or protection order, maliciou
destruction of property, sexual assault, and stalking as we
as a number of other offenses that may not be immediate
recognizable as domestic in origin (such as arson, frau

or embezzlement). The classification of a crime as domest

About This Publication

The primary audiences for this report are judges
handling and prosecutors trying domestic vio-
lence cases, probation officers supervising
batterers, victim advocates, and battererinter-
vention providers. The report will also be useful
to State and local domestic violence policy
planners, domestic violence coordinating com-
mittees, and departments of public health and
child welfare.

Goals of the Report

The primary goals of the report are to:

e provide current and objective information
concerning the range of battererinterven-
tions currently in operation throughout the
country;

* review the most critical issues being de-
bated by criminaljustice professionals, aca-
demics, and service providers in the field;

* review promising criminal justice practices
related to batterer intervention; and

e provide examples of coordinated criminal
justice responses to battering that include
referral to batterer intervention programs.

Program enrollment, completion, and success
rates were provided by the programs described
in this report. No independent evaluations of
the programs were undertaken for the report.
However, selected evaluation literature is listed
in chapter 6, "Sources of Help and Informa-
fion,” and evaluation outcomes are discussed
briefly in this chapter.

The report’s focus is batterer interventions and
their links to the criminal justice system. Be-
cause law enforcement commonly has little or
no direct contact with batterer interventions,
the report does not discuss police responses to
domestic violence (e.g., the impact of mando-
tory arrest or the effectiveness of restraining
orders).!
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violence may result in a less serious charge for the batterer
despite evidence that “injuries that battered women receive
are at least as serious as injuries suffered in 90 percent of
violentfelony crimes? For this reason, judges, prosecutors,
and probation officers need a clear sense of what behaviors
constitute battering, who batters, who the victims of domes-
tic violence are, and how they may appear in the criminal
justice system.

What Is Domestic Violence?

While the origins of domestic violence remain controversial
(see chapter 2, “The Causes of Domestic Violence”), the
majority of intervention directors interviewed for this report
defined domestic violence asconstellation of physical, .
sexual, and psychological abuses

Anne Ganley, one of the first mental health providers to
establish a batterer treatment program in the late 1970’s,
defines domestic violence in terms of 1) the relationship of
parties to the violence, 2) the perpetrator’s behaviors, and 3)
the function these behaviors serve. .

Domestic violence is a pattern of assaultive and coercive
behaviors, including physical, sexual, and psychological
attacks, as well as economic coercion, that adults or adoles-
cents use against their intimate partriers.

Programs reflecting a feminist perspective define domestic
violence as coercive behavior aimed at gaining power and
control within a relationship (see the discussion of the
feminist model in chapter 2). This definition, pioneered by

Ellen Pence of Duluth, Minnesota, is summarized in exhibit
1-1, “The Power and Control Wheel” of the Duluth motiel.

Several Behaviors Batterers Use

Ganley’s and Pence’s work points to the following common
abusive behaviors:

e Physical violence. Physical abuse may include any
unwanted physical behavior against a partner, such as
pushing or shoving, throwing objects, hitting or beating,
choking, burning, using a weapon, or restraining the
partner from leaving. Physical abuse may also include
refusing to get help for a partner if he or she is sick or
injured. Physical abuse acts as a deterrent to indepen-
dent action by the victim, including attempts to end a

relationship or cooperate with the criminal justice sys-
tem. Women are in the most severe danger of physical
violence when they try to leave an abusive relationship:
75 percent of emergency room visits and calls to the
police by battered women occur after separatibtalf

the homicides resulting from domestic violence occur
after separatioh.

Intimidation. Intimidationincludeslooks, gestures, and
actions that remind the victim of the abuser’s potential
for physical violence, such as smashing things, destroy-
ing her property, abusing pets, or displaying weapons.
Intimidation may also include abandoning a partnerina
dangerous place.

Threats. Abusers may threaten to hurt the victim, her
family, her children, or her pets. They may also threaten
to commit suicide or to cause trouble for the victim with
government authorities, employers, family, or friends.
Whether credible or not, threats can be as effective as
taking action in deterring the victim from seeking help.

Isolation. Isolation includes controlling what the vic-

tim does or whom she sees or contacts. The abuser may
hold the victim against her will, deny access to a car or
telephone, deter her from working or attending school,
or alienate her from her family and friends. Isolating the
victim destroys the support networks a victim usually
needsto end an abusive relationship and makes her more
vulnerable to the batterer’'s coercion.

Emotional abuse. Verbal insults serve to undermine
the victim’s self-confidence, thereby discouraging her
from ending the relationship. The abuser may strive to
convince the victim that she is unattractive, a bad parent
or wife, stupid, unemployable, crazy, incompetent, pro-
miscuous, and the cause of the batterer’s abuse.

Sexual abuse.Between 33 and 46 percent of battered
women are subjected to sexual ablusech as rape
(especially following other physical violence), unwanted
sexual practices, sexual mutilation, or forced or coerced
prostitution. Other practices that some programs con-
sider sexual abuse include not disclosing a sexually
transmitted diseasenaking degrading sexual state-
ments, accusing the woman of having affairs or attempt-
ingto attract other men, forcing her to imitate pornogra-
phy or pose for pornographic photographs,and compar-
ing her body and sexual behavior to that of other
women?
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e Usingthe children. Arecent study of batterers in Dade
County, Florida, found that between 30 and 50 percent
of the batterers and victims shared childtdine abuser
can control the victim by threats or violence against the
children, criticism of her parenting skills, and threats
related to child custody. By providing for ongoing
contact, joint custody enables the batterer to continue to

intimidate or attack the victim, the children, or both.
Some State statutes now prohibit joint custody in the
event of domestic violence convictions, and recent
research suggests that witnessing domestic violence
has a serious long-term psychological impact on chil-
dren, including increasing the child’s own propensity for
violence and delinquendy.

Exhibit 1-1

The Power and Control Wheel*

VIOLENCE

USING COERCION

AND THREATS
Making and/or carrying out
threats to do something td

her, to commit suicide,
to report her to welfare;
making her drop chargeg;
making her dg
illegal things

USING
ECONOMIC
ABUSE
Preventing her from getting or
keeping a job, making her ask for
money, giving her an allowance, taking he
money, not letting her know about or have
access to family income.

USING MALE PRIVILEGE
Treating her like a servant, making all the
the big decisions, acting like the “mastep
of the castle,” being the one to defing
men’s and women'’s roles.

USING
CHILDREN
Making her feel guilty

about the children
using the children tg

USING
INTIMIDATION
Making her afraid by using
looks, actions, gestures; smashing
hurt her; threatening to leavd things; destroying her property;
abusing pets; displaying weapong#.

POWER games, humiliatingerlefger:qgmg.
AND
CONTROL

MINIMIZING,
DENYING, AND
BLAMING
Making light of the abuse
and not taking her concerns about
relay messages, usin it seriously; saying the abuse didn't

USING
EMOTIONAL
ABUSE
Putting her down, making
her feel bad about herself, calling
her names, making her thin
she’s crazy, playing mind

USING ISOLATION
Controlling what she does, who sh
sees and talks to, what she readg
where she goes; limiting her outsidg
involvement; using jealousy tg
justify actions.

P visitation to harass her] happen; shifting responsibility for N\
6 threatening to take th¢ abusive behavior, saying she \{0'
J/@/ children away.| caused it. ®+

VIOLENCE

*Developed by Minnesota Program Development, Inc.
206 West Fourth Street, Duluth, Minnesota (218) 722-4134.

Reproduced with the permission of the Domestic Abuse Intervention Project,
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e Using economic control. The batterer might keep
control over all of the family’s resources, including the
victim’s own income if she works, giving her an allow-
ance or forcing her to ask for money for basic necess
ties. He might keep some sources of family incomg
secret. Asaresult, many victims of domestic abuse ha
to live in a shelter or become homeless if they leave th
relationship.

e Using male privilege.Batterers use “male privilege"—
acting like the “master of the castle,” making all impor-
tant family decisions, expecting the woman to perform
all the household duties and to wait on him—to legiti-
mize their control over the victim by placing their own
behavior in the context of common sexist norms.

Not all of these abusive behaviors are illegal. Howevel
from the standpoint of many batterer interventioals,

abusive behaviors must be changed to corregidtiernof

abuse (see chapter 2, “The Causes of Domestic Violence
David Adams, program director of EMERGE in Cambridge,
Massachusetts, speaks of the need to “hold convicted batter
to a higher standard” than the legal standard because, in t
context of a formerly abusive relationship, a perfectly legal
shout or insult recalls for the victim her partner’s earlier
abuse, the mere recollection of which can revive her terro
Officers point out, however, that legal coercion cannot b
used to enforce a standard not specified in the batteref
sentence. For example, a probationer sentenced to atten
batterer program once a week is not in violation of hig
probation if program counselors recommend that he atter]
additional sessions and the batterer does not comply.

Who Batters?

The majority of arrested batterers are heterosexual me
While the 1985 National Family Violence Resurvey found
that a similar number of men and women (11.6 percent ar
12.4 percent, respectively) admitted engaging in “any vio|
lence” against their partner during the previous year, autho
ofthe survey point out that the superior physical strength ar
greater aggressiveness of men is more likely to result i
serious injury to the woman, and that women'’s violence i
often in retaliation or self-defense. A recent study of
defendants in domestic violence cases in one jurisdictio
found that men were respondents in 90 percent 0
misdemeanor cases, 85 percent of felony cases, and
percent of civil action® Among the smaller percentage of

Sources of Information
for This Report

The information in this report comes from the
following sources:

e structuredtelephoneinterviews with program
directors at 22 programs across the country;

* on-site interviews at 13 programs with more
than 60 criminaljustice professionals, batterer
program directors and service providers, bat-
tered women’sadvocates and domestic vio-
lence policymakers in Cambridge and
Quincy, Massachusetts; Des Moines, lowa;
Baltimore, Maryland; Denver, Colorado; and
Seattle, Washington;

* interviews with academics in the field of
batterer freatment and infervention, includ-
ing Donald Dutton, University of British Colum-
bia; Edward Gondolf, Research Director of
the Mid-Atlantic Addiction Training Institute;
Kevin Homberger, Medical College of Wis-
consin; Daniel Saunders, University of Michi-
gan; Richard Tolman, University of Michigan;
and Oliver Williams, University of Minnesota;
and

e a review of books, reports, and journal ar-
ticles, program evaluations, program materi-
als, and State andlocal criminal justice proto-
cols.

Site work also included observations: a four-day
batterer freatment training program sponsored
by EMERGE of Cambridge, Massachusetts; atwo-
day seminaronintervention with high-risk batterers
given by Michael Lindsey, founder of The Third
Path and AMEND, for lowa criminal justice profes-
sionals; a domestic violence court docket in Se-
aftle; and State and local codlition meetings
concerning batterer intervention and batterer
classes and groups. Appendix B lists the names
and dffiliations of the individuals contacted at
each site. Selection criteria for programs are
discussed in chapter 3, “Pioneers in Batterer Inter-
vention: Program Models.” Chapter 6, “Sources
of Help and Information,” provides a selected
bibliography.

batterers who are female, four distinct types of offenders a

[S]
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identified by program directors, probation officers, andsyndromes, including paranoia, borderline tendencies,

victim advocates. They are leshian batterers, so-callethoughtdisorders, and major depression. Interms of person-

“female defendants” (battered women arrested for violenality traits,

acts of self-defense), angry victims who have resorted to

violence to preempt further abuse, and a small proportion af 25 percent had elevated narcissism scores;

women batterers who have been the primary aggressors in

an abusive relationship. Researchers have found that the 15 percent were antisocial; and

genuinely violent woman is usually a former victim of some

type of violence—child abuse, domestic violence, or sexual 10 percent were clinically compulsive.

crimes—and often engages in violent behavior in order to

deter future victimizatior® (See chapter 4, “Current Trends The other 50 percent fell into a broad array of personality

in Batterer Intervention,” for a discussion of issues surtypes. Gondolf emphasized that no “uniform or simplistic

rounding batterer intervention with female offenders. Protypologies” were emerging from his data.

grams contacted for this report estimate that approximately 5

percent of batterers referred to them by the courts werdlore promising from a criminal justice perspective are

female. Because the majority of interventions discussed itypologies based on simple demographic data, criminal

thisreportare designed for male batterers, the term “battererécords, and substance abuse data. One study by Goldkamp

will be given a male pronoun unless female offenders arsuggests that offenders with prior arrests involving the same

being specifically discussed.) Although there are no reliablgictim, prior domestic violence or assault and battery ar-

estimates of prevalence, some gay men also batter theests, and drug involvement may be at highest risk for

intimate partners and are arrested. reoffending!® Gondolf found that batterers who were drunk
once a month reoffended at three times the rate of others in

According to the 1992 National Crime Victimization Sur- the study®

vey (the Victimization Survey), 51 percent of domestic

violence victims were attacked by a boyfriend or girlfriend, The significant role of alcohol and drug abuse in domestic

34 percent by a spouse, and 15 percent by a former spouse&iolence—especially in those cases coming to the attention

The backgrounds of incarcerated batterers—the most senf the criminal justice system—is often downplayed by

ous offenders—are similar to those of offenders convictegrogram staff because they wish to keep their intervention

of assaults against strangers and acquaintances: half gréweused on the voluntary nature of domestic abuse and not

up living with both parents; 12 percent had lived in a fosteexcuse the batterer's behavior on the basis of a medical

home; 22 percent had been physically or sexually abused; 3odel of addiction. Nonetheless, analyses of domestic

percent were the children of substance abusers; and 3buse cases and restraining orders suggest that between 71

percent had a family member who had been incarcefatedand 85 percent of domestic violence cases involve batterers

Lessis known about the demographic characteristics of lovwho are substance abusé&réccording to Peter Kosciusko,

risk or “typical” batterers, but program staff and probationa substance abuse counselor at the Dudley, Massachusetts,

officers emphasized the cultural and economic diversity oDistrict Court, “While | can’t say drinking is the cause of

these offenders. domestic abuse, it definitely pours gasoline on the fire. Ifwe
can get them sober, we have a good chance of not seeing

Efforts to identify key demographic, psychological, andthem again

criminal characteristics of men who batter have led some

researchers to propose batterer profiles or “typologies” to

aid criminal justice professionals and batterer interventions  “While | can’t say drinking is the cause of domes-

in predicting batterers’ dangerousness and potential for ticabuse, itdefinitely pours gasoline onthefire. If

reoffending, as well as to match batterers with specialized we can get them sober, we have a good chance of

forms of interventioff (see chapter 4, “Current Trends in not seeing them again.”

Batterer Intervention”). Preliminary results from a four-site

study directed by Edward Gondolf have yielded a few clues —Peter Kosciusko, Substance Abuse Counselor,

to batterer psychological characteristics; for example, 25 Dudley, Massachusetts, District Court

percent were found to have major or severe psychological
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While research findings and most programs contacted fdrattering outside cohabiting relationships should not be

this study agree that there is no “typical” batterer, theminimized or ignored®

National Domestic Violence Hotline cautions victims to be

aware of the potential for danger when a partner manifestatervention providers interviewed for this report had the

several key behaviors together: impression that another group of women may be at unusually
high risk: women in cross-cultural relationships. Men and

e demonstrating extreme jealousy or possessiveness; women from different cultural backgrounds may have very
different expectations about sex roles, acceptable behaviors,

e switching from charm to anger without warning; and the use of violence within arelationship, and men may use
these different perceptions to justify battering. Immigrant
e blaming others for his own negative actions; women are also especially vulnerable to abuse. Language

barriers may prevent these women from seeking assistance
e withdrawing love, money, or approval as punishment;from police or victim advocates; their culture may discourage
them from asserting their legal rights; and, in the case of
e undermining his partner’'s feelings and accomplish-undocumented female immigrants, maintaining the relation-
ments; ship with their abuser may be the only way they can gain
citizenship or avoid deportatich.
e isolating his partner from friends and family; and
While women from all professions and socioeconomic
e exhibiting problems with drugs or alcotiél. classes—including businesswomen, lawyers, doctors, and
judges—are victims of domestic violence, women with
higher incomes and status in the community often have the
Who Are the Victims? resources to deal with domestic violence privately without
involving the criminal justice system (e.g., by using hotels
According to the Victimization Survey in 1992, more thangy private psychological counseling). Women with limited
1,000,000 women and 143,000 men were violently victimemployment options or little economic independence must
ized by intimates? Twenty-six percent of female murder often rely exclusively on the criminal justice system for
victims and 3 percent of male murder victims were killed byprotectiorﬁ" According to Linda Ferry, who supervises
intimates (where the relationship between the victim and thgomestic violence prosecutions in the Denver City Attorney’s
offenderis known). Victimization by intimates does notvaryoffice: “Wealthy people have other resources. That victim
significantly by race, ethnicity, or geography. However s not necessarily going to call the police unless she believes
some victims of domestic violence are more vulnerable t@gr life is in danger. She may, after the battering episode, go
abuse because of age or economic, educational, or maritglper family, or a hotel, or a private physician who may or
status. The Victimization Survey found thatthe women Wh(?nay not comply with the law and report it . . .. Somebody

are most likely to be victims of domestic violence werefrom apoorermeighborhood will probably end up in Denver
between 20 and 34 years of age, had not graduated frofeneral, where physiciamsll report it.”:

college, had annual family incomes under $10,000, and were
divorced or separatédl.A recent analysis of homicide data
in New York City revealed that women in the poorest bor-

oughs (the Bronx and Brooklyn) comprised two-thirds ofthe  “\yealthy people have other resources. That vic-
victims killed by their partners and that 75 percentof women  tim s not necessarily going to call the police
killed by husbands or boyfriends were African-Americanor  ynless she believes her life is in danger. She may,
Hispanic?® According to Jeff Fagan, Director of the Center  after the battering episode, go to her family, or a
for Violence Research and PreVention, “The myth of the hoteL ora private physician who may or may not
classlessness of domestic violence is one that has persisted comply with the law and reportit. . . . Somebody
since the 1960’s. The truth iS, itis a problem of pOVerty, from apoorer neighborhood will probab|y end up
associated with other characteristics like low marriage rates, i, Denver General, where physiciansill report
high unemployment and social problems."Experts on it.”

battering emphasize that teenagers and young women in

dating relationships are also at risk for violence and that | inda Ferry, Domestic Violence Unit, Denver

City Attorney’s Office
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Another study found that of 11,218 women presenting at the National Crime Victimization Survey had not been

metropolitan emergency department with injuries sufferedeported to the policg.Furthermore, females victimized by

in domestic violence, 28 percent required admission to thitimates were six times more likely not to report the crime

hospital from injuries and 13 percent required major medifor fear of reprisal than female victims of violent crimes

cal treatment. Forty percent had previously required medecommitted by strangefé. Researchers point out that the

cal care for abus®&. National Crime Victimization Survey is likely to record only
the most egregious acts of domestic violence because vio-
lence not resulting in serious injury or police intervention

The Impact of Bqﬂering on Victims may not be regarded by the survey respondents as a “crime.”

and SOCIety Finally, children exposed to domestic violence are at greater

The prevalence, impact, and expense of domestic abuse'igk for behavioral and developmental problems, substance

terms of injuries and fatalities, medical care, and harm t§ouse, juvenile delinquency, and suicide. Witnessing do-
children is extensive. mestic violence as a child probably contributes to the cycle

of violence: many adult batterers witnessed domestic vio-
e In a 1993 national survey, 7 percent of women in thdence in their homes as childrén.
United States (3.9 million) reported physical abuse by
their spouse or partner in the previous y#ar. The severe personal and social costs of domestic violence
make helping the victim and her children a moral impera-
* Another 1993 study found that 14 percent of womertive. However, there can be no lasting progress against
reported having been violently abused by a spouse alomestic violence without deterring and rehabilitating the
boyfriend at some time in their livés. batterer himself.

* From1988to0 1991, 42 percent of murdered women had
been killed by their partnefs. A study of New York  What Works: Do Interventions Stop
City homicides from 1990 to 1994 found that 49 percenpa“ering?
of murdered women had been killed by husbands o '

boyfriends™ While numerous evaluations of batterer interventions have
) been conducted, domestic violence researchers concur that
* In 1994, 250,000 people were treated in emergencynqings from the majority of these studies are inconclusive
rooms for injuries inflicted by an intimate partner—18 jyoc4use of methodological problems, such as small samples,
percent of all victims of violence admitted to hospital |3ck of random assignment or control groups, high attrition
emergency rooms that yedrln 1989, a study of one a¢es, short or unrepresentative program curriculums, short
emergency ward found that 30 percent of women needg|jow-up periods, or unreliable or inadequate sources of
ing attention were victims of batteriffy. follow-up data (e.g., only arrest data, only self-reported
) data, or only data from the original victifi). Among
*  Between 8 and 26 percent of pregnant women in publigya|yations considered methodologically sound, the major-
and private clinics are victims of domestic violeffce. i have found modest but statistically significant reductions
Between 25 and 45 percent of battered women experin recidivism among men participating in batterer interven-
ence abuse during pregnariey. tions. (See exhibit 1-2, “Selected Treatment Outcomes.”) A
) ) notable exception is Adele Harrell's 1991 methodologically
* In1992, the cost of medical services to battered womengorous quasi-experimental evaluation of batterer interven-
children, and elderly in Chicago was $1,633 per perjons in Baltimore, conducted for the Urban Institute. Harrell's
son:* study raised particular concern in the field by its unexpected
o o _ findings that participants in all three batterer interventions
These statistics reflect only domestic violence cases identiacidivated at a higher rate than those in the control gfoup.
fied by research_ers, reported to the police, or brought to thgreliminary results from Gondolf's four-site study spon-
attention of medical workers; some researchers estimate thg§eq py the Centers for Disease Control are inconclusive: at
as many as six out of seven domestic assaults go unrgs months, reoffense rates for program graduates are similar
ported: A 1986 Bureau of Justice Statistics study foundi, those for batterers who dropped out at intake, and no
that 48 percent of domestic violence incidents reported igjgnificant variations exist in outcomes for batterers in
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Exhibit 1-2

Selected Treatment Outcomes

Recidivism
Quasi-Experiments Effect Size
Treated (%) Untreated (%)
Dutton (1986)* 4 40 0.946
Chen et al. (1989)° 5 10 0.193
Dobash et al. (1996)° 7 10 0.108
Average 0.416
Recidivism
True Experiments Effect Size
Treated (%) Untreated (%)
Palmer et al. (1992)° 10 31 0.537
Davis and Taylor (1997)° 5 13 0.287
Average 0.412

Source Davis, R.C. and B.G. Taylor, “Does Batterer Treatment Reduce Violence? A Synthesis of the
Literature,” Victim Services Research, New York, NY, Unpublished Manuscript, July 1997. (Table 6:
Treatment Effect Sizes for Quasi and True Experiments: Comparing Treatment and No Treatment.)

a

Dutton, D.G., “The Outcome of Court-Mandated Treatment for Wife Assault: A Quasi-Experimental
Evaluation,”Violence and Victimsl(3) (1986): 163-175.

Chen, H., C. Bersani, S.C. Myers, and R. Denton, “Evaluating the Effectiveness of a Court-Sponsored
Abuser Treatment Programjburnal of Family Violencet (1989): 309-322.

Dobash, R., R.E. Dobash, K. Cavanagh, and R. Lewis, “Re-education Programs for Violent Men—An
Evaluation,”Research Findingg6 (1996): 1-4.

Palmer, S.E., R.A. Brown, and M.E. Barrera, “Group Treatment Program for Abusive Husbands: Long-
term Evaluation,’/American Journal of Orthopsychiatrg2(2) (1992): 276-283.

Davis, R.C. and B.G. Taylor, “A Proactive Response to Family Violence: The Results of a Randomized
Experiment,”Criminology, 35 (2) (1997): 307-333.
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programs of varied length and curriculum (although a thregprogram, not treatment; you must keep the focus on victim
month, pretrial, educational program has shown slightiysafety. Otherwise, the criminal justice system is only offer-
better outcomes when socioeconomic factors are taken integ the batterer a safe haven to escape the consequences of
account)® Frustration with the lack of empirical evidence his offense.”

favoring one curriculum or length of treatment has led some
researchers increasingly to look at batterers as a diverse

group for whom specially tailored interventions may be the  “Batterer intervention is a public safety program,
only effective approach. As a result, current research is not treatment; you must keep the focus on victim
shifting toward studying which subgroups of batterers re-  safety. Otherwise, the criminal justice system is
spond to which specialized interventions (see chapter 4, only offering the batterer a safe haven to escape
“Current Trends in Batterer Intervention”). the consequences of his offense.”

At the same time, the question of how to evaluate batterer —Andrew Klein, Chief Probation Officer,
interventions may need to be reframed to include the broader Quincy, Massachusetts, District Court Model
context of criminal justice support. For example, research Domestic Abuse Program

suggests that arrest alone is not as effective in reducing
recidivism as is arrest as part of a coordinated multiagency

response to domestic violen€eThese findings point to the

need for a broader, systemic examination of the efficacy of

batterer intervention. It seems likely that even if researciConclusion

identifies the perfect matches between interventions and

offenders, criminal justice and community support for theWhile the criminal justice system is devoting increased
interventions will have a crucial impact on the effort’s attention to domestic violence, many mechanisms and pro-
success. Andrew Klein, chief probation officer of thetocols for dealing with batterers are new and still being
Quincy, Massachusetts, District Court Model Domestigefined. A number of States are still in the process of writing
Abuse Program, observed, “You can’t separate battersétandards or guidelines for batterer programs. Inthe absence
treatment from its [criminal justice system] context. Youofconclusive research findings, practitioners and academics
can’t study the effectiveness of treatment without studyingontinue to debate the appropriate content of batterer inter-
the quality of force which supports it.” Research supportyentions. In this dynamic environment, judges who adjudi-
this view: “[P]olice visits to the home, combined with ancate and prosecutors who try domestic violence cases,
eventual arrest of the perpetrator, which was also followegrobation officers who supervise batterers, and advocates
by court-mandated treatment, were significantly more likelywho serve victims of domestic violence all need to keep
than other combinations of criminal justice actions to endnformed about new developments in the field of batterer
repeat incidents of violenc&” Gondolf's research also intervention in order to perform their jobs effectively. The
points to the importance of systemwide assessments tgmainder of the report provides information on the theoreti-
batterer intervention. In particular, Gondolf is concernedal debate surrounding domestic violence and batterer inter-
about the often long delay between arrest and progranention (chapter 2); batterer program operation (chapter 3);
enrollment: “The lag may be so long that the program magurrent trends and refinements of practice in batterer inter-
be addressing men about a former Iffe."Systemwide vention (chapter 4); criminal justice responses to batterer
evaluation could answer the important question of whethanterventions, including community and interagency coop-
the speed of criminal justice response and program enrokration (chapter 5); and national and local sources of help
ment is more important than either program content oand information (chapter 6).

length.

In conclusion, Andrew Klein emphasizes that, at a miniEndnotes

mum, every intervention must be effectivenmonitoring

abusive behavioduring the program because victims arel. For a comprehensive treatment of law enforcement

more likely to stay with batterers who are in anintervention.  issues, see Buzawa, E. and C. Buzab@Arrests and

In Klein's opinion, “[B]atterer intervention is a public safety Restraining Orders WorkPhousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications, 1996.
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Chapter 2
The Causes of Domestic Violence:
From Theory to Intervention

Key Points

* Most interventions employ a mixture of theories in their curriculums, the most common of
which is a psychoeducational model that encourages profeminist attitude change while
building inferpersonal skills using cognitive-behavioral tfechniques.

e Three categories of theories of domestic violence dominate the field. Eachlocatesthe cause
of domestic violence differently, and each theory leads practitioners to employ different
approaches to batterer intervention:

— Society and Culture. Social and cultural theories attribute the problem to social structure
and cultural norms and values that endorse or tolerate the use of violence by men
against women partners. The feminist model of intervention educates men concerning
the impact of these social and cultural norms and attempts to resocialize them empha-
sizing nonviolence and equadlity in relationships.

— The Family. Family-based theories of domestic violence focus on the structure of the
family, interpersonalinteractions within the family, and the socialisolation of families. The
family systems model of intervention focuses on developing healthy communication skills
with a goal of family preservation and may use couples therapy, a treatment approach
prohibited by 20 State standards and guidelinesregulating battererintervention (fo pro-
tect the safety of the victim).

— The Individual. Psychological theories attribute domestic violence to personality
disorders, the batterer’s social environment during childhood, biological disposition, or
attachment disorders. Psychotherapeuticinterventions target individual problems and/or
build cognitive skills to help the batterer control violent behaviors.

* Both feminist educational and cognitive-behavioral interventions can be compatible with
the goals of the criminal justice system—protecting the victim as well as rehabilitating the
offender. However, feminist educational programs offer some advantages. By contrast,
family systems interventions conflict with criminal justice goals by failing to identify a victim
and a perpetrator, an identification the law requires.

The origins of domestic violence are the subject of activef batterer intervention in order to better address the com-
debate among victim advocates, social workers, researchlexity of a problem that has psychological, interpersonal,
ers, and psychologists concerned with batterer interventiosocial, cultural, and legal aspects. Two practitioners who
More than in most fields, the theoretical debate affectadvocate an eclectic approach to batterer intervention de-
practice. Over the last two decades, a number of practitiscribe the dilemma of practitioners looking for a single
ners representing divergent theoretical camps have begundaplanation for battering as follows:

move toward a more integrated “multidimensional” model
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During a recent conversation, a respected col-
league of ours suggested that marital aggression
was rooted in a need for control. “Men,” he said,
“use aggression to control their female partners.”

We agreed. Controlis certainly animportant factor

in the dynamics of marital violence. His treatment
approach, well known and effective, focused on
helping abusers relinquish control and share power
with their spouses. Several weeks later, we dis-
cussed the same topic with the director of a treat-
ment program for wife abusers, who stated that
“poor impulse control” and “defective self-con-
cept”were the critical factors. We agreed. Abusers

are certainly impulsive and often have poor self-
esteem. Her treatment program, which focused on
these factors was, she claimed, very successful.
Sometime later, one of our graduate students, well
aware of these previous conversations, reported on
aworkshop she had attended. The model presented
atthe workshop conceptualized marital violence as

a couples’ problem and suggested that communi-
cation between spouses was the critical factor.
Conjoint couples’ counseling was suggested as an
effective intervention for violent couples. Again,

we could agree. The safest conclusion would
appear to be that there are numerous routes by
which husbands come to be wife abusers and a
multitude of variables that increase the likelihood

of violence!

In practice, few batterer programs represent a “pure” expres-
sion of one theory of domestic violence; the majority of
programs contacted for this report combine elements of
different theoretical models. As a result, when discussing
program theory with batterer intervention providers, crimi-
nal justice professionals need to understand not only the
primary theory the program espouses but also the program's
content, because programs may identify with one theory but
draw on or two more theories in their work. Experts caution
criminal justice agencies against accepting an eclectic cur-
riculum uncritically: program components borrowed from
different theoretical perspectives should be thoughtfully

Society and culture-Social theories of domestic vio-
lence attribute the problem to social structures and
cultural norms and values that endorse or tolerate the use
of violence by men against women partners. For ex-
ample, théeminist modedf intervention educates men
concerning the impact of these social and cultural norms
and attempts to resocialize them emphasizing nonvio-
lence and equality in relationships.

The family—Some sociologists locate the cause of
domestic violence in the structure of the family, the
interpersonal interactions of families, and the social
isolation of families. For exampldamily systems
theoryattributes the cause to communication problems
and conflict within intimate relationships and teaches
communication skills to help partners avoid violence.
As noted below, couples counseling, an intervention
based on family systems theory, is controversial be-
cause of its failure to assign blame for the abuse to one
person and to identify a victim. Couples counseling is
also considered dangerous to the victim because it
encourages the victim to discuss openly issues that may
spark later retaliation by the batterer.

The individual—Psychological theorieattribute do-
mestic violence to the individual batterer’s predisposi-
tions and experiences. Battering may be attributed to
personality disorders and biological dispositions to vio-
lence or, asocial learning theorguggests, to the role

of the batterer’s social environment during childhood.
Attachment theorya form of social learning theory,
focuses on the interaction of caregivers with their chil-
dren and the impact of that first attachment on an
individual's ability to establish safe and healthy rela-
tionships later in life. Batterer interventions based on
this theory attempt to facilitate secure attachments be-
tween batterers and loved ones (intimate partners, chil-
dren, and parents). Psychodynamic approaches target
the underlying psychological cause of the violence,
while cognitive behavioral approaches teach batterers
new patterns of nonviolent thinking and behavior.

chosen to create a coherent approach, not a scatterskiois important for criminal justice professionals to under-
attempt hoping to hit some technique that works. stand the assumptions and goals of service providers whose

interventions have divergent theoretical bases, because not
Criminal justice professionals are likely to encounter proall intervention approaches employ techniques that are
grams based on one or more of the following theories agéqually compatible with the goals of the criminal justice
domestic violence. Each theory locates the cause of thsystem—protecting the victim as well as rehabilitating the
violence differently: offender.
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The Language of Batterer Intervention

The shift in providers of help fo batterers and their partners from psychotherapists fo feminist social
activists to professional mental health providers has created tensions in the field that are exhibited in
the language of batterer interventions. Criminal justice professionals need to be aware of the
connotations of various terms so that they can commmunicate effectively with service providers.

For example, the term “domestic violence” itself has a gender-neutral connotation. A number of
feminists, seeing a link with other violence against women and noting the severity of injuries inflicted on
women by male partners, prefer such terms as “wife abuse” and “woman abuse.”? Programs based
on feminist theories of battering are often described as “profeminist,” indicating male support for
feminist goals. Mental health professionals may tfalk about “counselors” or “therapists” providing
“tfreatment” to “clients,” while profeminist “facilitators” or “teachers” provide an “intervention” to
“batterers” using a didactic format described as “classes.” Feminist-based programs object especially
to the word “treatment” and may not consider rehabilitation the program’s primary goal, as Red
Crowley of Atlanta’s Men Stopping Violence program explains:

Let’s start with the word treatment. We do not see our work as therapy. Battering is the natural
outgrowth of patriarchal values. We want to change those values. Batterers’ infervention
classes serve a number of purposes: they, like shelters, make visible what has been systemati-
cally concealed, that is, the horrendous problem of violence against women; create an
opportunity to engage the community and the criminal justice system in the effort to stop the
violence; and contribute to research. Giving men who want to change the opportunity to do
SO is just one purpose of the intervention.

The three most widely used intervention approaches—"educational” or “psychoeducational classes, ”
“couples therapy.” and “group process”—are each associated with a theory of the cause of domestic
violence. Thus, “educational programs” are most often based on feminist theory; “couples therapy”
may suggest a link with family systems theory; and “group process” programs base their work on either
psychodynamic or cognitive behavioral theories. Some practitioners—especially those with eclectic
programming—may use terms interchangeably; others harbor strong objections to mislabeling their
approach and consider some terms to have great symbolic meaning. Criminal justice professionals
need to be sensitive to the language used by intervention providers and to ask practitioners to explain
the importance of unfamiliar tferminology.

Overview of Theories and Related and disadvantages of each theoretical and treatment ap-
Interventions proach. As noted previously, however, examples of pro-

gramming based exclusively on one theory are becoming

Feminist (or profeminist; see box, “The Language of Battereincreasingly rare.

Intervention”), family systems, and psychotherapeutic theo-

ries of domestic violence offer divergent explanations of the o ]

root causes of battering and lead to distinct interventiofr€Mminist Approaches: The Social Problem
models. The following section outlines the basic tenets oApproach

each theory, illustrates how these assumptions influence the

choice of intervention strategies, and notes the advantagB&ttererintervention programs originatedin the early 1970's,
as feminists and others brought to public attention the
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victimization of women and spawned grass roots servicegive ways and only sometimes resort to violence. As men,
such as rape hot lines and battered women’s sheltergatterers feel entitled to gender-based respect and obedi-
According to Anne Ganley of Seattle’s Veteran Administra-ence; therefore, what they perceive to be disrespect and
tion Medical Center and David Adams of EMERGE indisobedience infuriates them. Batterers often rationalize
Boston, providers of services to battered women felt thaheir violence on the grounds that it was necessitated by their
victims who had received services either returned home tgartner’s actions: she provoked or caused it, and they simply
face the same destructive environment or left the relatiorreacted as any man would.
ship—and the batterer found a new victim. To help victims,
advocates realized, it was also necessary to address the rpeininist programs attempt to raise consciousness about sex
cause of their problems—the perpetrators of violencerole conditioning and how it constrains men’s emotions and
Profeminist men concerned with sexism in themselves angehavior (through education around sexism, male privilege,
society felt a particular responsibility for working with male male socialization). Programs with a feminist philosophy
abusers. As a result, some of the first systematic intervepresent a model of egalitarian relationships along with the
tions for batterers developed from a profeminist perspedenefits of nonviolence and of building relationships based
tive. on trust instead of fear (see exhibit 2-1, “Equality Wheel”).
Most feminist approaches suppaxnfrontingmen over
their power and control tactics in all domains of the relation-
What Is a Feminist Model of Battering? ship, including verbal and psychological abuse, social isola-

Central to the feminist perspective on battering is a gendé'ron’ the undermining of the victim's self-confidence, and

. : L .~ Y7 “8exual coercion (see exhibit 1-1, “The Power and Control
analysis of powet.According to this view, domestic vio- i . -

o . . . . Wheel”). A particular concern of profeminist male group
lence in intimate relationships mirrors the patriarchal orga;:_ .. . : ) )
o L . . . facilitators is the constant risk and temptation of colluding

nization of society in which men play a dominant role in_". " .
NNRA . . with batterers. For example, a male facilitator at Family
most social institutions. Along with verbal, emotional, and , . .
%erwces of Seattle reported that when his female cofacilitator

economic abuse, violence is a means of maintaining ma : . .
. . ; . . . _Was absent at one session, the menin the group expected him
power in the family when men feel their dominance is bein . SO o .
0 drop his profeminist “guise” and participate in or agree

threatened. Economic roles have left women dependent on . ) o
. o ) with their negative characterizations of women.

men and unable to escape abusive situatidvien’s supe-

rior physical strength may enable them to dominate women

through violence. Advantages and Criticisms of the Feminist Model

Feminists argue that a consequence of the social arrande€'naps because work with batterers was originated by
ment in which men hold the positions of respect and pow attered women’s advocates and feminists, the feminist

is that men and women alike devalue the feminine and ovePerspective has influenced most programs. A national
value the masculine. To the batterer, women are childlik8Urvey conducted in 1986 found that 80 percent of programs
and incompetent. It is not uncommon for batterers t&{€MPt to change sex role attitudes, stop violence, and
convince their wives that they are not capable of adulficrease self-esteein.Even programs adopting a family
activities, such as driving a car or holding a jobFor systems model (;ee b.elow) may ad_vocate an egalitarian and
example, a former victim reported that her husband haflémocratic relationship to couples in treatment. Support for
convinced her that she could not turn on the washin{!® feminist analysis of the role of power in domestic
machine without breaking it, so she had to wait until ha/iolence comes from the observation that most batterers are
returned from work before she could do the laundry for theifP'€ o control trle'r anger and avoid resorting to violence
seven children. Similarly, in disputed custody cases when4nen “provoked” by someone more powerful than they,
batterer and partner separate, the husband often conterf#ch as their work supervisors, police officers, or judges.
that his wife is incapable of taking care of the children. Further support for the feminist analysis comes from re-
search showing that batterers are less secure in their mascu-
In the feminist view, batterers feel that they should be ininity than nonbatteref$—the theory being thatmen who do
charge of the family: making decisions, laying down rulesnot feel masculine will need to assert their masculinity more
disciplining disobedient wives and children, and correctindtorcefu'ly to compensate for their sense of inadequacy.

unsatisfactory performance of dutfe@atterers may typi- Other studies have documented the se?sentiﬂgment ,
cally exercise control over the family in nonviolent, coer-Patterers feel in controlling their partners' behavior and in
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Exhibit 2-1

Equality Wheel*

NEGOTIATION AND
FAIRNESH

Seeking mutually satisfyin
resolutions to conflict
accepting change, beir]
willing to compromise]

NONTHREATENING
BEHAVIOR

Talking and acting so that she
feels safe and comfortable
gexpressing herself and
doing things.

ECONOMIC
PARTNERSHIP

Making money decisions togethe!
making sure both partners benefit
from financial arrangements.

RESPECT
Listening to her non
judgmentally, being emotional

affirming and understandin
valuing opinion

EQUALITY

SHARED RESPONSIBILITY
Mutually agreeing on a
fair distribution

of work, making family
decisions together.

TRUST AND SUPPORT
Supporting her goals in life;
respecting her right to her ow
feelings, friends, activities and
opinions,

RESPONSIBLE
PARENTING
Sharing parental

responsibilities, being

a positive nonviolent

role model for the

children.

HONESTY AND
ACCOUNTABILITY
Accepting responsibility
for self, acknowledging past use

of violence, admitting being wrong,
communicating

openly and truthfully.

*Reproduced with the permission of the Domestic Abuse Intervention Project, 206 West Fourth Street, Duluth, Minnesot2;4238) 72

justifying violence if these women deviate from the femalebeing untrue, this theory makes it impossible to predict
sex rolet!

whichmen will be violent. To make individual predictions,

a model must assign a role to other factors including, but not
Critics have claimed that the feminist perspective overemlimited to, psychological deviance.

phasizes sociocultural factors, such as patriarchal values,

to the exclusion of individual factors like growing up Other criticisms center not on the validity of feminist expla-
abused? Men’s behavior in intimate relationships varies nations of battering but on the translation of that theory into

across individuals, and broad cultural factors cannot explaiprogramming. For example, some observers argue that
this variability. Feminist theory predicts tlditmen in our  feminist educational interventions are too confrontational in
society will be abusive, claim its critics, adding that besidesone and, as a result, are ultimately self-defeating, alienating
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batterers, increasing their hostility, and making them lessystems theory also suggests that interactions may permit or

likely to become engaged in treatment. Itis possible that thiacilitate abusive behaviors in one person, such as a

goal of the feminist model—to rebuild the batterer’s beliefnonabusive parent’s failure to intervene in child abuse or a

system in order to achieve nonviolence—may be unnecefamily member’s failure to establish appropriate personal

sarily ambitious and adversarial. Batterers’ existing valudoundaries, thus setting the stage for their own victimiza-

systems may be more easily fine-tuned to emphasize notien. Family systems therapists criticize psychological

violence (e.g., building on religious convictions or human-approaches that focus on individual deficits (low self-es-

ism) without a feminist overlay. teem, dependence, anger) while neglecting to teach interper-
sonal skills that could promote safety. Family systems

Another concern is that educational programs may effedheory leads to treatment that involves improving communi-

tively transmit information without deterring violent behav- cation and conflict resolution skills. Both members of the

ior. A1991 evaluation of three short-term psychoeducationalouple can develop these skills through “solution-focused

batterer programs in Baltimore found that while batterer®rief therapy” that:

considered the curriculum helpful, they recidivated at a

higher rate than batterers who did not receive treatihént. + locates the problem in the interaction rather than in the

study of graduates of Duluth’s Domestic Abuse Intervention  pathology of one individual,

Project found that completion of the feminist educational

intervention had no impact on recidivism after five yéars. ¢  focuses on solving the problem, rather than looking for

Outcomes such as these point to the need for broader causes;and

evaluations that examine the impact of systemic factors—

arrest and prosecution policies, court procedures, and pre- accentuates the positive—for example, examining oc-

bation supervision—on intervention effectiveness, as well  casions when the couple avoided violence.

as a clarification of the goals of feminist-based interven-

tions. If deterrence is not a likely outcome of an interven-

tion, other goals, such as punishment, education, behavioratlvantages and Criticisms of the Family Systems Model

monitoring, or social change, must be explicitly advanced .
(A few practitioners are in fact shifting their primary focusA.dVOcates of the fam|Iy systems gpproach note that many
away from individual change in batterers in favor of sociaIV'Olent coup_l(_as would like to remain t.ogether and that thgre
change through a coordinated community response. sy be_ positive aspects to t.he relationship that counseling
chapter 5, "Criminal Justice Response”). can build on. Howgve.r, while some observ_ers report that
over half of domestic violence couples remain together,
study of abused wives whose husbands did become nonvio-
lent found that most of the women subsequently terminated

the marriage because of other marital problems that became

The family systems model regards individual problem be2pparent after the violence endéd.
haviors as a manifestation of a dysfunctional family unit,

with each family member contributing to the problem.goth feminist and cognitive-behavioral approaches agree
Rather than identifying one individual as the cause of thghat partner abuse does not involve shared responsibility.
violence and removing that person from the home or singoth approaches firmly hold that batterers bear full respon-
gling that person out for treatment, the model advocategpjjity for the violence, victims play no causal role, and no
working with the family or couple together, providing one incites violence. Of particular concern to both feminist
support with the goal of keeping the family intact. and cognitive-behavioral proponents is the format of couples
counseling: encouraging each partner to discuss problems
According to the family systems (or “interactional”) motfel, openly with the other partner can put the victim at risk after
both partners may contribute to the escalation of conflictthe session if the woman expresses complaints. Further-
with each striving to dominate the other. Family systemsnore, no frank exchange between counselor and victim
theorists believe that most abuse is verbal and emotional, bebncerning the abuse is likely to be possible in the presence
as the conflict escalates, either partner may resort to viefthe batterer. Moreover, the format is conducive to victim-
lence. Because, from this perspectingractionsproduce  blaming. Finally, if the court prohibits the batterer from
violence, no one is considered to be the perpetrator @ontacting the victim, the family systems approach will
victim, even if only one person is physically violent. Familyviolate the court order. For these reasons, couples

The Family Systems Model
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counseling is expressly prohibited in 20 State standards and [T]here were two advantages to the process-psy-
guidelines (see box, “Controversial Approaches to Batterer chodynamic model. It retained a significantly
Intervention” and appendix A.3). Judges involved with higher percentage of men in treatment and it was
partner abuse cases that also involve child abuse need to pay more successful with men who had dependent
particular attention to safety issues raised by family systems personality disordersRegardless of the treat-
interventions, which may be the treatment approach recom- ment approach used, more self-disclosure and
mended by child welfare workers who are working toward  less lecturing were related to greater group
a goal of family reunification. In such cases, issues ofvictim  cohesion, which in turn was related to lower
and child safety must be weighed carefully, and if a family  recidivism rates?® (Emphasis added)
systems approach is chosen, close monitoring is needed.
Critics argue that psychodynamic therapy merely assigns a
psychiatric label to people who batter (e.g., insecure, narcis-
Psychological Approaches: A Focus on sistic, dependent, compulsive, or suffering from intermittent
Individual Problems explosive disorder) without explaining how they got that
way or what can be done abouttitThe psychodynamic
Psychological perspectives hold that personality disorderspproach has also been criticized for allowing batterers to
or early experiences of trauma predispose some individuat®ntinue the behavior until the underlying psychological
to violence'® Being physically abusive is seen as a symptonproblem is resolveéf. David Adams, director of EMERGE,
of an underlying emotional probleth. Parental abuse, gives the example of a batterer mandated to treatment who
rejection, and failure to meet a child’s dependence needs caad already learned in individual psychotherapy that he
be the psychological source of battering. People with thedeattered because he was insecure. Atthe intake interview for
underlying problems may choose partners with whom thethe batterer program, the counselor asked the man whether
can reenact the dysfunctional relationship they had witlhe was going to continue to choose to be violent until he
their parents. Two forms of batterer intervention haveesolved his insecurity. The man said that he had never
evolved from this perspective: individual and group psythought of battering as a choice, but now he would recon-
chodynamic therapy and cognitive-behavioral group therapysider the notio#® Feminists argue that labeling batterers as
having psychological problems not only exonerates them in
their own eyes but also ignores the cultural acceptability of
Individual and Group Psychodynamic Counseling male dominance in the family and how it serves to keep the

atterer in control of his partner. The approach pays atten-

Psychognalyss can t.)e undertaken not only in mdw@ueﬁon to internal psychological functions of abuse for the
counseling but also in unstructured batterer groups that

o i Patterer but ignores thimterpersonalfunction of control-
allow members to explore their life experiences. Psychod

. T . , )ﬁng the other person’s behavior.
namic therapies involve uncovering the batterer’s uncon-

scious problem and resolving it consciously. Proponents % practice, many psychologically oriented programs have

psychodynamic therapy for batterers believe that Othe|rnoved away from the original stance that battering is caused

mte{)vlentnonﬁ are tsutpk)]erﬂctl)al: S m(;:e othert tgeragles arErimarily by psychological disorder and always indicates an
unable o eliminate the abusers deep-rooted and UncoRy, oyqn,| problem. Instead, they have integrated social
sciousmotivefor aggression, they cannot end violence burexplanations with psychological explanations. For ex-

only Suppress It temporanly. Long-term chapge requlreﬁmple,some psychologically oriented theorists propose that
exposing and resolving the root cause of the violent behaYt— is the combination of a man's low self-esteem and a
lor. cultural expectation that men should be dominant and suc-
cessful that produces a batterer.

Advantages and Criticisms of Psychodynamic Approaches

Browne and Saunders recently conducted a study comp
ing a “process psychodynamic treatment model” with
feminist/cognitive-behavioral intervention and found noCognitive-behavioral therapy is used in the treatment of
difference in recidivism rates based on partners’ reportxiolent offenders. Whereas the psychoanalytic tradition
Nevertheless, they argue: focuses on psychological disorders based in the unconscious
and early childhood experiences, the cognitive-behavioral

¢2\(’3’09nitive—BehavioraI Model of Change
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model focuses on conscious material in the present: theragiarting with beliefs and “self-talk"—the way we talk to
is intended to help individuals function better by modifyingourselves in our minds (see exhibit 2-2, “A Cognitive Model
how they think and behave in current situations. The theor§f Woman Abuse”). For example, a batterer whose partner
behind cognitive-behavioral batterer interventions mainis ten minutes late may tell himself, “She’s out with her
tains that behaviors are learned as a result of positive atyfriend” or “She can’t be trusted.” The programs attempt
negative reinforcements (rewards and punishments) fdp restructure the beliefs and “self-talk” that lead to violence,
engaging in particular behaviors under particular circumfor example, “l don'tknow why she’s late, but I'm sure she’s
stances (e.g., parental pride or praise for aggressivgying to get here.” The programs help batterers to analyze
behavior). Behavior is also influenced by how peoplghe thought patterns underlying violentreactions (e.g., “Din-
mentally construct and interpret their environment ancher isn't ready because my wife doesn’'t respect me”) and
experiences—that is, the way they think about themselvelgarn new ways of understanding situations that trigger
other people, and their relationships. The cognitiveviolence (e.g., “Dinner isn't ready because my wife had a
behavioral theory postulates that men batter because: busy day”). The program teaches nonviolent alternative
behaviors, such as conflict-resolution tactics, relaxation
+ they are imitating examples of abuse they have wittechniques, and communication skifls.
nessed during childhood or in the media;

e abuse is rewarded; Advantages and Criticism of the Cognitive-Behavioral
Models

*  itenables the batterer to get what he wants; and One advantage of the cognitive-behavioral model is that its

Ganalysis of battering and its intervention strategy are com-
patible with a criminal justice response to domestic vio-
lence. The approach holds the batterer fully responsible for
. . . . ; - his violence and fully responsible for learning and adopting
Cognitive-behavioral interventions focus on “cognitive re- . . ) i

L . o . . nonviolent alternatives. Without trying to solve larger
structuring” and skill building. Counselors focus on identi-.

fying the chain of events that lead each batterer to violenmla“:jsueS of social inequality on the one hand, or delving into

e abuse is reinforced through victim compliance an
submission.

Afltachment Abuse

A small number of practitioners base batterer interventions on psychological theories of attachment,
affect, and individuation. These interventions consider battering to be “attachment abuse”—that is,
abusive behaviors toward intimates arising from the individual’s insecure aftachment fo his or her
caregivers as a child. Aftachment theory describes two broad categories of attachment relationships:
secure attachments that result from the caregiver’s responsiveness to the child’s emotional and physical
needs, and arange of insecure attachment patterns that may develop if a child’s emotional and physical
needs are not met by caregivers. Insecure attachments in childhood may lead, in adult relationships, to
emotional distress, anxiety, anger, depression, and emotional detachment when the specter of loss or
separation arises in an intimate relationship. These feelings may lead to attachment abuse.

Batterer interventions based on theories of attachment, such as the Compassion Workshop (see chapter
4), seek to enhance the batterers’ ability to regulate their own emotions and to stimulate a sense of
“compassion” for both themselves and their intimates (partners, children, and elders) using cognitive
behavior fechniques that are designed to inferrupt the batterers’ violent emotional response to guilt,
shame, and fear of abandonment.
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Exhibit 2-2

A Cognitive Model of Woman Abuse*

Precipitating Event

Perception of Threat to
Male Control

Physiological Arousal

Arousal Perceived as Anger

Expressions of Anger:

* Shouting
* Verbal Abuse
* Acute Abusive Incident

Pattern of Abuse

* Adapted from Donald Dutton, “An Ecological Nested Theory, Haminist Psychology in Transitiped. P. Caplan, 1984.
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Controversial Approaches to Batterer Intervention

The following approaches, although commonly used, are controversial. Criminal justice professionals
referring batterers to programs that feature these techniques must be careful to learn how these
approaches are being integrated into the programs and be wary of programs using these methods as
their primary intervention.

Anger Management

While some researchers have suggested that a small percentage of battering may be aftributable to a
psychological disorder involving uncontrollable rage,® the “anger management” model atfributes
battering to out-of-control (rather than uncontrollable) anger. Anger management programs offer a
short-term infervention that teaches batterers to recognize the physiological signs of anger and to then
implement reloxation techniques tfo defuse the anger.?® The infervention may also teach stress
management and communication skills.?  Many batterer treatment providers disavow the single-focus
“anger management” freatment, instead incorporating anger management as one component of their
infervention, sometimes under another name.

Critics have raised several concerns about the anger management approach—even as a component
of more comprehensive treatment;

* Anger management programs address a single cause of battering, ignoring other, perhaps
more profound, causes.?®

* According to the feminist model, although they may claim to feel out of control, batterers
are notout of control: battering is a decision, a choice. The social learning model adds that
batterers choose to use or threaten violence because of its effectiveness in controlling their
partners. The violence persists because it is rewarded.

* Anger management programs teach batterers nonviolent ways to control their partners. If
the underlying issue of batterer control of the victim is not addressed, critics maintain, men
will misuse the techniques used to “control” anger—stress management and communicao-
tion skills—to continue to control the victim. For example, a batterer could refuse his
childcare responsibilities on the grounds that it is stressful.

e Accordingto "misattribution of arousal” theory, men learn to label all strong emotional states
as anger when they are, in fact, experiencing feelings of betrayal or hurt.

* Interventions therefore need to focus on identifying the underlying emotion men are feeling
in situations in which they batter rather than on means of controlling the mislabeled anger.?

e Two studies of anger management interventions that were parts of comprehensive batterer
tfreatment programs found that men who completed the programs but whose violence
continued reported that they had used anger management techniques to attempt to
control their violence, whereas men who were successful in avoiding violence after the
program said they ended their abuse through empathy, a redefinition of manhood, and

cooperative decisionmaking.® (continues)
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Finally, some practitioners are concerned that any short-term, single-focus approach can be dangerous
because it gives victims, judges, and batterers the illusion that the problem has been solved. Some
practitioners feel that the availability of brief, inexpensive anger management programs even undermines
the credibility of the more difficult, lengthy, and expensive treatments other programs provide. One-time
“Saturday Afternoon Special”-style anger management programs arouse particular concern among
practitioners who feel that such short-term programs trivialize the severity of the problem in the eyes of the
batterer and are unlikely to have any deterrent effect.

Individual and Couples Counseling

Many practitioners disapprove of—and at least 20 State standards and guidelines expressly prohibit—
couples counseling for batterers. In addition, a number of program directors disapprove of individual
counseling as the sole intervention for battering. Group work is considered important in helping abusers to
overcome their denial by hearing other men acknowledge and deal with their behavior, and to break the
isolation that is considered part of the syndrome of abuse.

Although systematic research comparing couples and group interventions has not been conducted,®
anecdotal evidence and the beliefs of providers (many of whom serve on committees to draft or approve
State standards or guidelines) have limited the utilization of couples therapy for domestic violence. The
practitioners’ disapproval is based on a belief that victims of abuse are infimidated and cannot fully
participate in therapy inthe presence of their abusers. If victims do reveal the batterer’s violence or disclose
other problems, they face the threat of reprisal. Restrictions on couples therapy and individual psycho-
therapy for battering are a point of contention between feminist-oriented batterer intervention providers
and mental health providers in many communities.

Self-Help Groups: Batterers Anonymous

Self-help batterer groups are modeled on Alcoholics Anonymous and Parents Anonymous. Member-run
support groups are facilitated by former batterers who have been nonviolent for atleast ayear.®? Although
there are some ground rules and facilitators may infroduce specific topics, the approach is unstructured,
with members setting the agenda, usually addressing their personal concerns.

Self-help or support groups are an accepted model of follow-up for batterers who have completed a
program and want continued support to prevent relapse, to continue the change process, or to have a
place to address ongoing problems. Self-help groups are controversial as an initial intervention, however,
because it is questionable whether former batterers—especially those who have been nonviolent for only
ayear—are qudlified to conduct groups, unless they have been extensively involved with a program, have
been trained, and are supervised. In addition, facilitators fend to use an aggressive, even belligerent, style
of confrontation that more fraditional programs view as inappropriate modeling of antagonistic behavior
that borders on abuse. By contrast, other professionals are concerned that support groups run by former
batterers may be insufficiently confrontational about members” excuses for violence and too supportive of
batterers’ hostility toward women.

The Causes of Domestic Violence: From Theory to Intervention

25



deep-seated psychological issues on the other, the responsible. The family systems approach—unlike the
cognitive-behavioral approach simply focuses on the vio-  criminal justice system—holds the victim as well as the
lent acts themselves and attempts to change them. The batterer accountable.
model also offers a straightforward intervention that can be
implemented in a limited period of time. e The explicit goal of feminist educational approaches is
to end the abusive behavior rather than to heal the
The feminist perspective criticizes the cognitive-behavioral ~ batterer (the psychotherapeutic goal) or to improve
approach for failing to explain why many men with thought  relationships (the family systems goal).
patterns or skills deficits that allegedly explain their domes-
tic violence are not violent in other relationships, howA case can be made, however, that psychological interven-
culture or subcultures influence patterns of violence, antlons can also meet the needs of the criminal justice system.
why some men continue to abuse women even when thghe aim of the criminal justice system in sending men to
behavior is not rewardedl. These criticisms are usually batterer programsis to reduce recidivism; for this to happen,
moot because most cognitive-behavioral programs intethe intervention has to be effective. While advocates of the
grate the feminist analysis of domestic violence, both in théeminist educational model criticize the psychotherapeutic
cognitive component (for example, by examining thoughtsnodel for failing to hold batterers responsible for their
that encourage wife-beating, such as “She should obey migehavior, advocates of the psychotherapeutic approach re-
I'm the man of the household.”) and the social learningspond that educational interventions are not successful in
aspects (for example, by discussing how sexism in the medigeterring or rehabilitating batterers because they are too
and in society provides models of social support for abusinghort and superficial and do not address the needs of batterers
and degrading women). (See exhibit 2-3, “Example of amwith severe mental illness, who may comprise up to 25
Integrated Feminist/Cognitive-Behavioral Strategy.”) percent of all batteref8.Indeed, the “confrontational” and
didactic process of the feminist model—as well as the
feminist rhetoric in which it is framed—may alienate the

Compatibility of the Models With batterer and increase his hostility and resistance. For ex-
P . ample, an assistant group facilitator for the Compassion
Criminal Justice Goals Workshop in Silver Spring, Maryland, reported that, when
The feminist educational approach to batterer intervention @& Was in treatment, feminist interventions had only in-
theoretically more compatible with a criminal justice per-créased his anger and denial, while subsequent,

spective than either the family systems or psychotherapeuttonconfrontational, compassion-based treatment had helped
approaches in several respetts. him become nonviolent. His wife, a cofacilitator of the

group whose role was to give the perspective of the victim,
e The feminist educational view of domestic violence isagreed that the feminist education model had exacerbated
that the behavior is criminal, not just the result of faultyher husband’s abuse but that after psychologically oriented
couple interactions or mental iliness. counseling, he was now violence free.

e The feminist educational view is that consequences ai/hile the narrow treatment goals of the strictly educational
appropriate. By contrast, the psychotherapeutic expldeminist programs are compatible with the criminal justice
nation results in atreatment approach that is designed taew—simply stopping the abusive behavior as expedi-
modify the inner emotional life of the batterer throughtiously as possible and holding the batterer responsible—the
insight and possibly medication. Changing the inneffeminist theory of domestic violence also has broad social
person and prescribing medication to alter behaviogoals that may be seen as going beyond the purview of the
may be considered by some to be beyond the scope otaminal justice system. Because feminist theory locates the
criminal justice intervention. cause of domestic violence in social structures and the

organization of society, social change may be seen as the

e The primary goal of feminist educational programs isultimate goal of the curriculums. In a sense, though, even
to hold batterers responsible for their violence. Whilethis broad goal is consistent with a criminal justice agenda in
most psychological programs also make this claimthat it suggests that broad-based community education and
feminists believe that the psychotherapeutic view ofa coordinated community response are necessary for pre-
batterers as victims of childhood trauma or other misventing domestic violence. In contrast, it is difficult to
treatmentundercuts a program’s ability to hold battererglentify a broad prevention strategy that follows from either
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Exhibit 2-3: Example of an Integrated Feminist/Cognitive-Behavioral Strategy

Teach him to be mindful of
perception but suspicious of

CONTROL LOG

—
-
-
-
~

s He notices
something -

Confront with T -

evidence that his
behavior is criminal
and hurtful, and tha
he is responsible for

He minimizes his
abusive behavior and
blames her for his action

/

his behavioq /

/ /

/ He denies the T

/ hurt he has Compulsion

, caused to

|

Arrest him. Negative \ Control
social/legal sanctions. \ - _
Safety planning with \ =

victim ———— e abuses her

» >

\ N
N He decides he is
\ justified in abusing her His body reacts to
N ~ emotional tension and
. — — _ his negative self-talk

Confront his entitlement
and belief system

— — - Teach time-out

-y the conclusions he comes to __

Challenge
belief system

R

He makes an

assumption \
\ \
‘ \
He has an Y
emotional

-g—— Control plan
[

/ 1
/ /
| 4 /

He begins

negative
self talk \ ,
Teach positive
- self-talk

reaction

Source: Wil Avery, House of Ruth, Baltimore, Maryland




the individualistic psychotherapeutic theory of domestionost commonly substance abusers, African Americans,
violence or the family systems model. Asians, Latinos, recent immigrants, female offenders, gay
and lesbian batterers, or batterers with poor literacy skills.
Finally, some practitioners and criminal justice profession{See chapter 4, “Current Trends in Batterer Intervention,”
als are beginning to regard any form of batterer interventiofor a discussion of culturally specific interventions.)
as a proxy for intensive probation. While the curriculum
may not deter reoffenses over time, at least during progra®ome practitioners may resist incorporating consideration
participation batterers are being monitored closely, and theof individual psychology and cultural differences in inter-
victims are receiving at least minimal attention and referralsventions because they are concerned that the individual
This heightened vigilance with regard to the batterer'sapproach will eclipse consideration of the sociological fac-
behavior and the victim’s welfare is compatible with crimi- tors emphasized by the prevailing feminist model. How-
nal justice goals. ever, the critical issue from a criminal justice perspective is
simply “what works”; if mixed-model interventions that
As will be seen in the following chapters, however, theoretiincorporate psychotherapeutic elements or cultural compe-
cal compatibility with the criminal justice system is not thetence are shown to be more effective in retaining and
only important factor in selecting a batterer intervention. Orengaging batterers in treatment, questions of theory are
apractical level, interventions must be able to retain battereligely to become secondary.
intreatment and address any obstacles to program participa-
tion. Discussions such as these are rapidly being translated into
experiments in practice. Chapter 4, “Current Trends in
Batterer Intervention,” discusses a range of innovations in

Conclusion: Multidimensional batterer treatment that attempt to link individual character-

. : istics of batterers to specific interventions or combinations
Models Dominate the Field of interventions in order to increase program retention and

Many practitioners accept that there are compelling featuredffectiveness.
in more than one theoretical model. In practice, regardless

of their primary perspective, most programs have adopted

some tenets of the feminist model. For example, they viekndnotes
sexual inequality and masculine role expectations of domi-
nance as core issues to address—along with cognitivé-'
behavioral techniques for modifying behavior—and they
teach batterers to use “time-outs” (a behavioral technique
for controlling emotional outbursts). Longer-term pro-
grams may progress through the feminist and cognitive
models in stages, and some even progress to a psychothera- S
peutic group process model for aftercare. These programds Mary Russell, for example, justifies her use of the
have a brief initial phase using a feminist educational model €xpression “wife assault” on the grounds that “domestic
to tackle denial of responsibility, a longer second phase Violence” and “family violence” ignore the “male to
teaching cognitive-behavioral techniques for skill-building, ~ fémale direction” of most violence between partners.
and a third phase delving into individual psychological —S€€ Russell, M., “Wife Assault Theory, Research, and
issues in an unstructured format for those men identified as 1reatment: A Literature ReviewJournal of Family
having psychological problems contributing to battering.  Violence3 (3) (1988): 193-208.

(See chapter 3, “Pioneers in Batterer Intervention: Program ] o
Models,” for a detailed description of various program3- Schechter, SWomen and Male Violence: The Visions
models.) Other programs blend treatment modalities and and Struggles of the Battered Women'’s Moveyiers:
approaches by combining individual, group, and couples ton: South End Press, 1982.

treatment sequentially over an extended period of two to )
three years. 4. Pence, E. and M. Paymé&ducation Groups for Men

Who Batter: The Duluth ModeNew York: Springer,
Programs may also use different models or materials to 1993.
accommodate the special needs of specific types of batterers,

Rosenbaum, A. and R.D. Maiuro, “Eclectic Approaches
in Working With Men Who Batter,” ifreating Men
Who Batter: Theory, Practice, and Prograred. P.L.
Caesar and K.L. Hamberger, New York: Springer,
1989: 65-195.
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Chapter 3
Pioneers in Batterer Intervention:
Program Models

Key Points

* This chapter describes program services in the larger, more well-established programs visited for this
report.

* Specialized innovative programming is discussed in chapter 4, “"Current Trends in Batterer Interven-
tion.”

e Common mainstream program procedures include:
— Intake: First contact with batterer referred by the criminal justice system.

— Assessment: Client agrees with terms of program and is assessed for dangerousness, extent of
abuse, substance abuse, mental iliness, illiteracy, or other obstacles to tfreatment.

— Victim Contact: Partners may be noftified about batterer’s status in the program and any imminent
danger, and referred to victim services.

— Orientation: An initial phase of group intervention that may be more didactic than later meetings.

— Group Treatment: May involve a set educational curriculum or less structured discussions about
relationships, anger-management skills, or group psychotherapy.

— Leaving the Program: Batterers may complete the program, be terminated for noncompliance, or
be asked to restart the program.

— Follow-up: May consist of informal self-help groups of program graduates or less frequent group
meetings.

*  Program content varies, but all the well-established programs discussed in this chapterinclude feminist
educational approaches that may be combined with cognitive-behavioral or psychotherapeutic
approaches.

This chapter provides an overview of program services anand appendix B, a listing of individuals interviewed at each
procedures in five communities visited for this report. Thesite).

chapter’s primary focus is on larger mainstream batterer

interventions. The following chapter, “Current Trends inNo mainstream program approach or curriculum has yet
Batterer Intervention,” discusses smaller specialized inteleen proven to be more effective in reducing recidivism than
ventionsin detail (see box, “Selection of Programs Studied dny othef. As a result, many program directors and criminal
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justice professionals stress structure over content; they bé&he first step of the intervention is the intake assessment, a
lieve that regardless of a program’s philosophy or methodgrocess that can span one to eight weekly sessidie

any responsible intervention that requires weekly contadhitial session may be done as an individual interview or as

can help contain batterers’ abuse through close monitoringart of a group orientation. Intake sessions serve several
of their behavior (see chapter 5, “Criminal Justice Repurposes:

sponse”f. According to Andrew Klein, chief probation
officer for the Quincy, Massachusetts, District Court, “If

e to getthe client to agree with the terms and condi-

only appropriate clients are referred—people who know tions of treatment and to sign the program contract;
they did wrong, have some motivation to change, are under

external pressure to change, and are sober—if the program < to begin to assess the nature and extent of the
monitors behavior, not attitude, and if the program lasts long batterer’s abusive behavior; and

enough, then the content doesn’t matter. . . . To be consid-

ered effective, the program must stop the batteringand keep ¢ to screen for other problems such as substance

offenders from battering again for at least one year.”

“If only appropriate clients are referred—people
who know they did wrong, have some motivation
to change, are under external pressure to change,
and are sober—if the program monitors behav-
ior, not attitude, and if the program lasts long
enough, then the content doesn’t matter. . . . To be
considered effective, the program must stop the
battering and keep offenders from battering again
for at least one year.”

—Andrew Klein, Chief Probation Officer, Quincy,
Massachusetts, District Court Model Domestic
Abuse Program

Program Procedures

abuse, mental iliness, and illiteracy.

In addition to specific questions about domestic violence,
the assessment typically includes questions about the
batterer’s family history, propensity for violence outside the
family, and substance abuse. Ideally, the session begins to
foster rapport between the clinician and the batterer, in
addition to initiating the actual intervention. For example,
details about the nature of the abuse are often gleaned
through questions regarding the first, the most recent, and
the most severe battering incidents. Describing this behav-
ior in detail can increase the batterer's awareness of the
extent of his violence, and this can form a foundation for
later, more in-depth discussions of the abuse and its conse-
guences. Similarly, programs usually ask about a range of
behaviors that are psychologically or sexually abusive. This
guestioning helps the batterer broaden his definition of
abuse.

Programs vary in how clinical their assessments are and to
what extentthey measure the batterer’s psychological makeup
in an effort to identify other problems that could interfere
with the intervention. Some programs screen for possible
problems by using simple checklists and then referring the

The following discussion draws on program practices at thelient for formal psychological evaluation if a substance
five sites with special emphasis on issues of common corbuse or mental health problem is suspected. Other pro-

cern.

Intake and Assessment

grams, such as AMEND and The Third Path, use standard-
ized instruments like the Millon Clinical Multiaxial Inven-
tory (MCMI) to do clinical assessments themselves. The
director of one of the AMEND prograriexplains, “We use

the MCMI both as a diagnostic tool and a treatment planning

The batterer's first contact with the program occurs when hgyo|, and to start thinking about the majority of our clients
arranges foranintake interview. Atthistime, the clientsigngyho have personality disturbances as falling along a con-

release forms that give the program permission to contact higyyum from mild personality dysfunction to more pro-
probation officer and his partner. The program then notifiegoynced conditions.”

the probation office that the client has chosen it for treat-
ment. (See appendix D for sample intake and assessment

forms.)
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Selection of Programs Studied

Thirfeen programs in five communities were selected to represent a range of approaches to batterer
intervention.

* Two of the largest and most established programs in the country—EMERGE in Quincy, Masso-
chusetts, and AMEND in Denver—were chosen to represent pioneers that confinue to modify
their models in keeping with the most recent trends in batterer intervention.

e The Domestic Abuse Intervention Services (DAIS) of Des Moines represents one of the many
programsthat use the *Duluth model, “ apopular curriculum developed by the Domestic Abuse
Infervention Project of Duluth, Minnesota.

* Family Services of Seattle, a subsidized provider of batterer infervention to low-income clients,
was founded as an anger management program but shifted its emphasis to follow the Duluth
model.

* The Harborview Medical Center in Seattle, Washington, was chosen to represent a public
health model of batterer intervention. The center runs a self-styled “eclectic” program for
batterers as outpatients in a private hospital setting that emphasizes psychotherapy.

* House of Ruth, in Baltimore, another Duluth-based intervention, was chosen o represent
programs that prefer “colorblind” interracial groups in contrast to the current frend toward
specialized single-race or culture inferventions that take info account the racial and cultural
contfext of the violence (see chapter 4, "Current Trends in Batterer Intervention™).

e Colorado’s The Third Path, founded by Michael Lindsey, was included for its innovative use of
psychological freatment and batterer typology, as well as its focus on high-risk offenders.

* The Compassion Workshop of Silver Spring, Maryland, was chosen for ifs innovative approach
to batterer intervention, which uses cognitive resfructuring techniques fo prevent violent
responses to emotional pain and to cultivate compassionate, nonviolent relationships.

A number of smaller programs that serve specialized populations were observed in Seatftle. Zegree,
Eliner and Berrysmith conducts two therapy groups for batterers as part of its mental health practice.
Anne Ganley, a pioneer in batterer tfreatment, directs a program for veterans that utilizes the Duluth
curriculum at the Mental Health Clinic of the Seatftle Veterans Administration Medical Center. InaMaka,
a Native American-operated intervention, uses the context of Native American cultural lore as part of
a family-preservationist model of batterer intervention. Sexual Minorities Counseling Services targets
gay and lesbian batterers. Women’s Refugee Alliance sponsors individual and group batterer
counseling forrecent Southeast Asian immigrants. These specialized programs are discussed in chapter
4, “Current Trends in Batterer Intervention.”
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more. Rather than pay, many clients prefer to return to
“We use the MCMI both as a diagnostic tool and probation or the court to request a change in their condi-

a treatment planning tool, and to start thinking tions. To get batterers past this initial barrier to treatment,
about the majority of our clients who have person- Sid Hoover, supervisor of Seattle’s Municipal Probation
ality disturbances as falling along a continuum Domestic Violence Unit, offers “especially worthy” batterers
from mild personality dysfunction to more pro- a limited-time discount coupon to reduce the cost of intake
nounced conditions.” from $45 to $25. Family Services of Seattle, one of several
local interventions that receive city funds to reduce the cost
—Gary Gibbens, Director of Arapahoe County, of providing services to indigent clients, allows the proba-
Colorado, Chapter of AMEND tion office to designate which clients will be offered re-

duced-rate intake. (See chapter 4, “Current Trends in
Batterer Intervention,” for a discussion of program fees and
indigence.) According to Hoover, “Getting people into

Programs may refer batterers who are found to have oth#ftake is half the hurdle; if you can get them into the intake,
psychological problems, like clinical depression, elsewheréheir fear about the whole enterprise starts to decline. Their
for psychiatric treatment or individual counseling. How-comfortlevel goes up because they've beeninthere. They've
ever, referrals are not considered a substitute for the batteggen the people, they realize that it's relatively painless, and
intervention program. Rather, psychotherapy is deliverethe program people aren’t dehumanizing them.”
concurrently with the batterer intervention, as is also typi-

cally the case when substance abuse is the problem. Pro-

grams try not to screen out batterers with multiple problems

as long as they comply with the concurrent treatment. For “Getting people into intake is half the hurdle; if
example, batterers who are clinically depressed may con- You can get them into the intake, their fear about

tinue in the program as long as they take their psychiatric the whole enterprise starts to decline. Their com-
medication, while batterers with substance abuse problems fort level goes up because they've been in there.

must remain sober and submit to random urine screenings or  They've seen the people, they realize that it's
breathalizer tests. In the Quincy, Massachusetts, District relatively painless, and the program people aren’t
Court, for example, batterers must take weekly urine tests. dehumanizing them.”

The batterer pays $5 per test, but the probation office will
pay if the offender cannot. —Sid Hoover, Supervisor, Domestic Violence

Probation Unit, Seattle

Many programs do deny services to certain batterers. One

of the most common reasons for turning batterers away at

intake is if they are part of a cultural or language group that

another program can serve better. While established pr&ome programs consider a batterer inappropriate for treat-
grams are striving to develop the culturally sensitive methment if he unequivocally denies that he committed any
ods discussed in chapter 4, “Current Trends in Batteréfiolence. A probation officer in Seattle noted batterers’
Intervention,” other programs have chosen to develop allidifficulty in adjusting to their new roles as court-mandated
ances with grassroots organizations serving specific cultur&lients: “We're kind of breaking the news to them—you're
communities, such as non-English-speaking immigrant$0ing to a DV treatment program—so they can start to turn
Family Services of Seattle, for example, refers Spanistthemselves from defendants into health care consumers.
speaking batterers to a local organization formed to servEhey’'ve gotto switch hats from fighting the system to taking
Hispanic immigrants, and it refers batterers in same-sefesponsibility for their life.” At intake, the batterer has just
relationships to a local gay and lesbian counseling agencheen referred from the criminal justice system where, in the
EMERGE, on the other hand, offers special in-house group®le of defendant, he was expected to insist on his innocence.
for African American male batterers and for lesbian battererdyow that he has agreed to a plea bargain, it is no longer

and it has Latino and Asian American counselors on staff t3Ppropriate for him to deny his guilt. The batterer may not
serve batterers from these cultural groups. have much time to make this adjustment—some courts give

the defendant less than a week to make contact with the

Another common reason for rejecting clients at intake i®rogram. The lack of time to change his mindset, combined
unwillingness or inability to pay. Intake fees may be $50 okvith the batterer's tendency to minimize and deny his
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violence, forms the first obstacle to treatment. Apart fronj

information gathering and initial indoctrination to program

rules, overcoming this obstacle is the primary task of the
intake session. In Des Moines, the intake counselor uses the

police report to confront the batterer with the facts of thq
case. Other programs postpone confronting batterers un
treatment begins.

“We’re kind of breaking the news to them—
you're going to a DV treatment program—so they
can start to turn themselves from defendants into
health care consumers. They've gotto switch hats
from fighting the system to taking responsibility
for their life.”

—Sid Hoover, Supervisor, Domestic Violence
Probation Unit, Seattle

Victim Contacts

A number of States require that batterer programs contal
partners (see appendix A, "State Standards Matrix"). At
minimum, partner notification is needed at four points:

when the batterer begins attending the program;

if and when he has been terminated from treatme
for noncompliance;

when he has completed the program; and

if an imminent threat to victim safety arises (see
below).

Programs with a strong advocacy policy will typically
contact the partner every two to three months as long as t
batterer remains in the program.

The Impact of State
Standards on
Intervention Strategies

til
Each of the five communities visited for this report
developed its own response to domestic violence.

The responses were influenced in part by the statu-
fory standards of care in each State.

The State standards in lowa, for example, require
that the Duluth curriculum be used in all batterer
interventions. As a result, the probation office in
Des Moines finds it easiest to ensure that the Duluth
model is being followed by referring all batterers to
asingle provider, the Domestic Abuse Intervention
Services (DAIS) program of Des Moines. In constrast,
Washington and Colorado allow providerstoimple-
ment avariety of treatment approaches aslong as
Ct they follow specified procedures related to intake
A assessment, frequency of victim contacts, and
duration of program participation. This flexibility
allows more than a dozen programs of varying sizes
and theoretical approaches to provide services to
cities like Seattle and Denver. Some of Seattle’s
programs serve distinct populations using curricu-
lums designed especially for Asians, veterans,
Latinos, Native Americans, gays and lesbians, or
recent immigrants (see chapter 4, *Current Trends
in Batfterer Intervention”). By confrast, EMERGE,
one of two programs that receive referrals from
Quincy, Massachusetts, District Court, provides ser-
vices to diverse populations under one umbrella
agency. Finally, in Baltimore, where State stan-
dards arestillbeing debated, an established Duluth-
style program currently receiving the bulk of refer-

—

he

Since batterers typically minimize or deny their abusive
behavior, assessments and ongoing monitoring often i

- rals will soon compete with a controversial new

volve separate interviews with the victim to gain additiona| program for court referrals.

information about the relationship. As part of the clien

contract, batterers may therefore be required to sign releases

that permit counselors to contact current and past partnergasons of safety and efficiency. The liaison assures the
(Some States, like lowa, avoid the need for consent byictim of absolute confidentiality; nothing she says will be
exempting counselors from ordinary client confidentialityrepeated to her partner or his counselor without her consent.
requirements when it comes to victim contacts.) A trained\t EMERGE, the victim liaisons make it clear to victims that
victim liaison usually interviews victims by telephone for the program’s primary concern is the safety of victims and
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their children. If the victim is willing to discuss the abuse,Because this contact may be the first chance the victim has
the advocate may also ask about the duration, frequency, aeder had to tell her story to a helping professional, itis crucial
severity of the abuse in order to assist in the battererthat the contact be handled sensitively by another woman
treatment. However, liaisons make clear that furthering thevho has experience working with battered women. The
batterer’s treatment is only a secondary goal of the victinEMERGE partner pamphlet lists the following examples of
contact. A victim liaison from AMEND expressed a similar questions to ask the victim:

view:

e Areyou always trying to second-guess your part-
When | first started working here, we were getting more ner to avoid an argument?
background on the batterer from his partner, such as
what his childhood was like. That was helpful for the e What does your partner do when he loses his
therapist in treating him, but at the same time | don’t temper?
think it was so helpful for her to have to dredge up all
that information about him. So we've moved away e Do you have holes in your walls or broken posses-
from that in our conversation and started talking more sions from times when your partner lost his tem-
about the victim and her plans and trying to educate her per?

about domestic violence.
e Hashe everhurtyou physically or threatened you?
In addition to helping with safety planning, the victim
liaison can describe to the victim the basic features of the ¢  What would it take for you to get away?
batterer intervention program as well as its limitations (see

below). e Do you know that there are many other women
who have experienced what you are going through
Victim liaisons (many of whom are called “advocates”) and that help is available?

interviewed for this report expressed surprise that most of

the partners they contact have never sought services fronTae House of Ruth in Baltimore invites victims to a separate
battered women’s agency. These victims come to light onlgpen house to discuss the program’s goals and methods and
as aresult of legal intervention with their abusers; they mato provide an opportunity for victims to learn more about the
not even be aware that services are available to therhlouse of Ruth’s victim and children’s services, including
Contacting the partner when the batterer enters the progradegal counseling and referral to other service agencies. The
therefore offers the opportunity to raise the victim’s awarefollowing two sections highlight program techniques for
ness of her situation and to begin to help her think about h&rorking with victims.

own and her children’s safety. As the director of battered

women'’s services in Des Moines added, “For every batterer

who gets arrested, his victim will have some sort of contacRaising Victim Awareness

from battered women'’s services, whether it's legal advo-

cacy, like Warning of his release from Ja|| or explainingln orderto deVelOp I’apportWi'[h theViCtim,theViCtimIiaison
pretrial hearings, or basic safety planning.” must affirm the victim’s experiences and communicate

respect for the victim’s right to make her own decisions. The
victim liaison shows concern for the victim's safety by

“For every batterer who gets arrested, his victim speaking to her when the batterer is not present and assuring
will have some sort of contact from battered her complete confidentiality. Victim advocacy starts by
women’s services, whether it's legal advocacy,  ©ffering support, assuring the victim that other women have
like warning of his release from jail or explaining also faced similar circumstances. “Mainly we try to focus

pretrial hearings, or basic safety planning.” the conversations on her, try to reach her that way,” one
liaison said. “We ask her what she’d like us to address—

—Director of a battered women’s shelter, Des Moinesvhether it's the kids, or continued abuse, or drug and alcohol
issues.” The victim liaison makes sure that the victim knows
that services are available to her and tells her how she can
contact the local battered women’s shelter and support
group. While stressing that the interview is voluntary, the
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liaison asks if the victim is willing to describe the incidentand methods. Particularly during the first few weeks of
that resulted in her partner’s entering the program. Thgeatment, batterers often use the program to manipulate the
victim liaison tries to learn all she can not only about theyictim, distorting what has been said in group to blame her
extent of the physical violence but also about any emotiondbr the abuse. For example, one victim liaison from AMEND
and sexual abuse. Just as the intake worker tries to broadesalls, “The therapist got into describing what bipolar is.
the batterer’s definition of abuse, the victim liaison attemptJhen these guys go home and say to the victim ‘My therapist
to help the victim become aware of the broader context of theaid you’re manic depressive,’ allowing the focus to shift to
abuse. She lets her know that other victims have reportee victim rather than remain on his behavior.” In explaining
similar experiences of being humiliated, berated, threathe general goals of the intervention and the standard tech-
ened, or intimidated into complying with their partner’s niques the batterer will be taught, the liaison can circumvent
wishes. the batterer’s distortions beforehand. Victim liaisons also
warn the victim that batterers often use their entry into
treatment as a justification for pressuring their partners to
stay in the relationship and that such pressure is another sign
“Mainly we try to focus the conversations on her, of continuing nonphysical abuse.

try to reach her that way. We ask her what she’d

like us to address—whether it’s the kids, or con-

tinued abuse, or drug and alcohol issues.” Ongoing Advocacy and Safety Planning

—Victim Liaison, AMEND The victim liaison has the difficult task of balancing cautions
against false hopes with respect for the victim’s right to
make her own decisions. Should the victim decide that she
wants to remain with the batterer, the liaison needs to respect
Some program group leaders have difficulty convincinghat choice but still help her plan for her safety. One victim
some victims from other cultures that they have aright to livéiaison usually tells the victim, “Well, you know we can't
without violence and to be treated as their hushand’s equdluarantee he’s going to change. . . . So what are you going
An Asian counselor described the dilemma of being a0 dojustin case he doesn’tchange?” The liaison advises the
Asianimmigrant and a victim: “For Asians, the family is theVictim to identify the absolutely essential items she would
most important thing, not the individual, as it is for mostneed if she suddenly had to leave home. Then the liaison
Americans. The Asian culture believes that talking tdhelps her develop a plan to have these things available,
someone outside the family about private matters shaméseferably through a trusted neighbor, relative, or friend.
the family.” For those coming from countries with strongFor instance, the victim might plan to give someone an extra
patriarchal values that completely disempower womenset of her car keys, copies of her and her children’s birth
programs take pains to educate the victim about Americagertificates, and the originals of other important documents
laws and cultural norms. and prescriptions.

Another important reason to contact the victim when the
batterer enters treatment is to guard against false hopes that

the program can make him change. The program stresses “lusually tell the victim, ‘Well, you knowwe can't
thatitis up to the batterer to take responsibility for his violent  guarantee he’s going to change. . . . So what are

and controlling behaviors, and acknowledges that many  you going to do just in case he doesn’t change?”
batterers are not willing to stop being abusive. The liaison

tells the victims (just as counselors tell the batterer) thatthere —Victim Liaison, AMEND

is no quick fix—change takes a long time and requires a

genuine commitment by the batterer. Victim liaisons assure

the partner that she is in no way responsible for making him

stop and that the responsibility to change is the batterer's arghfety planning can also be more long term. Victim liaisons

his alone. may continue to support the victim over the course of the
batterer's treatment, and this support may help her to prepare

Making independent contact with the victim also ensurego leave him. On the advice of the victim liaison, programs

that she gets accurate information about the program’s godlge EMERGE, AMEND, Family Services of Seattle, and
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Zegree, Ellner and Berrysmith all agree that they sometime®rjentation

maintain a noncompliant batterer in treatment in order to

give the victim extra time to leave safely. In addition, Established programs have adapted their interventions over
batterers are also occasionally retained in treatment astie years to continue the assessment process during the
form of supervision and monitoring intended to increasdnitial phase of group intervention. New clients meet to-
victim safety. For example, a liaison at AMEND noted,gether for one or more orientation sessions during which the
“There are cases we have kept on that we felt we could hav@education process begins; atthe same time, counselors use
terminated because we knew that there was going to be He sessions to make a more accurate appraisal of the extent
success in rehabilitating the batterer. But it was better—fd?f the batterer's violence and substance abuse than may have
victim safety—for us to have some containment, because Bgen possible during intakeFor example, the Arapahoe

|east we kneW then What was going on W|th them.” County, Colorado, Chapter Of AMEND I’equil’eS that ItS
clients be alcohol- and drug-free during the entire six-week

orientation period as a test of their sobriety. Batterers who

“IT]he ‘victim informant’ position is difficult for do not comply with the abstinence rule are placed in special
victims. If the victim gives [the program] infor- groups for substance-abusing batterers. The group leaders,
mation about the batterer’s abuse or other lapses, certified both as batterer group leaders and chemical depen-
the batterer may retaliate against her. Her abuser dency counselors, provide drug counseling, such as relapse
may then see it as her fault—not his—that he has prevention techniques, in combination with the standard

to keep going to the program.” AMEND intervention. The program typically requires
random urine screens and the use of Antabuse.

—Lucinda Cervantez, Community Advocate, New

Beginnings, Seattle AMEND also added alcohol education to its orientation
curriculum because some clients have drinking problems
that neither their probation officers nor the intake assess-
While all the programs visited for this report had some fornment has brought to light. As one of AMEND's co-directors
of contact with victims over the course of the batterer'ssxplains, “Because a lot of our people have alcohol and drug
treatment, some victim liaisons oppose this blending oproblems, we’ll go through a basic kind of alcohol education
batterer and victim services. A battered women’s advocatfeuring everyone’s orientation]. . . . One of our goals that
in Seattle suggested that “the ‘victim informant’ position isfirst four to six weeks is to find out who has a problem and
difficult for victims. If the victim gives [the program] getthem dried out.”
information about the batterer's abuse or other lapses, the
batterer may retaliate against her. Her abuser may then see
it as her fault—not his—that he has to keep going to the
program.” Other victim advocates and liaisons agree that “Because a lot of our people have alcohol and
contacting victims can be a delicate matter, as an AMEND  drug problems, we'll go through a basic kind of

liaison explained: alcohol education [during everyone’s orienta-
tion]. ... One of our goals in that first four to six
A lot of times we get information that we can’t confront weeks is to find out who has a problem and get
him on—for example, the victim will call and say, “He’s them dried out.”
been drinking, but | don’t want you to confront him on it.
| just wanted you to know.” So then we tell the therapist, —Gary Gibbens, Director of Arapahoe County,
and the therapist tries to figure out how he can incorpo- Colorado, Chapter of AMEND

rate this information into the guy’s treatment without
violating her confidentiality and safety. And some thera-
pists can do that better than others, finding a back way of
confronting him and getting it to come out another way. Besides improving the program’s ability to assess the client,
the orientation serves to establish rapport between partici-
Because of these concerns for the victim, some State stapmants and counselors. Staff who conduct orientation seek to
dards prohibit or discourage batterer programs from correduce the batterers’ initial defensiveness. As one program
tacting the victim directly. director put it, “We try to reassure them that we’re here to
help them, not to beat them up. We try to form an alliance
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