University of Windsor

Scholarship at UWindsor

Electronic Theses and Dissertations Theses, Dissertations, and Major Papers

1-1-1992

Gender differences in the social construction of spousal
homicide.

Judy Lancaster
University of Windsor

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd

Recommended Citation

Lancaster, Judy, "Gender differences in the social construction of spousal homicide." (1992). Electronic
Theses and Dissertations. 6742.
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd/6742

This online database contains the full-text of PhD dissertations and Masters’ theses of University of Windsor
students from 1954 forward. These documents are made available for personal study and research purposes only,
in accordance with the Canadian Copyright Act and the Creative Commons license—CC BY-NC-ND (Attribution,
Non-Commercial, No Derivative Works). Under this license, works must always be attributed to the copyright holder
(original author), cannot be used for any commercial purposes, and may not be altered. Any other use would
require the permission of the copyright holder. Students may inquire about withdrawing their dissertation and/or
thesis from this database. For additional inquiries, please contact the repository administrator via email
(scholarship@uwindsor.ca) or by telephone at 519-253-3000ext. 3208.


https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/theses-dissertations-major-papers
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F6742&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd/6742?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F6742&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarship@uwindsor.ca

GENDER DIFFERENCES TN THE SOCIAL CONSTRUCTION
OF

SPOUSAL, HOMICIDE

by

Judy Lancaster

A Thesis
Submitted to the Faculty of Graduate Studies and Research
Through the Department of Sociology and Anthropology
in Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements for the degree of
Master of Arts
at the University of Windsor

Windsor, Ontario, Canada
1992

(c) 1992 Judy Lancaster

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



UMI Number: EC54834

INFORMATION TO USERS

The quality of this reproduction is dependent upon the quality of the copy
submitted. Broken or indistinct print, colored or poor quality illustrations
and photographs, print bleed-through, substandard margins, and improper

alignment can adversely affect reproduction. '
In the unlikely event that the author did not send a complete manuscript
and there are missing pages, these will be noted. Also, if unauthorized
copyright material had to be removed, a note will indicate the deletion.

UMI

UMI Microform EC54834
Copyright 2010 by ProQuest LLC
All rights reserved. This microform edition is protected against
unauthorized copying under Title 17, United States Code.

ProQuest LLC
789 East Eisenhower Parkway
P.O. Box 1346
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1346

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



(c) Judy Lancaster, 1992
All Rights Reserved

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



ABSTRACT.Q..Q...'....

DEDICATION:. cceceoeees

TABLE OF CONTENTS

ACKN'OWLEDGEMENTS...t...c.....o..'......

CHAPTER
I. INTRODUCTION..
II. REVIEW OF THE

III. METHODOLOGY

LITERATURE.¢cec e

Sample..cccecescecscscsssonssse

Problems...
Interviews.

Analysis ProceduUre......e.ss..

IV. THEORETICAL ORIENTATION.........

V. MALE SAMPLE:

VI. FEMALE SAMPLE:

DATA ANALYSIS.....

DATA ANALYSIS...

® ® 0 8 0 o0 9 00

VII. GENDER DIFFERENCES IN DATA....ccccoeeceecs

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS..¢ccccceccesee

APPENDIX A:
APPENDIX B:
APPENDIX C:

APPENDIX D:

Letters to Male Inmates...

Letters to Female Inmates.

Consent Form....

Questions for Interview...

REFERENCES...O.....l...'.'.'.."....'.'

VITA AUCTORIS..-.......o..oooo.oo..-...

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

...-o..iv

.oooc...v

..oo.'.Vi

.....l

.'.'12

«eed2
R X
«+.50
eesbl

P X
ees.90
es¢133
.o +159
«e.201
vee213
ees214
ee.216
eee217
.ee225

ve+235



ABSTRACT

Extant research suggests that gender differences exist in
the frequency, reasons, and motives for killing. The purpose
of this research was to explore the perceptions and actions of
individuals who had engaged in the most lethal form of
domestic violence from a gender differences perspective. In
order to examine the perceptions and actions of male and
female offenders, a micro theory of Symbolic Interactionism
was utilized and the qualitative methodology of interviews was
employed. Specifically, seven men and three women who had
been convicted of spousal homicide or attempted homicide and
who were incarcerated in Canadian Correctional facilities were
interviewed. Although similarities emerged for the entire
sample (eg. marital breakdown, identity threats, feelings of
humiliation, fearwand anger) there were also themes‘which were
common for each gender. The majority of male respondents
were afraid of losing their spouse, afraid of rejection, were
jealous and possessive and ironically took action to try to
salvage the relationship. The female respondents had been
emotionally, physically and/or sexually abused by their
partners and took action to end the relationship, the abuse

and violence, and to end the fear of possible severe physical

harm.
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I would like to dedicate this work to the fourteen women
who were brutally murdered at L'Ecole Polytechnique in
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Barbara Klueznick; Maryse Leclair; Annie St. Arneault; Michele
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violent relations between men and women will be the norm in
this society.
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Chapter One

INTRODUCTION
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The deliberate and merciless killing of fourteen female
engineering students at L'Ecole Polytechnique in Montreal on
December 6 1989 sparked national disbelief and concern amongst
women, academics, feminists and society in general. Societal
reaction illustrates the potency and ability of the media to
shape and create specific perceptions of violent crime.
Heinous crimes including mass and serial murder are frequently
sensationalized by the media and as a consequence may create
an inaccurate portrait of the nature of homicide for the
general public. Self report studies, for example, indicate
that the majority of women fear victimization from strangers
(Hutchings, 1988; Rafter and Stanko, 1982). Despite the
pervasiveness of this perceptioﬁ, catastrophic and senseless
incidents such as the Montreal Massacre are relatively rare.
A paradox is creéted because individuals generaliy believe
they will be victimized by strangers when victims of violent
crime are typically acquainted with the offender.

The literature consistently disconfirms this myth. 1In
1988, 78.7% of the solved homicides in Canada involved victims
and suspects who were known to one another (Canada, 1989). Of
these, 36.1% involved offenders and victims who were

domestically related' and 42.6% were acquainted through

'Domestically related refers to a combination of immediate
family (husband, wife, father, daughter, brother), other
kinship relationships (grandmother, uncle, cousin, mother-
in-law, foster parent), and common-law family categories
(Canada, 1989).
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3
business or social situations? (Canada, 1989). The conjecture
that wvictims and offenders of homicide are typically
acquainted is substantiated by the literature (Chimbos, 1978;
Wolfgang, 1957; Daly, 1988; Luckenbill, 1977). Despite the
relationship between victim and offender (known or unknown),
mass murder and spousal homicide share an underlying thread:
the slaughtering of women generally reflects the inherent
gender inequalities and sexism that exists in a capitalist,
patriarchal society.

Although men kill and are killed more frequently than
women there are a significant number of homicides that occur
between men and women? (Canada; 1989; Chimbos, 1978; Daly,
1988) . Since information was first collected on homicide in

1961, 36.5% of the total reported homicide victims have been

2Both business and social relationships are included in the
acquaintance category by Statistics Canada. Business
Relationships are defined as "established relationships
between persons such as: (a) fellow workers (unless closer
relationship is known) (b) superordinate-subordinate roles
(eg. landlord-tenant, employer-employee, teacher-student) (c)
business partners (d) such informal remunerative
relationships as live-in babysitting" (Canada, 1989, p.98).
Social relationships include close and casual acquaintances.
Close Acquaintances includes "persons who were known to have
established long-term relationships" (Canada, 1989, p.98).
Casual Acquaintances are "persons in a social relationship
which had been established prior to the homicide incident.
These relationships were not particularly intense or close,
or were known only to be established relationships for which
the information required to specify the particular nature of
the relationship is not available eg. the relationship
between a mother and her daughter's boyfriend, the
relationship between persons involved in private social
gatherings such as drinking parties" (Canada, 1989, p.98).

3In 1988 males represented 2/3 of homicide victims and almost
90% of homicide suspects (Canada, 1989).
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female (Canada, 1989). Senseless violence against women
whether it be mass murder or domestic homicide?, underscores
the urgent need for a greater understanding of the interaction
between men and women and how their relationship is influenced
by existing societal structures and attitudes. Specifically,
spousal interaction must be investigated because whether it is
abuse or homicide, the majority of violence occurs in the
matrimoniai setting (Gelles, 1987; Hutchings, 1988; Stanko,
1985). Historically, sociologists and criminologists have
consistently focused upon the victim-offender relationship as
the pivotal issue underlying the development of a holistic
comprehension of the nature of homicide (Wolfgang, 1958;
Chimbos, 1978; Luckenbill, 1977; Block, 1981; Felson and
Steadman, 1983; Kétz, 1988; Goetting, 1988; Goetting, 1989).

Research on violent crime indicates that men are almost
always the perpetratofs of assault and homicide (Wolfgang,
1958; cChimbos, 1978; Gelles, 1987; Hutchings, 1988; Boyd,
1988; Adelberg and Currie, 1987; Linden, 1987). Approximately
14% of the criminal charges against men in 1985 were for
violent offenses (Canada, 1986). Much of this violence
however is directed towards women with whom they share
intimate relations (Gelles, 1987; Hutchings, 1988; Lupri,

1989; Dobash and Dobash, 1979). Recent research by Gelles

“The term domestic homicide refers to homicides that occur
between immediate family members.
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5
(1987) indicates that 47% of the husbands he interviewed had
hit their wives at least once and 25% of these men admitted
hitting their spouses reqgularly’. Men are also more likely
to be the suspects of homicides indicating that they engage in
violent crime more frequently than women® (Canada, 1989).
What makes these figures particularly unsettling is that
they underestimate the frequency and 1lethality of violent
interaction between men and women’. However, because of the
lethality of the crime homicides are more frequently
recognized and reported. They are better indicators of
violent crime as a result (Linden, 1987; Canada, 1989).
Despite the infrequent occurrence of homicide, the prevalence
of violent interaction between spouses can be ascertained by
examining homiciée statistics. For example, ‘forty-nine
percent of the solved homicides between immediate family
members involved husbands who killed their wives and 15%
involved wives who had killed their husbands. When men kill

their wives they frequently do so by beatingBtﬂﬁmlwhile women

’Regularly is defined by Gelles as being five times a year to
daily (Gelles, 1987).

6In,1988, men were the suspects in 88.7% of the reported
homicides in Canada (Canada, 1989).

"These figures underestimate the scope of violence in the home
because of underreporting by subjects and the police. Police
utilize discretion and frequently avoid charging individuals
who commit violent crime in domestic situations.

8Female victims are most frequently killed by being beaten
(26.2%), stabbed (23.8%), and shot (22.8%) (Canada, 1989).
Male victims are most frequently shot (33.0%), stabbed
(31.9%) and beaten (22.8%) (Canada, 1989).
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typically kill in self-defense (Browne and Williams, 1989;
Browne, 1987; Gelles, 1987; Hutchings, 1988; Stout, 1987;
Chimbos, 1978; Wolfgang, 1958; Canada, 1989). These facts
suggest that the act of homicide is frequently a final step in
a series of violent interactions between men and women.
Violence against women, especially in the familial
setting was not acknowledged academically or professionally
until the second wave of the feminist movement in the 1960's
and 1970's (Stout, 1987; Hutchings, 1988). Chimbos (1978)
argues that this lack of research is due to an idealized
depiction of the family as an institution that provides love,
support, cooperation and care. Additionally, legal and
religious institutions have fostered an image whereby the man
has the power, auﬁhority and the right of privacy within his
"castle" to engage in behaviour that ensures his dominant
position in the family and in society (Brinkerhoff and Lupri,
1988; Hutchings, 1988; Benjamin and Adler, 1980; Gelles, 1987;
Stanko, 1985; Barrett, 1988). Consequently, the
intelligentsia has avoided examining intrafamilial violence
because society has created a harmonious, private depiction of
the family; an unequal distribution of intellectual,
economical and political power between men and women, and; the
perception that women are the "appropriate victims" of
violence (Chimbos, 1978; Hutchings, 1988; Dobash and Dobash,

1978; Gelles, 1987; Smith, 1987). This exclusion of knowledge
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7
is due to sexism which permeates through, and is supported and
perpetuated by society (Smith, 1987; Allen, 1989).

Explanations of violent crime such as homicide,
demonstrate the sexist nature of criminological theory and the
wider society. For instance, both theory and methodology
focus primarily on male criminality and female victimization
(Adelberg and Currie, 1987; Stout, 1987; Hutchings, 1988;
Allen, 1989; Smart, 1977; Leonard, 1982). Criminologists
justify their polarized and sexist investigations by arguing
that women commit less crime than men and generally commit
crimes against property (Smart, 1977; Adler, 1975; Simon,
1976; Linden, 1987). Women's lack of capacity for criminal
and violent action is underscored by examining incarceration
rates; only 11% of all provincial and federal inmates in
Canada are female (Canada, 1989). Concomitantly,
approximately 58% of the criminal charges against women in
1985 were property crimes (Adelberg and Currie, 1987).
Although these facts are correct and widely recognized they do
not justify the parochial nature of research and theory on
female criminality. In fact, extant research clearly
demonstrates that women are far from passive and as a
consequence they should not be omitted from studies of violent
crime (Gelles, 1987). Gelles (1987), for example, found that
approximately 32% of the wives in his sample reported hitting

their husbands once and 11% of these women hit their husbands
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regularly.

Female criminality has been neglected because of gender7?
stereotypes and sexism that has existed in a male defined
discipline and society (Wilbanks, 1982; Leonard, 1982; Adler///
1975; Ssimon, 1976; Smart, 1977; Adelberg and Currie, 1987).
This epistemology has develéped and is reinforced because men
have always been the creators, distributors and controllers of
knowledge in our society (Smith, 1987; Eisenstein, 1986).
These biases permeate through the traditional explanations of
male and female criminality. Female criminals have
customarily been perceived as having physiological or
psychological deficiencies while male criminality has been
explained by socio-structural variables (Lombroso and Ferrero,
1915; Pollak, 1950; Chimbos, 1978; Adelberg and Currie, 1987;
Smart, 1977:; Adler, 1975; Leonard, 1982). Additionally,
violent female offenders have been portrayed as deviators from
socially defined, feminine roles (Adelberg and Currie, 1987).

Explanations of spousal’ homicide must move beyond these
sexist conjectures and begin- to narrow the gaps in the
literature by examining both male and female offenders of
homicide. A comparative analysis is essential because of the
numerous differences between men and women in general and

their respective involvement in the act of killing. Basically

’Spouse refers to individuals who are legally married or are
in common-law relationships.
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9
and most importantly, the socialization process creates
differences in how men and women socially construct, define,
and interpret reality (Smith, 1987; Mackie, 1987). As a
result, research must refrain from studying men exclusively
and more importantly academics must avoid applying such
findings to females especially when the crime is violent in
nature. Gender differences exist in the frequency and
circumstances surrounding homicide and these variations must
be recognized and examined. Men, for example, are more likely"
to kill for monetary and sexual gain while women almost
exclusively kill family or acquaintances in the heat of
passion and/or after prolonged abuse (Boyd, 1988; Browne, /
1987). The presence of others, precipitation by the victim,
accessibility and utilization of weapons, and aléohol/drug
consumption may also influence male and female offenders of
homicide differently (Katz, 1988; Browne, 1987; Browne and
Williams, 1989; Goetting, 1988, 1989; Wolfgang, 1958). 1In
light of these facts, the dynamics of the victim-offender
relationship will be examined with a specific emphasis on
gender differences in perceptions and behaviour.

The research in question recognizes that both structural
and interactional conditions influence the potential and
actual occurrance of spousal homicide. In fact, it is assumed

that macro, quantitative correlates act as a precipice for

homicide. However, a micro, qualitative perspective of
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spousal homicide is necessary because the research literature
focuses almost exclusively on structural explanations of
homicide. Specifically, the present research will examine how
male and female offenders define and interpret the homicidal
situation so that a greater understanding of why they arranged
and/or participated in spousal homicide can be obtained.

This particular section, Chapter One, was created to
provide the reader with a sufficient amount of background
information regarding domestic homicide. The remaining
portion of this research project has been divided into six
chapters. Chapter Two reviews and critiques empirical and
theoretical explanations of male and female criminality with
a specific emphasis on homicide. Chapter Three was designed
to familiarize the reader with the methodology utilized to
extract data on spousal homicide. Chapter Four examines
Symbolic Interactionism and explains how it is applicable to
research of this nature. Chapter Five summarizes the stories
of the male respondents and outlines the factors which
influenced their behaviour. - Chapter 8ix summarizes the
stories of the female respondents and explains what factors
stimulated their behaviour. Chapter S8even analyzes the data
and highlights common themes which were associated with the
entire sample and with each gender. Chapter Eight discusses

the applicability and usefulness of this research.
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Chapter Two

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE
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Sociologists and criminologists implicitly recognize sex
as a salient correlate of criminal and violent behaviour
(Nettler, 1974; Adelberg and Currie, 1987; Hutchings, 1988;
Simon, 1976; Smart, 1977; Linden, 1987). This fact is
exemplified consistently by the literature and research by
Linden (1987) reports that in 1982 adult males were charged
with 76.9% of violent crimes and 54.3% of property crimes.
During the same time period, adult females were charged with
8.3% of violent crimes and 13.4% of property crimes!?
(Linden, 1987). Because male participation in criminal
behaviour greatly exceeds that of females and because the
creators of knowledge in society have been male, traditional
literature has ignored or devalued female criminality (Smart,
1977; Smith, 1987). Criminologists have rationalized the
parochial character of empirical and theoretical discourse on
women who commit crime by citing the aformentioned sex
differentials in crime rates.
Early theories that attempt to explain female criminality
were based on biological determinism (Lombroso and Ferrero,
1915; Pollak, 1950; Cowie, Cowie and Slater, 1968). For

example, Lombroso and Ferrero (1915) reported that women were

0 The remaining amount of property and violent crimes were
committed by juvenile offenders. Specifically, Jjuvenile
offenders were responsible for 32.3% of property crimes and
14.3% of violent crimes in 1982 (Linden, 1987).
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13
atavistically closer to their origin then men!'' , were
naturally less ferocious, more conservative and passive and
consequently were "congenitally less inclined" to comnmit
crime. Lombroso, for example, argued that female prostitutes
evolved in a way that made them uncharacteristically
attractive and because of their attributes they would
participate in this type of criminal activity (Lombroso and
Ferrero, 1915). This theory would also hypothesize that those
women who evolve with an unusual strength engage in violent
crime (Lombroso and Ferrero, 1915).

Theories based on biological determinism have also been
generated by Pollak (1950). Hé argued that women commit as
much crime as men but stipulated that women are better able to
conceal their delinquent behaviour due to biolc;gical and
social factors. ©Pollak (1950) found a correlation between
female bodily processes (i.e. menstruation, pregnancy and
menopause) and the time that crimes were committed. He also
suggested that social factors must be considered in order to

understand the nature of female criminality. In an attempt to

" Lombroso and Ferrero (1915) studied the bones of females
who were incarcerated (for crimes including prostitution,
infanticide homicide) and who later died in prisons of
Turin and Rome. Lombroso and Ferrero believed that women
committed less crime because their skulls had fewer
anomalies than males' skulls. They found this by measuring
specific attributes of the skull including: cranial
capacity, facial index, weight of the lower jaw, length of
the branchial arches etc. Unfortunately, Lombroso and
Ferrero based their examination of females on stereotypes
of the time and have also been criticized for their
unrepresentative sample and their confusion over sex and
gender (Smart, 1977; BowKker, 1981).
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progress beyond a traditional biological explanation, Pollak
argued that "the whole social situation of female domestic
service, whether white or coloured, breeds feelings of
frustration and creates a desire for revenge; and this desire
can be statisfied very easily due to the particular
opportunities offered by this occupation" (Pollak, 1950,
pP.145). In other words, the nature of women's social roles
in the domestic unit provide the appropriate conditions for
criminal behaviour to occur. Pollak (1950) would argue that
women are  typically or traditionally appointed to
responsibilities of cooking and as a result they have the
opportunity to poison their famiiy members (Pollak, 1950).

Although Pollak's explanations are based on similar
stereotypes and ideologies as Lombroso and Ferrero, he
recognized that social factors are salient and influence
female criminality'>. Pollak argued that women are able to
mask their involvement in crime because of the paternal
attitudes of the formal social control enforcers of society
(Pollak, 1950). The "Chivalry Hypothesis", which was
introduced by Pollak and has been criticized by contemporary

criminologists'®, suggests that chivalry amongst the police,

—————

2Common sense beliefs of the day were based on the assumption
that women are inherently evil and the general ideology of
biological determinism both influenced classical and
contemporary theories and research on female criminality.

BMost criminologists agree that chivalry may partially
explain lower rates of female crime but they generally note
that other factors such as the methods of measuring crime
(i.e. Uniform Crime Reports) produce an inaccurate portrait
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lawyers and judges results in fewer females being arrested,
charged and convicted for the crimes they commit (Pollak,
1950; Fox and Hartnagel, 1979; Smart, 1977;). To a degree,
Pollak (1950) was cognizant of inequality between the sexes
and suggested that as traditional social roles diffuse and
women gain social, economic and political equality with men,
chivalry will erode and the agents of the criminal justice
system will respond by arresting, charging and convicting
women more frequently. Subsequently, he predicted that the
rate of female criminality would appear to escalate based on
this attitudinal change (Pollak, 1950).

Pollak's prediction of an increase in the rate of female
criminality has been supported by the literature but
exXplanations for fhe alleged increase differ and-have been
debated by criminologists and sociologists (Adler, 1975;
Simon, 1975, 1976; Smart, 1977; Steffensmeier, 1978,1980; Fox
and Hartnagel, 1979; Box and Hale, 1984; Hagan, Simpson and
Gillis, 1979,1987; Giordano, Kerbel and Dudley, 1981). Adler
(1975) reported that between 1960 and 1972, the number of
women arrested for robbery increased 277% for women and 169%
for men; embezzlement increased 280% for women and 50% for
men; larceny increased 303% for women and 82% for men; and
burglary increased 168% for women and 63% for men. Extant

Tesearch confirms the fact that the greatest increases in

—————

of the nature of female criminality.
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female criminality have involved property crime especially in
the areas of larceny/theft and fraud/embezzlement'* (Linden,
1987; Adler, 1975; Simon, 1976; Steffensmeier, 1978,1980; Fox
and Hartnagel, 1979; Box and Hale, 1984).

The increase in the rate of females being arrested for
criminal conduct has led to the emergence of the argument that
a "new female criminal" has evolved (Adler, 1975). According
to Adler, these "sisters" in crime are more masculine because
of the Women's Liberation Movement and as a result they have
moved into a pattern of behaviour which was once exclusively
male (Adler, 1975). Specifically, the Women's Movement has
generated an increase in the number of women who are demanding
€qual opportunities in legitimate (i.e. occupations) and
illegitimate areas;(eg. criminal subcultures). COnéequently,
Adler predicted a crisis in the amount of property and violent
Crime committed by females. Her conjecture is criticized
however because female participation in violent crime, which
is almost exclusively male, has not increased at a rate which

would be consistent with Adler’'s theoryw. Simon (1976)

———————

“Between 1974 and 1983, the rate of adults charged with
Criminal Code and federal statute offenses increased 6% for
men and 38% for women (Linden, 1987). During the same
beriod, men charged with property crime increased by 45%
while charges against women for crimes against property
increased by 61%. Although crimes against property have
increased for men and women and the relative gap is
decreasing, the absolute gap remains the same or has
1ncreased slightly since the sixties (Steffensmeier, 1980).

15 . . .
Between 1974 and 1983, charges for violent crime increased

24% for men and 65% for women (Linden, 1987). Despite the
large increase by females, the relative gap between men and
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illustrated the deficiency in Adler's hypothesis by reporting
that female arrest rates for homicide have been relatively
stable over the past few decades. She suggested that the
increase in female criminality is not due to the Women's
Movement but rather has evolved because of broader societal
changes (Simon, 1976). One of these changes involves the
increase in the number of females in the labour force. As
more women become wage-labourers, Simon argued, they will be
Provided with the opportunity to commit property crime more
frequently (Simon, 1976). Because women are presented with
a greater number of opportunities to commit crime, the rate at
which they commit property crime will increase simultaneously
(Simon, 1976). Furthermore, she predicted that the level of
Violent crime by Qomen will decrease when societél changes
OoCccur because women will experience fewer feelings of
frustration, powerlessness and victimization as traditional
attitudes and expectations of women become more egalitarian
(Simon, 1976). Research however, indicates that their
barticipation in violent, masculine, male-dominated or white-
Collar crimes has increased but has remained substantially
lower than males (Steffensmeier, 1980). Simon's prediction
of a decrease in violent crime by females has not occurred.

A central theme of these explanations is that females are

\

women for violent crime has remained relatively stable since
the sixties (Steffensmeier, 1980).

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



18
committing more crime because traditional social roles between
men and women are dissolving and converging (Adler, 1975;
Simon, 1976; Steffensmeier, 1978,1980). Box and Hale (1984)
Suggested that as sex-role expectations change and women
participate more frequently in the labour force, the division
of labour would change so that men's and women's roles
Overlap. By examining shoplifting, Box and Hale (1984) tested
the hypothesis that women's participation in shopping will
decrease as women become liberated/emanicpated’®. They
arqgued that as women shop less, their opportunities to engage
in shoplifting should decrease and their corresponding arrest
rate for shoplifting should decrease. Conversely, as males
shop more frequently, they should be exposed to more
Opportunities to shoplift and their arrest rate should
increase as a result (Box and Hale, 1984). Although levels of
shoplifting should reverse with liberation/emancipation, it
has been consistently illustrated that levels of property
crime by both males and females are increasing (Adler, 1975;
Simon, 1976; Steffensmeier, 1978; Box and Hale, 1984). Role
Convergence Theory then, fails to adequately explain both the
continuous increase in property crime and the slight increase
in the rate of violent crime by females (Simon, 1976;

Steffensmeier, 1978) .

e ———————

Eman01patlon is defined by Box and Hale as "women being
given more equal structural opportunities" and Female
leeratlon is defined as "an acceptance of a feminist
1deology" (Box and Hale, 1984, p.480).
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The Role Convergence Theory is also criticized because it
fails to provide a social-structural explanation of the origin
of sex-roles (Smart, 1977). The motives and intentions of
females who commit crime are also not addressed and explicated
(Smart, 1977). Further research has
demonstrated that changes in the crime rate occurred before
the period' when the Women's Movement was most influential
(Fox and Hartnagel, 1979; Steffensmeier, 1980). The utility
of the Role Convergence theory then, is restricted to
conjectures that postulate that opportunities for females to
commit property crime have increased because of societal
Changes (Simon, 1976; Fox and ﬁartnagel, 1979). Thus, the
"new female criminal", which was predicted to emerge because
of the Women's Mo&ement, has been deemed "more of a social
invention than an empirical reality" (Steffensmeier, 1978,
P.566).

Despite the legal and social advances that women have
gained, women are still confined to traditional social roles
developed in a patriarchal society (Smart, 1977;
Steffensmeier, 1980; Smith, 1987). The Women's Movement has
expanded women's roles so that today females are responsible
for contributing economically (i.e. wage-earner) in the public

Sphere and socially (i.e. wife/mother) in the private realm of

—_—

"The period in reference is the late 1960's and early 1970's.
Steffensmeier bases his conclusions on analyses of female
Crime rates from 1965 to 1977.
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the family unit. The strides of women however are still
Viewed as negative and linked to the increase in the female
Crime rate. Fox and Hartnagel (1979), for example, suggested
that non-violent property crime increases as women become
involved in extra-familial roles'®. Specifically, as women
pParticipate more frequently in extra-familial roles, the
Pressure they experience to succeed and to achieve upward
mobility increases (Fox and Hartnagel, 1979). When this
Occurs Fox and Hartnagel argued that women may react and adapt
to these strains by committing more property crime (Merton,
1938; Fox and Hartnagel, 1979).

Attempts to progress sociélly (i.e. recognizing equal
rights), economically (i.e. expanding womens' roles into the
labour force), and politically (i.e. giving women tﬁe right to
Vote) have created conditions that provide women with more
Opportunities in general. Although the state has introduced
formal mechanisms (eg. Employment Equity) to equalize
Opportunities, barriers that prevent women from gaining equal
Access to legitimate, male~-dominated occupations have remained

lntact and as a consequence women's structural position has
\

18Extra-familial roles that Fox and Hartnagel analyze are
restricted to occupational and educational areas. The
female labour force participation rate (LFPR)-per 1000
females age 14 and above was the definition utitilzed by Fox
and Hartnagel (1979) to measure the role of women in the
work force. Female participation in education was measured
by the rate of females granted postsecondary degrees (PSDR)
(Fox and Hartnagel, 1979). Fox and Hartnagel found that as
the rate of female participation in occupational and
educational arenas increase, the female conviction rate also
increases.
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not changed greatly since the Women's Movement (Steffensmeier,
1980). Because women have not participated in the
traditionally male-dominated occupational hierarchy until
recently, they continue to have fewer opportunities to become
involved in illegitimate activities that evolve from
legitimate occupations (Steffensméier, 1980).

Only women in the high socio-economic platform have been
able more readily and successfully to gain access to the
bower, status, and occupations that are generally male
dominated (Box and Hale, 1984). As a consequence, upper-
middle class women have been the primary recipients of
benefits which are associated Qith social-structural change
(Box and Hale, 1984). The majority of women have therefore
become increasingly "economically marginalized" with the
Social changes that have occurred and as a result they have
become unemployable or are employed in low status, low paying,
bPart-time occupations (Box and Hale, 1984). Economic
marginalization may therefore explain female criminality more

 and the

adequately than the Opportunity Hypothesis'
emancipation/liberation of women per se (Fox and Hartnagel,

1979; Box and Hale, 1984). Steffensmeier (1980), for example,

———

“The Opportunity Hypothesis was forwarded by Simon (1976) and
states that as opportunities to enter the labour force
increase for women, there will be an increase in the rate
of property crime by females. Specifically, as
opportunities to enter legitimate occupations increase for
women, illegitimate activities which are associated with
legitimate occupations will be conducted more frequently by
females -(Simon, 1976; Fox and Hartnagel, 1979).
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argued that the deteriorating economic position of women in
today's society has influenced changes in the female crime
rate??, The Deprivation Theory of gender and crime
recognizes economic marginalization and postulates that female
criminality has increased because certain categories of women
(eg. young, single, minority) have increasingly been situated
in unfavourable positions in the 1labour market and, in
addition, they are expected to be independent (Giordano,
Kerbel and Dudley, 1981). Perhaps the increase in the amount
of property crime by women can be attributed to the fact that
wWomen's position in society has not changed greatly and in
Some ways it has become edonomically worse. Another
influential factor may be that societal expectations of
women's behaviour-are changing and causing confliéting views
On appropriate gender behaviour.

Although early theories of female criminality focused on
physiological and psychological factors, contemporary theories
as indicated, provide social-structural reasons for their
Ccriminal involvement. The majority of theories that attempt
to explain female crime however, have emphasized analyses of
Property crime because of women's lack of capacity to commit
Violent crime (Steffensmeier, 1978, 1980; Fox and Hartnagel,

1979; smart, 1977; Adler, 1975; Simon, 1976). Coversely,

—_—

2

0Steffensmeler (1980) also suggests that changes in law
enforcement procedures and market consumptlon trends have
influenced changes in the female crime rate.
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theories that explain male criminality have consistently
addressed external, social-structural factors and have
emphasized violent crime.

One theory that attempts to explain why men engage in
Violent crime is referred to as the Resource Theory of
Violence. According to this theory, violence in the family is
utilized as a resource when other resources (such as prestige,
money, power) are not present (Goode, 1971; Chimbos, 1978).
Because resources are fewer in lower class families, Goode
(1971) argued that these types of families will experience
greater frustration and bitterness and resort to violence more
frequently as a consequence; Although O'Brien (1971)
associated the majority of violence with lower~class families,
he discovered thaf the position of women in relatisn to their
husbands may influence violent conduct as well. Specifically,
he concluded that,

violence within the family was more common where the

husbands were under-achievers in the work-earner

role and where the husband demonstrated certain

status characteristics lower than his wife.

‘ (O'Brien, 1971, p.697)
Vi01ence, according to these theorists, may be utilized by
husbands who either lack the resources, skills or talent to
Support a superior status or who have wives who are equipped
with a greater number of resources (eg. money or education)

(O'Brien,1971; Gelles and Straus, 1987). In these familial

SEttingS, husbands utilize violence in order to reaffirm their
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patriarchal position or power within the family (O'Brien,
1971) .

Early research on violence in the family suggests that
violent crime was performed exclusively by lower class
families (0'Goode, 1971; O'Brien, 1971). This myth is
dispelled as recent research consistently suggests that
Violence occurs in families from all socio-economic spectrums
(Chimbos, 1978; Gelles and Straus, 1987; Hutchings, 1988).
Lower class families generally utilize social control agents
and agencies more frequently than higher socio-economic
families and as a consequence they are officially recognized
as victims or offenders of vialent crime more often (Mann,
1984). The perceived lower class tendency towards violence
may also be due té the fact that violence is hiddeﬁ better in
Upper-middle class homes and the criminal justice system often
discriminates against the lower class by charging and
convicting them more frequently (Hutchings, 1988).

The General Systems Theory of Violence suggests that when
husbands 1lack the resources that are required to fulfil
Socially prescribed roles a wife-led family structure emerges
(Straus, 1973; chimbos, 1978). Wives may attempt to acquire
Power in familial relationships as social change transforms
SeX role norms and expectations (Whitehurst, 1974; Chimbos,
1978). When this occurs, the husband may engage in violent

behaviour to reassert his superior position in the
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relationship (Whitehurst, 1974; Chimbos, 1978). If a wife-
led family emerges, the husband becomes increasingly
dissatisfied with the marriage and utilizes physical force to
maintain power (Straus, 1973; Chimbos, 1978). In response,
the wife utilizes violence and role-segregation in order
to minimize the violence (Straus, 1973; Chimbos, 1978). The
Resource Theory of Violence and The General Systems Theory of
Violence recognize that the acquisition and maintanence of
bower by husbands is an important explanatory factor of
Violent interaction between spouses.

Sociological theories must be examined in order to
understand why males utilize vialence generally and as a means
of obtaining power. The Subculture of Violence Theory has
been developed by ériminologists to account for male violence.
Wolfgang and Ferracuti (1967) suggest that violent behaviour
OCcurs because a violent undertone exists in the values that
individuals of specific groups (eg. ethnic and social) and
e€cological areas have in their socialization, lifestyle and
interpersonal relationships (Wolfgang and Ferracuti, 1967;
Chimbos, 1978). Like ‘the S8ocial Learning Theory, the
Subculture of Violence Theory suggests that violence is
learneq during the socialization process (Wolfgang and
Ferracuti, 1964; Chimbos, 1978). Violence in these groups is
Perceived as appropriate behaviour and the more an individual

is integrated into a group that emphasizes violence
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the more likely he/she will utilize violence (Wolfgang
and Ferracuti, 1964; Chimbos, 1978).

The Ssubculture of Violence Theory has been discredited by
criminologists because research has shown that there is a weak
association between attitudes, values and violent behaviour
(Ball-Rokeach, 1973). The reason that an insignificant
association between attitudes, values and violence was found
may be because violence is frequently interpersonal (male-
female) rather +than intrapersonal (male-male) and the
aforementioned theory does not distinguish between the two
types (Ball-Rokeach, 1973). The values and attitudes of all
of the participants must be conéidered in order to understand
why individuals engage in violent behaviour (Ball-Rokeach,
1973).  Another deficiency of the Subculture of Violence
Theory is that it fails to explain how violent values develop,
are transmitted and why all members of the specified groups
(eg.lower class) do not engage in violent conduct (Chimbos,
1978) . Racial, socio-economic, and gender biases therefore
appear to exist in the assumptions that are forwarded by this
theory.

Although the Subculture of Violence Theory inadequately
eXplains the nature of violent behaviour, it correctly assumes
that violence is learned during the socialization process.
The Bocial Learning Theory of Violence also postulates that

individuals learn violence during socialization. This theory,
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which is generally supported by the intelligentsia, suggests
that as individuals interact with parents and other
socialization agents they learn that violence is an acceptable
pattern of behaviour (Gelles, 1987; Chimbos, 1978). Males in
particular are traditionally socialized to be competitive and
aggressive and as a consequence they are taught to defend
themselves and their masculinity physically (Mackie, 19877
Gelles, 1987; Chimbos, 1978; Smart, 1977). Furthermore, this
theory postulates that the greater the amount of violence
present in the familial setting during childhood, the greater
the likelihood that an individual will internalize and/or
utilize violence later in life éChimbos, 1978; Gelles, 1987).
Specifically, witnessing a violent interaction or being the
victim of violence in childhood may lead to an individual
either engaging in violent conduct or being the victim of
violence (Chimbos, 1978). This theory, which is also known as
The Intergenerational Theory of Violence is supported by the
literature (Gelles, 1987; Chimbos, 1978).

Although social-structural factors are salient because
they explain the sexual division of labour and the relative
position of women in our society, an interactionist
pPerspective must be utilized in order to understand why
individuals engage in violent crime and homicide in
pParticular. Contemporary studies on violent crime indicate

that a micro perspective is required because the majority of
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research focuses on macro, correlational data (Chimbos, 1978;
Luckenbill, 1977; Felson and Steadman, 1983; Wolfgang, 1958).
Because women infrequently engage in violent crime, it is
necessary to examine the dynamics of the victim-offender
relationship in order to understand why it occurs.

When theories attempt to explain why women engage in
violent crime they generally cite the Social Learning Theory
along with an interactionist framework. Women frequently
become involved with men who have violent tendencies if they
have been repeatedly exposed to violent interaction and
believe it is normative (Browne, 1987; Browne and Williams,
1989; Menzies, 1973). As é consequence, these women
frequently become the victims of physical abuse by their
husbands or 1over; (Browne, 1987). Extant research concludes
that women generally act violently towards husbands or lovers
in self-defense (Browne, 1987; Browne and Williams, 1989;
Brinkerhoff and Lupri, 1988; Goetting, 1989). Because women
frequently act violently towards a violent partner, an
interactionist framework will be utilized in this study.

Criminologists are cognizant of the fact that Vietim-
Preocipitation may influence the dynamics of violent
interaction (Wolfgang, 1958; Chimbos, 1978; Miethe, 1985;
Athens, 1980; Franklin and Franklin, 1976). Wolfgang (1957),

for eXample, found that 26% of the 588 homicides he examined
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(via police records) were the result of Victim-
Precipitation?'. Furthermore, Luckenbill (1977) suggested
that 50% of the 70 homicides he examined were initiated by the
victim by using or threatening to use physical force.

Women commit homicide most frequently after being
brovoked with physical violence by their parners (Wolfgang,
1958; Miethe, 1985; Goetting, 1988,1989). Goetting (1988)
indicated that females in her study were twice as likely to be
Ooffenders of victim-precipitated killings than non-victim-
Precipitated homicides??. These findings clearly suggest
that many women commit homicide as a last resort in response
to an abusive situation (Browné, 1987; Browne and Williams,
1989; Goetting, 1988). Conversely, males act violently in
resPonse»to verbal and physical provocation (Chimbos, 1978;
Goetting, 1989). chimbos (1978), who conducted an extensive
Study of spousal homicide, suggests that verbal threats are

important cues that influence the behaviour of males.

\

21wo}fgang defines Victim-Precipitation as occurring when "the
Victim is the first in the homicidal drama to use physical
force directed against his/her subsequent slayer" (Wolfgang,
1957, p.2). Specifically, victim-Precipitated cases are
those in which the victim was the first to show and use a
@eédly weapon, to strike a blow in an altercation or to
lnitiate violent interaction (Wolfgang, 1958).

22G°9tting found that 56% of the female offenders of homicide
killed men who had precipitated their action while only 8.7%
of ?he male offenders killed women who had precipitated
their behaviour (Goetting, 1988,1989).
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Specifically, Chimbos (1978) found that social threats® or
incidents that threaten a man's ego or identity were common
and influenced violent behaviour.

A common technique in arguments is to refer
to old grievances or conflicts no longer
relevant except as weapons to argue with..

. .another typical technique is to attack the
spouses deviations from the culturally
approved sex-role ideal..a wife may accuse
her husband of being a poor breadwinner or an
incompetent lover....similarly, a husband may
accuse his wife of being bitchy, frigid, or
promiscous..Insinuations that the spouse is
not a good parent to the children are commonly
made (Chimbos, 1978, p.47).

Katz (1988) also recognized that verbal threats influence
the dynamics of the victim-offender relationship. He suggests
that offenders of homicide engage in lethal behaviour in order
to defend morality in the larger social system, their moral

Worth and their eternal human values® (Katz, 1988).
\

23 .
Social threats may include: making fun of sexual
berformance, admitting to an extramarital affair, or mocking

Job performance or capabilities (Chimbos, 1978).

“Kapz does not provide definitions of values and morals in
his examination of homicide.. Levin and Spates (1976)
bProvide definitions and categories which can be referred to
When examining values. Values are divided into three
Categories: Instrumental, Expressive and Other.
Instrumental Values refer to rationality and achievement and
are broken down into achievement, cognitive and economic
cat?—gories (Levin and Spates, 1976). Achievement values are
deflr}ed as "values which produce achievement motivation for
the individual in terms of hard work, practicality, or
€conomic value (and) are often expressed by means of
contributions to society through occupation and regard for
Ownership" (Levin and Spates, 1976, p.395). Cognitive
Values "represent the drive for learning as an end in itself
as W?ll as the means for achieving success, welfare, or

Eapplness" (Levin and Spates, 1976, p.395). Economic values

,are at the collective level (such as national, state,

industrial) thus differing from individual goals of
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Individuals who commit righteous slaughter"? believe that

achievement" (Levin and Spates, 1976, p.395). Expressive
values refer to the realm of feelings and include self-
expressive, affiliative, concern for others and religious-
Philosophical categories (Levin and Spates, 1976). Self-
expressive values "include self-expressive values and
goals..the main ones are humour, play and fun in general,
relaxation, or exciting new discoveries and travel..art and
beagty are included as well as other creative-expressive
activities" (Levin and Spates, 1976). Affiliative values
"may be the product of social conditioning, or a result of
the need to belong to a group, to affiliate with another
person..this category focuses upon the gregariousness of
individuals and the friendships which they develop..these
affiliative aims may be expressed as conformity, loyalty to
the group, friendship, or other directedness" (Levin and
Spates, 1976, p.395). Concern for others "does not depend
upon a drive to interact..unlike the affiliative values,
this category focuses upon attitudes and feelings toward
barticular groups or toward humanity in general..therefore,
this category tends to include more abstract objectives than
those associated with affiliation" (Levin and Spates, 1976,
P.395). Religious-philosophical values "include goals
dealing with the ultimate meaning in life, the role of
deity, concerns with afterlife and so on" (Levin and Spates,
1976, p.395). Other values include individualistic,
Physiological, political and miscellaneous. Individualistic
Values are "concerned with values which stress the
lmportance of the individual, the development of his (her)
Unique personality, individual independence, and the
achievement of individualized personal fulfillment including
rebellion" (Levin and Spates, 1976, p.395). Physiological
Values are "goals created by simple physiological drives
Such'as hunger, sex, physical health, and physical safety"
éLev1n and Spates, 1976, p.395). Political values include
,COllective goals (such as state, community, national,
international objectives) in their central reference to
group decision-making processes" (Levin and Spates, 1976,
P.395). Miscellaneous values include "any other goals not
Covered above (such as hope, honesty, purity, modesty, and
manners" (Levin and Spates, 1976, p.395). Morality is
defined as "ethics; upright conduct; conduct or attitude
JPdg?d from the moral standpoint" (The New Lexicon Webster's
Dictionary of the English Language, 1988, p.649). Morals
are "concerned with right and wrong and the distinctions
between them" and formulated on the basis of your values
(The New Lexicon Webster's Dictionary of the English
Language, 1988, p.649).
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the victinm is teasing,.daring, defying or pursuing him/her to
engage in violent conduct (Katz, 1988). Similarly, Luckenbill
(1977) argued that victims engage in behaviour that the
offender perceives as offensive to "face"?®, This behaviour
may include a verbal comment, a failure to cooperate with a
Tequest or a physical gesture or act that the offender finds
offensive (Luckenbill, 1977). In response, the offender may
either excuse the behaviour because it occurred when the
victim was drunk or joking around, leave the scene and avoid
@ confrontation or engage in a retaliatory move to restore
face (Luckenbill, 1977). When the latter option is chosen,
the offender responds verbally'aﬁd/or'physically and initiates
an interactive process that may lead to homicide (Luckenbill,
1977).

According to Felson and Steadman (1983), the difference
between an individual committing assault and homicide is the
behaviour of the victim. Victims of homicide are more likely
to display a weapon and behave more aggressively (Felson and
Steadman, 1983). Felson and Steadman (1983) suggest that as
the victim behaves more aggressively so does the offender.

SPecifically, physical and verbal (identity) attacks by the

\

LTI
"Righteous Slaughter" is referred to by Katz as homicide
that occurs when individuals believe that homicide is a
Self-righteous act that must be executed in order to regain
selfhood, self-worth and. self-respect.

26
The term "face" was used by Goffman to refer to that image

of selg that a person claims during a particular occasion
Or social interaction.
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victim are responded to by counter attacks of a similar nature
and level?,

Katz (1988) postulated that homicide occurs when the
victim behaves in a manner which the offender finds
humiliating and challenging. Because males are traditionally
Socialized to be more aggressive and competitive than females,
they may feel compelled to respond to a challenge and
Participate in the act of righteous slaughter more frequently.
Conversely, women may engage in righteous slaughter in order
to regain self-respect that was lost in an abusive
relationship or to protect their children (Katz, 1988).

Studies that examine motives for homicide imply that
Victim-precipitation influences victim-offender interaction
because altercations and domestic disputes are two of the most
common motives cited in the literature (Wolfgang, 1958;
Chimbos, 1978). In husband-wife homicides, Wolfgang reported
that the two most common motives were family quarrels and

jealousy?®, wives were more likely to kill their husbands in
-_\

NTPat is, as the level of violence utilized by the victim
lncreases so to does the level of violence utilized by the
offender. If verbal remarks were made they were responded
to Verbally, if physical attacks were made they were
responded to physically.

2
8Wolfgapg provides the following categories of motives of
Omicide: altercation of relatively trivial origin (insult,

curse, jostling), domestic quarrel, jealousy, altercation
over money, robbery, revenge, accidental, self-defense,
halting of a felon, escaping an arrest, concealing birth,
°t?eF, unknown. These categories have been widely
Criticized because the first two do not refer to substantive
1Ssues; only the domestic quarrel category defines
relationship between killer and victim; and categories are
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a family quarrel (33%:31%) while husbands were more likely to
kill their wives out of jealousy (13%:10%) (Wolfgang, 1958) .
Studies consistently indicate that sexual jealousy and rivalry
are common motives for homicide, especially for men (Wilbanks,
1982; Daly and Wilson, 1988; Chimbos, 1978; Wolfgang, 1958).
Conversely, studies that explain motives for female offenders
of spousal homicide are typically located in Wife Battering
literature and suggest that women kill their husbands in self-
defense (Jones, 1980; Browne, 1987; Browne and Williams, 1989;
Hutchings, 1988).

Because verbal and physical provocation influence violent
interaction between men and women, victim-precipitation must
be defined in a - manner that acknowledges both types of
Provocation. Oother problems with acknowledging victim-
Precipitation as an important component of homicide between
Spouses is that it has been equated with victim-blaming
(Miethe, 1985). Although this equation has been formulated
and debated by sociologists, criminologists and Victim's
Rights Groups, this research.”does not imply that victims
should be blamed for their own death (Wolfgang, 1958; Miethe,
1985). fThe act of homicide typically results from a series of

events in which both the victim and offender participate in

T —————— e

not mutually exclusive (Wolfgang, 1958; Daly and Wilson,
1988) . Although Wolfgang provides a significant
contribution to research on homicide and the period he
conducted his research in was one where political
conservatism, rigid divorce laws and religion were highly

;pfluential, his work appears to contain racial and sexual
lases,
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and the concept of victim-precipitation is simply being
utilized to understand the interactive process that occurs
between spouses prior to the homicide.

ITn addition to victim-precipitation, research suggests
that the presence of others influences lethal interaction
between individuals (Chimbos, 1978; Luckenbill, 1977; Felson
and Steadman, 1983; Forrest and Gordon, 1990) . Although most
homicides are one to one encounters, research indicates that
they occasionally occur in the presense of an audience
(Goetting, 1988,1989; Luckenbill, 1977; Felson and Steadman,
1983). Studies by Goetting (1988, 1989) found that
approximately 45% of male and female victims of homicide

. Yeceived blows/hits from their mates when others were present.
By examining the role of the audience, Luckenbill (1977) found
that 57% of the audiences that were present at the time of the
homicide had intervened and encouraged the use of violence.
The remaining audiences did not act positively or negatively
towards the violence but the offender perceived their neutral
stance as favouring the utilization of violence (Luckenbill,
1977) . After the crime was committed, 48% of the audiences
either helped the offender escape or destroyed incriminating
evidence and they were therefore regarded as supporters of the

offender's action (Luckenbill, 1977).
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Social-psychological research on social facilitation®
suggests that the presence of others will facilitate the
participation in strong, well-learned responses and interfere
with the performance of new forms of behaviour (Baron and
Byrne, 1987). The Drive Theory of Social Facilitation
suggests that the presence of others increases our level of
motivation and arousal which facilitates the performance of
dominant responses®. studies have found that individuals
are more likely to exhibit dominant responses when others are
Present (Baron and Byrne, 1987). If violent conduct is a
well-learned response to specific stimuli or interaction then
this theory would suggest that.the presence of others would
facilitate a violent response. ‘

Although there is support for this theory, other factors
have been found to influence an individual's behaviour when
others are present. Factors such as the concern about being
judged by others (i.e. evaluation apprehension) and/or wanting
to look good in front of others (i.e. self-presentation) may
influence the behaviour of individuals as well (Baron and
Byrne, 1987). Male offenders of spousal homicide may
Participate in lethal behaviour because they feel like they
have to behave consistently with the qualities they

e —————

29 []
Social Facilitation is defined as "any effects on
performance stemming from the presence of others" (Baron and
Byrne, 1987, p.382).

30 3
DPmlnant Responses are defined as "our strongest responses
in a given situation" (Baron and Byrne, 1987,p. 383).
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acquired during socialization (eg. competitive, aggressive).
The utilization of violence may be a way of proving to others,
to the victim and to himself that he can defend his
masculinity.

The ingestion or utilization of alcohol/drugs prior to
the homicidal situation also acts as a dynamics flex for
Spousal homicide and violence in general. Research
Consistently suggests that victims and offenders of homicide
were under the influence of drugs or alcohol when they engaged
in violent interaction (Wolfgang, 1958; Chimbos, 1978;
Goetting, 1988, 1989; Forrest and Gordon, 1990). Goetting
(1988,1989) found that 35% of the female and 35% of the male
offenders of homicide had been drinking while 24% of the
female victims and 48% of the male victims were intoxicated
Prior to the homicide. These findings suggest
that the behaviour of the victim is more important and
influences the interaction between mates more frequently than
the offender's behaviour. Felson and Steadman (1983) support
this finding by indicating that victims of homicide are more
likely to be intoxicated with alcohol/drugs than are victims
of assault.

The difference in lethality cited by Felson and Steadman
(1983) suggests that alcohol influences the aggressiveness of
the victim's behaviour which would in turn affect the

aggressiveness of the offender. The effects of alcohol on
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Violent interaction between spouses is described by Hepburn
(1973) who concluded that,

alcohol tends to reduce the cognitive skills

such as the ability of the drinker to perceive

viable threat-reducing tactics, and may thus

enhance the encapsulation process and lead to

the tactic of retaliation..unable to retaliate with

lucid verbalization, the intoxicated participant

may resort to some other technique of establishing

his/her identity and saving face (Hepburn, 1973,

p.425).
Similarly, chimbos (1978) indicated that 11.8% of his sample
Who committed spousal homicide believed that excessive alcohol
Consumption had instigated the argument that occurred prior to
the homicide. Although alcohol consumption does not justify
Violent behaviour, it does influence the perceptions and
rFeactions of individuals and as a result it must be
investigated.

The literature reveals that the interaction between the
Offender and victim is important in determining whether a
homicide will occur or not. Despite this fact, 1little
rYesearch has been forwarded to examine the dynamics of the
Victim~offender relationship. The research in question will
investigate the homicidal situation by comparing male and
female offender's interpretations and the interactive process
that occurred prior to the homicide. Because research
Consistently suggests that victim-precipitation, the presence

©°f others and the consumption or utilization of alcohol and

drugs influences violent interaction, these areas will be the
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major focus of the study. Furthermore, a gender comparison
Will be conducted because most studies ignore female samples.
Female offenders of violent crime have been ignored
empirically and theoretically because of a belief in their
lack of capacity to commit violent crime and because of a

sexist ideology composed by the creators of knowledge in our

society.
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METHODOLOGY
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A qualitative meﬁhodology was chosen to extract rich,
thick data on homicidial interaction. This chapter will
familiarize the reader with the purposive nature and
Composition .of the sample, the problems associated with
obtaining the sample, the methodology employed to extract data
and the strategies utilized to analyze the findings in an
effective manner.
Sample
Men and women who have been charged with spouse’!
homicide® were required for this study. As a result,
individuals who were convicted and incarcerated for arranging,
planping, killing or attempting to kill their spouses (or
related-persons) were selected. Obtaining such a private,

Purposive sample however, was challenging and the steps taken

—_—
31

For the purposes of this research, the concept of spouse
refers to individuals who are legally married or in common-
law relationships.

32 .

The Criminal Code definition of homicide was utilized in
thls.study. According to this definition, "a person
commits homicide when, directly or indirectly, by any
means, he [she] causes the death of a human being (Section
222 Martin's Criminal Code, 1989, p.141). According to
Section 231, murder "is first degree when it is planned and
deliberate" (Section 231 Martin's Criminal Code, 1989,
P.147). vculpable homicide that otherwise would be murder
may be reduced to manslaughter if the person who committed
1t did so in the heat of passion caused by sudden
Provocation" where "a wrongful act or insult that is of
Such a nature as to be sufficient to deprive an ordinary
Person of the power of self-control is provocation.."
(Section 232 (1) and (2) Martin's Criminal Code, 1989,
P.150).  Because of the focus of this research,
individuals charged with "infanticide", as defined in

Section 233 of the Criminal Code, were not included in this
Sample.
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were numerous. These steps will be briefly outlined.

The first step involved getting permission from the
Director of Research at Correctional Services of Canada to
enter Correctional Facilities and conduct this research. This
Process took approximately five months. Once access was
granted, the Assistant Director contacted correctional staff
at various institutions (Millhaven, Warkworth and The Prison
for Women) and file searches were conducted in order to find
Suitable participants. When individuals matched the criteria
for this research, letters were written to the potential
"subjects" to explain the research, who the researcher was and
to ask them if they would be iﬁterested in participating in
this study. These letters were not answered by anyone and
Consequently dates were arranged to meet with the potential
Subjects in person.

The next step involved actually travelling to the three
institutions outlined above to meet the individuals who have
the required qualifications. This strategy could not be
€mployed for approximately eight to twelve months after the
initial contact was made with Corrections Canada.
Nevertheless, once inside the various institutions, contact
Was established with the potential participants. The purpose
°f the meeting was to re-acquaint the predetermined
individuals with the nature of the research and to see if

anyone was interested in getting involved. Those who agreed
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to take part in the réseareh were informed about anonymity,
confidentiality and were asked to sign a consent form. Once
the consent form, which followed Corrections Canada
guidelines, was signed, the interviews began. This whole
bProcess took approximately one year to complete.

The sample that was eventually obtained was quite
different numerically than the potential that existed. For
the male sample, there were nineteen possible subjects but
only seven men agreed to participate. The first subject was
charged and convicted for murdering his wife but did not
commit the act himself. Subjepts two, three and four were
Charged and convicted for the murder of their partners. The
fifth.participant was charged and convicted for homicide three
times for killing his wife, child and an unknown woman.
Subject six was charged and convicted for murder for kill-ing
his ex-girlfriend's best friend after he and a friend robbed
a8 gas bar where the victim worked. The last respondent was
charged with "conspiracy to commit murder"®® for hiring two
men to kill his wife. Althdﬁgh the subjects' involvement
Varied, all of these men were included in the sample because
their cases were in some way related to the topic under

investigation.
\

Section 465 "(1) except where otherwise expressly provided
by law, the following provisions apply in respect of
conspiracy, (a) every one who conspires with anyone to
commit murder or to cause another person to be murdered,
Whether in Canada or not, is guilty of an indictable
Offence and liable to a maximum term of imprisonment for
life" (Martin's cCriminal Code, 1989, p.264).
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There were not as many female subjects to choose from.
The number of potential female subjects for this study was
six. All of these women were incarcerated at the Prison for
Women in Kingston. Fifty-percent of the potential sample size
(N=3/6) agreed to participate in this research. All three of
these women were charged and convicted for a spouse homicide
but none of them actually committed the act themselves.
Methodological Problems
There are numerous problems associated with this type of
TYesearch in general. The first and most important stumbling
block was gaining access to Canadian Correctional
Facilities’. specifically, time and bureaucracy were the
two major problems. As aforementioned, it took approximately
twelve months to get permission and go through all of the
stages required to obtain the sample. Bureaucracy appeared to
Play a role in the length of time it took to enter

Correctional facilities.

\

3 Lofland and Lofland (1984) discuss the problems of gaining
access to a "difficult setting". Specifically, they .
TYevealed that "gathering rich data through observation.:ln
a highly conflict-ridden prison..in situations of conflict
internal to the setting-may be extraordinarily difficult."
"Conflicts between the people being studied and the larger
Society may also generate ‘difficult settings'. The
Suspicion, fear, protectiveness or demand for allegiance
that are the by-products of such conflict are very likely
to interfere with data collection" (Lofland and Lofland,
1984, p.17). Many of these problems were evident in
attempting to gain access into Canadian Correctional
facilities. For example, at the time where access was
being requested the Prison for Women was described as
haying a volatile atmosphere because there were many
Suicides in the prison.
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The second problém with this research lies in the low
response rate of potential subjects. First of all, there was
a lower number of incarcerated individuals for this type of
crime than was originally expected. Consequently, there were
fewer individuals available and even fewer who would agree to
participate in this research. The low response rate combined
with the smaller than expected number of individuals available
made the sample size disappointingly low. The reasons why
potential subjects did not want to participate vary but
generally fall into one of the following categories: not
interested; sick of talking about it; not dealing with it;
sensitive nature of research; cases under appeal; and not
available due to work schedule. Having such a small sample
size signifies that generalizations cannot be made. This
inability is not considered to be problematic however, because
the qualitative nature of the methodology demands that an
ideographic® and emic® perspective be utilized to analyze
the data (Denzin, 1989).
The financial costs off this research was also a
Problematic factor. Specifically, money was spent on the
following: phone calls to Kingston and ottawa during prime

time; gas for two trips to Kingston and one trip to

————

Iﬁeographic means thaf investigations assume that each
interactional situation and text is unique and shaped by
the persons who create it (Denzin, 1989).

6 ] [} 9 +
Emic means that investigations are particularizing, not
generalizing in nature (Denzin, 1989).
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Campbellford; accommodations for eight nights; and food for
three trips. All of these activities and/or items were
Neccessary to obtain a sample in Canada. Since funding was
Unavailable, the researcher spent $800.00 from personal
resources and missed the opportunity to travel to Joyceville
and Collins Bay Institutions where access had been approved.
Consequently, the sample size remained low.

The small number of participants and the purposive nature
of this sample may also be problematic. Many researchers, for
éxXample, have revealed that many individuals who commit
homicide or other violent crimes tend to describe the
Situation in a way that rationalizes and/or justifies their
behaviour, or makes them appear in the best possible light
(Dietz, 1983; Stets, 1988). Although the majority of
respondents, if not all, had their cases under appeal those
Who agreed to be interviewed appeared to retrospectively
describe their situations as accurately as possible. Validity
Checks, via police, court and/or institutional records were
Not conducted however. Additi;nally, the potential for bias
existed because of the purposive nature of this sample. For
e€Xample, those who had not been caught, charged or
incarcerated for homicide were excluded from this study
(Wilbanks, 1982).

The ethics involved in utilizing a captive population was

also a factor which permeated this type of research. A number
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of procedures were enforced to ensure that ethics would be
maintained. First of all, those who were initially selected
were provided with information regarding the type of research
that was being conducted and the types of questions that they
would be asked. Only those who volunteered to participate in
this study were interviewed. Before the interviews began
however, those individuals who agreed to participate were
asked to sign a consent form which informed them that they
Were guaranteed anonymity and confidentiality. The researcher
also explained these guarantees verbally before the interview
began, Interviews were only tape-recorded when the
respondents gave their consent.‘

Although many problems permeated this type oﬁ research,
the major advantage was extracting thick, rich data.
Specifically, data were collected and analyzed by utilizing
the techniques outlined in the Interpretive Interactionism
model. According to Denzin, the Interpretive Interactionist
listens to and records the stories of individuals and
Supplements these accounts with open-ended, creative
interViewing (Denzin, 1989). This strategy was employed by
the researcher. Respondents were initially asked to describe
their involvement in the crime and once they provided a
Summary of their situation the researcher conducted open—~ended
Or semi-structured interviews. This particular survey method

Was utilized because questionnaires would not tap the major
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components of an individual's lived experience (Fleming,
1990). They were also the preferred method because previous
Tesearch on spousal homicide suggested that questionnaires are
too insensitive, ‘rigid and inappropriate considering the
delicate and complex nature of the topic (Chimbos, 1978).
Questions were created to cover four primary areas:
Background Information; Pre-Homicide Interaction; Homicide
Interaction; and Post-Homicide Interaction (see Appendix D).
Not all of the questions were applicable however because of
the diversity of the sample. When these situations emerged,
Questions were asked that were better suited to the
respondents' experiences. The length of time it took to
Complete the interviews ranged from half an hour to three
hours in duration.

The primary objective of the interview was to elicit
information on the events, action and interaction that
Occurred before the homicide. 1In particular, epiphanies or
moments that were extremely influential and that altered the
Yespondents experiences were identified (Denzin, 1989). The
thoughts, feelings and behaviour of the respondents prior to,
during and after the homicide were transcribed from the tapes
and notes, interpreted and commonalities in the data have been
outlined and explained.

This work has been molded, and the data was analyzed, by

®Ngaging in a process of interpretation outlined by Denzin
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(1989). According to Denzin, research must illustrate how the
research problem became and is a public issue that affects
many lives, social groups and institutions. This procedure
has been carried out throughout the text of this thesis but
Primarily in the Introduction and Conclusions/ Implications
Sections.

The next step involved interpreting the data by
deconstructing or analyzing previous conceptions of homicide.
In order to fulfil this part of the model, a thorough
literature review was conducted on homicide (Chapter Two) and
the data obtained from this sample was compared to previous
findings (Chapters Five, Six and Seven). Specifically,
empirical and theoretical studies on homicide and spousal
homicide were investigated and the biases which have permeated
the literature were discussed.

According to Denzin (1989), the phenomenon under
investigation must then be captured by locating and situating
Subjects in their natural world. Since locating subjects
Prior to the homicide was iﬁbossible, this study 1located
individquals within the criminal justice system. Incarcerated
individuals were therefore interviewed to obtain thick, rich
data on homicide.

The remaining steps were utilized in order to analyze the
data. fThe first step in analyzing the data involved a

bracketing procedure or locating key phrases and words which
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Were directly related to spousal homicide (Denzin, 1989). The
following stage of analysis involved the construction of data
(Denzin, 1989). Specifically, components of the respondents’
Stories were classified, ordered and reassembled to provide a
thorough analysis of the data (Denzin, 1989). These
Procedures were carried out in Chapters Five, Six and Seven.
Lastly, Denzin (1989) claimed that the phenomenon under
investigation must be contextualized. In order to provide a
Ccontextualization of the data, the respondents were asked to
Provide background information, to discuss the nature of their
marital or common-law relationship in addition to their
bPerceptions and actions which characterized and/or influenced
their behaviour. The contextualization process is visible in
Chapters Five and Six. Denzin's (1989) Interpretive
Interactionism framework provides a valuable model despite his
theoretical deviation from Symbolic Interactionism. His
Methodological formula is general enough so that it could be
applied without having to convert to his phenomenologically
Persuaded theory. It was the;efore utilized in this study

While the theoretical orientation of symbolic Interaction was

maintained.
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According to Bergér and Berger (1975), our experience of
reality involves the simultaneous involvement in two different
worlds. We inhabit a micro world of our immediate experience
Wwhere we engage in face to face interaction with others and,
with different degrees of significance and continuity, we
inhabit a macro world of larger social structures (Berger and
Berger, 1975, as cited by Mackie, 1987). Although both
worlds are essential for and influence our experience,
Sociologists struggle with an explanation of how these worlds
interrelate and overlap (Block, 1981; sStout, 1987; Mackie,
1987). Smith (1987) suggests that one way that this
bifurcated consciocusness can be explained is by utilizing a
Combination of Marxist and Interactionist assumptions. For
€xample, Smith argues that in order to explain how the
Position of women in the larger social structure influences
their everyday world, theories must be utilized that capture
both the historical and local components of an individual's
reality (Smith, 1987).

Research that examines differences in male and female
behaviourmust examine societal trends and changes in order to
Understand where each gender is located - economically,
Politically, and socially. Historically, society has been
Organized in a way that ensures male dominance and power

(Smith, 1987; Hutchings, 1988; Stout, 1987). The creation of
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knowledge then, contains and deep a pervasive bias because of
the position of the "relations of ruling"¥ (Smith, 1987).
This bias is demonstrated in today's society when one examines
the educational hierarchy and discovers that the higher one
climbs (eg. elementary, secondary and post-secondary), the
fewer female instructors there are (Smith, 1987).

The exclusion of women in the making of knowledge,
ideology and culture means that female experiences and ways of
knowing have not been represented or acknowledged (Smith,
1987). oakley (1974) recognizes this omission and asserts

that,

it extends from the classification of subject

areas and the definition of concepts through

the topics and methods of empirical research

to the construction of models and theory

generally (Oakley, 1974, p.3).
This parochial examination of women extends to studies of
Criminality and delinquency (Smart, 1977; Simon, 1976).
Criminological theory and methodology have excluded women
because men have been viewed as the central features of our
Society and women as mere extensions of them. Criminological
theory has been criticized because of these limitations. 1Its
Sexist nature has perpetuated because females comprise only

a small percentage of the intelligentsia.

A capitalist, patriarchal society has also created a

\
37

The “relations of ruling” has been defined as a "concept
that grasps power, organization, direction and regulation
@S more pervasively structured than can be expressed in
trat_iitional concepts provided by the discourses of power"
(Smith, 1987, p.3).
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complex division of labour which has resulted in gender
differences in the assignment and participation in sexual,
reproductive and productive activities (Mackie, 1987; Barrett,
1988). The segregation of women into the domestic sphere has
ensured that females experience a different consciousness than
men (Armstrong and Armstrong, 1984 as cited by Mackie, 1987).
Furthermore, as women have entered the paid labour force they
have been segregated into low status and income occupations®
(Mackie, 1983). This explicit and generally accepted
discrimination against women has resulted in the development
of a consciousness for women that is different from that of
men (Armstrong and Armstrong as cited in Mackie, 1987).

Although a historical examination of gender relations is
Tequired, smith argues that the everyday worlds that men and
wWomen experience must be taken as the null or starting point
°f an investigation (Smith, 1987). Concomitantly, the
literature supports the need to partake in a micro,
qualitative analysis of homicide in order to supplement
existing macro, correlational déta (Luckenbill, 1977; Felson
and Steadman, 1983; Chimbos, 1978). As a result, Symbolic
Interactionism will be the theory adhered to in this study.

The basic premise behind Symbolic Interactionism (S-I) is

that specific behaviour can be explained by investigating how

\

38 ) .
Over 50% of working women are concentrated in clerical,
healtn, teaching and service occupations (Mackie, 1983).
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an individual interprets and/or defines a situation (Ritzer,
1988). Symbolic Interactionism is an applicable theory
because this study attempts to gain a better understanding of
why men and women éngage in spousal homicide by examining how
and why they interpreted the situation as requiring a lethal,
violent response. The utility of S-I will be demonstrated in
this chapter by describing key themes and conjectures that
have been forwarded by social scientists who have examined
homicide from a Symbolic Interactionist perspective. Because
the majority of these studies refrain from examining gender
differences and the role of emotionality, the remainder of the
Chapter will explain how and why these concepts should and
Could be integrated into a study of homicide. This goal will
be accomplished by referring to some of the basic assumptions
and concepts that have emerged from the Chicago School of
Symbolic Interaction and by citing studies on domestic
Violence and homicide that are not based on S-I but provide
Yelevant findings.

Studies that examine homicide from a Symbolic Interaction
Perspective have focused on how an actor interprets and
defines the homicidal situation. According to Stebbins (1969
as cited by Heiss, 1981), defining the situation involves the
following steps:

1. a perception of the relevant traits of the
participants including actor him/herself;
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2. a perception of the participants' evalua-~
tions of the situation-the moral, emotional,
or sentimental connotations of the immediate
situation;

3. a perception of the goals and intentions of
the participants-what the actors hope to
accomplish by the interaction;

4. a perception of the actions which are suitable
-what behaviour is appropriate and useful in
order to achieve a goal-what the game plan is

5. a perception of the participants' justifications
-these are often attached to the goals-they
legitimate the participants' desire to
accomplish a particular end-they can also serve
as justifications in a moral sense and can
defend the acceptability of planned actions
(Stebbins, 1969 as cited by Heiss, 1981, p.180).

Humans act on the basis of meanings they extract from
interaction (Ritzer, 1988; Heiss, 1981). An individual's
definition of the situation (or covert behaviour) must
therefore be examined in order to understand why he/she
€ngages in specific overt behaviour (Ritzer, 1988).

One type of interpretation that has been investigated is
Yeferred to as the "character contest"®., TLuckenbill (1977)
€Xamined the situational dynamics of seventy transactions that
ended in murder“’ and reported that in all of the cases the
Victim and offender engaged invbehaviour that resembled a
"character contest".

According to Luckenbill (1977), the victim and offender

\

39

Goffman introduced the concept of "character contest". It
1S a term which refers to "a confrontation in which
opponents sought to establish or maintain face at the
other's expense by remaining steady in the face of

adversity" (Luckenbill, 1977, p.177).

0
Luckenbill (1977) obtained his data by analyzing court
documents of individuals who committed homicide.
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bParticipated in six stages of interpretation and/or behaviour.
The opening move emerged when the victim made a verbal or
Physical gesture which the offender defined as being an
offense to "face" (Luckenbill, 1977). Three types of events
Occurred which sparked this interpretation of the situation.
The victim either made a direct, verbal expression which was
berceived as an insult towards an attribute of the offender or
his/her family or friends (41% of the cases), refused to
Cooperate with the request of the offender which the offender
berceived as denying his/her right to command obedience (34%
©f the cases), or made a physical or non-verbal gesture which
the offender interpreted as being offensive (25% of the cases)
(Luckenbill, 1977).

Stage two of the interactive process involved the way in
Which the offender extracted the meaning of the victim's
gestures as being insulting to him/her. Almost forty percent
(39%) learned the meaning of the victim's gestures directly
from the victim while 21% learned the essence of the victim's
destures from an audience (Luckénbill, 1977). The majority of
offenders (60%) therefore learned the meaning of the victim's
destures during the pre-homicidal interaction (Luckenbill,
1977). The remaining offenders constructed an interpretation
©f the situation based on rehearsals or similar
Sltuations which occurred prior to the .pre-homicidal

interaction (Luckenbill, 1977).
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According to ILuckenbill, stage three of the homicidal
interaction involved the offender's response to the victim's
offensive behaviour. In the majority of cases (86%), the
offender introduced a verbal or physical challenge to the
victim while 14% of the offenders responded physically by
killing the victim immediately (lLuckenbill, 1977). When
Verbal or physical gestures were raised by the victim, the
offender typically counteracted with a verbal response
(Luckenbill, 1977). For example, ultimatums were issued
whereby the wvictim would have to apologize or face the
Consequences (43% of the cases), hostile commands were
forwarded which invited the victim to respond physically
(11%), or similar gestures which were insulting or. degrading
Were offered (10%) (Luckenbill, 1977). The remaining
Challenges were in the form of overt physical violence which
Was not lethal in nature (22%) (Luckenbill, 1977).

The fourth stage of the homicidal transaction was the
response of the victim. According to Luckenbill (1977), all
of the remaining victims "came go a working agreement with the
definition of the situation as one suited for violence"
(Luckenbill, 1977, p.183). Although all of the participants
implicitly or explicitly agreed that violence was required the
Victim illustrated this understanding in different ways. For
eXample, forty-one percent of the victims did not comply with

the offenders challenge, thirty percent of the victims
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physically retaliated and the remaining victims introduced
counter-challenges to the offender (Luckenbill, 1977). Due to
the responses of the victims, Luckenbill argued that both the
offender and victim were afraid to display weakness and
consequently became committed to the violent interaction.

This commitment to engage in violent behaviour was
reinforced by the availability of weapons at the scene
(Luckenbill, 1977). In stage five, Tuckenbill (1977) explores
the victim and offender's commitment to violence based on the
accessibility of weapons. In sixty~four percent of the cases,
the offender left temporarily to_obtain a gun, knife or object
that could be utilized as a weapon (Luckenbill, 1977). 1In
thirty-six percent of the cases the offenders secured a weapon
Wwithout leaving the scene (Luckenbill, 1977).

During the final stage, Luckenbill (1977) provided an
analysis of the behaviour of the offender during the post-
homicidal situation. The offender's behaviour at this point
depended upon his/her relationship to the victim and the
Presence of an audience (Luckenﬂill, 1977) . If the victim and
offender were intimately related or involved the offender
tYPically remained at the scene of the crime and/or notified
the police (Luckenbill, 1977). In thirty-two percent of the
Cases the offender remained at the scene voluntarily until
the police arrived. However, offenders fled the scene of the

homicide in fifty-eight percent of the cases and the remaining
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offenders stayed at the scene involuntarily because of (a)
berson(s) in the audience (Luckenbill, 1977). Although
Luckenbill recognized that the victim-offender relationship
wWould influence post-homicidal behaviour he failed to
demonstrate the nature of the relationship between the
Participants or the sex of the offender and victim. These
facts are essential in order to get an indepth understanding
Oof why the homicide occurred.

Felson and Steadman (1983)%', modified Luckenbill's
research and concentrated on the alleged relationship between
"character contests" and physical retaliation (Felson and
Steadman, 1983; Ray and Simon, 1987). They argued that
Physical retaliation can be attributed to either face-saving
Or strategic self-protection concerns (Felson and Steadman,
1983) . Specifically, victims of homicide were more likely
than victims of assault to engage in identity attacks*?
(41.5%; 29.2%), physical attacks (38.3%; 24.6%), and
threatgs (9.6%; 3.1%). Many offenders of homicide therefore

\

1 Felson and Steadman (1983) examined the case files of 500
Males who were incarcerated for assault, murder and
manslaughter. Their final sample however, consisted of 159
hMales (84 adults; 75 youths) because their case files had
an adequate description of the offense for analysis.

b2 Felson and Steadman defined "jdentity attacks" as explicit
actions which involved "insults, rejections, accusations,
Complaints and physical violations that did not involve
Physical harm" (Felson and Steadman, 1983, p.63).

3
Felson andg Steadman (1983) defined "threats" as "verbal

threats ang garnishing a weapon without using it" (Felson
and Steadman, 1983, p.63).
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acted violently in order to save face or protect themselves
from physical harm.

Although Impression Management studies have been a major
focus for Symbolic Interactionists, there is conflicting
evidence regarding its applicability for homicidal
interaction. By analyzing Luckenbill's data and undergoing
his own study, Athens (1985) argued that there is 1little
evidence for “character contests".

A character contest presumes that people

always commit violent criminal acts in

order to display a strong character and

maintain honour and face or to avoid

displaying a weak character and losing

the meaning which the perpetrators of

violent criminal acts often attribute

to their actions (Athens, 1985, p.425-

426) .
Instead, Athens (1980)%, reported that the violent actors in
his Sample formed one of the following interpretations: a
thSically defensive interpretation; a frustrative
interpretation; a malefic interpretation; or a frustrative-
malefic interprétation. A Physically-Defensive Interpretation
€merged when the actor takes the role of the victim (a
Specific other) and indicates to him/herself that the victim
1S or will soon be physically attacking him/her (Athens,
1980). The actor responds violently when he/she takes the
Tole of a generalized other (Athens, 1980). During the latter

\.

44
Athens (1980) conducted interviews with 58 offenders (47
lMen; 11 women) who were convicted of criminal homicide,
aggravated assault, attempted forcible rape and robbery
wWhere the victim was seriously injured.
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role taking process, the actor indicates to him/herself that
he/she ought to respond violently towards the victim (Athens,
1980).

The second type of interpretation that violent actors
Constructed is a Frustrative Interpretation of the situation
(Athens, 1980). This diagnosis emerges when an individual
takes the role of the victim, examines the victim's gestures
and concludes that the victim is resisting or will resist a
line of action that he/she wants carried out or that the
Victim will engage in a line of action that he/she does not
want to occur (Athens, 1980). By taking the role of a
deneralized other, the actor indicates to him/herself that a
Violent response is required (Athens, 1980).

According to Athens, violent actors experienced a third
type of interpretation. A Malefic Interpretation of the
Situation evolved when an individual takes the role of the
Victim and indicates to him/herself that the victim's gestures
are "deriding or badly belittling the actor" (Athens, 1980,
P.24). By taking the role ;f a generalized other, the
individual then indicates to him/herself that the victim is a
Wicked ang ill-disposed person (Athens, 1980). The individual
Continues making self-indications and concludes that he/she
Ought to respond violently (Athens, 1980).

The fourth interpretation of the situation that Athens

(1980) forwarded is the Frustrative-Malefic Interpretation.
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Initially, the actor forms a Frustrative Interpretation by
taking the role of the victim (Athens, 1980). However, by
taking the role of a generalized other the violent actor
concludes that the victim is an evil person thereby switching
to a Malefic Interpretation (Athens, 1980). The actor
continues to take the role of a generalized other and he/she
indicates to him/herself that a violent response is necessary
(Athens, 1980).

The process of interpreting the situation, according to
Athens (1980), involves defining and judging the situation.
This occurs when the violent ‘actor takes the role of a
Specific other (i.e. the victim) and a generalized other
(Athens, 1980).  Throughout this process, Athens (1980)
€émphasized the role of the "Me" or self as object. For
€Xample, Athens (1980) reported that he found a link between
an individual's conceptualization of a generalized other and
his/her own self-image. According to Athens, those
individuals who reported having a violent self-image’® had an
"unmitigated violent generalizéd other" or an other who,

provides them with pronounced and categorical

moral support for acting violently towards
other persons (Athens, 1980, p.82).

6

By making a fixed line of interpretation®® or an over-riding

\

5 . .
A Violent Self-Image is formulated when an "actor is seen
by others and judges him/herself as having a violent
disposition" (Athens, 1980, p.39).

46 . .
A “"fixed line of interpretation" occurs when an "actor is
continues to call out to him/herself a violent plan of
action until he/she overtly responds violently" (Athens,
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judgment*’, the actor with a violent self-image and an
unmitigated violent generalized other formulated any one of
the interpretations that Athens forwarded and responded by
acting violently (Athens, 1980).

Violent actors also held incipient violent and non-
Violent self-images. Individuals who had an incipient violent
self-image judged themselves and were perceived by others as
having,

a willingness or readiness to make serious

threats of violence, like ultimatums, and

menacing physical gestures, to other persons

as well as having violence related personal

attributes as a salient characteristic (Athens,

1980, p.43).
Those who had formulated self-images of this nature had a
"mitigated violent generalized other" or an other who provided
them with definite, although limited, moral support for actipg
Violently towards others (Athens, 1980). By constructing a
fixed line of interpretation or an over-riding judgment the
actor with an incipient violent self-image and a mitigated
Violent generalized other generally formed physically

defensive or frustrative-malefic interpretations and responded

1N a violent manner (Athens, 1980).

\
1980’ p-zg)n

47
An "over-riding judgment" occurs when "the actor breaks out

of a fixed line of indication, momentarily considers
restraining his/her violent plan of action, and then
Yedefines the situation as definitely calling for violent
action" (Athens, 1980, p.36).
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Individuals who had a non-violent self-image®® had a
non-violent generalized other or an other who did not provide
moral support for acting violently (Athens, 1980). The
incident which typically stimulated violence for these actors
emerged when they had to defend themselves or loved ones from
physical harm (Athens, 1980). Athens (1980) therefore argued
that individuals who had a non-violent self-image and a non-
violent generalized other would typically form a physically
defensive interpretation of the situation. Although they
acted violently and formed either a fixed line of
interpretation or an over-riding judgment, these actors would
generally form a restraining judgment®® except in potentially
life~threatening situations (Athens, 1980).

Although Athens' (1980) research does not provide
evidence for "character contests" it has utility because it
demonstrates a variety of ways that individuals perceive a
Situation as requiring a violent response. However, he
nNeglects to examine a number of issues. For example, both men
and women are included in the égmple but he does not attempt
to explain if and how the sexes differ in their interpretation

\

“a "non-violent self-image" is a perception of self that is
Created when "actors are not seen by others and do not
Judge themselves as having a violent or incipient violent
disposition as one of their salient characteristics"
(Athens, 1980, p.43).

@ An individual who forms a "restraining judgment" breaks out
Of a fixed line of interpretation, redefines and rejudges
the situation, and concludes to him/herself that a violent
rYesponse is not required (Athens, 1980).
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of the situation, their self-images and their
conceptualization of a generalized other. In addition,
Athen's study does not indicate how the "I", or self as
subject, influences the actor's interpretation or violent
behaviour. Depending on the circumstances, the "I" could
stimulate spontaneous action that is violent in nature®.
Although spontaneous and/or violent behaviour frequently
emerges when intense emotions are'aroused, Athens fails to
examine how the "I" and emotionality influence violent
criminal behaviour (Mills and Kleinman, 1988; Denzin, 1984).

A final criticism of Athen's work lies in the composition
Oof his sample. Athens (1980) interviewed individuals who have
committed a wide variety of violent crimes. 1In order to
obtain an accurate and indepth understanding of why
individuals commit specific crimes, research should focus on
individuals who commit one type of crime. 1Individuals who
murder, rape, or rob others should experience different

Circumstances, have different victim-offender relationships

\
S0

By indicating that violent actors may be acting
Spontaneously, it is not assumed that the actor is out of
control. Research indicates that men who batter women tend
to state that they were "out of control" and in doing so
elther unconsciously or consciously avoid holding
themselves accountable for their behaviour (Stets, 1988).
Although Stets (1988) found that the batterers' emotional
state may be "out of control" they were "in and out of
control" of their behaviour. This is consistent with
rYesearch on emotionality by Mills and Kleinman (1988).
They argue that spontaneous action may be impulsive but it
1S patterned to some extent thereby containing an element
of control. It also illustrates that both the "I" and "Me"
Play a role in behaviour.
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and different reasons for committing the crime. However,
Athens constructed four categories where his diverse sample
was integrated. The diversity of his sample may be one of the
reasons why he did not obtain evidence of "character contests"
(Ray and Simons, 1987). Additionally, his lack of evidence
for "face-saving" may have been due to the fact that the
victim~offender relationship and the sex of the victim and
offender were not explored.

Recent research by Ray and Simons (1987)°%', offered
little support for homicidal interaction involving "character
contests" as well. Although their research focused on how the
offender of homicide defined the situation they found that
only two out of twenty-four cases involved dynamics that
resembled a "character contest" (Ray and Simons, 1987).
Instead, they found that all of the respondents described
their interpretation and behaviour in a way that either

52

eéXcused or Jjustified their course of action (Ray and

\

o Ray and Simons (1987) interviewed 26 individuals who were
convicted of homicide or manslaughter. They analyzed
twenty-four cases which included six women. Only one case
involved a spouse killing and it involved a male offender
and a female victim.

»2 Ray and Simons (1987) utilized Scott and Lyman's
definitions of "excuses" and "justifications" in their
analysis. "“Excuses are "accounts in which one admits that
the act in question is bad, wrong or inappropriate but
denies full responsibility" (Scott and Lyman, 1968 as cited
by Ray and Simon, 1987). "Justifications" are defined as
"accounts in which one accepts responsibility for the act
1n question but denies the pejorative quality associated
Yith it" (Scott and Lyman, 1968 as cited by Ray and Simon,

987) .
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Simons, 1987).

The offenders who described their violent behaviour in
terms of excuses did not identify with a violent generalized
other and made up the majority of cases (18/24 or 75%) (Ray
and Simons, 1987). The respondents typically stated that the
homicide was an accident, occurred when his/her free will was
spoiled by drugs/alcohol or misinformation, or he/she
transferred responsibility to a scapegoat (Ray and Simons,
1987). Specifically, four of the respondents described a
series of events that occurred prior to the homicide in order
to partially excuse their behaviour (Ray and Simons, 1987).
These "sad stories" or circumstances which allegedly affected
the offender's behaviour included becoming unemployed,
divorced, experiencing grief after a loved one died, serious
financial loss or abuse from others (Ray and Simons, 1987).
Because of these events, the respondents believed that they
Were not thinking or acting rationally when the offense
Occurred (Ray and Simons, 1987).

The remaining offenders m(6/24 or 25%) defined the
Situation in a manner which justified their lethal action.
These individuals accepted responsibility for their behaviour
but believed that their action was legitimate because of the
Circumstances involved (Ray and Simons, 1987). Two of these
respondents stated that the victim deserved being killed while

the remaining four offenders perceived their action as

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



71
emerging in self-defense (Ray and Simons, 1987). Those who
reported that the victims deserved to die were providing some
evidence for impression management in the form of "character
contests". Although only two respondents admitted to an
interpretation of the situation which resembled "face-saving",
Ray and Simons (1987) argued that this type of interpretation
may be more common with certain types of violent crime. They
therefore recognized the legitimacy and existence of "“face-~
saving'" interpretations and action. The nature of the victim-
offender relationship and the sex of the actors involved in
the homicidal drama may also stimulate the occurrence of
"character contests".

The sex of the victim and offender and the nature of
their relationship must be established in order to understand
why individuals engage in violent, lethal behaviour. The fact
that men and women generally differ in the amount of homicide
they commit as well as in the methods, reasons and motives
they have for killing, confirms the need to examine homicide
within a gender differences fraﬁ;work. Although many factors
may influence these behavioural differences, the next section
of the chapter will explain how the interpretation process,
which ultimately influences behaviour, can differ for men and
women because of the gender specific norms, values, beliefs
and behaviour they learn during the socialization process.

According to Goffman, "sex" or gender is the foundation
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of a universal code which shapes social interaction and social
structures (Deegan and Allen, 1987). Because of different
anatomical features, all infants are automatically placed into
one of two "sex-class" or gender categories (Goffman, as cited
by Deegan and Allen, 1987). Dividing all individuals by
gender ensures that boys andvgirls will undergo a different
socialization process. Males and females are therefore
treated differently, acquire different experiences, and
consequently develop a "sex-class" or gender specific way of
appearing, feeling and acting (Goffman, as cited by Deegan and
Allen, 1987). For example, boys are typically taught
traditional, instrumental characteristics such as
competitiveness, aggressiveness, dominance and independence
(Mackie, 1983). Conversely, girls are frequently taught
expressive traits such as passivity, nurturance and dependence
(Mackie, 1983). These gender specific characteristics are
taught and reinforced during the play and game stages of the
Socialization process. During these stages an individual
learns to take the role of speciéic and generalized others and
he/she acquires a sense of social reality and a sense of self
as a result (Ritzer, 1988).

Because differences exist in the socialization process
for males and females they will develop different selves and
Self-concepts. The "Me" aspect of self allows an individual

to take the role of others and recognize societal norms of
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behaviour (Ritzer, 1988; Ashley and Orenstein, 1985;
Breakwell, 1983). Self as object or the "Me" frequently
guides the "I", the aspect of self which is spontaneous and
acts in the immediacy of the moment, and therefore an
individual's knowledge of roles, situations, values and
morality maybe called upon (Ashley and Orenstein, 1985).
Because the "Me" is based upon an individual's past learning,
the qualities and attitudes that males and females acquire
during the socialization process will be utilized and may
direct the "I" into action (Ashley and Orenstein, 1985).

| In addition to the traditional characteristics that men
and ‘'women acquire they are aléo taught different values,
Morals, and "emotion rules" during socialization wh}ch
influences the development and composition of the self. With
reference to morals, Gilligan (1982) hypothesized that males
and females experience different morality structures
(Gilligan, 1982 as cited by Mackie, 1987). For example,
Gilligan argued that women find connectedness with others as
being important and generally perceive "ruptured"
relationships, power and aggression as threatening.
c°nSequent1y, a "female morality" emerges which underscores
the fulfillment of responsibilites that involve individuals
Connecting with one another (Gilligan, 1982 as cited by
MaCkie, 1987) . cConversely, males perceive the world in terms

of autonomy, hierarchy and conflict and are generally
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threatened by intimacy (Gilligan, 1982 as cited by Mackie,
1987). Due to these values, a "masculine morality" develops
which is composed of,

a hiearchy of fundamental rights and freedoms

that requlate the behaviour of independent,

competitive individuals (Gilligan, 1982 as cited

by Mackie, 1987, p.138).
These different moral spheres emerge because men and women
learn to value different ideologies, attributes and behaviour.
When the "Me" is called upon and the individual takes the role
of a generalized or specific other to guide his/her behaviour
these moral differences should produce different thought
processes and/or behaviour for men and women.

Similarly, males and females learn which emotions can be
felt and under what circumstances specific emotions can be
expressed®? (Harre, 1986; Heiss, 1981). The nature, extent
and duration of emotions that can be experienced, expressed
and that are perceived as being appropriate are learned during
the socialization process as well (Heiss, 1981).

These "emotion rules" differ for men and women. For
example, females are generally the sentimental sex because
they are taught to recognize specific feelings and express

them more readily and frequently than males (Mackie, 1987).

According to Mackie (1987), anger is an exception to the norm

\
53

Emotions are conscious feelings that are socially
constructed, originate during interaction and unlike mere
physiological sensations they are directed at something or
someone outside of the individual (Stets, 1988; Heiss,
1981; Denzin, 1984).
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of male inexpressivenesé and female expressiveness. Although
men are traditionally socialized to "have the tough mental
fiber, the intellectual muscle to stay in control" they are
also taught that the expression of anger is permissible to
some extent (Brownmiller, 1984 as cited by Mackie, 1987,
P.262; Heiss, 1981). Women, however, are generally expected
to control their anger (Mackie, 1987; Heiss, 1981). Since
"emotion rules" are generally perceived as being "moral facts"
which should be obeyed, they will influence how men and women
define a situation and interact (Mills and Kleinman, 1988;
Heiss, 1981).

According to social scientific literature, emotionality
and moral philosophies are components which influencg'violent,
Perhaps lethal behaviour (Mills and Kleinman, 1988; Stets,
1988; Denzin, 1984; Katz, 1988). For example, Denzin
(1984)% argued that the key to violence®® is emotionality
and that the potential for domestic violence emerges when the
moral code of the offender is affected by the actions of the
Victim. Gestures of this nature stimulate intense emotions
and when the moral code of the offender provides support for
Violent conduct, he/she will act violently (Denzin, 1984).

Through emotion, the offender engages in violent conduct in
\
“ Denzin's (1984) investigation of domestic violence focuses

on men who engage in physical abuse rather than homicide
and utilizes a phenomenological framework.

55 .
Denzin (1984) defines violence as "the attempt to regain,

through the use of emotional and physical force, something
that has been lost" (Denzin, 1984, p.488).
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order to attack the inner code of the victim's integrity,
transform the victim into an object and dismantle the victim's
moral and personal worth (Denzin, 1984). By behaving
violently, the offender believes-that the victim will become
more worthy (Denzin, 1984).

Katz (1988) also recognized that there is a relationship
between emotions, morals and violent interaction. By
analyzing a variety of data®®, Katz (1988) argued that the
modal form of criminal homicide, righteous slaughter, involves
three components: a line of interpretation; an emotional
process; and a plan of actiop. Initially, the killer
incorporates a line of interpretation where he/she believes
that the victim is attacking an eternal human value and
subsequently believes the situation requires a final stand in
defending his/her basic worth (Katz, 1988). The second
component consists of an emotional process whereby "seductions
and compulsions" occur (Katz, 1988). Specifically, moral
emotions, including humiliation, righteousness, arrogance,
ridicule, cynicism, defilement and vengeance, are always part
of this type of homicide (Katz, 1988). Typically, the killer
transforms these emotions into a rage in order to locate a

target to extinguish the feelings he/she is experiencing and

\

6 Katz (1988) obtained data from the following sources:
ethnographies and life histories produced by social
scientists; reconstructions of criminality from police and
academics who examined police records; autobiographies of
ex-criminals written by professionals; and participant
observation journalism.
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to escape a humiliating situation (Katz, 1988).

According to Katz (1988), the final component of
righteous slaughter involves a plan of action. Specifically,
the killer successfully organizes his/her behaviour so that
he/she can implement a plan that involves honouring the
offensive behaviour by violently marking the victim's body
(Katz, 1988). By engaging in violent conduct, offenders are
defending morality in the larger social system as well as
their own moral worth (Katz, 1988).

Denzin and Katz both demonstrate that emotionality and
moral systems are important e;ements of violent conduct.
However, their analyses of violent behaviour differ when the
issue of control is examined. For example, Denzin (1984)
explicitly states that violent conduct is an "uncontrollable
act" and in doing so implies that the emotional response is
uncontrollable as well (Denzin, 1984). Conversely, Felson and
Steadman (1983), argued that violent conduct is rational
behaviour because throughout the violent episode the victim
and offender typically respondvfo each other's behaviour and
the offenders were utilizing violence in order to defend their
own physical safety or their honour. Similarly, Katz (1988)
described the emotional response and violent conduct of

individuals who commit righteous slaughter in a manner which

Suggests that offenders are in control of their behaviour.
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Further research by Stets (1988)%7 revealed that when
men batter women they perceive their emotional state and
subsequent behaviour as being "out of control". By describing
their emotions, particularly anger, as being "out of control"
Stets argued that these men were consciously or unconsciously
providing a rationale and/or an excuse for their violent
behaviour (Stets, 1988). However, Stets (1988) claimed that
"out of control" emotions could be a real aspect of the
violence. With reference to behaviour, physically abusive men
reported that their conduct was "out of control" by indicating
that the physical abuse was an impulsive and irrational
response to a stimulus (Stets, 1988). Although there was some
evidence that their behaviour was out of control, there were
also elements of control because they admitted that the
Violence they had generated could have been worse (Stets,
1988). The element of control is an important factor in
homicidal interaction.

The conflicting evidence reported above underscores the
fact that both aspects of the éelf—process, the "I" and the
"Me", emerge during interaction. Although Denzin (1984) and
Katz (1988) provided evidence for having control or lack of
control over emotions and/or behaviour, they did not analyze
the "Iv ang "Me" aspects of self or how they affect behaviour.

\

°7 Stets (1988) interviewed male offenders and their female
Victims of physical abuse in order to discover how they
interpreted their emotions and violent conduct in terms of
control.
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Both aspects of self hust be examined because emotionality
and moral philosophies, which are located in the "Me" aspect
of self, can influence how the "Me" guides the "I" or
determine which aspect of self will dominate and stimulate
action. For example, when an individual experiences intense
emotions he/she may refrain from considering the
appropriateness or moral implications of his/her behaviour.
The spontaneous "I" may dominate in situations of this nature
and cause individuals to react immediately without much self-
reflexivity or reference to the "Me". However, an individual
must make some reference to the‘"Me" or else he/she wouldn't
be emotionally affected during the interaction. The "Me" may
still influence the way in which an individual perceives
and/or acts in a situation even if he/she does not refer to
the normative and moral prescriptions and implications of
Specific behaviour. Intense emotions may be aroused and the
"I" may react spontaneously when an individual's morals,
beliefs, or sense of self has been mocked, devalued,
challenged, or threatened. i
During interaction then, the "I" and "Me" typically exist
as alternating phases of the self-process (Mead, as cited by

Ashley and Orenstein, 1985). The typical®® way in which the

\
58

The typical mode of the self-process occurs when the "I"
and "Me" alternate but according to Mead, there is also
an atypical mode in which the "I" and "Me" phases occur
simultaneously or fuse (Mead, as cited by Ashley and
Orenstein, 1985). During this atypical process, the "I"
and "Me" disappear as distinct phases (Mead, as cited by
Ashley and Orentein, 1985).
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aspects of the self-précess alternate during interaction has
been outlined in Mead's synopsis of the development of an act
(Stets, 1988). According to Mead, the process of engaging in
an act involves transcending through an impulse stage, a
perception stage, a manipulation stage and a consumption stage
(Mead, as cited by Stets, 1988). The Impulse Stage emerges
when a stimulus from a problematic situation arises and an
individual forms an attitude towards the stimulation (Mead, as
cited by Stets, 1988). This initial reaction is a subjective,
spontaneous response and is therefore dominated by the "I"
aspect of self (Mead, as cited by Stets, 1988).

" According to Stets (1988), men who are physically abusive
towards their female partners experienced this stage when
three types of stimuli were presented. The Impulse Stage
emerged and violence erupted when a woman's behaviour was
interpreted by the man as challenging his power, decisions,
authority or control (Stets, 1988). Secondly, arguments
Cconcerning money typically led to the impulse stage and
Violent interaction (Stets, 1958). The third stimulus that
influenced the emergence of the Impulse Stage was when
friendships with others caused jealousy on the part of the
Ooffender, victim or both (Stets, 1988).

The next phase that characterizes the emergence of an
act, the Perception Stage, is dominated by the "Me" aspect of

Self (Stets, 1988). During this stage, an object becomes the
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focal point and an individual immediately makes plans for
possible action with reference to that object (Stets, 1988).
When deciding on the course of action, individuals take the
role of a generalized other (Mead, as cited by Stets, 1988).

An individual enters the third stage, the Manipulation
Stage, when he/she experiences contact with the object and
acts with reference to it (Mead, as cited by Stets, 1988). At
this point, individuals who are willing to engage in a violent
act will either carry out the impulse to be violent,
engage in violent conduct but with some control or inhibit the
impulse to act aggressively (Stets, 1988). The "I" aspect of
self dominates in this phase and under the direction of the
"Me" carries out the response. The final phase in the
Processual development of an act is referred to as the
Consummation Stage (Mead, as cited by Stets, 1988). This
Stage characterizes the completion of an act and is dominated
by the "Me" aspect of the self (Mead, as cited by Stets,
1988). After the impulse is carried out, the "Me" evaluates
the legitimacy of the act whichmends the process (Mead, as
cited by Stets, 1988).

According to Mead, all acts begin with the "I" and end
With the "Me" aspect of self. No matter how the aspects of
Self alternate a variety of responses to a situation can
€nerge because an indivudual's past learning is combined with

Spontaneous non-reflective tendencies. Furthermore, because
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the "Me" aspect of the self, differs for men and women
interpretations and responses will differ along gender lines.

The "“I" and '"Me" aspects of self must therefore be
addressed in order to explain how and why an individual
interpreted the situation as requiring a violent, lethal
response. Another component of the self which must be
examined is the self-concept®. Specifically, the identity
of an individual must be investigated because research
suggests that individuals who commit homicide frequently
interpret the victim's gestures as threatening their identity
(Chimos, 1978; Felson and Steadman, 1983; Dietz, 1983).
Furthermore, men and women develop different definitions of
what is threatening and different responses to gestures which

are threatening.
\

59 The "Self-Concept" is defined by Heiss (1981) as "the set
of Dbeliefs about oneself- the totality of the
individual's thoughts and feelings with reference to
him/herself as object" (Heiss, 1981, p.57). Heiss (1981)
argues that the self-concept involves four content areas:
an identity set; a set of qualities; a self-evaluation
set; and a self-confidence set. The identity set
involves positional labels that relate to the social
categories which we perceive as belonging to (Heiss,
1981). The quality set contains adjectives that refer
to our qualities (eg. tall, rich, thin) and unlike the
identity it is not 1limited to socially recognized
attributes (Heiss, 1981). The evaluation set recognizes
that people think of themselves in terms that have
evaluative implications (Heiss, 1981). For example, the
evaluative set is an individual's perception of how good
he/she is at what he/she does and how good it is to be
what he/she is (Heiss, 1981). According to Heiss (1981),
the self-concept also includes a self-confidence set.
In this part of the self-concept, an individual
"estimates the extent to which he/she can master
challenges and, overcome obstacles" (Heiss, 1981, p.57).
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Men and women consfruct different identities and overall
self-concepts because the compostion of the self differs
depending on many factors including gender. According to
Goffman, an identity based on gender or a "gender identity"
emerges during the socialization process (Goffman, as cited by
Deegan and Allen, 1987). This identity emerges when an
individual,
builds up a sense of who and what he/she is by
referring to his/her sex-class (gender) and judges
him/herself in terms of the ideals of masculinity
and femininity-this source of self-identification
is one of the most profound our society provides
(Goffman, as cited by Deegan and Allen, 1987).
Since gender 1is socially constructed, an individual's
gender identity would initially emerge as a social identity.
When an individual forms a social identity he/she defines
him/herself in terms of group memberships, interpersonal
relationships, social positions and status (Breakwell, 1983).
These identification mechanisms (eg. group memberships,
status) would be influenced by gender because gender identity
is one of the most influential means of self-identification in
Society (Goffman, as cited by Deegan and Allen, 1987). The
bPersonal identity, which is part of the self-concept that "is
free of role or relationship determinants," would also be
affected by gender when an individual is faced with moral
decisions (Breakwell, 1983, p.1l1). Gender is therefore a key

Component of the self-concept and will influence how an

individual defines him/herself and this self-definition will
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prescribe how he/she will define and act in a situation.

Theoretically, gestures which threaten an individual's
identity challenge the content or evaluation of his/her
identity (Breakwell, 1983). The content aspect of the identity
includes the labels that an individual utilizes to describe
him/herself (Breakwell, 1983). For example, an individual may
consider him/herself to be a middle~class, intelligent,
attractive person but if he/she loses these qualities or
others inform him/her that he/she no 1longer has these
characteristics then the content of the identity is being
threatened (Breakwell, 1983). The evaluative component of the
identity can also be threatened when the content of the
identity is devalued (Breakwell, 1983). When threats of this
nature occur, an individual is informed that having any of the
content qualities (eg. intelligence) is bad and/or should be
avoided (Breakwell, 1983).

The way in which an individual responds to a threat
depends on a variety of factors including: whether the
individual, his/her group membeééhip or his/her group has been
attacked; the importance that an individual places on being
Consistent and maintaining self-esteem; and who the person who
is that is making the threat (Breakwell, 1983). For example,
an individual may respond differently to attacts on
him/herself, his/her group membership, or his/her group

depending on the nature of the threat and what he/she
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considers to be the mdst important component(s) of his/her
self-definition. Attacks on the individual challenge whether
he/she possesses prized personal qualities and refers to the
content and evaluative aspects ot the identity (Breakwell,
1983). An individual's group membership is attacked when a
person is "told that<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>