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The present research aimed at investigating the effects of
gender role attitudes on attmbution of biame for spousal
violence in married men and women. Spousal Violence
Blame Questionnaire (SVBQ) was developed which was
based on 12 visual scenarios of spousal vielence incidents:
scenario  opimion  questionnaire;  and  background
information/story cards. A sample of 120 mamed
participants (60 men, 60 women) with age ranging from
20 1o 62 years (M= 35.63) was administered by Gender
Role Attitude Scale (Kamal & Sagqib, 2004), Dyadic
Adjustment  Scale  (Naseer, 20000 ond SVBQ.
Experimental group was given the background story
before presenting video clips, whereas the control group
was  shown the clips without background story,
Expenmental group attributed significantly more blame
owards the victim in a spousal violence incident as
compared to the control group. Participants considered an
incident as spousal violence in case of physical violence
scenarios but they did not take it as violence in case of non
physical vielence.
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A sample of 120 marmied people (60 men, 60 women) with age
ranging from 20 to 62 years (M= 35.63) was adminisiered by Gender
Role Attude Scale (Kamal & Sagib, 2004), Dyadic Adjustment Scale
(MNaseer, 2000) und SVBQ. Experimental group was given the
background story before presenting video clips, whereas the control
group was shown the clips without background story. Experimental
group attributed significantly more blame towards the victim in a spousal
violence incident 455 compared to the control group. Participants
considered an incident as spousal violence in case of physical violence
scenarios but they did not take 1t as violence in case of non physical
vinlence.
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The term spousal violence includes physical, sexual,
psychological abuse and stalking committed by one spouse against the
other in a mantal relationship. Spousal abuse is physically or sexually
assaulting or psychologically abusive behavior by i ‘partner against the
other in an intimate, sexual, peer and vsually cohabitating relationship
{Ganley, 1982).

As proposed by Kelley (1972), "Attnbution processes are 10 be
understood, nol only as means of providing the individual with a
vendical view of his world, but as means of éncouraging and maintaining
his effective exercise of comtrol in that world”, According o him,
people's reactions to victims are affected by thewr desire to avond blame
for their own Future accidents. According to Chaikin & Darley, people
make defensive ntinbutions and assign causality in order 1o maintain or
enhance their self esteem (as cited i Ketley, 1972),

Almost all research concerning domestic violence has found an
effect of gender. In companson to men, women are less likely 1o blame
the female victim and more likely to atiribute responsibility for the
incident to the male abuser (Hamis & Cook; Pierce & Harng s cited in
Locke & Richman, 1999). Harmmis and Cook (as cited in Locke &
Richman, 1999) found that women sympathized more with the victim,
regardless of similanty between the victim and participant. Knshansen
and Giulietti were of the view that whether male or female, as attitudes
toward women become more positive, people tend 1o blame the sbuser
more than the victim (as cited in Locke & Richman, 1999).

Tang and Tam (2001) has cited the work of many sothors
according to which  people who endorse traditional attitudes toward
women and their appropriate gender roles in the society also lend to
endorse violence against women-related myths and to blame the victims
for their victimization rather than to hold the perpetrators responsible for
therr violence. In addition, perceived prevalence of violence against
women and its negative effects on the victims and community have also
beert found to influence people’s judgments of responsibility, which in
tum affect referral, treatment, and rehabilitation decisions for the victims
and perpetrators.

Demographic charactenstics of age, gender, and educabional
attainment are related 1o the assignment of responsibility to domestic
violence situations. Despite some mixed results, most studies cited by
Tang and Tam (2001) have shown that women tend to assign less
responsibility to rape victims than men. Schneider asserted that older
people, as compared to their younger counterpans, tend to hold
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conservalive views about women's roles in the sociely and assign more
responsiblility to female victims of domestic violence (as cited in Tang &
Tam, 2001). According to: Allison & Wrightsman, #s educalion ¢an
provide people with broader perspectives on various human behaviors,
those with a higher educational attainment are found to have more liberal
views about women and to hold domestc violence viciims less
responsibility for their misfortune (as cited in Tang & Tam, 2001).

The above factors are evidenl in public service professionals’
assignment of responsibility to domestic violence viclims and
perpetrators, Research has shown that victim-bluming attitudes ond
behaviors umong police officers and medical personnel are associated
with traditional views of women, endorsement of domestic violence -
related myths, and poor knowledge about the effects of domestic violence
on the victims (as cited in Tang & Tam, 2001).

According to Acock and Ireland, people with more wadimonal
gender role attitudes have been found to attribute more responsibility o
the victim of rape scenario than those who hold less stereotypical and
more progressive beliefs about gender. Also traditional sex role altitudes
have been found to be related to victim blame for attitude condoning
marital rape (as cited i Pollard, 1992).

According to Stormo, Lang, and Stntzke (1997), abuser men
assigned more blame to their victims than to themselves, whereas non-
abuser men assigned more blame to the personality of the abuser than o
other factors. In a case where an equal level of alcohol was consumed by
both victim and abuser, the victim will be attributed more blame than the
sober victim. This study found that overall, males were assigned more
responsibality and blame for the domestic violence than females.

Moore (1998) cited the work of many researchers, sccording to
these studies, sexist attitudes are based on stereotypical views of gender
appropriate behavior. Tolerance of spousal violence has been correluted
with sexist ideology, hostility towards women, acceptance of
imerpersonal  violence, adversarial scxual beliefs, and rape myth
acceplance These attitudes are based on stereotypical beliefs that the
male has the prerogative to iniliate aggression and (o Use S0ME Pressure
to control others, Sexist atitudes were expected to add (o the prediction
of blame of the target of domestic violence in this study.

Ward (1995) reported the work of Krulewitz & Payne thut some
studies have shown that women attributed more responsibility to victims,
at least under certain circumstances. However, men appear to attribute
more blame and responsibility to victims on the basis of their characters
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than do women (Ward, 1995), More specifically, men are more likely (o
perceive o women victim as contributing to the spousal violence incident,

Liberal gender attitudes are the most salient predictors of a low
level of responsibility atiribution, to domestic violence victims, whereas
perceived serious negative effects of domestic violence on the victims are
the most salient predictor of a high level of responsibility atinbution to
domestic violence perpetrators (Tang & Yan, 2003).

There are several reasons for conducting this research, In Pakistan
not much research has been conducted on attribution of blame for spousal
violence. In review of the existing research on the issues of spousal abuse
and family violence, Huisman stated that it is apparent that the focus of
the research on violence against women has been on the western culture,
specifically, white, middle-class women {as cited in Moore, 1998). As
many researchers have pointed out, the nature of the violence and
attribution of the causes, blume for spousal violence and abuse in Asian
familics require special attention (Ho, 1990). The issue of family
violence in Pakistan is highlighted these days by different NGOs (e.g.,
Rozen, Sach, Shirkat Gah), but there 15 very little proper research work
available on this issue.

Due to the continuing problem of spousal violence in Pakistani
society, it is important to understand factors that may nfluence
attributions concerning domestic asssults, The present research seeks
do this by cxamining gender-role attiludes on domestic viclence
attributions. Specifically this research investigales whether victim blame
and derogation increase when people having traditional gender role
attitudes attribute blame for spousal violence mcidence.

In two experimental conditions, attribution of blame for spousal
violence would be measured using video clippings based on scenarios of
spousal violence. Such scenarios have been used in various experimental
studies (Moore, 1998; Valentine-French & Radike, 1993; Walster,
1966). The results of the present study arc expected to help lean the
mediating role of gender role attitudes in attribution of blame for spousal
violence. The use of experimental method for this study is significant as
it involves direct intervention on the part of the researcher. As social
behavior 1s complex and more than one variable cause certain effect on
the given behavior, Therefore, to see the effects on attribution of blame
for domestic violence, more than one variable would be taken at a tme
for the current study.
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Objectives

The goal of the present research is 10 investigate the relabionship
between pender role attitodes and atinbution of blame for spousal
violence. Moreover, the research also explores the compatibility between
perceived gender role attitudes of respondent and hisfher attribution of
blame towards spousal violence. Furthermore research also plans to mee
the following objectives:

l. To develop a scale for the measurement of atiribution of blame
for spousal vielence based on video based scenarios.

2. To find out the differences between men and women on their
gender role attitudes, and attnbution of blame for spousal
violence.

3. To see the atribution of blame patterns under different scenarios
fe., atiribution of blame in physical violence maidents,
nonphysical violence incidents, man abuser scenanos. women
abuser scenanos ete.

Hypotheses

To meet the objectives of the present research, following hypotheses

were formulated:

. Women will have more medern gender role attitudes than men,

2. Participants will be more likely to label the scenanos based on
physical violence as ‘spousal violence’ than the scenarios based
on nonphysical vialence.

3. Participants from experimental group will assign more blame
owards the victim of spousal violence as compared 1o control

group.

Method

Research Design

The present research was completed in 3 parts, Part 1 of the
resenrch deals with (i) the development of questionnaire of attribution of
blame for spousal violence based on wvideo clippings, and (i)
development of statements (briel background information about the
scenarios). Part 1T is the expeniment-T (pilot study) and is concerned with
the determination of reliability of the dependant measure and to see the
effects of the briel background information slatements on the attribution
of blame. Part 11 is experiment-1I {(main study) intended 1o expiore the
relationship and effect of attribution of blame for spousal violence and
gender role attitudes of marded men and women. Gender differences in
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attribution were also explored by categorizing participants according to
traditional or modern gender role attitudes, wsing Gender Role Antitude
Scile (Kamal & Sagib, 2004), and measuring their attribution of blame in
two different experimental conditions. Dyadic Adjustment scale (Naseer,
20007 was also used to screen the participants for final analysis and only
those participants were included in the final analysts that had high level
of marntal adjusiment.

Experimental Design

This study employed 2x2x2x2 factorial design o compose 12
spousal violence video chps. The four factors examined in the study are
the (1) abuser's gender (man vs woman}, (2) type of the violence
(physical vs non physical), (3) expenmental conditions (giving
background story based on gender role attitudes vs not giving any
background story regarding approaching scenario), and (4) gender role
attitudes (traditional v modermn), To lacilitate the process of attriboting
blame for the study participants, the present study composed 12
“ambiguous” video clips of spousal viclence incidents by including two
mam types of spousal violence i.e., physical violence and non physical
violence (includes emaotionalipsychological, social and  economic
violonce). Only sexual violence is not included in selected scenes as the
judges in the phase I of Part 1 of the study highlighted the paint of
cultural limitations. They suggested not adding scenes showing sexual
violence because in Pakistani society, people might have hesitation while
watching those scenarios. All of the 12 clips included following four
clements (1) The perpetrator and the victim are spouses (1) the
perpetrator can be anyone, the hushand or the wife (3) no weapon was
involved, (4), clip was showing gender role attitudes.

Part I of the Research
Attnbution of the blame for spousal violence was measured by
using 4 scale based video clippings of scenarios on spousal violence, This
part was completed in four phases.

Phase I Identification of different spousal violence types
Phase I Cathenng movie chpping based on spousal violence
incidents,

Phase T11: Final selection of mowvie clippimgs sccording Lo their

appropriateness, and development of scenano opinion
questionnaire.
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Phase IV: development of statements {bricf background mformation
aboul the scenarios 5o that experimental conditions would
be manipulated).

Part Il of the Research

Part II of the research was the experiment-1 purported 1o see the
difference between experimental and control group. A sample of 40 (20
men, 20 women) mamied individuals were administered the GRAS
(Kamal & Sagib, 2004), and Dyadic Adjustment Scale (MNaseer, 2000}
along with the SVBQ. Finding revealed a significant difference between
the experimental and control group confirming the effect of the
background information/story of the scenarios on attribution of the blame
for spousal violence.

Part 111 of the Research
Participants

A sample of 120 (60 men, 60 women) mamied participants from
different areas of Rawalpindi/Islamabad, Gujar Khan, Kohat and
Peshawar was selected on volunteer basis. Participants were selected by
using purposive sampling technigue.

Inclusion criteria. Only those participants were mcluded who
had been marmied for at least 3 years, had high marital adjustment, had at
least one child, not used to regularly watch movies (view not more than
15 movies per year) and those who were al least matriculate. This was
done to control extraneous and confounding varables like effect of
previous exposure of scenarios on the participant’s attribution, effect of
their own marital maladjustment on their attnbution of blame in spousal
relationships etc.

Participants had age ranging from 20 10 62 years (M = 35.63; 5D
= T.44). About 35 % participants had an education level up to F.A and
remaining 65% were B.A and above, Majority of the participants did net
watch movies at all (65.8%), whereas 6.7% participants walched less than
5 movies per year and only 27.5% panticipants watched 5 to 15 movies

per year.

Measures

Gender Role Attitude Scale (GRAS). Scx Role Attitude Scule
was originally developed by Kamal and Ansari in 1992 and was revised
by Kamal and Saqib (2004) and the word ‘sex’ was also replaced with
‘gender’ in the title of the scale along with the other revisions of the
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scale. GRAS is a 30 item scale which assesses ehe attitudes regarding
roles of men and women inside and outside their homes; parental
responsibilities of men and women: occupational abilities of men and
women;, vital life decisions; personal relationship between men and
women; and level and type of academic achievement for men and
women. [t's a 5-point rating scale on which respondents have to express
his/her degree of agreement or disagreement. Half the items are phrased
in traditional manner and half in modem. Scoring for traditional items is
reversed 50 that the high total score indicates modemn views. The modemn
(positively phrased) item numbers are 2, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18, 19,
20, 22, 23, 26, 27, and the traditional (negatively phrased) items numbers
are: 1, 3, 5, 8,9, W4, 15, 16, 17, 21, 24, 25, 28, 29,3 , The rehiability of
the scale is reporied to be (B1 by the authors.

Dyadic Adjustment Scale (DAS). Dyadic Adjustment Scale was
ongimally developed by Spanier (1976) to measure marntal adjusimens. I
was adapied and translated into Urdu by Naseer (2000), In the present
stucly, the adapted and wanslated version was used. It consists of 26
items. ltem no. 1-20, 22, 23, 24, 25 were responded on u G-point rating
scale, Trem no. 21 was rated on a 3 point rating scale with 0 stunding lor
‘not at all’, and 4 standing for *m almost all’. In item no: 1-13 and 16-17,
the response category ‘always agree’ was assigned a score of 5 and
‘always disagree’ wus assigned o score of . liem no. 14, 15, 15, 19, and
20 were negative items and wére reverse scored. Trem no. 22, 23, 24, and
23 were scored with 5 stonding for ‘frequently’ and O standing Tor
‘never’. ltem no. 26 was dichotomous with | standing for *Yes' and 2
standing for "No'. Score runged from [-124, High score indicate high
miaritil adjustment. The instrument has reliability coefficients of 80 and
validity is also sutisfactory.

Spousal Violence Blame Questionnaire (SVBQ). Spousal
Violence Blame Questionnare which measures attribution of blame for
spousal violence was developed by the rescarcher i part-1 of this study).
This scale consists of (i) 12 video based scenarios; (ii) o scenario opinion
questionnaire on which questions regarding each scenaro are wrilten,
and (1) Scenano Instruction/Brief Background Information Cards

{i) Scemarios. There are 12 video based scenanios depicting
spousal wviolence incidents (6 scenarios on physical violence, and 6
scenarios on non physical violence). The genders of the aggressorfabuser
and target/victim were also varied across clippings. Husband is shown as
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an abuser in 6 scenarios (3 physical violence, 3 non physical violence)
while wife is shown as an abuser in remaining 6 scenarios (3 physical
violence, 3 non physical violence). Duration of each movie clipping wus
approximately of | minute. Each movie clip detailed a scenario in which
two individuals became involved in a domestic violence situation based
on the two main types of domestic/spousal violence (i.e., physical
violence, and non physical violence). This interaction culminated in one
of the pair acting in an aggressive manner toward the other, either
shouting at, or shouting at and then purposely bumping the other person
or doing any other abusive act. Before presenting the scenario,
participants of experimental group arc given some written background
information/story of the approaching scenario in a line or two, which was
prepared in the part-1 of the present study by the researcher. Participants
from control group are not given any background information/story
regarding the approaching scenario.

(ii) Scenario opinion guestionnaire (SO(). The present study
was designed 10 measure the attribution of blame towurd spousal violence
shuser and victim. Scenano opinion gquestionnaire was based on 3
questions. Question no, | and 2 were asked to investigate the judgment of
the blame towards abuser and victim and the reasons of attributing the
blame. The study asked the participants who is mere blamewarthy on a
dichotomous question with “1™ standing for “Yes" und “2” stunding for
“No" ("In your opinion, who is to be blamed more for this incident?"),
and the reasons for herfhim being blumed more were asked on an open-
ended question {“In your opinion, for what reasons shefshe is more
blameworthy™7?).

Questions no. 3 and 4, a Likert type scale, measuring attribution
of blame for each scenario depicting spousal violence incident include:
“To what extent do you think husband should be blamed for the
incident™? and “To what extent do you think wife should be blamed for
the incident™? In scene No. 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11, the husband was abuser
and in scene No. 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12, the wife was shown as an abuser.
Participants were asked to indicate their opinion on i 4 point Likert scale,
with response categories of *not at all’, “to some extent’, 1o greal extent’
and "full blameworthy’. Scoring was done as ‘1" standing for ‘not at all’,
‘2" for 'to some extent’, ‘3’ for ‘to great extent’ and ‘47 for ‘full
blameworthy' for abuser blame and reverse scoring was done for victim
blame i.e., 4 standing for ‘not at all’, ‘3" standing for ‘to some extent’ '3’
‘for 'to great extent’ and '1" for ‘full blameworthy'. There were total 24
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questions in 12 scenarios and score ranged from 24 10 96, High score
indicate high abuser blame and low score indicate high victim blame.

Procedure

2-4 individuals in one group were admimistered the scales.
Between participant design was used in the present study and the
participants  were randomly divided into two groups to assign Iwo
different experimental conditions to them. Wnilen instructions were
handed over to cach group of potential participants. Half of the
participants filled the Gender Role Atitude Scale (GRAS) and Dyadic
Adjustment Scale (DAS) before filling the Spousal Violence Blame
Questionnaire (SVBQ). The procedure was reversed for the other half
people.  Experimental group was given a bref  background
information/story card of the approaching scenario while conirol group
was not given any information regarding the approaching scenario. The
administration of all three scales took approximately 90-100 minutes o
complete for most of the individuals. Once completed, packeis were
collected from the participants and they were thes—thanked for their
codperation,

Results
Table 1
(Fender D;ﬂ’.gmm:e.:.‘ o Gender Role Atimdes GRAS (N=120).
Men Women
{n=60) (n= &)
Variable ltems M 50 M 5D 1 [

Traditional GRA 15 3938 972 3892 878 276 .783
Modern GRA 15 4652 1284 4603 1200 345 .73
Total GRAS 30 86.20 1849 8495 1835 372 .71l

Table 1 shows a non- significant difference between men and
women on gender role attitudes. The results reject the hypothesis that
women will have more modem gander role attitudes than men.
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Tahle 2

Gender Differences on Ateribution of Blame (N=120).

Men Women
Altribulion of blame Score {u 6l (n= Gl
range 5.0 M 5.D L j2

Ohwverall blame 24.96 E:-Ei.'l'ﬁ 830 6843 843 117 M
Men abuser scenara 1248 3062 539 3145 455 9l 1
Women abuser scenario 1248 3602 504 3698 563 99 i '
Phy violence scenario 1248 3288 598 3395 603 97 33
NPhy viclence scenario 12-48 3375 426 3448 442 W2 36
Phy men abuser 6-24 1497 434 1627 355 179 18
SCENATIOS
Phy women abuser G6-24 17.92 356 1768 3324 .37 Pr i
SCENarios
Nphy men abuser 624 1565 280 1518 273 92 36
NPhy women abuser =24 18.10 3.05 1930 343 2.02 JHo

Nore: df = | 18, Phy = Physical, NPsy = Non Physical,

Tabie 2 reveals that there is non-significant difference between
men and women on attribution of blame for spousal violence scenanos
expect the scenarios of nonphysical violence with women abuser, lJ‘l-E
difference between men and women is significant.

Table 3

Difference Between Experimental and Control Group on Attribution of
Blame for Spousal Violence Questionnaire (N=120)

Experimental Control

Attribution of blame Group Group

Score (= 60} (= G

range M SD 5D [ p
Overall blame 24-96 6508 T.55 f008 &51 333 .00l
Men abuser scenario 12-48 29.55 490 3252 4560 340 .00
Women abuser scenario 12-48 3553 4.79 3747 572 200 047
Phy violence scenario [2-48 T T 3493 645 284 M5
NPhy violence scenario 12-48 3318 420 3505 430 240 M8
Phy men sbuser scenarios 624 14.82 350 1642 433 222 023
Phy women abuser G-24 17.08 3.28 1852 337 235 10X
SCEMArios
NPhysical men abuser 6-24 147% 258 1640 281 277 6
NPhys women abuser -2 1§45 3.18 1895 340 83 407

Note: di=118. Phy = Physical. NPsy = Non Physical,
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Table 3 shows that people who were given the back ground
information  regarding approaching  scenarios  (experimental  group)
_attributed more blame to the victim of spousal violence as compared to
those who were not given any background information (control group).
Finding reveals a significant difference (p<.01) on almost all scenanos of
spousal violence except non-physical violence by women abuser, These
findings confirm the hypothesis that “participants from experimental
group will assign more blame to the victim as compared to control

grﬂtl]!ll".

Table 4
Assaciation Between Physical and Nemphysical Violence Scenarioy om
the Spousal Violence Labeling

Does the Phivaicl Non
Scenarios show P Physical ¥ P
; ; violence i
spousal violence? violence
Yes T4 22 45.15 001
No 46 by
Note ; df=1

Tuble 4 shows highly significant dilTerence on<he labehng of
scenanos as spousal violence on the sample. In physical violence
scenanos, participants labeled the incident as violent but in nonphysical
violence scenarios, they did not label it as violent, The findings revealed
a great deal of disagreement and confusion about how to label the spousal
violence incident. When the panticipants were shown scenarios based on
physical violence, more participants labeled it as ‘spousal violence®, but
when they were shown the scenarios based on nonphysical violence, less
participant labeled it as spousal violence.

Discussion

In the study of gender differences on attnbution of blame for
spousal violence scenarios and gender role attitudes of the participants, it
was assumed that women will have more medium gender role attitudes
than men and will attribute significantly more blame to the abuser in
spousal violence scenano as compared to men. But surprisingly, the
findings rejected both of these hypotheses and revealed that there is no
significant difference between men and women on GRAS and SVBQ.
Even, the mean scores of GRAS indicate that neither men nor women
have more egalitarian gender role attitudes, and women have shghily
mare traditional gender roles than men which is a very interesting finding
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of the present research. In Pakistani society gender role ideology that a
man should be a breadwinner and a woman should be a housekeeper
exists quite obviously. In the daily life, we see that men of our society
have more traditional views (typical patriarchal seciety) than women. It
also has been supported by a number of rescarches (sece, for example,
Abouchedid, Marzillier, & Hall as cited in Salik, 2003). On the other
hand, findings of the present research suggest that there is no difference
between men and women on gender role attitudes which are in accord
with Barbara (2003) who also found that both men and women had
traditional gender role attitudes, Brien and Fassinger (as cited in Luo,
1999) pointed that women's traditional gender role attitudes may be o
result of lower socio economic circumsiances,

As the attribution of blame is concemed, there is no significant
difference between men and women on attribution of blame for spousal
violence scenarios, except the scenanos of nonphysical violence with
women abuser, the difference between men and women is significant,
Many studies have shown that men uwre more likely than women to
attnbute blame to both men and women victims (Kenig & Ryan, 1986;
Rubin & Borgers, 1990). The findings of the present research are not
consistent with previous researches. However, the slight difference
between the means scores of men and women suggest that women put
more blame towards abuser, and men attributed more blame to the victim
of spousal violence: Burt (1980) assumed that patriarchy shapes attitudes
and beliefs, women's role, men's role and their relatonship (o each other,
50 the results might be because of the patriarchal society in which we
live.

Az [ar as the role of experimental conditions is concemned, the
results confirm the findings by Moore (1998) who found a significant
effect of the siluation (provocative vs non provocative) in which the
incident of violence occurs on the attribution of blame of the participants.

Findings revealed that in physical violence scenarios, participants
labeled the incident as violent but in nonphysical violence scenarios, they
did not label it as violent. These findings are consistent with the research
findings by Luo (1999). In our culture, people do not perceive
nonphysical violence as violence as it 1s a part of our daily life, and has
become the values and norms of our society. It may be because the waord
‘violence' itself is a very strong word and people only take the physical
violence as violence as it has a strong manifestation. In our culture,
nonphysical violence is considered as a part of the routine life and people
consider it as simple day to day argumeént between spouses. It is
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suggested that the definition of violence should be narrowed down and
the word should be changed as in the present form it is very broad and
people only perceive one form of spousal violence as violence.

Experimental studies usually have problems regarding exiernal
validity of its finding. This might be true for this study also, but instead
of studying a representative sample, a representative sample of situations
were included in the study as participants fulfilling all the cntena were
included in the study to control the effect of confounding and extranecus
variables making it o factorial design which brings it closer to real life
settings. Therefore, we can externally validate the findings with much
maore conlidence than a completely closed setup experiment mampulating
a single factor,

With a much larger sample size than the most experimental
attribution research, this study is prvileged with some degree of
representativeness in its findings, Nevertheless, this advantage 15 nol
without cost: the findings may be somewhat compromised by the
inconsistent cell number for each experimental design. Future studies
need 1o develop better strategies to deal With the dilemma of
expenmental design vs. representative sample.

The findings of the present study may not be gencralizable 1o @
variely of populations, but to make the findings externally vahd, it 15
suggested that similar experiments be conducted using different
populations, rural as well as urban, 1o explore their gender role attitudes
and its effect on their atiribution of blame for spousal violence.

The results of the present study will help learn the mediating role
of our gender role attitudes in-attribution of blame for spousal violence
and it will be a step towards changing the researchers' attitudes towards
conducting experiments and may ftry to remove hesitations and
nhibitions regarding the use of experimental method

Conclusion

Overall, the findings of the present research suggest that in
patriarchal society like ours, neither men nor women have more modemn
gender role attitudes. Violence against women 15 endemic, and 15 closely
linked to society's prescribed gender roles. This may be the reason that
majority of the participants held the victim blameworthy instead of the
abuser in @ spousal violence situation, Further research is needed to fully
understand the intnicacies of the relationships between the victim, the
abuser, and their society. If we really want to mimmize the occurrence of
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spousal violence, we need to understand the hidden factors which play a
role of the moderator and gender role attitudes is one of them.
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