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Family Violence Social Indicators Report

Introduction

The collaboration between the Family and Children’s Trust Fund and George
Mason University centered on the identification of family violence risk, protective
factors and social indicators in an effort to develop benchmarks for evaluation of
progress in the prevention of family violence. This project had several
components. First, it involved a review of the literature to identify risk and
protective factors, along with social indicators for family violence. Secondly a
survey of family violence stakeholders was implemented with the goal of
determining their perception regarding definitions of family violence and data
collection sources. The third element involved collaboration with other
organizations to determine if there could be access to social indicator data that
would assist the Family and Children’s Trust Fund ( hereafter referred to as
FACT) in their efforts to assess family violence barometers. The FACT awards
grants to other organizations and would use these indicators to assess the impact
of grant funding. One of the hallmarks of this project has been the use of a broad
based perspective on defining family violence across all types of violence that

impact the family.



Family Violence Literature Review

Family violence is a term that is frequently used but has multiple meanings in the
research literature. It is the perspective of the FACT and this report that a unified
approach toward defining and implementing prevention and treatment services
should be applied to family violence. This united approach would provide some
consistent themes for attention by human services providers and policymakers.
There has been much research on child abuse, intimate and domestic partner
abuse, dating violence, abuse of the elderly and adult survivors of child abuse
from primarily a singular approach. It is the premise of this report that there are
themes that run throughout all forms of violence. These themes based upon a
number of studies are misuse of power, control and authority

(Capell and Heiner, 1990). Utilizing a unified approach to family violence
recognizes that at the heart of violence in the family is relationship. These
relationships are like circuitry that runs throughout the family and connects
family members, however defined, even across time intergenerationally. Perhaps
the task of those who are concerned about the issue of family violence is to find
ways to short circuit some of these connections. In order to be effective, we must
understand how certain patterns are transmitted from family member to member
and across time and generations. Failure to understand these connections means
that prevention, treatment and research are not effectively used to break the cycle

of violence.



Family Violence Definitions

The lack of a consistent definition of family violence has led to communication

breakdowns, lack of understanding, territoriality and some erroneous

conclusions regarding research.. There are many definitions utilized by those

who work with family violence programs. One of the tasks of this project was to

attempt to identify a definition of family violence that would be representative of

the common dynamics that exist among various forms of family violence. The

following represent a cross section of family violence definitions in the literature.

Definitions

Family violence is abuse of power within relationships of family, trust, or
dependency. It can include many forms of abusive behavior, like
emotional abuse, psychological abuse, neglect, financial exploitation,
destruction of property, injury to pets, physical assault, sexual assault, and
homicide. Family violence crosses all generations and income levels.
Family violence includes intimate partner/domestic violence, elder abuse
and child abuse.

Family violence means any act involving violence, force or threat
including, but not limited to any forceful detention, which results in bodily
injury or places one in reasonable apprehension of bodily injury and which
is committed by a person against such person’s family or household
member. Household members are spouses, former spouses, parents,
stepparents, children step children, brothers, sisters grandparents and
grandchildren, mother- in -law, father- in -law sons in law, daughters in
law, brothers- in- law, sisters- in -law, individuals who have a child in
common with the person or cohabits.

Family violence includes any act threatened or failure to act that causes
injury or property damage( or causes a reasonable fear of injury or
property damage). To qualify as family violence, these acts must be
carried out with the intention to intimidate or harm a family member.
Forced confinement and sexual abuse are also part of these definitions.

Family violence is abuse of power within relationships of family, trust or
dependency. It can include many forms of abusive behavior, emotional



abuse, psychological abuse, neglect, financial exploitation, destruction of
property, injury to pets, physical assault, sexual assault and homicide.

Family violence is the commission of these acts:
o Willfully or knowingly placing or attempting to place a family
member in fear of life;
o Causing hurt to a family member by such act which is known or
ought to been known would result in hurt and
o Causing continual harassment with intent to cause or knowing that
itis likely to cause anguish to a family member

Family violence and abuse as including a range of physical, sexual and
emotional maltreatment by one family member against another: according
to this definition, the term family includes a variety of relationships
beyond those of blood or marriage, in recognition that similar dynamics of
abuse may occur in these relationships.

Family Violence: physical abuse, emotional abuse, sexual abuse, economic
abuse, spiritual abuse

The definition of family violence from Virginia Code 16.1-228 states that:

Family abuse” means any act involving violence, force, or threat including,
but not limited to, any forceful detention, which results in bodily injury or
places one in reasonable apprehension of bodily injury and which is
committed by a person against such person’s family or household member.

“Family or household member” means (i) the person’s spouse, whether or
not he or she resides in the same home with the person, (ii) the person’s
former spouse, whether or not he or she resides in the same home with the
person, (iii) the person’s parents, stepparents, children, stepchildren,
brothers, sisters, grandparents and grandchildren, regardless of whether
such persons reside in the same home with the person, (iv) the person’s
mother-in-law, father-in-law, sons-in-law, daughters-in-law, brothers-in-
law and sisters-in-law who reside in the same home with the person, (v)
any individual who has a child in common with the person, whether or not
the person and that individual have been married or have resided together
at any time, or (vi) or any individual who cohabits together or who, within
the previous twelve months, cohabited with the person, and any children
of either of them then residing in the same home with the person.

It can be observed that while the Virginia Code suggests some unified themes that

may be applicable across multiple forms of family violence, the predominant

approach of organizations is to focus on one or two forms of family violence. This



approach limits effectiveness in breaking the circuitry of family violence. There
is still enough violent power within the circuitry of the family to harm current
and future family members. The increasingly, strong support for a more unified

understanding of family violence has the potential to break the circuitry.

The chart below identifies the themes that appear most commonly in definitions
of family violence. Family Violence stakeholders were also asked to identify these
key elements.

Table 1

Key Elements of the Definition of Family Violence

Abuse of power within relationships Role of intention to harm

Kinds of relationship-family, trust or Threatened act or failure to act that
dependency causes injury

Definition of varied forms of family Physical, sexual and emotional
members maltreatment

Abusive behavior Intergenerational Transmission
Violence Use of Force and Control

Centrality of Family Relationships Diversity of family forms

Family Violence Dynamics
Family violence in all its forms although increasing, is still thought to be
underreported (McCloskey, 1995). Approximately 1.3 million women and 835

men are physically assaulted by an intimate partner annually in the United States




(Tjaden and Thoennes, 2000, 2006). The closeness and bonds of family provide
a breeding ground for secrecy and loyalty within the family. In fact, violating
secrecy and exposing family violence has been linked to increased risk for violent
attack. Women who separate from the abuser may in fact increase their risk
because of revealing what is occurring behind the walls of the family
relationship. Itis also the abuser’s inability to deal with the loss that increases
the potential for violence. This should however never be a basis for a woman not
seeking to report and separate from the abuser. Many women who remain in
abusive situations die of injuries inflicted by the perpetrator. It is however a risk
factor that must be addressed by those who seek to help the woman. Added

efforts for security and protection are often warranted.

Why are some families violent and others are not? The answer is complex
however if we review literature across various forms of violence we see some
repeating factors. Violence in the family affects everyone (Perry, 1997, Benson,
2004) . Risk factors often include alcohol and substance abuse, history of
violence in the family, socio-cultural and interpersonal influences, the presence
of guns in the home and exposure to violent media images. In short violence is
pervasive in our society and the mix of complex risk and protective factors

combine to either increase or decrease the likelihood of violence.

Violence in the family may become the breeding ground for new generations of

victims. There is a growing body of research to suggest that witnessing of



violence may lead to long term psychological and physical consequences (Reno,

1999; Salomon, Bassuk and Dawson, 2004).

In addition to the negative consequences of witnessing violence, there are other
consequences of violence. Violence in the family leads to unstable living
conditions and exposes children to traumatic levels of stress.(McNew, J. A., and
Abell, N. 1995 ;Siegel and Williams, 2004) . Many believe that children suffer the
most because they are unable to change their situation. They are often witnesses
and victims of violence by those to whom they trust and depend (Reno, J. Holder,
E. H. et al 1999;Gondolf, 2005) It has been estimated that 2.4 million individuals
are diagnosed as having Post Traumatic Stress Disorder each year because they
have been witnesses of violence.( Reno, J. and Holder, E. H., 1999) . Thirty to
sixty percent of children whose mothers are being abused are themselves likely to
be abused (Graham-Bermann and Edleson, 2001). Other by products of violence
in the family includes poverty, unemployment, divorce and its lingering

consequences, drug and alcohol abuse and mental illness.

Even though violence can be viewed in cultures around the world, the United
States is often viewed as one of the most violent countries ((Rudo,Z.H. and
Powell, D.S. 1996) . The United States does not have just one form of family
violence but multiple forms. Any form of violence affects all of those who are
connected through relationship and especially those who witness the violence.
Perry (1997 ) talks about violence as not just breaking bones, but breaking minds

and destroying the souls of those who are impacted by it.



Sexual abuse is a violent act often perpetrated by family members. Fifty four
percent of female victims and 71% of male victims were first raped before their
18th birthday. More women however are raped as an adult than are those

during adolescence or childhood (Tjaden and Thoennes, 2006).

Family violence is clearly intergenerational. It is transmitted through the
socialization process to the young through conscious teaching and unconscious
teaching and observation. A vast amount of research has established that
abusive parents have usually experienced violence in their childhood. Learning
occurs through this process. The only form of discipline that these parents know
is commonly violent approaches to training children. Some studies have
associated marital rape with increased risk for child abuse. (Saunders, 1994).
Even abuse of pets has been recognized as an indicator of family violence.
(Fraser, 1996) . The combination of habitual violence, often inappropriate child
rearing practices along with inconsistent parental supervision of children,
neglect, poor support of children and emotional abuse lead to dysfunction in
children.(Perry, 1999) This is often manifested in problems with authority
figures, poor social relationships and abuse of alcohol and drugs as means of self
medication. Even when we study the dynamics of abuse of the elderly we often
find family dynamics that become involved in abusive behavior. Pattern of long
term family conflict are often revealed in the abuse. The adult who as a child was

abused by the parent, may later become the abusive caregiver of an aging parent.
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Table 2

Family Violence

+

Positive Growth Enhancing

Time

v

Time

NEGATIVE
TRAUMATIC
EVENTS

Both Positive and Negative Events Shape Passage Through the Life
Cycle

The diagram shows that over time and across life stages, there are many
processes in the family that are relationship based that can promote positive
growth. At the same time there may be processes within families that produce
negative traumatic events. Both processes are integrated into the life of the

family and impact family members across time.

The contemporary family is characterized by divorce, instability, transitions and
stress. While divorce is common, a growing body of evidence suggests that
children involved in divorce are more likely to experience problems with
behavior, social competence and psychological adjustment. Amato et al,

(1995, Campbell, et al, 2003) has found that family structure may be linked to

other family problems. Familial stress and marital conflict and divorce can
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negatively impact a child's developmental process (Amato, Loomis, and Booth

1995,).

Other structural issues such as those associated with children having a single
parent have been paired with inconsistent parenting styles, excess stress, less
time spent with children and increased poverty . Some of these same factors

characterize families where violence occurs(McLanahan, et al 1994).

Table 3 Percent of children aged 2-17 that has experienced a change in family structure

during the last two years by selected characteristics, 2001

TOTAL 219

RACE AND HISPANIC PERCENTAGES
White 21%

Black 28%
Hispanic 20%

Asian 29%

Poverty Status

At or Above Poverty 19%
Poverty Status 43%

Age of Youngest Child

2-5 24
6-11 19
12-17 23

Family structure change refers to the entrance or exit of family or non family member

adults or children from the family. Also includes birth of a baby or divorce or

remarriage.
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Table 3 reveals that changes in family structure are more evident in ethnic
minority families, those at poverty status and younger children, all of which have

higher risk for family violence.

Indicators of child well-being associated with divorce or single parent status (a
family structural change) include low measures of academic achievement
(repeated grades, low marks, low class standing), increased likelihood of
dropping out of high school or early childbearing, increased levels of depression,
stress, anxiety, and aggression (Amato, Loomis, and Booth 1995; Astone and

McLanahan 1991; Dawson 1991; McLanahan and Sandefur 1994; ).

A review of the literature has revealed that there are social indicator projects in a
number of states that center around generalized indicators of health and well
being for children and families. Some of these projects focus on substance abuse,

domestic violence, child abuse and neglect or other specific target.

Intergenerational Transmission

Family violence is a devastating condition that brings harm in multiple ways to
all who are affected by it. Itis critical that it is understood that intergenerational
transmission leads to the perpetuation of violence. Every effort should be
directed toward breaking intergenerational patterns so that future generations
will not suffer the harmful effect of family violence. The central concept for

transmission if relationship. The quality of relationships impacts transmissions,
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even violent relationships. Stakeholders that serve the victims of family violence

are key to breaking the cycle.

Family Violence Survey
Introduction
The disparate nature in which family violence programs are designed and
implemented make it necessary to seek the opinions, attitudes and views of those
involved in implementing family violence programs and services. These
programs tend to have a singular focus such as child abuse, intimate and
domestic violence, sexual assault or elder abuse. The FACT Board has been
providing funds through grants for a number of years to family violence
organizations in an effort to reduce family violence. These stakeholders
represent those in the State who have primary stakeholder roles in family
violence. Seeking their opinion provides important clues regarding the
definition of family violence, key components and age groups that would be
covered. A survey was developed by the researchers that targeted family violence
stakeholders. In summary, the goal of the family violence survey was to
understand the perceptions of family violence program stakeholders regarding
family violence, definitions, current practices in family violence programs and

data collection procedures.

Methods
The survey sample included the email list and the grant recipient list of the
FACT Board. A letter of introduction was sent to FACT email recipients

introducing the online survey and urging participation in the research. The
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survey was an online survey developed by the researchers and reviewed and
approved by the George Mason University Institutional Human Subjects Review
Board. It was also reviewed and piloted prior to the survey process.
Approximately 195 surveys were emailed and received by recipients although
approximately 225 were sent. As with all email surveys, some emails are
returned with automatic “out of the office” replies and incorrect email addresses.
One hundred and one individuals responded to the survey with a 52% response
rate. As indicated by the job titles, most of the respondents were Directors and
leaders of family violence organizations and therefore represented key

stakeholders.

RESULTS

Characteristics of the Respondents

Gender and Age

Survey respondents were key stakeholders working in family violence
programming in the Commonwealth of Virginia. The respondents were
primarily female. The majority of the respondents were of middle age with 89
percent between the ages of 31 to age 60. Fifty six percent were between the ages

of 46- 60 percent.
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Education and Job Titles

Survey respondents were also highly educated. Eighty five percent had a
bachelor’s level degree or a Masters degree. Fifty six percent held Masters
degrees. The analysis of the results indicated that the respondents were
primarily organizational leaders who were very experienced in family violence
programming. Most of the job titles were Directors, Presidents or CEO'’s of

organizations.

Work Experience in Family Violence

Sixty seven percent of the respondents currently work in family violence
organization. Many of the remaining respondents previously worked in family
violence organizations. The survey respondents were generally experienced.
Their years of working in family violence programming ranged from 1 to over 25
years. The largest group of respondents fell into two categories that were equally
divided. Thirty percent of the respondents had 1-5 years of experience in family

violence work. Thirty percent had 11-20 years of experience.

Years of Experience

1-5 Years 30%
6-10 Years 24%
11-20 Years 28%
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21-25 Years 11%

Over 25 Years 7%

Respondents also had a diverse background in professional training. Sixty eight
percent indicated their professional training as either Social Work or Human
Services. Forty percent from among those who specified their professional
training under the Other category identified professions that ranged from law,
prevention, criminal justice, public administration, to child psychology with
majority being in education and law. The primary area of organizational focus
was in child abuse and neglect, domestic violence, sexual assault and juvenile
delinquency.

Personal Perception of Terms Applying to Family Violence

Respondents were asked to share the terms they felt were applicable to family
violence. The list that was generated clearly shows that most had a concept

beyond one or two forms of violence.

Psychological Abuse 100%
Child abuse and neglect 100%
Physical Assault 100%
Sexual Assault 100%
Domestic Violence 100%
Emotional Abuse 99%
Intimate Partner Violence 99%
17
v




Elder Abuse 97%

Verbal Abuse 97%
Homicide 96%
Intention to Harm 95%

Defining Family Violence

Respondents felt that the key components that should be considered in defining
family violence are identified in the table below. Traditional family and blood
relationships are the top responses. Non traditional family forms are also

included. Relationship continues to serve as a key factor in defining family

violence.
_Marriage 96%
Blood Relatives 93%
_Multigenerational Families 89%
Foster Families 88%
Long Term Relationships 86%
Gay/Lesbian Partners 85%

Respondents were asked whether there should be one definition for family
violence in the state. Over half of the respondents thought that there should be
one definition (52%). Unsure responses were directed toward identifying some
potential problems or issues that might need addressing.

“It would need to be VERY inclusive and not bound by marital status, orientation,

or blood relative definitions.”
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“Please make sure that the definition is not so broad that it takes away from the
serious acts of violence”
“This probably has public policy implications that should be addressed by the

agencies providing child abuse, domestic violence and elder abuse services.”

Would one definition of family violence be
beneficial?

O Response Total
=]

IN
o
| Ll |

Yes :l
I
]

No
Unsure

Comment :‘

Total
Respondents

Dynamics Involved in Family Violence

Abuse of power(96%) was the number one dynamic associated with defining
family violence. It was followed by threatened acts that cause injury, fear of
injury. Family relationship and relationships of dependence were other key

dynamics according to respondents.

Family violence is based largely upon a definition of family. Respondents
indicated that fairly traditional as well as more non traditional components
should be a part of the family definition. Marriage (96%), blood relatives (93%),

multigenerational families (89%), long term relationships and gay/lesbian

19



partners(85%) define family according to survey respondents. Other responses

focused on intimate relationships as being important.

Respondents were asked to identify age groups to be included in a definition of

family violence. One hundred percent of respondents identified children,

adolescents, young adults, middle aged adults and older adults should be

included.

Factors Contributing to Family Violence

There was strong consensus among the respondents that certain factors

contributed more significantly to family violence than others. The responses give

strong support to the need for family violence programs to collaborate with other

organizations serving the needs of families. Many respondents specified
additional factors beyond those listed. Male privilege, sexism, and lack of

resources were identified as contributing to family violence along with social

tolerance.

Top Ranked Factors

Alcohol and Family History of Violence 97%
Substance Abuse 95%
Poor family relationships 94%
Stress 92%
Mental health issues 92%
Financial Problems 90%

Organizations and Defining Family Violence
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Respondents overwhelmingly believed that family violence organizations

should consider all ages (99%).

Respondents indicated that their organization

primarily defined family violence by the following rank ordered categories:

>

Emotional abuse
Physical Assault
Sexual Assault
Verbal Abuse
Psychological Abuse
Neglect

Intention to Harm

Threats

Family Violence Organization Data Collection

Respondents were asked to identify where they send data routinely collected by

staff within their organizations. The majority send data to the state (73%)

followed by the local area (51%) and the federal government( 31%) It was noted

that many agencies send data to fenders and donors. At least one program

indicates that no data is collected.

Efforts were made to determine the frequency of collecting and reporting of

organizational data. The results are found in the chart below.
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Frequency of Reporting

100
80
60 O Response Total
40 ~ — _ ] =
20
O '_| T / T I_l T
> > > > > @
¥ £ £ 3 B 8._ 2
c c S > 0 > -
2 g Q = E 55 g 2
E & << °¢g e s
) = c @ Z
IS c 2
& o} 4

The majority of responses to this item were actually listed under Other. The

predominant response was quarterly data submission (50%).

The primary kind of services offered by the respondent’s organization is
advocacy and counseling (75.5%) followed by support services (68%) and
prevention(66%). Respondents who answered in the other category listed crisis

intervention, educational programs and housing.

Respondents were asked whether a database used to share information about
various data on forms of family violence would be helpful. The majority (62%)
said yes, however 33% were not sure. Those who were unsure or that shared

other opinions felt they needed more information or recommended particular

agencies that might be sources to house such a database. Advocates saw this as an

opportunity to support their work. Coordination was suggested as important.
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Types of Data Collection

Respondents were asked to specify the type of data collection that occurs within
their organization. Responses to this item filled three pages. Family violence
agencies in the state of Virginia are collecting diverse types of data, using a
multitude of methodologies. Sharing of data collection is essential in this
context.

Knowledge of Various Forms of Family Violence

If family violence organizations and staff are to develop a unified approach to
family violence, it would require expanded knowledge of family violence forms.

Respondents were asked to rate their level of knowledge in several areas;

High Level of Knowledge

Il

Elder Abuse

|

Sexual Assault |

Child abuse and neglect | ]

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Medium level of knowledge

Disabilities | |

Elder Abuse ]

Juvenile Delinquency | |
|

Sexual Assault ]

Intimate and Domestic Violence ]

Child abuse and neglect ]
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Disabilities ‘ ‘ ]
Elder Abuse ]

Juvenile Delinquency ]

Sexual Assault —‘_|

Intimate and Domestic Violence
|

Child abuse and neglect

) 5 10 15 20 25 30 buse

and neglect and intimate and domestic violence. They identified that their
knowledge of sexual assault and juvenile delinquency was at the medium level.
Elder abuse was identified as the area that most respondents rated their

knowledge as low. Disabilities were the second lowest.
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DISCUSSION

This family violence survey of stakeholders representing family violence
organizations throughout the Commonwealth of Virginia was a highly
experienced sample. This sample represented individuals from around the state
and allowed them to share their perceptions of the current state of family
violence in the Commonwealth of Virginia. The respondents were primarily
females (98%) which may reflect the composition of most staffs serving family
violence clients. The respondents were primarily married (60%) or formerly
married (24%) and may be important in identifying a framework with which to
assess relationships and the core of family violence. The majority of the
respondents was highly educated and may mean that depending on the kind of
professional training, individuals might be impacted. Fifty percent of the
respondents had a minimum of 11 years experience in family violence. The
listing of job titles clearly indicated that this sample represented leadership in
family violence. The majority were Directors of organizations, administrators,
supervisor of family violence organization. Although the majority of the
respondents were social work or human service professionals, the group
represented diverse professional training. This issue becomes important since

professions have their own values, ethics and standards for behavior.

Several areas surfaced as being relevant in the analysis of the data.

Understanding and Defining Family Violence
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Survey respondents had an understanding of family violence that is generally
broad and inclusive although their organization structural and scope of work
tends to be narrow and focused on only one or two forms of family violence.

Over and over again respondents indicated that child maltreatment, Intimate and

Domestic Violence, Sexual Assault, Elder abuse are forms of family violence.

When asked about dynamics that should be covered in a definition of family
violence they identified responses consistent with the research literature. Abuse
of power was the number one response followed by threats and fear of injury.
Since a part of this research involved trying to understand how respondents
defined family violence responses to this item provides a clue about the elements

of a definition that would be appropriate.

A key term to define is family. Eighty three percent of the respondents believed
that family relationships should be a prominent part of a definition of family
violence. The term family should be defined according to respondents primarily
by marriage, blood relations, and multigenerational families. It was

also clear that respondents were inclusive in their perspective on family.
Gay/lesbian partners were strongly represented among the respondents. Longer
term relationships and foster families were viewed as families. This inclusiveness
also was reflected in the identification of age groups that should be considered
under a definition of family violence. There was total consensus that the

definition should include children to older adults. One question asked specifically
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should family violence programs consider all ages and the response was yes

(99%)

The responses from family violence stakeholders are clear. Family Violence
should address all age groups, should embrace core concepts such as abuse of
power and relationships and should include varied forms of family. Itis
interesting that little has occurred to move forward a broader definition of family

violence because stakeholder seems to have this perspective.

The response to this survey makes it clear that collaboration is very important in
reducing the incidence of family violence. When respondents were asked to
identify factors that contribute to family violence, the number one reply was
alcohol abuse/drinking and a family history of violence. Poor family relationship,
substance abuse, mental health issues and stress were also prominent in the
responses. Since no one organization exclusively deals with these contributing
factors, it would seem that collaboration is critical in addressing the real causes of
family violence. This collaboration does not routine occur although there is some
recognition that it is needed.

Family Violence and Organizations
Respondents were asked to describe the terms that best reflect how their
organization defines violence. The responses indicated emotional abuse, sexual
assault, physical assault and verbal abuse were the top responses. Respondents
indicated that the primary area of focus for their organization is child abuse and

neglect although more responses ended up in the “other “ column. The responses
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were very diverse and therefore these individuals work in diverse kinds of
organizations. It was interesting that when asked about their organization’s
definition of family violence, terms that traditionally define forms of violence
were used. When they were asked this question for their person opinion, they
seemed to identify more of the underlying factors than the forms of family

violence.

When asked about the kinds of services offered advocacy, support services and

prevention were the top responses. The Other column generated a host of

services that were very diverse. These services covered educational, faith based,

health, transitional housing, court advocacy, counseling, youth development,
parenting and support groups etc.
I

Family Violence Data Collection
When asked where these organizations send the data collected routinely, the
primary response was to the State. Most of the data is collected quarterly or
monthly. When respondents were asked to identify the type of data collected,
there was a large diversity of responses. This probably is one of the most

significant aspects of this study. The approach to family violence and what is

being accomplished is being lost in the fragmented data collection process. The

social indicators project might provide important help in solidifying the data

collection. Multiple funding streams, data bases, funders, statewide surveys are

identified.
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When respondents were asked if having a database that could be shared would
be helpful, the majority of responses indicated yes, although some individuals
indicated that they were unsure and raised concerns about confidentiality,
duplication and provided suggestions on where the database might be located. In
addition, respondents were asked if it would be beneficial to develop one
definition for family violence in the Commonwealth of Virginia that would be
inclusive of all forms of family violence. While the majority indicated it would be

beneficial , again a large number indicated they were unsure .

The final comments were generally supportive of the process.

“l hope this helps to fight the battle of family violence. It is a serious and chronic
problem with the homeless families that I work with in the process.”

“Very glad that you are exploring these issues as the impact of domestic violence
on issues of child abuse, elder abuse, mental health, physical health, substance
abuse and juvenile , is so pervasive as to justify an ongoing analysis.”

“ I look forward to the outcome of this survey. Thank you for doing this.”
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SOCIAL INDICATORS

Conceptual Framework

Family violence has the potential to impact and shape passage throughout the
life course. A wealth of data suggests that it is passed among family members
and across generations. Ecological models suggest that family violence is a by
product of person factors and environmental factors. Social indicators are
defined as a measure of change in a social condition or

behavior(www.gosap.state.va.us/indicators.htm). This project sought to identify

social indicators of family violence. In truth because family violence breeds
within the context of relationship, whether by blood or intimacy, assessing the
social context of families provides clues to the family violence. The stronger and

healthier the family, the less likely family violence will continue to develop.

A unified approach to family violence is based upon a life course perspective that

utilizes a developmental process and impacts the family. It is in this context that

child maltreatment, intimate and domestic violence , sexual assault and elder

abuse find commonality.

There are several principles that have guided our search for social indicators.

Principle 1
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1. Children are born into families and family factors influence their growth
and development.
This principle highlights indicators regarding the family. These
indicators have a relationship to how children are affected. Divorce,
family instability, parental absence, parental incarceration, family
transitions or structure change is examples of family structural
changes.
Principle 2
Factors associated with the well being of children provide a window into family
well being.
Violent families are not associated with the well being of children. The
presence of violence is an indicator of lack of well being and the presence
of indicators of well being will likely negate family violence indicators.
Principle 3
Family Violence encompasses all phases of the life course serving as an indicator
for other forms of violence.

A history of violence in a family becomes an indicator for the presence of
other forms of violence. Childhood abuse is an indicator for the presence
of violence in later stages of life. Violence begets violence, although the
form may be different. The psychological and physical impact of violence

can be lifelong.

Principle 4
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The circuitry of family violence cannot be broken without decreasing the power

or forces that continue to fuel it across the life span and generations.

An understanding of how the misuse of power, authority and control are
played out in various forms of family violence is critical to breaking the
circuitry that allows it to pass from one generation to the next. Itis
important that we recognized that this circuitry is embedded in very
nature of families. Much like genetics, there exist a predisposition to
violence but this predisposition may lie dormant without the

environmental stimulus needed to produce its growth.

Charts are listed as follows in the area of Intimate and Domestic Violence, Child
Maltreatment and Elder Abuse, the core areas of emphasis in this report.
Additional research in the area of sexual assault and other sub-categories of

family violence is needed.
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Intimate and Domestic Violence is an area where much research has been done
in the past two decades yet remains a significant problem. Statistics vary
indicating anywhere from one to four million American women annually are

victims of serious assaults by intimate partners (www.dccadv.org). In many areas

of the country, the term family violence is equated with domestic violence
although some believe that it is important to address it as a specific gender-based
issue. The Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protection Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-
386; Division B — Violence Against Women Act [VAWA]) defines domestic
violence as including “acts or threats of violence, not including acts of self-
defense, committed by a current or former spouse of the victim, by a person with
whom the victim shares a child in common, by a person who is cohabitating with
or has cohabitated with the victim, by a person similarly situated to a spouse of
the victim under the domestic or family violence laws of the jurisdiction, or by
any other person against a victim who is protected from that person’s acts under
the domestic or family violence laws of the jurisdiction.”(Note: Separate

