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A sense of the uniclue, sPeciﬁ'c and concrete
circumstances of any situation is the first inclispensable
steP to solving the Problems Posecl 139 that situation.

Former President of Ireland, David Trimble, 1998




Abuse During & After Separation

Assaultive men:

More like y to sexua"9 assault children
Seek custoclg more than non-assaultive fathers

More ike yto commit murder on/after
seParatlon

| ntenselathreatening long after seParation

Abuse children to abuse the woman

Use visitation to abuse the children, woman
Strategica"g undermine woman’s Parenting
Use ProFessionals to undermine, abuse victims

L. E)ancro{:t, 2002




Social Responses to Victims

Strongest Predictor of victim distress after violence
Positive social responses foster recovery, 5amcet9

Negative social responses slow recovery, reduce
sa{:etg

Discrimination based on race, gencler, sexuality, class,
ability, age, Position

| gnoring social responses = misleacling analgsis




Social Responses to Victims

Mental health settings
Models that ﬁame women & excuse assaultive men
A~contextual focus on individual traits, deficits
(e.g., resiliencg, vulnerabilitg)
lnaPProPriate cliagnoses

Law emcorcement,judicial settings
Narrow focus on the Physical assault
Slow & mitigating responses to Perpetrators
Unsafe custody & access decisions
Dual (mutual) ¢ arging
Victim blaming: Inattention to victim resistance




Negative Social Responses (cont’d)

m Child Protcction
“Failure to Protect”
No recorcling of women’s resistance
Failure to aaclress Peraetrator

m Family and friends
W y don’t 9oujust leave him?
Whg do you Pick these guys?

O SPecialized interventions
Mutualizing (e.g., custoclg and access c/isputc)
Misuse of Psycfh. tests, cliagnoses with victims




Women’s Responses to Negative Social Responses

Stay to protect the children

Avoid authorities

Work the system

Withhold information, disclose Partially
Isolate themselves

Stay in contact with the perpetrator
Use sellc~blaming language

Covert resistance, appear to comply, obeg




MisrePresentation & Negative Social Responses

m Violent crimes & victims’ responses are misrePresented:
E.g, sexualized assault, wife-assault, colonialism

N MisrePresentations aPEear in legal, mental health, Public

Policy, Journalism & o lic discourse

M Prevailing models reflect Faulty assumPtions
E.g, cgcle theorg of violence

s All models presume Positive social responses




It is a horrible cancer that at times seems incurable, but it
can be cured. ... Thisisan awa‘(ening of our collective

conscience. ... Prosecutors want toh*ing wife

batterers tcV}justice but women are still too often afraid

to testhcg. e are committed to Prosecuting the

wrongcloers but we need your help. We neecl witnesses.

Attorney-General Wa”g OPPal, Vancouver Sun, 2007




Ottawa orders Panel to Probe TB deaths. A Truth and
Reconciliation Commission will look at whq Indian Affairs
did so little about the samcetg of native children. (headline)

"It is unimaginable to any Parent that your child would g0

away to 5(:‘]100' and not return,” he told rePorl:ers
gesterclag. "It is one of the saddest chapters in Canadian
historg. And obviously it will be incumbent on all of us to
come to griPs with it.“

Jim Prentice, Globe & Mail, APril 25, 2007




The Interact ional and Discursive View

Social interaction is resPonsive
Dignit9 is central to social life
Violence is social

Violence is unilateral

Victims resPoncI and resist

Violence is deliberate




Social Interaction is ResPonsive

Social interaction is conventional and iml:)rovisecl

We orient to one another as social agents with the
ability to choose . . . and to change across time and
set‘tings

Iif we did not, social life would be imPossible

The use of power presumes choice 139 both Parties




The Active Self

The self is a stance-takin entity, a something that
takes up a Position 5ome\§16re between identification
with an organization and oPPosition to it, and is reacly
at the 5|igntest pressure to regain its balance bq

shhcl:ing its involvement in either direction. Itis thus
against something that the self can emerge.

E. Goffman, 1961, p- 520




Effects & ResPonses

Effect: Whateveris Proclucecl 133 a causc; sometl‘:ing made
to l‘laPPen 139 a person or thing; a result.

Originates in the cause.

Response: Mental, sPiritual or Physical activity or
cessation of activity Pursuant to circumstances or acts
of others. A reply Or an answer.

Origi nates in the person.




How the Language of Effects Conceals Resistance

Distinguisl‘:ing between effects & responses

Effects as negative, a-social, a-Political, end-states

How the language of effects:
Conceals resistance and 5uPPorI:s victim blaming

Denudes 5umcFering of its Personal, situated
meaning

Treatment of victims is |arge|9 effects-based




Dignit9 is Central to Social Life

Dignit9 includes:
Ph?jsical & Dsgchological integrity,
wholeness

Social & self-worth
Autonomy, Freedom, efﬁcacg

Care for others, loved ones

Affronts to clignitg incite intense responses
Humiliation may be the Primary affront, icn!jurg
When aHfronted, clignitg must be restore




Violence is Social

Violent acts involve two Parties, perpetrator & victim

Complete accounts must include both Parties

EX&!H‘IPIC: WiFC~a558UIt scenario

Victims’ resistance shows the clcgree & deliberate
nature of violence

To conceal resistance is to conceal violence

To conceal resistance is clestrog evidence




Violence is Unilateral

Violence consists of actions ]39 one Part9 against
another

Mutual Acts versus Unilateral Acts

Mutualizing:
— Obscures perpetrator resPonsibilitg
(associated with shorter sentences)
— Portrays victim as co-agent, co~responsib|e

— Blames, Pathologizes victims




Common Mutualizing Terms

Abusive relationship, domestic dispute
P P

Sexual assault, unwanted intercourse, fondle, kiss

Fight, argument, conflict, war

Custocly and access clisPute
Conflict resolution, mediation
Reconciliation




Mutualizing Spousal Assault in Courts

B “The aPPe"ant & his wife enga%fc N an argument . . ..
Mr. X became upset over somet ng said cluring this

argument. He tr ereupon grabbec his wife’s neck,
lsiueezing it until she near]g lost consciousness. He then
e

£0. This broug'lt the argument toan end.”

“That the earlier of the two assaults arose
<s:f:)on’car1<:ous|9 in the course of an argument is not in
ispute. To that extent it can be said to have been

unpremeditated.”

“He was wi"ing to take counse"ing in reference to his
anger & his marital Problems. He cxl:)rssecl his cleep
remorse for what had haPPenecl & his desire to imProve
the marriage.”




Mutualizing Spousal Assault in Courts

N “They went to bed and he saicl, ‘Jane, Il have to screw
you one more time’, and he had intercourse with her.”

® “Itis obvious difficulties were Present in the marriage.”




The partners’ characteristics hold them together. .
As Egused Partners aclapt and become more compliant .
..the
Partners’ characteristics make them increasinglg
depenclent on one another. After Prolongecl abuse
theg clevelop complementarg characteristics:
aggressive/ passive, demandi ng/ compliant,

Haming/ accel:)ting guilt.

Yukon Familg Violence Project)




Colonization has alwags been based upon the existence
of need and del:)enclencg. N People are suitable
for being colonized; on|9 those who feel this need are
suftable. In almost all cases where I"_‘uroPeans have
founded colonies . . . we can say that they were

eerctecl, and even desired in the unconscious of their

su jects.

(Mannoni, 1947, cited in Macey)




Victims Respond and Resist

The nature of resistance:

Overt, covert; subtle, direct; clisguised, open.

A clrgf of Ionging sa ’T as mucj—v bout the human sPirit

as a grand gesture ot love or detiance.

Distress signals the victim’s orientation to the violence as
adverse.

What a person Fc/cspairs agalhst ggints to what that
person nopes 1or: DesPanr encodes desire.




Aboriginal Resistance to KiclnaPPing, Genocide

Video clip from Rabbit Proof Fence




Duringthe first stage . . . the batterer en ages in minor
verba] abuse. . .. The woman tries to carl% ﬂ‘te abuser and
often changes her |i1cest9|e to avoid angering the man. This
usua||9 sets a Precedent of submissiveness ]39 the woman
auilcling the gateway to future abuse. The second stage
consists of an “uncontrollable cliscl‘targe of tensions that

have been built up durig Pl‘iase one”. ... During the third
stage, the abuser acts remorseful and apologetic, usua”g
Promising to cl‘xange. As a result, many women grant
abusers multiple oPPortunities to rePent and therebg fall
into a cgcle O‘F abuse.

Ciraco, 2001




Violence is Deliberate

PerPetrators anticiPate and suppress resistance
Routine Propertg crimes

Wife-assault, sexualized assault

Control, Predation

Increased violence for open defiance
Discrecliting victim
Misinterpreting victim’s responses, distress




Violent Strategies in Colonialism & Wife-Assault

Jsolation
res. school, reserves Familg, friends

Threats

kidnapping violence
cleng rights hurt children

Surveillance
child welfare, status follow,

{riends




Parallel Violence in Colonialism & Wife-Assault

Humiliation
savage slut
Public beatings Public insults

Control
Indian Act give orders

Avoid Rcsponsl}fvi/ity

blame heathens blame
woman




Parallel Violence in Colonialism & Wife-Assault

Theft

|and moneg

Use of 5tcrcoi§gplhg

Indian, laz bitch, passive
Y P

Use of the [aw
Indian act lax enforcement




Effects-based Accounts of Perpetrators

Pathologg - biological, Psychological

Inner tension — builcl-up to explosion

| earned behaviour — recipient of social conditioning
Socio-cultural — attitudes comPcl men to violate others

Effects-based theories:
Conceal control, deliberation, choice

RePresent Perpetrator as victim of PowerFul
forces

Mitigate responsibilitg

Fail to account for victims’ resistance




“For some time | have been 5trugg|ing with an illness,
although it has taken this most recent incident to bring
home to me that | have a Problem with alcohol. . .. This
has broug'lt shame to me Persona"q and to the office of
mayor. | realize that | must now deal with it. . . . The
responsible course of action is, for the interim, to step

aside as ytlilely while I seek assistance for this Personal
matter. . . . I will do whatever is necessary to deal with my
Problem e including any treatment that will help with my
recovery. “

Globe and Mall, Saturclag, APril 14, 2007, p- Al8




AN stag of Proceeclings was grantecl ... inthe case of
Port Cocluitlam Maﬂor Scott Young, who was chargecl
with assaulting his wite. Juclge SPence stagecl the
charge after Crown and defense agreed that was the
best way to resolve the matter. Young, who agreecl to
counselmg, said in a brief statement that he and his wife
are glad the matter is over and that t|1e9 are trqing to

resolve their difficulties. . . . “l think most people are
aware of the cha"enges Facing busg workmg couPIes with
young families,” said Young. “We can, at times,
miscommunicate and even over react to situations. What
occurred between my wife and I was a misunclerstancling

which we both find most regrettable”.
Victoria Times-Colonist, April 26,2002




For Don, control meant turning Martha into a PuPPet,
stiﬂing her inclependence, taking away any life she may have
had apart from him. He was torturecﬁj the fear that she
would abandon him, and no matter how%'larcl he tried to

scluelch that fear bgf asserting control, the fear never left

him. This helps exp ain w|19 Don was battering Martha
Practica"g every other dag rather than ePisoaicallg. He felt
constantly vulnerable to Iosing her, and he released the
demons o% his vulnerabilitg through violence.

(Jacobson & Gottman, 1998, P- 72)




Four Operations of Discourse

Y 4

Obscure

Conceal '
Responsabl

Resistance

Blame Vid:in& Conceal

Violence




The Four Operations of Language in Practice

Wiclely used in Professional and Public domains
Form the basis of current models, assuml:)tions

lnvariablg attack victims and benefit Perpetrators

Justhcy and call for a host of negative social responses
= Prejuclicial views of victims

~ inaffropriate |ega| decisions and Public Policg

- ineffective, harmful interventions at all Points




Complete and Accurate Accounts

The actions of perpetrators & victims jn specific
interactions, so ial settings & social context

~violent act itself, beﬁore, after

Provifle the Courc'f ﬁrith afact Pattern that necessitates

sa etg-centre ecisions
M E‘xpose violence
N Clarhcg Perpetrators’ resPonsibility

m Elucidate victims’ responses and resistance

m Contest the blaming and Pathologizing of victims




Children’s Responses: Getl:ing Interactional
Information(Scenario 1)

m “Their claug‘lter knocked on the cloor, and he left the

suite to Placate the claugnter, and to get her to g0 back
upstairs to bed. . .. After the claug‘lter returnea
upstairs. o




Children’s Responses: Getl:ing Interactional Information
(Scenario 2)

Child

Perpetrator Mother

Moment~bg~moment actions of one person and responses
to that action bg all the others




Children’s Responses: Getl:ing Interactional Information

(Scenario 2)

“Their claug‘lter knocked on the door . . .7
Possible response of :

——child

——mother to child
~~PerPetrator to child

-~C

~~mother toc
1/

-~C

g

d to Perﬁetrator’s actions
ild’s actions
d to mother’s action

~~PerPetrator to child
——mother to Perpetrator

-~chi

“. ..anc

d to Perpetrator

he left the suite to Placate the claugnter D

« . .andto get her to g0 back upstairs to bed.”




E‘xpose Violence

» Who did what to whom
m Accurate use of unilateral-violent terms
— non~mutua|izing context

® Include detailed clescriptions of actions against children




Clarhcg Perpetrators’ Responsibilitg

The deliberate nature of the violent acts
— The suPPression or overwhelming of resistance

How the Perpetrator resPoncls to and uses social
responses

Include how the Perpetrator resPondecl to the children’s
resistance

R&present as a resPonsive, agentive human being (not
effected)

Engage cluicklg, clecisively, resPec’cFung with violent

Partners

Hi Hight deliberation, control, Pre~cxisting
abi itg




Elucidate Victims’ RcsPonses And Resistance

Uncover the mental, Phgsical, and 5Piritua| resistance of
victims

— Overt or covert

— Direct or subtle

How victims (inclucling children) resl:)oncl to social
responses

— Nccsfative or Positive
Include the responses and resistance of children
Represent as resPonsive, agentic human beings




Contest The Blaming And Pathologizing Of Victims

M ldenti{:y negative social responses to all victims inclucling
children

— Four Operations of |anguage

m Orient to the wrongness of negative social responses
— Contest Pathologizing

m Contest the creation and Placing of the Problem within
the victim

M RePresent victim as a responcling and resisting agent
— Actions unclerstoocl in context




Critical Analgsis of Professional Practice

Psychological tests and trauma scales:
Conceal victims’ responses & resistance
Presume a Passive, submissive victim
Do not examine social responses to victims

lgnore victims’ rczfonses to social responses

CO"BPSC VCl'y Ch erent Forms O{: trauma
Recast a social Problem as a Psgchological onc




Statements of Resl:)onses & Resistance

Instead of Victim Impact Statements. . .
Confine victims to speaking ain
Outlaw the sPcaking of su 'ering as resistance
PerPetuate stereoty pe of Passive victim
SuPPorts Paternalism & contempt

... Victims’ Statements of Rcsponscs
Acknowleclges clespair as dissent
Restores clignit , status of Pre-existing wellness
Contests victim laming, Pathologizing
Fu"9 exposes the violence




Georgie orgie uddin’ and pie
Kissed thePgirls alfd made thenl? cry

When the 'bogs came out to P|89
Georgie Porgie ran away




Georgje Porgie chose the Places
To Force%':is mouth onto the girls’ faces
The girls resisted with shoves and cries
And tried to alert the other guys
When the guys came out to Plag
Georgle turned and ran away

Georgie knew that he was wron

Tl‘lerc’s SO much more to the same orj song

(Kate MacLeod, 2007)
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