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Background Data and Sample

e Scholars have increasingly examined the influence of
macro-level factors on intimate partner violence

Research has moved beyond examination of
disadvantage itself to consider the ways in which
cultural norms influence violence patterns

Percentage Reporting IPV Perpetration across the
Study Period by Gender

* Yet the influence of the neighborhood normative
climate likely extends beyond norms regarding the
use of violence, shaping cultural understandings
about dating and the opposite sex
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Liberal Dating Norms and Gender
Mistrust by IPV Perpetration

Liberal Dating Norms and Gender

about Dating and the Opposite Sex ) ,
Mistrust by Disadvantage
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Analyses

Multilevel Logiztic Repression of Relationship Vielence on Liberal Dating Norms (m = 6158)
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The Effect of Liberal Dating Norms on IPV Perpetration
across Levels of Neighborhood Disadvantage
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Multilevel Logistic Regression of Relationship Violence on Neighborhood & Individual Cender Mistrust (n = 6158)
Model 4
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Bowling Green State University

Results

Liberal dating norms appear to be more salient than
the neighborhood normative climate with regard to
such attitudes; however, the effect of liberal norms

was exacerbated at higher levels of disadvantage

Both individual- and aggregate-level measures of
gender mistrust exerted independent effects on the
odds of perpetration, and neighborhood levels of
mistrust explained a substantial portion of the
between-neighborhood variation in IPV

Limitations/Future Research
Explore these pathways in other cities/samples
Consider additional normative and cultural definitions
Examine these processes across a broader age range

Conclusions

Move beyond notion that “IPV knows no class

boundaries”

o The neighborhood normative climate has
implications for IPV perpetration

o These neighborhood effects depend, in part, on the
level of disadvantage

Findings suggest that future programs may benefit

from a community-based approach to IPV

Programmatic focus on potentially modifiable risk
factors may prove more feasible than tackling issues of
socioeconomic disadvantage
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