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HIGHLIGHTS

Spousal violence
(1999 General Social Survey on Victimization)

According to the 1999 General Social Survey, it is estimated that, in Canada, 7% of people who were married or
living in a common-law relationship experienced some type of violence by a partner during the previous
5 years. The 5-year rate of violence was similar for women (8%) and men (7%). Overall, this amounts to approximately
690,000 women and 549,000 men who had a current or former partner in the past five years and reported experiencing
at least one incident of violence.

Women were more likely than men to report what could be considered more severe forms of violence. Women were
more than twice as likely as men to report being beaten, five times more likely to report being choked, and almost
twice as likely to report being threatened by or having a gun or knife used against them. Men were more likely than
women to report being slapped (57% versus 40%), having something thrown at them (56% versus 44%) and being
kicked, bit or hit (51% versus 33%).

Women were also more likely than men to report repeated victimizations. Sixty-five percent of women who were
assaulted by a partner were victimized on more than one occasion, 26% more than 10 times. By comparison, 54%
of men who experienced marital violence were the targets in more than one incident and 13% said it happened more
than 10 times.

Women were more likely than men to be injured by spousal violence. Women were three times more likely than men
to be injured by spousal violence and five times more likely to require medical attention.

During the 5-year period almost one-quarter (24%) of spousal violence victims feared their lives were in danger. This
fear was much more prevalent among women than men: 38% of women compared to 7% of men feared for their lives
because of the violence.

Women were more likely than men to report negative emotional consequences as a result of the spousal violence.
Twenty-two percent of men who reported spousal violence in the past 5 years reported that the violence did not have
much impact on them compared to only 5% of women. Meanwhile, women were much more likely than men to
report being fearful for themselves and their children, and to have depression or anxiety attacks, sleeping problems
and lowered self-esteem.

The General Social Survey also found that the police were more likely to find out about spousal violence against
women than spousal violence against men. During the 5-year period, 37% of cases of spousal violence involving
female victims compared to 15% of spousal violence involving male victims was reported to the police.

Approximately half a million children have heard or witnessed a parent being assaulted during the 5-year period.

Violence against older adults
(Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCRZ2) Survey)

According to the Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey, which collects data from 164 police
forces representing nearly one-half (46%6) of the national volume of reported crime, adults aged 65 and over represented
2% of all victims of violent offences in 1999.
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*  Older adults were most likely to be victimized by non-family members (67%), the highest proportion of which were
strangers. A smaller proportion of older adults were victimized by family members (27%).

» Among those victimized by a family member, older adults were most likely to be victimized by adult children (43%)
and spouses (28%). The remaining 29% were victimized by extended family members (13%), siblings (10%) and
parents (6%).

Emotional and financial abuse against older adults
(1999 General Social Survey on Victimization)

e According to the 1999 General Social Survey, older adults are more likely to experience emotional and financial
abuse than physical or sexual violence. While 7% of older adults experienced some form of emotional or financial
abuse only 1% experienced physical or sexual abuse by an adult child, caregiver, spouse or common-law partner
with whom they had contact. The vast majority of emotional and financial abuse was committed by spouses.

e Older men (9%) were more likely than older women (6%) to report being victims of emotional or financial abuse.

*  Emotional abuse (7%) was reported more frequently than financial abuse (1%). The most common form of emotional
abuse reported by older adults was being put down or called names (3%), followed by limiting contact with family or
friends (2%).

Violence against children and youth by family members
(Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCRZ2) Survey)

* In 1999, children and youth under 18 years of age made up 60% of all sexual assault victims and 20% of all physical
assault victims reported to a sample of 164 police departments.

» Children and youth were most likely to be victimized by acquaintances (52%), followed by family members (24%)
and strangers (19%).

» Parents were more likely than other family members to commit violent acts against children and youth. Parents were
responsible for 66% of physical assaults and 42% of sexual assaults against children and youth under 18 years of
age.

Family Homicides
(Homicide Survey)

» Data from the Homicide Survey indicate that in the past 20 years, one third of homicide victims were related to their
killers.

» The rate of spousal homicide has declined gradually over the past two decades, particularly wife killings. The rate
has declined by 52% for wives, from 15 per million couples in 1979 to 7 per million couples in 1998. For husbands,
the rate has dropped from a high of 5 per million couples in 1987 to 2 per million in 1998.

»  During the past 20 years, the majority of children killed by their parents were very young. From 1979 to 1998, 70%
of the children killed by their mothers and 55% of the children killed by their fathers were 3 years of age and younger.

6 Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 85-224
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INTRODUCTION

As part of an ongoing initiative to inform the public about family violence issues, the Canadian Centre for Justice
Statistics produces this annual statistical profile on family violence. The purpose of the report is to provide current
data on the nature and extent of family violence incidents in Canada and to monitor trends over time. Each year, the
profile has a special focus. The focus of this year’s report is the incidence of spousal violence reported by both
women and men to Statistics Canada’s 1999 General Social Survey on Victimization. The report also provides the
most recent police-reported data on spousal violence, abuse of older adults, child abuse and family homicides.

Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 85-224 7
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1.0 MEASURING FAMILY VIOLENCE

In Canada, a variety of data sources are available to
examine the nature and extent of family violence. These
fall into two general categories: victimization survey data
based on victims’ accounts of their experiences of family
violence reported to survey interviewers, and those based
on incidents reported to the police, hospitals, coroners,
child welfare or other social agencies.

Definitions of family violence can have a significant effect
on the estimates derived from both victimization surveys
and reported incidents. The term “family violence” can
encompass a wide range of experiences. Definitions vary
according to the type of relationships considered under
the definition of “family” (e.g., marriage, blood, adoption,
foster care, step and blended family arrangements, and
same-sex relationships), and the type of experiences to
be included under the definition of “violence” (e.g., Criminal
Code offences, threatening, psychologically controlling and
emotionally abusive behaviour, and financial abuse).
Clearly, more all-encompassing definitions of family
violence will produce higher estimates of the extent of the
problem.

Estimates of the prevalence of family violence based on
incidents reported to police and other agencies are
particularly susceptible to additional confounding factors,
including the secrecy surrounding the issue, the depen-
dency of the victim on the perpetrator, the lack of
knowledge about available help, and the fear of repercus-
sions for reporting the event. All of these factors contribute
to underreporting and consequently to an underestimate
of the extent of the problem (Johnson, 1996; Della Femina,
Yeager, and Lewis, 1990; Widom, 1988).

The number of incidents reported to social agencies may
also be affected by shifts in the level of scrutiny that official
agencies maintain in suspected cases as a result of
legislative or policy changes, or the changing availability
of resources. For example, a change in legislation (Bill
C-127, amendments to the Criminal Code related to

Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 85-224

assault and sexual assault) and the implementation of
mandatory charging policies by many police agencies in
the early 1980s, marked the beginning of year-over-year
increases in assaults reported to the police through the
early 1990s (Kingsley, 1993). Similarly, most provinces/
territories now require investigations into deaths of children
under the age of 2. This shift will likely lead to the
reclassification of some deaths as homicides that
previously would have been classified as accidental or
natural deaths.

Victimization surveys are not susceptible to the same
factors that lead to underestimates in data available
through official agencies; thus estimates derived from
these surveys are substantially higher. However, these
surveys are sensitive to question wording, definitions of
victimization, interviewer effects and the underlying
approach (for example, a survey dedicated to violence
against women versus one that focuses more generally
on all forms of victimization).

Traditional victimization surveys have been criticized for
their inability to measure the more sensitive kinds of
victimizations that occur within families. This is due to a
number of factors, including a reluctance on the part of
victims to report their experiences to survey interviewers,
an orientation in the early stages of the interview toward
crime in one’s neighbourhood (which may reduce reporting
of family violence if it is not considered by respondents to
be a crime), narrow question wording, and little or no
specialized training for interviewers. The 1999 General
Social Survey is the first attempt by Statistics Canada to
measure spousal violence through detailed questions on
a traditional victimization survey. Steps have been taken
to improve question wording and provide special training
for interviewers in order to encourage candid disclosures
of violence that have occurred in the family. This publication
contains the first analysis of spousal assaults by both
women and men captured through the 1999 survey. More
detailed analysis will be presented in future editions.
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About the 1999 General Social Survey

The General Social Survey (GSS) is an annual
survey that monitors changes in Canadian society
and provides information on specific policy issues
of current or emerging interest. Each year, the GSS
focuses on various regular topics (including time use,
social support, the family, technology and
victimization). In 1999, the focus of the GSS was on
the nature and extent of criminal victimization in
Canada, including attitudes toward the various
components of the justice system, use of services,
perceptions of personal safety, and spousal violence.

The GSS is a telephone sample survey covering
the non-institutionalized population aged 15 years
or more in the ten provinces. It uses the Random
Digit Dialing (RDD) technique to select the sample.
Each province is divided into a few (from 1 to 3)
broad geographic areas known as strata, and
telephone numbers within each stratum have the
same chance of being selected. If the phone number
reaches a household, a person from the household
is randomly selected among those aged 15 years
or older. Since measures from the survey are based
on a sample, they are always estimates of the true
values and are subject to sampling error.

The 1999 GSS on Victimization was conducted
between February and December 1999. As with
past cycles of the General Social Survey, the
response rate was relatively high: 81.3%. A total of
approximately 26,000 people were interviewed for
the 1999 survey, more than double the usual sample
of 10,000. This increase in sample size leads to more
reliable estimates through decreased sampling error,
and allows more detailed analysis of small
populations and crimes that occur less frequently.

The respondents in the sample have been weighted
so that their responses represent the approximately
24,300,000 non-institutionalized persons aged 15 years
or older in the 10 provinces. Using the 1999 GSS
sample design and sample size, an estimate of a given
proportion of the total population, expressed as a
percentage, is expected to be within approximately
0.8% of the true proportion 19 times out of 20.
Estimates of proportions of sub-populations will have
wider confidence intervals.

The 1999 GSS respondents are composed of 14,269
women and 11,607 men whose responses, when
weighted, represent the approximately 12,300,000
women and 11,900,000 men aged 15 years or older in
the non-institutionalized Canadian population. Using the
1999 GSS sample design and sample size, an estimate
of a given proportion of the total target population of
women or men, expressed as a percentage, is expected
to be within approximately 1.1% of the true proportion
19 times out of 20. Again, estimates of proportions of
sub-populations will have wider confidence intervals.

For the purposes of this survey, when the coefficient of
variation (CV) of an estimate is higher than 33.3%, this
is considered too unreliable to be published and the
symbol -- is printed in the corresponding cell of the
data table. This symbol is also used to indicate that
publication of the data in that cell would violate
confidentiality rules. When the CV of the estimate is
between 16.6% and 33.3%, the corresponding estimate
is accompanied by the symbol “t “ in the table. These
estimates should be used with caution to support a
conclusion. All estimates where the CV is lower than
16.6% can be used unconditionally.
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2.0 SPOUSAL VIOLENCE

Family Violence in Canada: A Statistical Profile

by Valerie Pottie Bunge

2.1The prevalence of spousal violence

The incidence and prevalence of spousal violence was
measured through the 1999 General Social Survey.
Building on the success of Statistics Canada’s Violence
Against Women Survey (1993), the 1999 General Social
Survey is the first attempt by Statistics Canada to measure
spousal violence in a comprehensive way on a traditional
victimization survey. Both women and men were asked a
module of ten questions concerning violence by their
current and/or previous spouses and common-law
partners. The nature of the violence under study ranged
in seriousness from threats to sexual assault and
concerned acts that happened in the 12-month and 5-year
period preceding the survey interview.

Five-year rates of spousal violence

The results of the 1999 General Social Survey (GSS)
suggest that violence in marriages and common-law
unions is a reality that many women and men face. In
Canada, it is estimated that 7% of people who were
married or living in a common-law relationship during
the past 5 years experienced some type of violence by
their intimate partners. The 5-year rate of violence was
similar for women and men (8% and 7%, respectively)!
(Figure 2.1). Overall, this amounts to approximately
690,000 women and 549,000 men who had a current or
former partner and reported experiencing at least one
incident of violence.

A person is defined as having a current relationship if
they are married, living common-law or have a same-sex
partner®. A person is defined as having a previous
relationship if they have been in a marriage or common-
law relationship with a person other than their current
spouse/partner and they have had contact with that person
in the past 5 years. Those with a previous partnership
may also be single, widowed, divorced or separated or
remarried or living common-law, as long as they have a
former partner with whom they have had contact in the
past 5 years.

3 Less than 1% of the total sample identified themselves as living
in a same-sex relationship. Therefore any statistics related to
violence are too small to make reliable estimates of the extent
of violence in these relationships.
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Figure 2.1

Rates of spousal violence similar for women and
men, past 5 years

% of women and men

35

30 | 28 [ Female
| H Vale

25 22

20

15 F

10 | 8 7

5 i 4 4 D

LM

Current and/or
previous unions

Current unions Previous unions

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

This survey also shows that violence in current unions? is
different from violence in marriages that have ended. Of
those who had a current partner in the 5-year period
preceding the survey interview, 4% reported some type
of spousal violence. Women (4%) and men (4%) were
equally likely to report violence by a current partner. In
previous relationships, women (28%) were more likely than
men (22%) to report experiencing violence.

While this survey indicates that relatively equal proportions
of women and men report spousal violence, it also
indicates that women are abused more severely than men.
For example, women are more likely to be subjected to
severe forms of violence (e.g. beaten, choked, sexually
assaulted), are three times more likely to suffer injury, five
times as likely to receive medical attention, and five times
more likely to fear for their lives as a result of the violence.
In other words, the severity and the impact of spousal
violence on women and men have different outcomes and
consequences.

1 The difference in rates of spousal violence reported by women and
men is statistically significant. It should also be noted that throughout
this report rates are based on the appropriate population being
examined, for example women 15 years and older who had a current
or former partner in the 5-year period preceding the survey.

2 “Marriages,” “unions” and “relationships” refer to both legal marriages

and common-law unions, unless otherwise stated.

11



Family Violence in Canada: A Statistical Profile

“Spousal violence”in the GSS is defined as experiences
of physical or sexual assault that are consistent with
Criminal Code definitions of these offences and could be
acted upon by a police officer. Questions related to
emotionally abusive behaviour were included in this survey
to test theories about links between emotional abuse and
physical violence. Rates of emotional abuse by marital
partners are treated separately and are not included in
the overall rates of spousal violence.

and shoving (64%) or threats (63%) (Table 2.1). However,
many episodes of violence have been serious, such as
being kicked, bit or hit (41%), hit with something (24%),
beaten (18%) and choked (13%).

Table 2.1

Number and percentage of women and men aged 15 years
and over who reported violence by a current or previous
spouse™, by type of violence, past 5 years

Provincial rates of spousal violence

Estimated provincial rates of spousal violence for women
ranged from 4% to 12%. For men the range was from 5%
to 9%. Women living in Prince Edward Island (12%),
Alberta (11%), Saskatchewan (11%) and British Columbia
(10%) reported the highest 5-year rates of spousal
violence. Newfoundland women reported the lowest rates
(4%), while women living in the remaining provinces
reported rates around the national average (Figure 2.2).

Men living in the Western provinces of British Columbia
(9%), Alberta (9%), and Saskatchewan (8%) reported the
highest rates of spousal violence. The lowest rates were
reported by men living in Newfoundland (5%), Ontario
(5%), Nova Scotia (6%) and Manitoba (7%b). It should be
noted that other than in Ontario the differences in provincial
rates of violence between women and men were not
statistically significant.

Figure 2.2

Women more likely than men to experience spousal
violence in most provinces, past 5 years

% of women or men
16

14 F [ Female
12} 12t Il Male

10
10

41

Nfld. P.E.. N.S. N.B. Que. Ont. Man. Sask. Alta. B.C.

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% and 33.3%.)
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

Type of violence

More than half of the women and men who reported
spousal violence, reported what might be considered the
less serious forms of violence, such as pushing, grabbing

12

Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100
Threatened to hit 782 63 449 65 333 61
Threw something 606 49 301 44 305 56
Pushed, grabbed,

shoved 797 64 561 81 237 43
Slapped 589 48 276 40 313 57
Kicked, bit or hit 507 41 227 33 279 51
Hit with something 298 24 155 23 143 26
Beat 226 18 172 25 54 10
Choked 163 13 139 20 24 41
Used or threatened

to use a gun or knife 132 11 91 13 41 71
Sexual assault 152 12 138 20 14 3t

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%,).

1 Includes common-law partners.

2 Excludes people who refused to state their marital status.
Figures do not add to 100% due to multiple responses.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

Women and men reported experiencing somewhat
different forms of violence. Women in violent relationships
were more likely than men to report what could be
considered more severe forms of violence. For example,
women were more than twice as likely as men to report
being beaten (25% versus 10%), five times more likely to
report being choked (20% versus 4%) and almost twice
as likely to report being threatened by, or having a gun or
knife used against them (13% versus 7%). Men in violent
relationships were more likely than women to report being
slapped (57% versus 40%), having something thrown at
them (56% of men versus 44% of women) and being
kicked, bit or hit (51% versus 33%).

Violence by current partners

Of those who reported experiencing violence by a current
partner in the five-year period preceding the survey
interview, women were most likely to report being pushed,
grabbed or shoved (72%), while men were most likely to
report they had something thrown at them (54%) or were
threatened with assault (53%). Women with current
partners were three times as likely as men to report being

Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 85-224
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Measuring Spousal Violence

Violence by current and previous spouses is measured
on the 1999 GSS by a module of ten questions. This
approach describes specific actions rather than asking a
single question about “violence” or “assaults”. The module
of questions was introduced by the following statement:

Itis important to hear from people themselves if we are to
understand the serious problem of violence in the home.
I'm going to ask you ten short questions and I'd like you to
tell me whether, in the past 5 years, your spouse/partner
has done any of the following to you. Your responses are
important whether or not you have had any of these
experiences. Remember that all information provided is
strictly confidential.

During the past 5 years, has your partner:

1. Threatened to hit you with his/her fist or anything else
that could have hurt you.

Thrown anything at you that could have hurt you.
Pushed, grabbed or shoved you in a way that could have
hurt you.

Slapped you.

Kicked, bit, or hit you with his/her fist.

Hit you with something that could have hurt you.

Beaten you.

Choked you.

Used or threatened to use a gun or knife on you.

Forced you into any unwanted sexual activity by threatening
you, holding you down, or hurting you in some way.

QOUIXINIIUA  WN
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beaten (13% versus 4% of men), and much more likely to
report being choked and sexually assaulted (Table 2.2).
Men on the other hand, were twice as likely as women to
report being kicked, bit or hit (41% versus 19%) and one
and a half times more likely to report having something
thrown at them (54% versus 35%).

Table 2.2

Number and percentage of women and men aged 15 years
and over who reported violence by a current spouse™, by
type of violence, past 5 years

Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

current spouse 562 100 259 100 303 100
Threatened to hit 306 54 145 56 162 53
Threw something 252 45 90 35 163 54
Pushed, grabbed,

shoved 291 52 187 72 103 34
Slapped 230 41 77 30 153 51
Kicked, bit or hit 174 31 50 19 124 41
Hit with something 81 14 28 11t 53 17
Beat 46 8 33 13t 13 41
Choked 32 6" 26 107 - -
Used or threatened to

use a gun or knife - - - - - -
Sexual assault 22 4 21 8t - -

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%).

-- amount too small to be expressed.

1 Includes common-law partners.

2 Excludes people who refused to state their marital status.
Figures do not add to 100% due to multiple responses.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

Violence by former partners

Women and men who had been in contact with a previous
partner in the 5 years preceding the survey interview were
more likely than those in current relationships to report all
types of violence. More than 70% reported being pushed,
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grabbed or shoved (Table 2.3). Perhaps of greatest
concern are the number of people with previous violent
relationships reporting severe forms of violence such as
being beaten (26%), sexually assaulted (19%), choked
(19%), or being threatened with/having a gun or knife used
against them (17%).

As with violence in current relationships, the violence
experienced by men with former partners was less severe
than the violence suffered by women with former partners.
Men who reported violence by a previous partner were
more likely than women to report being slapped (63%),
kicked, bit or hit (62%), having something thrown at them

Table 2.3

Number and percentage of women and men aged 15 years
and over who reported violence by a previous spouse™’, by
type of violence, past 5 years

Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

previous spouse 697 100 437 100 259 100
Threatened to hit 480 69 307 70 173 67
Threw something 358 51 211 48 147 57
Pushed, grabbed,

shoved 513 74 378 87 135 52
Slapped 365 52 203 46 162 63
Kicked, bit or hit 338 49 177 41 161 62
Hit with something 220 32 127 29 93 36
Beat 179 26 139 32 41 16
Choked 132 19 114 26 18 7t
Used or threatened to

use a gun or knife 121 17 86 20 35 147
Sexual assault 129 19 117 27 12 51

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%,).

1 Includes common-law partners.

2 Excludes people who refused to state their marital status.
Figures do not add to 100% due to multiple responses.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999
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(57%), or being hit with something (36%). On the other
hand, women who reported violence by a previous partner
were more likely than men to report being beaten (32%),
sexually assaulted (27%), choked (26%) and threatened
by, or having a gun or knife used against them (20%).

The difference in rates of violence reported by those who
were currently married and those who were previously
married may be the result of several different factors,
including, the difficulty for many women and men living
with a violent partner to disclose their experiences to an
interviewer, the increased risk of violence during separation
or the number of cases in which violence was the cause
of separation or divorce (Johnson, 1996). All of these
factors could partially explain why women and men are
more likely to report violence in previous relationships than
in current relationships.

Nature and severity of violence in marriages

While there was little variation in the overall five-year rates
of marital violence reported by women and men, violence
directed at women by their partners was more frequent
and severe than violence directed at men.

Multiple victimizations

In the majority of cases, spousal violence is nhot an isolated
incident (Table 2.4). Overall, 61% of people who reported
spousal violence had been victimized on more than one
occasion during the 5-year period preceding the survey
interview. In addition to suffering more severe forms of
violence, women were more likely than men to report
repeated victimizations. Sixty-five percent of women who
reported being assaulted by a partner were victimized on
more than one occasion, 26% more than 10 times. By
comparison, 54% of men who experienced marital

Table 2.4
Frequency of violent incidents reported by women and men,
past 5 years

Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100
Once 452 37 225 33 227 4
2-5 times 390 32 197 29 194 35
6-10 times 107 9 72 10 35 67
More than 10 times 250 20 178 26 72 13
Not stated/Don’t know 38 3t 17 37 21 41

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%).
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999
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violence were the targets of more than one incident, and
13% said it happened more than 10 times.

Physical injury and medical attention

Physical injury is another indicator of the severity of spousal
violence. Respondents to the 1999 GSS were asked,
“During this (these) incident(s) were you (ever) physically
injured in any way?” Forty percent of women and 13% of
men who had experienced violence in the 5 years
preceding the survey interview reported experiencing a
physical injury (Table 2.5). Women were three times more
likely than men to report being physically injured by an
assault. Women (15%) were also five times more likely
than men (3%) to require medical attention as a result of
a violent incident.

Table 2.5
Severity of spousal violence by sex of victim, past 5 years
Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100
Severity of the violence
Physical injury 351 28 279 40 72 13
No physical injury 858 69 396 57 462 84
Not stated/Don’t know 30 2t 15 2t 15 3
Received medical attention 119 10 104 15 15 3t
Did not receive medical

attention 231 19 174 25 57 10
No physical injury 858 69 396 57 462 84
Not stated/Don't know 31 3t 16 2t 15 3t
Feared for their life 300 24 259 38 41 7t
Did not fear for their life 904 73 414 60 490 89
Not stated/Don’t know 35 3t 16 2t 19 3t

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%).
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

Fear

In many cases of spousal violence, the violence or the
threat of violence was so severe that victims said they
feared for their lives. According to this survey, almost one-
quarter (24%) of adults living in violent relationships during
the 5 year period feared their lives were in danger (Table
2.5). Fear was much more prevalent among women than
men. About four women in ten feared for their lives
because of the violence, while the rate for men was less
than one in ten; a strong indicator that women are subject
to more severe violence than men. While the percentage
fearing for their lives was higher in the case of past
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marriages (35%), it is important to note that 11% of people
reporting violence in current marriages had at some point
in the previous 5 years felt their lives were in danger.

Risk factors of spousal violence
One-year rates of spousal violence

One-year rates of spousal violence follow a pattern similar
to five-year rates (Figure 2.3). Rates of violence for women
and men who have current partners are the same (2% of
men and 2% of women). Itis only with respect to previous
partners that the difference between female and male rates
of violence is evident. In the 12 months prior to the survey
interview, 6% of women and 4% of men with previous
partners experienced some form of violence within these
relationships. Overall, this represents an estimated
220,000 women (3% of women) and 177,000 men (2% of
men) with a current or previous partner, who have
experienced some form of violence by a partner/spouse
within this 12-month period.

Figure 2.3

Spousal violence most likely to be reported in
unions that have ended, past 12 months

% of women and men
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Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

One-year rates of violence are useful for assessing the
factors associated with the risk of violence. Socio-demo-
graphics such as age, marital status, income and educa-
tion can change over a five-year period. Consequently,
when assessing socio-demographic factors associated
with the risk of spousal violence it is necessary to look at
12-month rates of violence for those who are currently in
a relationship.

Data from the 1999 GSS indicate that experiences of
violence that occurred in the 12-month period prior to the
survey interview were reported by women and men from
various socio-economic backgrounds (Table 2.6).
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Table 2.6
One-year rates of spousal violence by personal
characteristics of victims, current partners

Victims
Type of violence
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

a current partner 250 2 120 2 129 2
Age group
Under 25 23 57 14 57 - -
25-34 87 3 40 37 47 4
35-44 82 2 37 2t 45 21
45 and over 57 1 29 1t 28 1t
Type of union
Married 172 1 85 1 88 1
Common-law 77 4 36 47 41 47
Household incomet
Less than $30,000 58 3 35 37 23 21
$30,000-$59,999 85 2 40 2t 45 21
$60,000 or more 66 1 21 1t 45 21
Not stated/Don’t know 41 1t 25 1t 16 1t
Education
Less than high school 48 2 27 27 21 17
High school diploma 35 2t 17 1t 18 2t
Some post secondary? 112 2 54 2 58 2
University degree 49 2 21 17 27 2t
Not stated/Don’t know - - - -- - -
Place of residence
Urban 204 2 97 2 107 2
Rural 45 1t 23 1t 22 1t

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%).

-- amount too small to be expressed.

1 Subgroups of the population do not always equal the total population due to rounding
and unreporting.

2 Some post secondary includes diploma or a certificate from a community college.

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

Age

Generally speaking, younger people are at greater risk of
experiencing spousal violence than are older people.
Young women under 25 years of age reported the highest
rates of violence (5%) compared to 1% of women 45 and
over. Similarly, younger men aged 25-34 reported higher
rates of violence (4%) than their older counterparts (1%).
(Small samples for men in the under 25 age category
who reported violence prohibit productions of reliable
estimates).

Type of union

The estimated risk of being a victim of spousal violence is
higher for women and men living in common-law unions.
Four percent of those living in common-law unions
reported spousal violence compared to only 1% of those
who were married. This was the case regardless of
whether the victim was male or female.
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Income and education

Women and men from all income levels reported
experiencing spousal violence. Rates of spousal violence
ranged from a high of 3% for those with a household
income of less than $30,000 to a low of 1% for those
households with an income of $60,000 or more.

Women and men from all educational backgrounds also
reported experiencing spousal violence. Victims’ level of
education showed no relationship to exposure to spousal
violence as rates of violence were similar for people from
varying educational backgrounds.

Place of Residence

Women and men living in large urban centres reported
comparable rates of violence (2%) to those living in rural
areas (1%). (Urban areas have minimum population
concentrations of 1,000 and a population density of at
least 400 per square kilometre, based on the previous
census population counts. All territory outside urban areas
is considered rural).

Role of alcohol

Usually, a number of interacting factors are involved when
violence occurs within the context of alcohol abuse,
including personality, a predisposition toward the use of
violence, mental set, and the setting, all of which can have
a bearing on the outcome of interactions (see Sumner
and Parker, 1995, for a summary of research). Heavy
drinking can result in misinterpretation of social cues and
can reduce the partner’s ability to cope with stressful
situations, sometimes resulting in violence.

Respondents to the GSS were asked how frequently their
partner drank in the past month and how many times in
the past month their partner had consumed 5 or more
drinks on one occasion. Results do not show a strong
relationship between 12-month rates of spousal violence
and frequency of drinking; however, periodic heavy drinking
is associated with elevated rates of violence. Twelve month
rates of spousal violence were 6 times higher for people
whose partners drank heavily (those who consumed five
or more drinks on five or more occasions in the past month)
compared to those whose partners drank moderately or
not at all (Figure 2.4).

The 1999 GSS also asked respondents who had a violent
partner in the past 5 years the following question, “During
(these) this incident(s) was your spouse/partner drinking?”
Results indicate that in 35% of violent relationships a
partner was drinking at the time of the incident. Women
were more likely to report that their partner had been drinking
at the time of the incident (43%) than were men (25%).
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Figure 2.4

Alcohol abuse elevates rates of spousal violence
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T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% and 33.3%.)
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

The generational cycle of violence

Some research has suggested that witnessing violence
against one’s mother will increase the likelihood that men
may be violent towards their spouses (Jaffe, 1990; Allan,
1991; Rodgers, 1994). The 1993 Violence Against Women
Survey (VAWS) showed evidence to support the theory
of the generational cycle of violence (Rodgers, 1994).
According to the VAWS, men who witnessed violence by
their fathers were three times more likely than men without
these childhood experiences to be violent toward their
wives. The VAWS also found that in 39% of violent
relationships, children witnessed the violence.

The GSS indicates that a great number of children continue
to witness violence between their parents and should
therefore be considered to be at an increased risk of being
abused or becoming abusers. In the 5 years preceding
the survey interview, 37%* of spousal violence victims
reported that children had heard or seen violence in the
home. This amounts to approximately half a million
children who have heard or withessed a parent being
assaulted during the past 5 years.

In many cases, children have resided in households where
severe acts of violence have taken place. In those
households where a child reportedly witnessed or heard
the violence, 41% of victims had feared for their lives at
some point in the past 5 years and 45% of victims had
been physically injured (Table 2.7). Children were more
likely to witness violence against mothers (47%) than

4 Figures from the VAWS count marital unions; one victim may have had
more than one violent union. If GSS data were calculated to represent
unions, the percentage of marital unions where children witnessed
violence would be 39%.
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against fathers (25%). In addition, children were most
likely to see or hear serious assaults on their mother. In
53% of cases where a child heard or saw a violent incident
against their mother, the women had, at some point in the
past5 years, been subject to a threat or an attack so severe
that she feared for her life. The same was also true of
incidents resulting in physical injury. Children were more
than twice as likely to see or hear violence in a home in
which their mother had been physically injured.

Table 2.7
Severity of violence witnessed or heard by children,
past 5 years

Violence Violence
Total against against
women men
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by

any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100
Children saw or heard

violence 461 37 321 47 140 25
Children did not see or

hear violence 421 34 197 29 225 41
No children at the time 316 26 157 23 159 29
Not stated/Don’t know 40 3t 14 21 26 57
Total with children who

saw or heard violence 461 100 321 100 140 100
Parent feared for their life 188 41 172 53 16 12f
Parent did not fear for

their life 270 59 148 46 122 87
Total with children who

saw or heard violence 461 100 321 100 140 100
Parent was physically

injured 206 45 172 53 34 24
Parent was not physically

injured 252 55 148 46 104 74

' Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%).
Percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

Presence of emotional and financial abuse

Research in the area of family violence has indicated that
some women find emotional abuse to be more disturbing
than physical assaults, especially if the emotional abuse
continues over an extended period of time (Walker, 1984;
MacLeod, 1987). Reportedly, the deleterious effects of
emotional abuse can leave women feeling demeaned,
hopeless and powerless. The concept of emotional abuse
was measured by the 1999 General Social Survey through
seven different items. All of these items asked women
and men about various demeaning and controlling forms
of behaviour.
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Measuring emotional and financial abuse

Emotional abuse was measured on the 1999 GSS with

following:

going to read a list of statements that some people

have used to describe their spouse/partner. 1d like you
to tell me whether or not each statement describes your
spouse/partner.

He/she tries to limit contact with family or friends.
He/she puts you down or calls you names to make
you feel bad.

He/she is jealous and doesn’t want you to talk to
other men/women.

He/she harms, or threatens to harm, someone close
to you.

He/she demands to know who you are with and
where you are at all times.

He/she damages or destroys your possessions or
property.

He/she prevents you from knowing about or having
access to the family income, even if you ask.

Table 2.

8

Number and percentage of women and men reporting
emotional abuse by type of abuse, past 5 years

Victims
Type of emotional
abuse Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total with current or

previous spouse 16,702 100 8,356 100 8,346 100
Any emotional/financial

abuse 3,038 18 1,552 19 1,487 18
He/She tried to limit contact

with family and friends 1,053 6 606 7 447 5
He/She put you down or

called you names to make

you feel bad 1560 9 1,006 12 554 7
He/She was jealous and

did not want you to talk

to other men/women 1,773 11 888 11 885 11
He/She harmed, or threatened

to harm, someone close

to you 405 2 320 4 84 1
He/She demanded to know

who you were with and

where you were at all times 1,477 9 750 9 727 9
He/She damaged or destroyed

your possessions or

property 653 4 456 5 198 2
He/She prevented you from

knowing about or having

access to the family

income, even if you asked 446 3 322 4 124 1
Source:  Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999
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Overall, women and men were equally likely to report
experiencing emotional abuse. Results indicate that 19%
of women and 18% of men with current or previous
partners have experienced some form of emotionally
abusive behaviour (Table 2.8). Women were more likely
than men to report all forms of emotionally abusive
behaviour with the exception of jealousy and demanding
to know the whereabouts of the person at all times. Both
women and men were equally likely to report experiencing
these two forms of controlling behaviour.

Previous research has also indicated that violence often
occurs within a context of emotional abuse and controlling
behaviours (Dobash & Dobash, 1979, 1984; Gelles &
Straus, 1988; Wilson, Johnson & Daly, 1995). The 1999
GSS lends support to this finding. Five-year rates of
violence in current relationships were 10 times higher for
women and men who reported emotional abuse versus
those who did not report emotional abuse (Figure 2.5).
The difference was more pronounced in relationships that
had ended. Five-year rates of violence were 15 times
higher for women and 13 times higher for men who
reported emotional abuse by a previous partner, indicating
that emotional abuse is an important predictor of physical
violence in intimate relationships.

Figure 2.5

Violence most likely to occur in relationships
with emotional abuse

5-year rate of violence
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T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% and 33.3%.)
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

Consequences of spousal violence
Emotional consequences

Of those who reported violence by a partner in the five-
year period prior to the survey interview, the most
commonly reported consequence for both women and
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men was being upset, confused and frustrated
(Figure 2.6). Anger and hurt/disappointment were also
commonly cited consequences for both women and men.

Figure 2.6

Emotional consequences more pronounced
for female victims, past 5 years?
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1 Total exceeds 100% due to multiple responses.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

While women report more serious forms of violence with
more serious consequences, women also tend to suffer
more negative emotional consequences as a result of the
violence than do men. Twenty-two percent of men who
reported spousal violence in the past 5 years indicated
the violence did not have much impact on them, compared
to only 5% of women. Meanwhile, women were much
more fearful than men as a result of the violence (34%
versus 3%), were more likely to report being afraid for
their children (14% compared to 2%), to have sleeping
problems (14% compared to 4%), to suffer from
depression or anxiety attacks (21% and 10%) and were
much more likely to report having lowered self-esteem
(23% versus 6%).

Use of Support Services

Various types of social services are available to women
and men who are abused by their partners, including
counselors, crisis lines, community centres, women'’s
centres, men’s centres, and support groups. A total of
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48% of women and 17% of men abused by a marital
partner used a social service (Table 2.9). Overall, women
were more likely than men to report using all types of
social services. This may reflect the less severe nature of
the violent incidents experienced by men, and the fact
that social services for male victims are relatively few in
number.

The most frequently used social service for both women
and men was a counselor or psychologist (28%), followed
by a crisis centre or crisis line (10%) and community centre
or family centre (10%). Transition homes were used by
11% of female victims of violence while men’s centres or
support groups were used by 2% of male victims.

Many male victims (80%) and female victims (48%) did
not use a social service. Forty-nine percent of male victims
and 44% of female victims reported they did not use a
social service because they did not want or need help. A
further 26% of male victims and 17% of female victims
reported the incident was too minor to require social
services. Furthermore, equal proportions of women and
men (6%) who did not use a social service stated they did
not know of any social services available.

Table 2.9
Use of social services by those who experienced spousal
violence, past 5 years

Victims
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100

Total who used a social

service 425 34 334 48 91 17
Crisis centre or crisis line 128 10 116 17 12 2t
Counselor or psychologist 343 28 261 38 82 15
Community centre or

family centre 123 10 103 15 20 47
Shelter or transition homet 73 11 73 11
Women'’s centret 74 11 74 11
Men’s centre or support group?2 12 27 12 2t
Police-based or court-based

victim services 42 3 40 67 - -

Total who did not use a

social service 774 63 334 48 440 80

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%,).
--amount too small to be expressed

... not applicable

1 Asked only if respondent was female.

2 Asked only if respondent was male.

Total exceeds 100% due to multiple responses.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999
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Reporting to police

In the early 1980’s mandatory charging policies were
implemented across Canada to increase charging by the
police and prosecution by the Crown in cases of wife
assault. Most provinces currently have policies and
procedures in place to respond to spousal violence, and
some provinces have specialized courts to deal with family
violence cases (see Chapter 6).

The 1993 VAWS found that 29% of cases were reported
to the police in the 5 years preceding the survey,® while
according to the 1999 GSS, 37% of violence involving
female victims was reported to police over a similar time
period (Table 2.10). This may suggest an increased willing-
ness on the part of female victims to become involved in
the criminal justice system, perhaps due to efforts by police
and Crown prosecutors to improve the way they respond
to these types of cases. By contrast, data from the 1999
GSS indicate that 15% of violence involving male victims
was reported to the police during the same time period.
In cases of wife assault, the police were more likely to find
out about the incident from the woman herself (78% of
incidents reported to the police) while police were equally
likely to find out about cases of husband assault from the
man himself or from someone else (50%).

Table 2.10
Violence reported to the police by sex of the victim,
past 5 years

Victims
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
(000s) (000s) (000s)

Total violence by any spouse 1,239 100 690 100 549 100

Total reported to police 338 27 256 37 82 15
Total not reported to police 864 70 414 60 450 82
Not stated/Don’t know 37 3 20 3 17 3
Total reported to police 338 100 256 100 82 100
Reported to police by

respondent 240 71 199 78 41 50
Reported to police by

someone else 97 29 57 22 41 50

T Coefficient of variation is high (16.6% to 33.3%,).
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999

® Readers are cautioned not to compare figures cited here from the
1993 Violence Against Women Survey (VAWS) to figures published
elsewhere. Analysis of the VAWS in this text is restricted to reports
of violence in the five-year period preceding the survey in order to
compare results with the same reference period measured by the
1999 GSS.
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Reasons for Reporting

The majority of women (93%) and men (79%) who
reported an incident to the police said they did so to stop
the violence or to receive protection from the abuser
(Figure 2.7). Women and men were also likely to notify
the police because they felt it was their duty (55% and
58% respectively). In addition, women were likely to report
the incident to the police so the abuser would be arrested
and punished (48% of abused women versus 34% of
abused men). Again, this is likely due to the relatively
more severe violence experienced by women.

Figure 2.7

Motivations for involving the police somewhat
different for women and men, past 5 years?
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1 Asked only of those respondents who reported the incident to the police.
Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999.

2.2Trends in victim-reported wife assault

by Dr. Holly Johnson

Statistics Canada has now conducted two in-depth surveys
to assess the level of spousal violence in Canada: the
1993 Violence Against Women Survey (VAWS), which
measured all types of male violence against women; and
the 1999 General Social Survey, which included a special
module to measure spousal violence against both women
and men. For many years now, various levels of govern-
ments and community organizations have put considerable
effort into reducing the level of family violence. An
important question for these groups and for society in
general is whether the prevalence of spousal violence has
changed in recent years.

Victimization surveys, in some respects, are preferable to

police statistics in assessing changes in the level of spousal
violence because variations in police-reported crime may
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be a function of changes in victims’ reporting behaviour
or police practices. However, comparisons between
different victimization surveys must be made with an
appreciation of the methodologies used. Differing contexts,
approaches, and even small changes to the wording of
guestions can affect the manner in which questions are
understood by respondents and the way in which concepts
are measured. While the 1999 GSS and the 1993 Violence
AgainstWomen Survey used a similar module of questions
to measure spousal violence, comparisons between the
two must be made cautiously due to the somewhat
different approaches undertaken.

For example, the VAWS contained a single focus on acts
of male violence against women. This helped to focus the
attention of respondents on various dimensions of sexual
harassment, sexual and physical violence, and women'’s
fear in considerable detail. By contrast, multi-faceted crime
victimization surveys are much broader in focus and
typically do not have space available to elaborate on any
one topic. The 1999 GSS deviated from this method by
including a lengthy number of items on spousal violence,
and by providing special training for interviewers.
Questions on spousal violence were preceded by a
detailed introduction about the importance of hearing about
violence in the home.

Other methodological differences complicate comparisons
between these two surveys. For example, in the 1999
GSS, only those who had contact with a previous spouse
during the five years preceding the survey were questioned
about violence in those relationships. In the VAWS, all
women with previous partners were asked these ques-
tions. Had responses to the 1999 GSS not been restricted
to a subgroup of those who had contact with past partners,
rates of violence in previous relationships would have been
somewhat lower (see Tables A5 and A6 for adjusted rates).
Results of the GSS are also based on interviews with a
sample of women and men 15 years of age and older
while respondents to the VAWS were 18 and older.

Changes in rates of violence over time

By limiting analysis of the 1993 VAWS to incidents that
occurred in the five-year period prior to the survey
interview, rough comparisons can be made to the 1999
GSS. There is some evidence of a decline in wife assault®
in recent years. Although both surveys estimate one-year
rates of 3%, five-year rates declined from 12% in 1993 to
8% in 1999, a drop which is statistically significant.

Most indicators point to a decline in the severity of violence
committed against women over this time period. The

6 Wife assault includes common-law partners.
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proportion of women reporting the more serious forms of
violence, including being beaten up, choked, threatened
with a gun or knife, or sexually assaulted, was lower in
1999 than in 1993 (43% compared to 50%, a slight but
significant decline) (Figure 2.8). Assaults also tended to
occur less frequently, were less likely to result in injuries,
and were less likely to require medical attention for injuries
(Figure 2.9). But, victims of more recent cases were slightly
more likely to fear that their lives were in danger from a
violent spouse.

Figure 2.8
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L Includes common-law partners.
2 Counts each victim once according to the most serious type of violence
during the 5 years preceding the survey.
Sources: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999,
Violence Against Women Survey, 1993.

Figure 2.9

Change in severity of assaults on wives?

40
Injury
47
15
Medical attention I 1999
21 1993
38
Feared for her life
35
L 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

% of assaulted women

1Includes common-law partners.
Sources: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1999,
Violence Against Women Survey, 1993.
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The differences in the 5-year rates of wife assault produced
by the GSS and the VAWS may be due to the fact that
these surveys were conducted in different reference
periods and the decline may reflect real societal changes.
Widespread efforts to reduce family violence and provide
support to victims may have contributed to this decline.
This result is consistent with homicide data which also
point to a decrease in lethal forms of violence between
spouses (see Chapter 5).

2.3 Police-reported spousal violence

by Valerie Pottie Bunge

The Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics has been
tracking trends in crimes reported to the police since 1962
through the Uniform Crime Reporting Survey. It was not
until 1988, however, that the method of data collection
was expanded to include the relationship between victims
and accused, their age and sex and other details of criminal
incidents. There are currently 164 police forces in 7 prov-
inces that participate in this Incident-based Uniform Crime
Reporting (UCR2) Survey, representing nearly one-half
(46%) of the national volume of reported crime. Although
UCR2 data are not nationally representative, they provide
useful descriptive information about the type of crimes
that come to the attention of the police.

In 1999, victims of spousal violence” represented 18% of
all victims of violent offences reported to this sample
of police agencies in Canada. Women were more than
6 times as likely to be the victims of these offences than
were men: 31% of female victims and 5% of male victims
were attacked by a spouse. Of the more than 27,000
victims of spousal violence reported to a sub-set of police
departments in 1999, women accounted for the majority
of victims (87%) (Table 2.11). This is partially because
women are more likely than men to report the violent
incident to the police. As previously mentioned, the 1999
GSS found that in the past 5 years, 37% of cases of
spousal violence involving female victims were reported
to the police versus 15% of spousal violence involving
male victims.

7 In this section, spousal violence refers to Criminal Code violent
offences committed against women and men. This differs from data
collected by the 1999 GSS, in that information was collected on
physical and sexual assault only.
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Table 2.11
Violence reported to police by sex of victims and
relationship to accused, 19992

Victim Sex
Relationship of victim

to accused® Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
Total Family 42,433 28 32,715 42 9,718 13
Total spouse 27,100 18 23502 31 3598 5
Spouse* 17,543 11 15350 20 2193 3
Ex-spouse 9,557 6 8,152 11 1,405 2
Other family 15333 10 9213 12 6,120 8
Parent 5526 4 3215 4 2,311 3
Child 2873 2 1917 2 956 1
Other immediate 4,207 3 2,491 3 1,716 2
Extended family 2,721 2 159 2 1,137 1
Total acquaintances 61,776 40 28,231 37 33,545 44
Close friend 10,555 7 7,883 10 2672 3
Business relationship 11932 8 4241 6 7,691 10
Casual acquaintance 39,289 26 16,107 21 23,182 30
Stranger 49,578 32 16,0560 21 33,528 44

Total number of victims 153,787 100 76,996 100 76,791 100

1 Excludes cases where the sex of the victim is unknown.
2 Data are not nationally representative. Based on a sample of 164 police departments,
representing 46% of the national volume of crime in 1999.
3 Excludes cases where the relationship between the victim and the offender is unknown.
4 Spouse includes both married and common-law partners.
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Incident-based
Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey .

Type of incident

In 1999, common assault represented the largest
proportion (63%) of spousal violence incidents reported
to the sample of police forces. Women were slightly more
likely to be victims of common assault (63%) than were
men (59%) (Figure 2.10).

Uttering threats was the second most frequently reported
crime, accounting for 14% of all crime against spouses.
Women and men were equally likely to be the victims of
this offence (14% and 13% respectively). Assault with a
weapon or causing bodily harm and aggravated assault
(level 2 and level 3) were the third most frequently reported
crimes, accounting for 12% of all crime against spouses.
Men were proportionately more likely to be the victims of
this more violent offence: 20% compared to 11% of
women. This is partially because, according to police
statistics, female aggressors are more likely to rely on
weapons when committing spousal assault while males
are more likely to rely on physical force.
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Figure 2.10
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1 Data are not nationally representative. Based on a sample of 164 police
departments, representing 46% of the national volume of crime in 1999.

2Includes all cases where the accused-victim relationship is spouse or
ex-spouse, including both married and common-law relationships.

3 Other violent offences includes sexual assault, discharging a firearm
with intent, kidnapping, hostage taking, abduction, robbery, extortion,
homicide and attempts, criminal negligence, and other offences causing
death, unlawfully causing bodily harm, assault against a peace-public
officer and other assaults.

Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics,

Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey.

Criminal harassment (stalking) accounted for 7% of
offences against spouses — the proportions being similar
for female and male victims (Figure 2.10). Four percent of
victims experienced other violent offences® (4% of females
and 3% of males).

Sex of victims

Women made up the vast majority of victims of all forms
of spousal violence reported to the police. This was
particularly the case for sexual assault and kidnapping/
hostage taking. The proportions changed for offences such
as murder in the 2™ degree, aggravated assault and
extortion where men were the victims in approximately
30% of the cases.

8 Other violent offences include sexual assault, discharging a firearm
with intent, kidnapping, hostage taking, abduction, robbery, extortion,
homicide and attempts, criminal negligence, other offences causing
death, unlawfully causing bodily harm, assault against a peace-public
officer and other assaults.
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Two distinct sets of crime indicators: police-reported and victim-reported data
Police-reported and victim-reported criminal victimization data produce two distinct sets of crime indicators.

The Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey collects information on criminal offences reported to, or detected by, the
police. However, it is well documented that only a small portion of all criminal events are reported to the police. To become “known to
the police” a crime must survive a succession of victim and police decisions, including recognition by the victim that a crime has
occurred, a willingness to report it, and, steps taken by police to enter the occurrence into official police records. Consequently, any
measure of criminal activity based on officially recorded crime statistics will be an underestimate.

Victimization surveys evolved out of a recognized need for information about the “dark figure of crime”, those crimes which are not
reported to the police and therefore not included in police statistics. These data are gathered from the victims themselves, regardless
of whether the incident came to the attention of the police. The following chart briefly outlines the major differences between police-

reported and victim-reported data.
Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey

Data are collected using police records.

Collects information on all recorded criminal incidents
regardless of victim's age.

Counts only those incidents reported to and recorded by
police.

Collects information from all victims who report the incident
to the police regardless of whether they have a telephone.

Includes all reported crimes, regardless of language
capabilities of victims.

Sources of error:
Reporting by the public.

Processing error, edit failure, non-responding police
departments.

Police discretion, changes in policy and procedures.

General Social Survey (Victimization Survey)

Data are collected from a random sample of the population.

Target population is persons aged 15 and over, excluding
full-time residents of institutions.

Collects crimes reported and not reported to police.

Excludes households without telephones (2%).

Excludes people who speak neither English nor French.

Sources of error:
Sampling error.
Non-sampling error related to the following: coverage,

respondent error (e.g., recall error), non-response, coding, edit
and estimation.

For more information on the differences between police-reported and victim-reported crime please see “An Overview of the Differences
between Police-Reported and Victim-Reported Crime, 1997” by Lucie Ogrodnik and Cathy Trainor, Statistics Canada. Catalogue 85-542-XPE.

Physical injury

The Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2)
Survey defines minor injuries as those that require no
professional medical treatment or only some first aid,
whereas major injuries require professional medical
attention at the scene or transportation to a medical facility.
In 1999, victims of spousal violence who reported these
crimes to the police were equally likely to suffer no injuries
(46%) or minor physical injuries (47%) and less likely to
suffer major physical injuries or death (2%). It should be
noted that minor injuries include very serious bruising and
that many injures are not immediately apparent to the
police officer investigating the offence. If injuries are visible
and do not require medical attention, they are coded as
minor by the police officer.

Statistics Canada — Catalogue no. 85-224

Table 2.12
Level of injury by sex of victims in police-reported spousal
violence, 1999*

Victims
Level of injury
Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
Total 27,100 100 23,502 100 3,598 100
Unknown 1,315 5 1,148 5 167 5
No injuries? 12442 46 10,733 46 1,709 48
Minor injuries 12,720 47 11,098 47 1,622 45
Major physical injuries
or death 623 2 523 2 100 3

1 Data are not nationally representative. Based on a sample of 164 police departments,
representing 46% of the national volume of crime in 1999.
2 No visible injuries were noted at the time of the incident or the violation did not
involve the use of weapons or physical force against the victim.
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Incident-based
Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey
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Laying charges

When a criminal investigation leads to the identification of
a suspect and a charge is laid, the incident is recorded as
“cleared by charge”. When an accused has not been
identified in connection with an incident the incident is
classified as “not cleared”. If there is not enough evidence
or if the police decide not to lay a charge for a variety of
other reasons (e.g., the victim requests that charges not
be laid or refuses to cooperate with the police, or the police
recommend alternative measures), the incident is
recorded as “cleared otherwise”.

Of the spousal violence incidents where an accused was
identified, charges were laid in the majority (79%) of violent
incidents between spouses (Table 2.13). This was more
often the case for female victims (81%) than male victims
(62%) of spousal violence. The remaining 21% of police-
reported incidents were cleared otherwise. In 15% of
incidents, the police did not lay charges at the request of
the victim. This happened more frequently with male
victims (26%) than female victims (14%). In 3% of cases,
the police did not lay charges at their own discretion. Again,
the police were three times more likely to use departmental
discretion with male victims than female victims (7% versus
2%). This pattern of clearing cases other than by a charge,
for female and male victims of spousal violence has
remained relatively consistent between 1995 and 1999.

Table 2.13
Incident clearance status by sex of victims in police-reported
spousal violence, 19992

Victims
Incident clearance
status Total Female Male
No. % No. % No. %
Total cleared 24,468 100 21,328 100 3,140 100
Cleared by charge 19,338 79 17,310 81 2,028 62

Cleared otherwise total 5130 21 4,018 19 1,112 38
Complainant requests

charges not be laid 3,732 15 2949 14 783 26
Department discretion 655 3 487 2 168 7
Other® 743 3 582 3 161 5

1 Excludes cases where no accused was identified in connection with the case.

2 Data are not nationally representative. Based on a sample of 164 police departments,
representing 46% of the national volume of crime in 1999.

3 Other includes suicide of accused, death of accused, death of the complainant,
reasons beyond the control of the department, diplomatic immunity, accused is less
than 12 years old, committal of the accused to a mental hospital, accused is involved
in other incidents, accused is already sentenced, and admittance into a diversionary
program.

Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Incident-based

Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey

Location of the incident

As would be expected, a large majority (88%) of reported
incidents of spousal violence occur in homes®. This is
generally true whether the accused was a current spouse
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(92%) or an ex-spouse (82%). For violent incidents
occurring in homes, the Incident-based Uniform Crime
Reporting (UCR2) Survey also collects information on
occupancy of the dwelling. Occupancy is defined as having
legal ownership of, or a legal right to reside in that dwelling.
The majority of spousal incidents occurred in residences
that were legally occupied by both partners (65%).
However, a significant percentage of spousal violence
incidents occurred in homes that were occupied solely by
the victim (26%). Of those incidents that occurred in a
victim-occupied dwelling, 78% involved ex-spouses. These
ex-spouses were most likely to be charged with common
assault (46%), criminal harassment (28%) and uttering
threats (13%).

2.4Trends in police-reported spousal violence®

Variations in police-reported spousal assaults between
1995 and 1999 may have been influenced by many factors,
including reporting by the public to the police; reporting by
the police to the Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics;
and the impact of new initiatives such as changes in
legislation, policies or enforcement practices.

Based on a sample of 106 police agencies in 6 provinces
that have consistently participated in the Revised Uniform
Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey since 1995, itis possible
to examine certain emerging trends in police-reported
spousal violence in Canada.

Overall, the number of incidents reported to the police
between 1995 and 1999 has increased 13%. However,
there was great variation in the number of incidents
reported to police within these years. Between 1995 and
1997 the number of incidents reported to the police
dropped 5%, then rose 19% between 1997 and 1999.
The number of female and male victims of spousal violence
increased between 1997 and 1999 (Figure 2.11).

The decline in reporting of spousal assault incidents to
the police between 1995 and 1997 was driven by the
number of women who reported spousal violence incidents
to the police. Between 1995 and 1997, the number of
spousal incidents reported to the police by women dropped
7%, while the number of spousal incidents reported to
the police by men increased 10%.

9 Based on a non-representative sample of 164 police departments,
representing 46% of the national volume of crime in 1999.

10 police departments across Canada began participating at various
times throughout the history of the Incident-based Uniform Crime
Reporting (UCR2) Survey. As a result, this analysis is limited to 106
police departments that have consistently reported data for 5 years
(1995-1999). The data represent approximately 41% of the national
volume of crime in Canada. With the exception of Quebec, data are
collected from urban police departments and are not nationally
representative.
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Figure 2.11

Recent increase in the number of spousal assaults
reported to the police, 1995-1999
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departments, representing 41% of the national volume of crime in 1999.
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics,
Incident-based Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR2) Survey.

2.5 International Comparisons of Spousal
Violence

While not directly comparable to the 1999 General Social
Survey, surveys have been conducted in the United States
and Great Britain which have interviewed both women
and men about their experiences with spousal violence.
What follows is a brief overview of the results of these
surveys (For more information see Table 2.15 and the
referenced publications).

The US National Violence Against Women (NVAW)
Survey!

A national telephone survey on violence against both
women and men was conducted from November 1995 to
May 1996 in the United States. It was funded by the
National Institute of Justice and the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. This nationally representative
survey of 8,000 women and 8,000 men, aged 18 years
and over, asked about experiences with rape, physical
assault and stalking.

The NVAW Survey found that women experience
significantly more partner violence than do men: 25% of
women, compared with 8% of men, said they were raped
and/or physically assaulted by a current or former spouse,
cohabiting partner, or date in their lifetime. The rate of
rape and/or physical assault by spouses in the previous
12 months was 1.5% for women and 0.9% for men.
According to survey estimates, this amounts to approxi-
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mately 1.5 million women and 834,700 men being raped
and/or physically assaulted by an intimate partner in a
one-year period in the United States.

Table 2.14

Percentage of persons physically assaulted by an intimate
partner in their lifetime by type of assault and sex of the
victim?, United States

Type of Assault Women Men

%

X

Total assault by an intimate partner 25

Threw something 8
Pushed, grabbed, shoved
Pulled hair

Slapped, hit

Kicked, bit

Choked, tried to tie down
Hit with object

Beat up

Threatened with gun
Threated with knife

Used gun

Used knife

Rape

=
[ee]
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=
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- nil or zero.

1 Intimate partner includes current or former spouses, opposite-sex or same-sex
cohabiting partners, dates and boyfriends/girlfriends.

Source: Tjaden, P and Thoennes, N. (2000).

The NVAW Survey also found that women were two to
three times more likely than men to report that an intimate
partner threw something that could hurt them or pushed,
grabbed or shoved them (Table 2.14). Women were also
6 to 9 times more likely to report that an intimate partner
beat them up, choked or tried to tie them down.

Like the Canadian GSS, results from the NVAW Survey
indicate that women suffer more severe consequences
as a result of the violent incident. For example, 41% of
women were injured in physical assaults between intimates
compared with 19% of men. Women were also more likely
than men to require medical attention (11% versus 4% of
men), hospitalization (9% versus 3%), lose time from work
(18% versus 11%) and receive counseling (27% versus
22%) as a result of the violent incident.

1 For more information on the National Violence Against Women Survey
please see Tjaden, P and Thoennes, N., 2000. “Prevalence and
Consequences of Male-to-Female and Female-to-Male Partner
Violence as Measured by the National Violence Against Women
Survey”. Violence Against Women 6(2): 142-161.
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The British Crime Survey (BCS)*?

The BCS has been measuring the extent of crime against
adults living in private households since 1982. Face-to-
face interviews are conducted with a large sample of adults
who are representative of the household population of
England and Wales. In 1996, over 16,000 people were
interviewed. To improve measurement of domestic
violence, the 1996 BCS included a specially designed
computer-assisted self-interviewing (CASI) component for
both women and men aged 16 to 59. The self-completion
format emphasized anonymity and confidentiality, and
covered physical assaults and frightening threats
committed by current and former partners. In the CASI
guestionnaire, domestic violence was defined to include
only incidents between people who were currently, or had
been, in an‘intimate’ partnership. Same-sex partnerships
were counted.

The BCS found that 4% of women and 4% of men had
been physically assaulted by a current or former partner
in the last year. When frightening threats were also
counted, the rates increased slightly to 6% of women and
5% of men.

Women were twice as likely as men to have been injured
by a partner in the last year, and three times as likely to
have suffered frightening threats. They were also more
likely to have been assaulted three or more times.

Women were more likely to say they had experienced
domestic assault at some time in their lives: 23% of women
and 15% of men aged 16 to 59 said they had been
physically assaulted by a current or former partner at some
time. Th