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Abstract

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate
current circumstances of violence against wives, and
to identify the wife's opinion of the spouse's
punishment in domestic violence cases. Method: The
subjects were 216 married women in G province. Data
was gathered from November 22 to December 6,
2004. Data was analyzed by descriptive statistics, and
the x’-test using SPSS/Win 10.0 program. Results:
About thirty six percent of the subjects had experience
with domestic violence. There was a high prevalence
of psychological aggression(68%), sexual coercion
(36%), physical assault(31%), and injury(19%). The
subjects experiencing domestic violence had a higher
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for women in battered situations.
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<Table 1> General characteristics of subjects (N=216)

Categories Classification f %
Age(years) = i 32 144
35-44 100 46.3
45-54 67 31.0
55 < 18 8.3
Education < ementary school 10 4.6
Middle school 27 12.5
High school 105 48.6
College 17 7.9
University < 57 26.4
Job Present 84 38.9
Absent 132 61.1
Period of marriage < 13 6.0
(Years) 6-10 43 19.9
11-15 39 18.1
16-20 37 17.1
21-25 50 23.1
26 < 32 14.8
Monthly income = 10 14 6.5
(ten thousand won)  101-150 22 10.2
151-200 37 17.2
201-250 38 17.7
251-300 32 14.9
301=< 62 28.8
Others 10 4.7
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<Table 2> Actual condition toward domestic violence (N=216)
Categories Classification f %
The first time to experience of Before marriage 2 0.9
violence Within 1 year after marriage 23 10.6
1 ~ years after marriage 29 13.4
5 ~ ) years after marriage 20 9.3
10 years later after marriage 10 4.6
No answer 132 61.1
Nothing 39 18.1
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<Table 2> Actual condition toward domestic violence(continued) (N=216)

Categories Classification f %
Frequency of violence 1-2 time(s) in a week 5 2.3
3-4 times in a month 4 1.9

3-4 times in a half year 8 3.7

1-2 times in a year 16 7.4

1-2 times after marriage 39 18.1

Others 24 11.1

No answer 120 55.6

A level of violence* Slap on the cheek 18 7.5
Push the body 48 19.9

Violence with an offensive weapon(belt, saw, knife etc.) 4 1.7

Hit continuously and indiscriminately 4 1.7

Hit, kick or press with his own bodies 13 5.4

Others 35 145

No answer 119 49.3

A reason of violence in a For no attention to his words 28 11.6
view of husband* For impolite to his parents 10 4.1
For unsuitable education to children 6 25

For lack of ability in a households 9 3.7

For interference to husband's matters 20 8.3

For a groundless doubt of wife’s faithfulness 7 2.9

Others 35 14.4

No answer 127 52.5

A reason of violence in a For an inferiority complex 25 9.1
view of wife* To release his stresses in his company or social relationship 28 10.2
Due to discover his debauchery or adultery 8 2.9

Trump up charges on the slightest pretext getting drunk 34 12.4

For a mental disease or an emotional disorder 11 4.0

For a refusal of sexual relation 4 15

For a disobedient to her husband 12 4.4

For a groundless doubt of wife’s faithfulness 5 1.8

Others 24 8.8

No answer 123 449

Violence in getting drunken Yes 31 14.4
No 68 BilkS

No relation with 15 6.9

No answer 102 47.2

A requisition of compulsive Always 4 1.9
sexual relation after violence Sometimes 23 10.6
Never 85 39.4

No answer 104 48.1

Countermeasure for the Do the violence against husband's violence 33 15.3
violence of husband Avoid the place unconditionally 26 12.0
Ask to help to others because can not solve by myself 5 2.3

Endure by myself until finishing the violence 7 3.2

Others 23 10.6

No answer 122 56.5

To whom of requisition to Neighborhood 10 4.6
help Any person who are in the place to violate 7 32
Police 5 2.3

Families of maiden home 11 5.1

Families in law 14 6.5

Others 25 11.6

No answer 144 66.7
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<Table 2> Actual condition toward domestic violence(continued) (N=216)
Categories Classification f %
Have discussed about Yes 36 16.7
husband's violence with others No 42 19.4
No answer 138 63.9
The first time to discuss about The first violence 14 6.5
husband's violence After repeated violence 24 11.1
No answer 178 82.4
Discuss about husband's Friends 12 5.6
violence with Neighborhood 7 32
Families in law 12 5.6
Families of maiden home 9 4.2
Counsellor 1 0.5
Others 8 14
No answer 172 79.6
The reasons without any Shame or hurt of self-esteem 23 10.6
discussion for husband's Can not expect to get help 4 1.9
violence with others To put a husband out of countenance 4 1.9
To dissatisfy the counter partner of discussion 4 1.9
To be afraid of another more serious violence if hushand 2 0.9
knows that | discussed with others
Others 10 4.6
No answer 169 78.2
Have considered a divorce due Yes 52 24.1
to hushand's violence No 27 12.5
No answer 137 63.4
The reason to endure for The hope getting better in advance 13 6.0
husband's violences For the children 43 19.9
To save appearances 2 0.9
To think that | ought to violate by my mistakes 1 0.5
To get married against neighbor's advices 2 0.9
There is no where to go and how to do after divorce 3 1.4
Over the situation to violate there will be in peace and 1 0.5
quiet life for some time
Dissuade from fighting by neighbor 1 0.5
Others 12 5.6
No answer 138 63.9

*

multiple response

oA mw el Fele] vk el 7k 22t 0.5% = WERE
ClTable 2>.
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<Table 3> Degree of domestic violence

Domain Mean=SD Min Max Rank
Physical assault 31+ .77 0 5.3 3
Psychological aggression .68+1.02 0 6.9 1
Sexual coercion .36 .90 0 6.5 2
Injury 19+ .62 0 4.5 4

Total .36+ .72
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<Table 4> Opinion to punishment by experience of physical assault (N=216)
Intention of punishment
Experience No : Civil Protection Criminal 2
ltem . : Divorce o . :
of violence punishment liability disposal action
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
He threw something at me that No 53(38.4) 23(16.7) 12( 8.7) 28(20.2) 22(16.0) 11.3%
could hurt Yes 15(19.2) 21(26.9) 8(10.2) 19(24.3) 15(19.2) '
_ _ No 55(39.9) 25(18.1) 7( 5.0) 30(21.7) 21(15.2) .
He twisted my arm or hair Yes 16(20.5) 18(23.0) 9(11.5) 22(28.2) 13aery 0
No 68(49.3) 15(10.9) 13( 9.4) 35(25.3) 7(5.1) "
A5 RN G ST e Yes 21(26.9) 18(23.1) 7( 8.9) 27(34.6) s(64) 40
No 68(49.3) 12(8.7) 18(13.1) 34(24.6) 6( 4.4) »
He grabbed me Yes 20(25.7) 15(19.2) 9(11.5) 30(38.5) a(51) 108
No 60(43.5) 14(10.2) 17(12.3) 38(27.5) 9( 6.5) -
He slapped me Yes 21(26.9) 25(32.1) 5( 6.4) 19(24.4) s103) 2%
_ No 46(33.3) 37(26.8) 2( 1.5) 4( 2.9) 49(35.5) .
He used a knife or gun on me Yes 12(15.4) 22(28.2) 5( 6.4) 5( 6.4) saze) 01
He punched or hit me with No 57(41.3) 6(18.8) 8( 5.8) 24(17.4) 23(16.7) 14.7%%
something that could hurt Yes 12(15.4) 6(33.3) 4( 5.1) 20(25.7) 16(20.5) ‘
No 45(32.6) 42(30.4) 3( 2.2) 11( 8.0) 37(26.8) »
He chocked me Yes 10(12.8) 30(38.5) 8(10.3) 11(14.1) 19042) 199
. No 64(46.4) 8(13.1) 20(14.5) 29(21.0) 7( 5.1)
He slammed me against a wall Yes 24(30.8) 7(21.8) 12(15.4) 22(28.2) 3( 3.9) 71
No 57(41.3) 34(24.6) 17(12.3) 16(11.6) 14(10.2) »
He beat up me Yes 16(20.5) 18(23.1) 6( 7.7) 18(23.1) 0056  1°
He burned or scalded me on No 45(32.6) 34(24.6) 5( 3.6) 7( 5.1) 47(34.1) 9.9%
purpose Yes 12(15.4) 20(25.6) 4( 5.1) 9(11.5) 33(42.3) '
_ No 57(41.3) 27(19.6) 20(14.5) 24(17.4) 10( 7.3) »
He kicked me Yes 17(21.8) 22(28.2) 7( 8.9) 13(16.7) 19040y T4
*p<05  **p<0l  ***p<.00l
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Ao Qlaf vhe WA BRPEe A A At A

B 2T G Aols nyrh
‘Wt A2 ol AAE ZRslth TS ARk o Atk (=135, p<01), FHAEoR vhs I ted &
<Table 5> Opinion to punishment by experience of psychological aggression (N=216)
Intention of punishment
Experience No , Civil Protection Criminal 2
Item . : Divorce A ) :
of violence punishment liability disposal action
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
. No 59(42.8) 20(14.5) 17(12.3) 39(28.3) 3( 2.2) s
He insulted or swore at me Yes 14(17.9) 24(30.8) 12(15.4) 22(28.2) 6(a2) 2T
No 66(47.8) 15(10.9) 14(10.2) 36(26.1) 7( 5.1) e
2SI GRS Yes 20(25.7) 24(30.8) 8(10.3) 23(29.5) (39  OF
He stomped out of the room or No 72(52.2) 8( 5.8) 12( 8.7) 43(31.2) 3(2.2) 26.8%**
house or yard during a Yes 20(25.7) 20(25.7) 9( 6.5) 27(34.6) 2( 2.6) ’
disagreement
_ . _ No 65(47.1) 26(18.8) 10( 7.3) 30(21.7) 7( 5.1) i
He did something to spite me yes 19(24.4) 27(34.6) 10(12.8) 20(25.7) 228 3
no 69(50.0) 14(10.2) 17(12.3) 31(22.5) 7( 5.1) o
He called me fat or ugly Yes 23(29.5) 20(25.7) 12(15.4) 18(23.1) 5(64) 4
He destroyed something No 70(50.7) 16(11.6) 15(10.9) 27(19.6) 10(7.3) 14.5%%
belonging Yes 20(25.7) 17(21.8) 16(20.5) 18(23.1) 7( 8.9) ’
He accused me of being a lousy No 65(47.1) 27(19.6) 8( 5.8) 31(22.5) 7( 5.1) 14.7%%
lover Yes 20(25.7) 28(35.9) 8(10.3) 18(23.1) 4( 5.1) '
He threatened to hit or throw No 58(42.0) 31(22.5) 8(10.3) 29(21.0) 12( 8.7) 9.9*
something at me Yes 17(21.8) 20(25.6) 6( 7.7) 26(33.3) 9(11.5) '
*p<.05 **n<.01 ***p<.001
<Table 6> Opinion to punishment by experience of sexual coercion (N=216)
Intention of punishment
Experience No : Civil Protection Criminal 5
Item . : Divorce L ) :
of violence punishment liability disposal action
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
He insisted on sex when | did No 66(47.8) 25(18.1) 7( 5.1) 36(26.1) 4( 2.9) 11.1*
not want to (but did not use Yes 24(30.8) 21(26.9) 4( 5.1) 20(25.7) 9(11.5) ’
physical force)
He used force(like hitting, No 51(36.9) 42(30.4) 4( 2.9) 18(13.1) 23(16.7) 14.5%%
holding down, or using a Yes 15(19.2) 26(33.3) 8(10.3) 16(20.5) 13(16.7) ’

weapon)to make me have sex

*p<05  **p<.0l
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<Table 7> Opinion to punishment by experience of injury (N=216)
Intention of punishment
Experience ; ) Civil Protection Criminal
Item ) No punishment Divorce o ) . 2
of violence liability disposal action X
n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)
| had a sprain, bruise, or small No 55(39.9) 21(15.2) 11( 7.9) 24(17.4) 27(19.6) 13.5%%
cut because of a fight with my Yes 12(15.4) 22(28.2) 8(10.3) 20(25.7) 16(20.5) '
parter
| felt physical pain that still hurt No 60(43.5) 28(20.3) 11( 7.9 23(16.7) 16(11.6) 10.3%
the next day because of a fight Yes 17(21.8) 20(25.7) 5( 6.4 23(29.5) 13(16.7) ’
with my parter
| passed out from being hit on No 45(32.6) 36(26.1) 3(2.2) 16(11.6) 38(27.5) 98+
the head by my parter in a fight Yes 13(16.7) 22(28.2) 3( 3.9) 16(20.5) 24(30.8) ’
| went to a doctor because of a No 51(36.9) 35(25.4) 5( 3.6) 15(10.9) 32(23.2) 11.9%
fight with my partner Yes 14(17.9) 26(33.3) 8(10.3) 11(14.1) 19(24.4) ‘
| needed to see a doctor because No 58(42.0) 34(24.6) 6( 4.4) 24(17.4) 16(11.6) 20.3%**
of a fight with my partner, but | Yes 14(17.9) 24(30.8) 13(16.7) 19(24.4) 8(10.3) ’
didn't
| had a broken bone from a No 53(38.4) 23(16.7) 9( 6.5) 12( 8.7 41(29.7) 11.5%
fight with my partner Yes 13(16.7) 20(25.7 7( 8.9 10(12.8) 28(35.9) '
*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
o] oBiTI(x’=10.3, p<.05), ‘THE Foll FHe] ve wEE o] 36%7F 7HEHS A SHIAE o= HdAyAT
el b 71E R (x°=9.8, p<.05), FEARgolA thAA U (Kim, Cho, Kim, & Kim, 2002)l4 #|A|3t 7.4~ 3.4%°] =
= ol P (=119, p<.05), ‘FEAE wiEo] U= Eo 9l kel ek ATl 7P EE ] W97t vl A H
obsb ohbE  Fold AEGAT b Goth(=203, A ANE RS ATA] et BHo) SAET 2 ATk
p<.0001), ‘FHAMEOR w7} He AT (=115, p<.05)E o TS vkebAl ARERY] wiEel Blo® Alsd:
Uebgth & AaAES 7T QA G2 AL oA R 21} Ministry of Gender and Family(2005)&] ZAFelA e}
e kg, olF, RIARI Pihad WA £o W 4sennrhs We Row ueh) spgEee ensbed
= Aol gt dalE 7 AL Qs Wb, Aeid s A = AR EF AF A T 42% = ATl ool
Qi AW s B Aol olFolt RIAR, oA AwAQl Zejd] Algn Jov, sewE FAHoR A3
= e g3 YA, WAEQIY ow Jejeldn  EYg gela itk EE ol $RE 29 olfeh <
Ak Aeliwr Fe3, s de Z1EH A s A, TR SHE FH O] ofi= Aolakalth KIC(1992)l4
o]&, HIAEH oFfAE sk ¢ks, WAYY +=o opigttie] g low el gk ola S Ee B
= Aol gk AsiE HEbtkTable 7> &, Al AV A, 5E8F ol {lol AR EA
ARHOR JPEY AP e wle Aol did A He S ol glo] EE, okl Fgo] A %k, of
g w9 2 A wla TRy 3 % 2L AT U A ol b EF 5O wAR AR 2% vlwan
A9 A BN 9EHS e A 284 e AW 9tk 2909 Aol glort EFYe fAE delow
& OWPR A Ol A RAR AOIE M F, B oldx AGE & 4 otk Bl AFIFAA] AS 1
dg Tt Yol g WY AU} Fes v Ze) g w, B AFRIAEAN §FE A @ el
& e %ol dE ADE oFAE 1es At § o) Zemslh 31509) b, SFElIA Y Eemm
FEol Bk ol TS 9 AW AL G Auel 14wz et S FHe 8 vk g Aow
Zeg go g Aand AEZRg gehs wgeld  dekdth Ted wa aeRe) SR ZRwEd A1
el el et AZES wol da e ekl Avet wAHQ @9lo ZEHo] gron, £3] NAY ZYy} o
I QA 22 AA7E dokar s ti(Brecklin, 2002). Rhee(1997)% &t
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