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ABSTRACT

ORIGINAL ARTICLE The present study was conducted on 100
tribal and 100 non-tribal women equal in respect
of working and non-working dimension selected
from Jharkhand and Bihar. The purpose of the
study wasto compare their pronenessto domestic
violence in respect of cognitive style, caste
prejudice, religiosity, cultural affiliation, working
and non-working dimensions. For the purpose, it
was hypothesized that (i) FI and FD, (ii) high and
low caste prejudiced groups, (iii) high and low
Author religiosity groups, (iv) working and non-working
_ status groups and (V) tribal Vs non-tribal groups
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Witkin’s Embeded Figure Test. Singh’s and Prasad’s
Caste Prejudice Scale, Singh’s and Prasad’s
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October to December 2025 www.shodhsamagam.com Impact Factor
A Double-Blind, Peer-Reviewed, Referred, Quarterly, Multi SJIF (2025): 8.019
Disciplinary and Bilingual International Research Journal C

1637



ArchanaKumari
ISSN : 2581-6918 (E), 2582-1792 (P)
Year-08, Volume-08, Issue-04 SHODH SAMAGAM Page No. 1637 - 1643

women are more likely to be the victim of domestic violence than their counterparts belonging to
working group and (v) Tribal women respondents are more likely to be the victim of domestic violence
than their non-tribal counterparts.
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Domestic Violence, Women, Tribal, Caste.

INTRODUCTION

Domestic violence (DV) isapervasive socia issuethat affectsindividual sacrossvarious cultures,
soci oeconomic backgrounds, and geographical locations. It involvesapattern of abusive behavior, typically
within anintimate partner relationship, and can manifest in physical, emotional, psychological, sexual, or
economic harm. Although it isoften considered a private matter, domesti ¢ violence has profound societal
implications, affectingindividuds, families, and entirecommunities. The consequencesof domestic violence
arefar-reaching, ranging from physical injuriesto long-term psychological trauma. Understanding the
psychosocid correlatespsychologicd, social, and environmentd factorsthat contributeto domestic violence
iscritical for devel oping effective prevention and intervention strategies.

Psychosocial correlates refer to a complex set of factors that influence an individual’s behavior, emotions,
and interactionswithin society. Thesefactors caninclude personal psychologica conditionssuch asmental
health disorders, persondity traits, and emotional regulation, aswell associa e ementslikefamily dynamics,
cultural norms, socioeconomic status, and social support. Each of these variables can either exacerbate or
mitigatethe occurrence of domestic violence, influencing both the perpetratorsand victims of abuse.

Onesgnificant psychologica correl aeof domesticviolenceismentd hedlth, particularly conditionslike
depression, anxiety, and substance abuse. Researchindicatesthat individua s suffering from menta heath
disordersor substance use problemsareat higher risk for perpetrating or experiencing domestic violence.
For example, individualswho are depressed or have mood disorders may resort to violence asameans of
coping with frustration or aperceived lack of control. Similarly, substance abuse, particularly acohol or
drugs, canlower inhibitionsand increase aggression, making violence morelikely. These conditions often
distort an individual’s perception of relationships and hinder their ability to regulate emotions, making them
more proneto abusive behavior.

Another key psychosocial factor is the history of abuse inan individual’s family or childhood. Individuals
who grow up in homeswhere domestic violenceis present aremorelikely to either become perpetratorsor
victimsof abusein their adult relationships. Thiscyclical pattern of violenceisoften attributed to learned
behaviors, where children internalize abusive behaviors asnormal or acceptable methods of dealing with
conflict. Additionally, children exposed to domestic violence may suffer from long-term psychol ogical effects
such aslow sdlf-esteem, difficulty forming hedlthy rel ationships, and chalengesin emotiona reguletion. These
early lifeexperiences contributeto the perpetuation of domestic violence acrossgenerations.

Cultural and societal normsal so play acritica rolein shaping attitudestoward domestic violence. In
somecultures, gender inequality and patriarchd structurescontributeto the normalization of violence against
women. Socia normsthat endorse maledominance, control, and entitlement over women may encourage
abusvebehaviorsand judtify violencein relationships. M oreover, rigid gender rol escan prevent both men and
women from seeking help or discussing their experiences of violence. For example, menwho arevictimsof
domestic violencemay fed embarrassed or emascul ated to report abuse dueto societa expectationsof mae
strength and dominance. Thissocietal silence can perpetuate the cycle of abuse, asvictimsmay not have
accessto necessary resources or support.

Socid support networks, or thelack thereof, areanother crucid psychosocid factor influencingdomestic
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violence. Individualswho lack supportive social networksor areisolated from family and friendsare at
greater risk of experiencing prolonged abuse. Socid isolation can makeit harder for victimsto leaveabusive
relationships or seek help. In contrast, astrong support system can provide the emotional and practical
resources needed to escape abusive situations. Social support not only hel ps buffer the emotional toll of
domestic violence but also offersthevictim accessto practical help, such ashousing, legal assistance, or
financia support, enabling them to bresk freefrom the cycleof violence.

L astly, socioeconomic statusisan important factor in the prevalence of domestic violence. Financia
stress, unemployment, and poverty have been consi stently linked to anincreased risk of domestic violence.
Economic hardship can exacerbatefedingsof frustration, powerl essness, and stress, leading to abusive behavior
inrelationships. Conversely, individua swith higher socioeconomic status may have moreaccessto resources
that can protect them from or mitigate the effects of domestic violence.

In conclusion, domestic violence is amultifaceted problem that is deeply influenced by various
psychosocial correlates. Psychological conditions, such asmental health disorders and substance abuse,
combinedwithfamilid and socigtd factors, sgnificantly impact theoccurrenceand severity of domesticviolence.
Understanding these corrd atesis crucia for devel oping more effectiveinterventions, support systems, and
preventive measuresthat can addresstheroot causes of domestic violenceand break the cycleof abuse. By
examining the psychosocia factorsthat influence domestic violence, society can better support victimsand
work toward eliminating thisharmful and persistent issue.

Review of Literature

Briere, J., & Jordan, C. E.* (2004) discussed the multifaceted effects of domestic violence onwomen,
highlighting the psychological, physical, and emotional consequences. It emphasi zestheimportance of
considering bothindividua and psychosocia factorsinthetreatment of survivorsand suggeststhat domestic
violenceisnot just aresult of personal relationshipsbut isalso influenced by broader cultural and societal
issues. Dutton, D. G* (2006) in hisbook challengestraditional viewsof domestic violence by integrating
psychologica theoriesand empirica evidence. Heexploreshow certain persondity traits, such asborderline
or narcissistic tendencies, can correl ate with abusive behavior. Hiswork underscorestheimportance of
understanding the psychological and socid factorsthat perpetuate violenceinintimatere ationships. Capaldi,
D. M., & Clark, M. A.2(2003) examined therel ationship between childhood experiencesand adult domestic
violence. Theauthorsdiscuss how early exposureto violence or abuseincreasesthelikelihood of becoming
involvedinabusiverdationshipslaterinlife. Thereview aso exploresthecyclica natureof domestic violence,
whereindividual swho have been abused may either become perpetrators or continueto tolerate abuse as
adults. Vaughn, M. G, & Litschge, C.1° (2012) systematically reviewed variousrisk factorsfor domestic
violencein women, including socioeconomic status, psychological disorders, and childhood trauma. It
emphasizeshow factorslike depression, anxiety, and substance abuseincrease the vulnerability of womento
experience intimate partner violence, both as victims and perpetrators. Heise, L.° (1998) presented an
ecologica mode of dometicviolencethat cong dersmultipleleve sof influence, indudingindividud, relaionship,
community, and societal factors. This comprehensive framework highlights the interconnectedness of
psychological and socid factorsthat shape abusive behaviors, offeringamore holistic view of domestic
violenceanditscauses. Carter, R. L., & Kinzler, K. A2 (2006) explored therole of socia support indomestic
violence situations. It emphasizesthat alack of socia support and isolation significantly contributesto the
continuation of abuse. Conversdy, having asupportive network can act asaprotectivefactor, helpingvictims
to escape abusiverel ationships or copewiththetrauma. Miller, E., & Decker, M. R.” (2015) reviewed the
extens ve hedl th consequencesof intimate partner violence, noting that victimsoften suffer from both physica
and psychologica conditions, such aschronic pain, depression, and post-traumatic stressdisorder (PTSD)
Thisreview connectsthe psychosocia effectsof abuse, showing how mental health disordersareboth a
consequenceand acorrelate of domestic violence. Stark, E., & Hitcraft, A.° (1996) examined theintersection
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of domestic violence and women’s health, focusing on how both the social and psychological factors contribute
to theongoing victimization of women. They arguethat violenceisnot just anisolated event but apattern of
control and manipulation, with deep psychosocial underpinnings that influence women’s physical and mental
well-being. O’Leary, K. D.8 (2007) reviewed focuses onthe dynamicsof psychologica and physica aggression
in couples. It addressestheroleof individual psychological factors, such asanger issuesand personality
disorders, in contributing to domestic violence. Thereview dso highlightshow early family lifeand rel ationship
stressors can affect thelikelihood of aggressioninint.Oimate partnerships. Lenton, E.A., & McBride,A. M.
(2001) explored how cultural normsand val uesimpact domestic violence dynamics. It showsthat certain
cultura practicesand beliefs about gender rolesand authority contribute to the normalization of domestic
violenceinvarioussocieties. Thereview also del vesinto how cultura perceptionsof masculinity and femininity
shape the behavior of both victimsand perpetrators of violence. Walsh, F* (2006) reviewed the concept of
resilienceinthe context of family dynamics, focusing on how families can copewith and recoversfromthe
impactsof domesticviolence. Thereview underscorestheimportance of emotiona regulation, family support
systems, and community resourcesin helping victims of domestic violencehea and reducetherisk of future
abuse.

Thesereviewscollectivey highlight thediverse psychosocia factors contributing to domestic violence.
By understanding theinterpl ay between mental hedlth, childhood experiences, societa norms, social support,
and socioeconomi ¢ Satus, these studies provide acomprehensiveview of the complexity of domesticviolence
and offer ingght into the devel opment of moreeffectiveintervention strategies.

Objectives

It was intended to compare women’s proneness towords domestic violence in context of FI1 Vs FD,
high and low caste prejudiced, high and low religious, working Vs non-working and tribal V snon-tribal
groupsrespectively.

Hypothesis

Therewill besgnificant difference between women groupsbeongingto (i) Fl and FD, (ii) highand low
caste prejudiced groups, (iii) highandlow religiosity groups, (iv) working and non-working statusgroupsand
(V) tribal VVsnon-triba groups on domestic violence measure.

Method of Sudy
Sample

The study was conducted on aincidental -cum-purposive sampleof 80 tribal and 80 non-triba women
equal in number in respect of working and non-working dimens onsa so who were sel ected from Jharkhand
and Bihar using purposivesampling
Research Tools

(1)  Witkin’s Embeded Figure Test was used to measure cognitive style of the respondents in terms of field
independence and field dependence.

(i) Prasad and Singh’s Caste Prejudice Scale was used to measure the caste prejudice of the respondents.
(i)  Prasad and Singh’s Religiosity Scale was used to measure the religiosity of the respondents.

(iv)  Kumar’s D. Domestic Violence Scale was used to measure the domestic violence of the respondents.
(v) A PDSwasusedto get the other necessary information relating to the respondents.

Procedure

The scal eswere administered on therespondents and datawere obtained. The median valuesfor the
dataobtainedin respect of caste prgjudiceand religiosity weredetermined. They wereclassifiedintohighand
low groupsin respect of caste prejudiced and religiosity groupsusing their median values. The obtained data
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weretreated using t-test.

Results and Interpretation

Table01: Comparison between women respondents belonging to field dependence andfield
independence groupsin termsof domestic violence

Variables Groups | N Mean | SD | t-value(df = 158) p
- F 085 | 18.45 | 7.09
Cognitive Style FD 115 | 2561 | 752 6.88 <.01

Itisclear fromtable-01 that Fl women respondentswere found lesslikely to be exposed (M = 18.45)
than FD women respondents (M = 25.61) Thet-valuewasfound significant (t = 6.88; df = 158; p<.01)
Field-independent women are less proneto be victims of domesti ¢ violence because they tend to be more
self-reliant, assertive, and capabl e of making independent judgments. Thesetraits enablethem to recognize
abusive behavior, resist manipulation, and take action to protect themsel ves. In contrast, field-dependent
women aremore socially oriented and reliant on external validation, which can makethem more passive,
compliant, and vulnerablein controlling or abusiverd ationships.

Table02: Comparison between women respondents bel onging to high and low caste prejudicesgroupsin
termsof domesticviolence

Variables Groups| N | Mean | SD | t-value (df = 158) p
o High | 125 | 26.95 | 6.93
Caste Prgjudice Low | 075 2083 | 7.12 5.94 <.01

Itisevident fromtheresultsof table-2 that high caste pregj udiced women are more pronne (M = 26.95)
to domestic violencethan low caste prejudiced women (M = 20.83) Thet-valuewasfound significant (t =
5.94; df = 158; p<.01) High caste prejudiced women may be morelikely to become victims of domestic
violencedueto rigid adherencetotraditiona, patriarcha normsthat often prioritizemaleauthority and femae
submissveness. In such environments, women may interndi ze gender-based rolesand tol erateabuseto maintain
family honor or socid status. Their caste-based biasmay a so limit empathy, social openness, or hel p-seeking
from outsidetheir group, reducing support systemsand increasing vulnerability to domestic violence.

Table03: Comparison between women respondents bel onging to high and low religiosity groupsinterms

of domesticviolence
Variables | Groups| N | Mean | SD | t-value(df=158) | p
. High | 135 | 25.67 | 7.33
Religiosity = o 065 | 31.39 | 7.92 jr-89 <01

Theresultsdisplayed by table-3 clearly revea ed that low religious group of women (M = 31.39)
excelled over highreigiousgroup (M = 25.67) intermsof domestic violence significantly (t = 489; df = 158;
p<.01) Low religiosity group of women may be morelikely to becomevictimsof domestic violence because
they may lack the community support, moral reinforcement, or structured coping mechanismsoftenfoundin
religiousgroups. Highrdigiosity can provide strong socia networks, spiritual guidance, and teachingsthat
promote respect, compassion, and family harmony, potentialy acting as protectivefactors. In contrast, low
religiosity may correlatewith social isolation or lack of moral deterrentsagainst abusive behavior.

Table04: Comparison between women respondents bel onging to working and non-working
women groupsintermsof domestic violence

Variables Groups N | Mean | SD | t-value (df = 158)
. Working 100 | 20.89 | 6.98
Working SIS 01 Making | 100 | 29.58 | 7.58 8.43 <01

Theresultsdisplayed by table-4 clearly reved ed that working women werefound lesslikely to bethe
victim (M =20.89) of domestic violencethan non-working women (M = 29.58; df = 158; p<.01) Working
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women arelesslikdy to bevictimsof domestic violencebecausethey often havegreater financia independence,
socid exposure, and self-confidence, which empower them to recognize abuse and take action. Employment
provides autonomy, external support networks, and asense of agency that reduce dependency on abusive
partners. In contrast, non-working or homemaking women may face economic reliance, socid isolation, and
traditional role expectations, making them morevulnerableto control and abuse.
Table05: Comparison between women respondents belonging to tribal and non-tribal women groupsin
termsof domesticviolence

Variables Groups N | Mean | SD | t-value(df=158) | p
I Tribal 100 | 32.46 | 7.15
Cultural Affiliation Nor-tribal | 100 | 25.97 | 6.97 6.49 <01

Tribal women (M = 32.46) were found more exposed to domestic violence than non-tribal (M =
25.97) Thet-valuewasfound significant (t = 6.49; df = 158; p<.01) Non-tribal women are generally less
likely to bevictims of domestic violence compared to tribal women dueto better accessto education, legal
awareness, social services, and support networks. Non-tribal communities often have more exposureto
gender equaity normsand ingtitutiona mechanismsthat discourage abuse. In contrast, tribal women may face
soci o-economic margindization, limited legd literacy, and adherenceto patriarcha customs, whichcannormdize
or conceal domestic violence and reduce avenuesfor seeking help.

CONCLUSIONS

FHeld dependent respondentsaremore proneto domestic violencethan their field independent counterpart
respondents. High caste prejudiced respondents are morelikely to bethe victim of domestic violencethan
their counterpartsbel ongtolow caste prejudiced group. Low religiousgroup of respondentsare more prone
to domestic violencethan their counterpartsbelonging to high religious group of respondents. Non-working
women aremorelikely to bethevictim of domestic violence than their counterparts belonging to working
group. Tribal women respondentsaremorelikely to bethevictim of domestic violencethan their non-tribal
counterparts.
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