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In 1995, domestic violence was recognized
asone of theforemost public health concernsinthe
U.S. by Congress. Since 1997, violence committed
by adolescentshas al so received significant attention
due, inpart, toanumber of high profileschool shootings
(Officeof Juvenile Justiceand Delinquency Preven-
tion, 1999). Teen dating violence, however, hasre-
ceived comparably little attention, despiteits preva-
lenceand the severity of itsimpact. Recognizing that
this gap exists, researchers and practitioners have
gradually begun to focus on adol escent maleswho
perpetrate dating and family violence. Asaresult,
juvenilebatterer intervention programs have been de-
veloped in several jurisdictions across the United
States. These programs attempt to hold young men
who batter accountablefor their violence and reha-
bilitate them whenever possible. No evaluations of
these programs have been published, or to our knowl-
edge conducted. Moreover, few efforts have been
madeto collect, summarize, evauateand disseminate
existing program methods or protocol.

Thisarticleoffersan overview of the nascent
juvenile batterer intervention programs. Itidentifies
risk factorsfor teen dating violence perpetration as
described by theliteratureand considersthe utility of
thesefindings, describeseffortsto prevent re-offenses
by juvenile perpetrators of domestic violence, dis-
cussessevera shortcomingsinherent in post-crisisin-
tervention, and outlinescurrent challengeswithinthe
fied. Inaddition, theauthorsdraw uponresearchfrom
related fieldsto posit possiblefuturedirectionsfor re-
searchandintervention efforts.

Prevalence

A growing body of research indicates that
dating and family violenceisaleading causeof injury
forwomenandgirls. Lifetime prevaenceof teen dat-
ing violencevictimizationamong girlsintheU.S.is
estimated to be between 9 and 41% (Avery-L eaf,
Cascardi, O’'Leary & Cano, 1997; Silverman,
Hathaway, Freedner, Aynalem & Tavares, 1999;
Sugarman & Hotaling, 1986). Although researchin
the areaof adolescent-to-parent violenceislimited,
several studies suggest that approximately 10% of
adolescents aggresstoward their parents each year
(Cornell & Gelles, 1982; Peek, Fischer & Kidwell,
1985; Straus, Gelles & Steinmetz, 1980). Adoles-
cent maleviolenceagaing femaefamily membersisa
concern of many practitioners, and isreported by bat-
tered women asfrequently coinciding with violence
from adult partners (Bancroft & Silverman, in press).
Many (e.g. Carlson, 1990; Hotaling & Sugarman,
1986) theorize that men who abusefamily members
provideapowerful mode for family violenceto ado-
lescent males.

Who are the boys most at risk for abusing
and assaulting their dating partners? What can bedone
to prevent these adol escent batterersfrom becoming
adult domestic violence offenders? Whilescientific
inquiry into thesetopicsisinitsinfancy, and interven-
tion programs designed to addressteen dating vio-
lence haveyet to be established in most states, initial
investigation and program devel opment havetaken
placein select areas.
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Who areadolescent male per petrator sof dating
violence?

The profile of the adolescent male perpetra-
tor of dating violence suggested by theliteratureissimi-
lar totheprofileof other juvenileoffenders. Inshort,
teen boyswho abusetheir dating partnersare more
likely to have experienced child abuse or neglect
(McCloskey, Figueredo & Koss, 1995; Wekerle &
Wolfe, 1998; Wolfe, Werkele, Reitzel-Jaffe &
Lefebvre, 1998), witnessed domestic violence
(Hotaing & Sugarman, 1986), and to use alcohol or
drugs (Cate, Henton, Koval, Christopher & Lloyd,
1982) than their non-abusive counterparts. 1naddi-
tion, severa studieshave established that adol escent
maleswho abusetheir dating partnersaremorelikely
to have sexist attitudesthat support male domination
over femdes(Follingstad, Rutledge, McNeil-Harlings
& Polek, 1992; Henton, Cate, Koval, LIoyd & Chris-
topher, 1983; Himelein, 1995; Koss& Dinero, 1989,
Koss, Leonard, Beezley & Oros, 1985; Malamuth,
Heavey, Barnes& Acker, 1995; Tontodonato & Crew,
1992) and are morelikely to associate with peersthat
support theseattitudes (Lavoie, Robitaille & Hebert,
2000; Roscoe & Callahan, 1985).

Itisimportant to notethat most research con-
ducted on juvenile perpetrators of domestic violence
to date is based on non-representative samples; no
studieshave utilized samplesthat woul d enable gener-
dizaiontoadl juvenileperpetratorsof dating violence,
Therefore, the studiesreflect only the profile of those
adol escentswho cometo the attention of research-
ers—i.e., boyswho comeinto contact with the crimi-
nal justice system or who readily admit to perpetrating
violenceduring interviewsor surveys. Itispossible
that there are many adolescent maleswho perpetrate
violence and abusethat don'’ t fit the established pro-
fileand will remain undetected by research. More-
over, itiscritical to bear in mind that no study has
established that any of therisk factorslisted above
(suchaswitnessing domestic violence) actualy cause
youth to perpetrate violence. Risk factorsonly reveal
which characteristicsor lifeexperiencesjuvenile per-
petratorsarelikely to sharein common. They don’t
provide uswith answersto the question: “What isit
that causestheboysto beviolent?’

Therefore, developing “ profiles’ or “predic-
tiontools’ based upon existing researchis premature
and could unfairly label adolescents. Practitionerswho
attempt to predict which adol escents are most dan-
gerous based on availableinformation run therisk of
overestimating dangerousnessfor certainindividuas
andfailingtoidentify thosewho areinfact dangerous.
Investigation of resiliency or protectivefactors, inad-
dition to research on the level of risk of individual
offenders, may provide practitioners, survivorsand
policy-makers with more useful information (E.
Gondolf, persona communication, June, 2000).

Keeping in mind thelimitations of “risk fac-
tor” research, weoffer thefollowing review of what is
known about adol escent maleswho are violent to-
wardsdating partners, femalefamily membersand
others.

Parent-to-Child Violence. Maltrestment of
children by parentsisacons stent predictor of young
males physicaly, sexually and verbally abusive be-
haviors (Wekerle & Wolfe, 1998; Wolfeet al., 1998;
McCloskey et al., 1995) and |ater criminal behavior
(Viemeroe, 1996). Thisevidencenotwithstanding, it
isalso recogni zed that childrenwho aremaltreated by
parents are not guaranteed to become adol escent or
adult offenders, asgnificant proportion of childrenfrom
abusivefamiliesare non-abusivetointimate partners
(Widom, 1989). Adolescent maleswho arereferred
to programsfor domestic violence perpetration should
be screened for parent-to-child maltrestment and pro-
vided with servicesasneeded.

Witnessing I nter-parental Abuse. Many
studies support the contention that young maleswho
witness parental domestic violence are at increased
risk for becoming abusivethemsalvesin adult intimate
relationships. Throughacomprehensvereview of fam-
ily violenceliterature, Hotaling and Sugarman (1936)
found that 88% of studieswith adequate comparison
groupsreveal ed that witnessing parental violencewas
asignificant predictor of adult violenceagainst afe-
male partner. Childhood observation of inter-paren-
tal abuse may al so predict the development of atti-
tudesthat support violence against women (Silverman
& Williamson, 1997; Stith & Farley, 1993). Practi-
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tionersare cautioned against approaching all adoles-
cent maleswho witnessfamily violence as potential
offenders. Similarly, theliterature doesnot support an
assumption that all adol escent maleswho perpetrate
domesticviolence havewitnessed inter-parental abuse,
Rether, al adolescent maleswhowitnessdomesticvio-
lence must receive appropriate support servicesand
education regarding hedlthy relationships. All identi-
fied juvenile perpetrators of domestic violence should
be screened for witnessing inter-parental abuse.

SubstanceUse. Severd studieshavefound
that the perpetration of family and dating violence by
adolescent mal esis strongly associated with a cohol
consumption (Cate et al., 1982; Foo & Margolin,
1995; Makepeace, 1987; Malik, Sorenson &
Aneshensedl, 1997; O’ Keefe, 1997; Symons, Lin &
Gordon, 1998). No research has been conducted
that establishesthe effect of substance abuseinter-
vention on teen dating violence perpetration rates.
Many advocates predict that treating ajuvenile per-
petrator of domestic violencefor substance abuse prob-
lemsaonewill not producesignificant changeinthe
perpetration of abusivebehavior. Substanceuseand
violence perpetration are often viewed asrel ated, yet
distinct, health problemsthat each require speciaized
intervention (Bennett, 1997).

Sexist Attitudes. Several studieshavefound
that adol escent maleswho possessattitudes|egitimiz-
ingviolenceagaingt femaepartnersaremorelikely to
report being physicdly violent toward dating partners
(DeKeseredy & Kdly, 1993; Riggs& O’ Leary, 1996;
Silverman & Williamson, 1997; Smith, 1990; Stithe
& Farley, 1993). Thus, intervention programsthat fail
to address perpetrators’ sexist attitudes may havea
minimal effect. To date, there have been no evalua-
tions of adolescent intervention programsthat do or
do not address sexism, nonethel ess, advocates en-
courage practitionersto include education about sex-
rolestereotyping, and conceptsof masculinity and femi-
ninity, inintervention programsonthe basisof avail-
ableresearch on adol escent attitudes.

Peer Attitudes. Atleast threestudieshave
found that having peerswho support violence against

women predictsone' sown dating violence behavior
(DeKeseredy & Kelly, 1993; DeKeseredy &
Schwartz, 1993; Silverman & Williamson, 1997).
Based on thisknowledge, somepractitionersbelieve
that encouraging juvenile perpetratorsto formnew peer
relationshipswith non-violent and non-sexis malesmay
reduce abuse perpetration.

Current M ethodsOf I nter vention

Juvenilebatterer intervention programshave
emergedintheU.S. over thelast decade. Most have
developed inrelativeisolation from one another, de-
pitethefact they often sharesmilar philosophies. They
have been devel oped by courts, survivor advocacy
agencies, batterer intervention programsand commu-
nity-based agenciesthat serveyouth. Asaresult, the
programsdiffer with regard to structure and method-
ology. Asalternativesor complementsto incarcera-
tion, such programsoffer possible methodsto re-edu-
cateyoung men about their rel ationshipsand their use
of violence. Most juvenile batterer intervention pro-
gramsutilizeapsycho-educational group format and
meet weekly for 1-2 hours. Intervention group activi-
tiesmay includediscussionsof healthy and unhealthy
relationships, sex-role stereotyping, coping with an-
ger or rejection, and the effect of alcohol or drug use
on one's behavior, among other topics. The atmo-
sphere of groupsis neither intimidating nor social;
trained staff worksto maintain asafe, encouraging,
yet serioustone. Group cycleslast from 12-52 weeks.
Parentsreceive orientation information regarding the
program and, in some communities, areinvolvedin
theintervention on an on-going basis. Intervention
participantswho re-offend may be expelled fromthe
group or asked to re-start it, depending upon the pro-
gram. In some communities, thosewho areexpelled
may face more severe penatiesfrom aprobation de-
partment or court.

JuvenileBatterer I ntervention Programs. Chal-
lengesand Dilemmas

Programsfor adolescentswho batter currently
faceanumber of challengesand dilemmeas, asdo all
new interventions. These challengesinclude public
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Table 1: Featuresof SomeJuvenileBatterer | ntervention Programs

Location | Number | Ages Interven- Program Referring
of Youth tion Com- Duration Entity
Served ponent (in weeks)
Pea Year
Expect School 60 6-12 School groups 24 Middleand
Respect Based grwe Individud and High
Audin, TX Family Schools
Avalable
on-ste
MOVE Agency 30 12-21 | Individud 52 Jwenile
Youth Based Group minimum Courts
Program Family
SF, CA Shlings
Mass DPH Mixed 150 13-17 | Group 12 Jwvenile
10 Programs Courts,
Schoolsand
DYS
STEPUP Community | 30-40 Individua 24 Juvenile
Sedttle, WA Centers Group minimum Courts,
Family CBO's
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recognition of teen domestic violence asaphenom-
enon distinct from generalized violence; adearth of
culturally appropriateinterventionsand research; and
partnering with ajuvenilejustice system perceived by
many to suffer from pervasiveracia and classbiases.

Recognizing teen batterers: Between 1997-
1999, seven incidents of teen-perpetrated domestic
violencereceived nationd attentioninthe U.S.—per-
hapsthemost widdy-publicized of theseeventsbeing
the shootingin Jonesboro, AK. Inthewakeof these
tragedies, mediaposed questions about the cause of
“youth violence’ or “school violence,” but failed to
emphasizethat inal casesthe shootersweremaeand
theintended victimsfemale (Sousa, 1999). Infact,
theincidents might have been more appropriately and
specifically classified as* violence against women or
girls”” Aninability to perceiveviolence perpetrated
by adolescent malesassimilar to domestic violence
perpetrated by adultsmay limit our capacity to alter
their behavior.

For many, it may bedifficult to acknowledge
that boysasyoung aseight or nineyearsold partici-
patein“dating” relationships. Asaresult,in some
cases abusive behavior may be dismissed or handled
asthough it were acceptable rough-housing. (For ex-
ample, girlsand boysmay betold that if someonekicks
or insultsthem, itisasign of affection.) Inorder to
offer victimsof abuse cons stent and comprehensive
protection, and in order to provide young perpetra-
torswith the servicesand intervention that they need,
adultsmay berequired to dter their own definitionsof
“dating.” Similarly, any incidentsinvolving violence
between adol escents shoul d be assessed to determine
if, andto what extent, dating or sexismwasamotiva
tiond factor.

Culturally appropriateintervention and
research. Although men of color are over-repre-
sented in batterer intervention programs, therearefew
culturdly speaificintervention srategiesandinsufficient
research onviolencein communitiesof color (Richie,
1998; Williams, 1997). Whileresearch doesnot dem-
ongtrateconclusively that culturaly specific programs
haveimproved outcomesfor adult batterers (Gondolf,
2000), someresarchershavefound that men of color
have higher completion rateswhen working with staff

of smilar ethnic backgrounds (O. Williams, persond
communication, September, 2000). Itispossblethat
theseresultswould hold truefor adolescent offenders
inculturally-specificintervention programsaswell.
Despitethefact that very few outcome studiesof cul-
turally specific batterer intervention programs have
been conducted, practitioners have expressed aneed
for the devel opment, implementation and evaluation
of culturally specific models(Carillo & Tello, 1998;
Williams, 1997).

Partnering with thejuvenilejustice sys-
tem. Thejuvenilejustice system hasanimportant role
toplay insecuring safety for victimsand holding juve-
nile batterersaccountable. Inanumber of jurisdic-
tions, law enforcement agencies, probation depart-
mentsand juvenile courtswork with juvenilebatterer
intervention programsto monitor program compliance,
enhance victim safety and to hold juvenile batterers
accountable. Much work is still needed across the
nation to establish acong sent juvenilejusticeresponse
toteendating violence.

Thereare, however, considerabledrawbacks
torelyingonthejuvenilejusticesystem asthe primary
agency of responseto teen dating violence. By na-
ture, thejuvenilejustice system providesaresponse
only onceviolence hasoccurred. Other thanthede-
terrent effect of holding batterersaccountablefor their
violence after thefact, it does not seek to prevent dat-
ing violence. Therearea so significant risksassoci-
atedwithyouthinvolvementinthejuvenilejusticesys-
tem. According to Amnesty International, “ useof in-
carcerationinthe United States Juvenile Justice Sys-
temisamatter of grave concern because of itsinher-
ent risksto the physical and mental integrity of chil-
dren, anditspotentia for negativeinfluencerather than
rehabilitation.” (Amnesty International, 1998). In
addition, recent research demonstratesthat thejuve-
nilejustice system continuesto suffer from pervasive
racial bias (National Council on Crime and Delin-
quency, 2000). Effortsto respond to teen dating vio-
lencein communitiesof color will behindered by the
perception that the domestic violence movement re-
liesuncritically onwhat isperceived asaracidly bi-
ased system.
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JuvenileBatterer Intervention Programs:. New
Directions

Asthefield of teen dating and family violence
intervention becomes more sophisticated, stakehol d-
ersareincreasingly exploring new dsrategies, identify-
ing needsand attempting to build onlessonslearnedin
related fields. Exampl es of these new devel opments
include partnering with schools, drawing on the
strengths of ecological approachesto violence, and
promoting effortsthat attempt to link post-crisisinter-
ventionwith primary prevention.

Partneringwith school administrator sand
educators. Whileinterventionwithindividual perpe-
tratorsof dating or family violenceisessential, it as
just ascritical that social normsthat support violence
change. Educatorshave an enormouspotential to af-
fect thesocid environmentsintheir classsoomsandin
their school-communities. School administratorshave
the power to design, promote and implement policies
and curricular gpproachesthat can significantly affect
students’ attitudesand behavior. Itisimportant that
school personnel receivetraining on thetopic of gen-
der-based violenceand are supported when they link
existing literature or social studiesthemesto socia
normsregarding violenceand gender (B. Rosenbl uth,
persona communication, November, 2000).

Resear ch. Creating policy or awarding fund-
ing tointervention programsin the absence of evalua
tion research potentially placesvictimsat continued
risk for abuse and may wasteresources. Itisimpera
tivethat long-termfollow-up eval uation sudiesof ju-
venileintervention programsare conducted and that
theresultsbewidely disseminated. Moreover, those
who devel op programs should basethedesign of cur-
riculaand i ntervention components on datacollected
from program participants; optimal interventionswill
becreated if the service populationismorefully un-
derstood.

Learningfrom related resear ch. Thelast
two decadeshave seen aproliferationin research and
evaluation on violence prevention and intervention.
Whilethebulk of theliteraturefocuses specificaly on

youth violence, findingsmay be applied to dating and
domestic violenceintervention and prevention. In
1999, the Center for the Study and Prevention of Vio-
lenceevduated severa violence preventionandinter-
ventioninitiatives. Thosethat utilize ecological ap-
proacheswere shown to have high successrateswith
violent juvenile offenders (Center for Prevention and
Study of Violence, 2000). Thefactorsassociated with
the success of ecological approachesare potentially
instructivefor the nascent effortsto rehabilitate and
hold accountable young menwho batter.

Ecologicd gpproachesrecognizethat individu-
asoftenreflect thevauesof their families, communi-
ties, and societies, and that “ effecting sustained change
requires addressing the multiple problems of youth
wherever they arise; inthefamily, thecommunity, the
hedlth careand school systems’ (Currie, 1998, p.105).
Ecological approachesal so recognizethat treating of -
fendersinisolaion of their socid environmentisa“ pre-
scriptionfor failure” (Currie, 1998, p.105). Theevi-
denceinfavor of ecological approachesissupported
by other studiesthat havefound that involvement of
thefamily seemsnecessary to effect sustained change
(Henggeler, Melton, Smith, Hanley & Hutchinson,
1993; Tolan, Gorman-Smith, Huesmann & Zelli,
1997), and that community based efforts are more
effectivethaningtitutiona efforts(Tolanet al., 1997).

Ecological Approaches. Some adult and
youth batterer intervention programs have attempted
tointegrate ecological principlesinto batterer inter-
vention programs. Common to some of these ap-
proachesistherecognition that each participant serves
asanimportant point of accessto thefamily, commu-
nity members, including peers, andingtitutionssuch as
thefaith community, schools, other community based
agencies, thejuvenileand family courtsand to youth
employment agencies. Thisaccessmakesit possible
toenligt family, community membersandingitutionsin
holding perpetratorsaccountable and ensuring victim
safety. Insome cases, however, it isacknowledged
that involving family membersisnot awaysappropri-
ate—the safety of the young men who batter may be
jeopardizedif abusive parentsareincluded intheap-
proach. Unlikemany intervention strategiesthat work
to affect behavior change by focusing on perceived
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deficits, ecologica approachesemphasizeindividua
and community strengthsand build on emerging un-
derstandingsof individua resiliency and community
assets.

InAtlanta, theMen Stopping Violence(MSV)
program attemptsto affect the socia ecology of adult
program participantsby involving their friends, and on
occasionstheir sons, and by advocating for change
acrossthe broad range of ingtitutionswith which par-
ticipantsinteract (S. Nuriddin, personal communica-
tion, April, 2000). Similarly, somejuvenile batterer
intervention programs have devel oped model sthat in-

volveawiderangeof sakeholdersincluding city agen-
cies, community based organizationsand community
membersthemselves. For instance, theMOVE Youth
Program, ajuvenilebetterer intervention program based
in San Francisco, CA, isimplementing amodel that
involvesfamily and community membersin teen dat-
ing violenceprevention (A. Silva, persona communi-
cation, May, 2000). Inthisway, ecologica approaches
suchasthoseused by MSV and MOVE dso serveas
important opportunitiesfor engagingin prevention, and
inthisway connect intervention and prevention efforts.

TheCasefor Prevention. Studiesindicate
that “ punitive, legalistic approaches’ areunlikely to
have much effect on youth violence unlessthey are
integrated into policiesthat focusfunding and efforts
on prevention (Tolan, 2000). Domesticviolencepre-
vention campaigns have been pursuedin health care
Settings, in schoolsand through the media, and show
promisein changing attitudestowardstheuse of vio-
lence (Edleson, 2000). Important lessons can be
drawn fromrelated fieldsthat have been effectivein
changing adol escent behaviorsand attitudes, for ex-
ampleregarding teen pregnancy prevention and child
abuse awareness (Daro & Cohn Donnelly, 2000).
Prevention effortsmay be enhanced through collabo-
ration with related fields, such aschild welfareand
youth violence, and by devel oping connectionswitha
range of agenciesthat serveyouth. These partnerships
couldincludelinkageswith mentoring programs, em-
ployment training Sites, artsand recreation programs,
rites of passage programs, and literacy and medialit-
eracy projects (National Advisory Council onVio-
lence Againgt Women, 1999).

Sincelower education, lower-statusjobs, and
under-employment are d | identified asprobablerisk
factorsfor the perpetration of violence, effective pre-
vention planswill need to address each of these, and
the relationship between these potential risk factors
and domestic violence should befurther clarified by
continuing research (Edleson, 2000; Kaufman Kantor
& Jasinski, 1998). Prevention activities should also
address peer behaviorsand attitudes sincethese have
been shown to affect boys' choicesabout whether to
useviolence (Heise, 1998). Given the contemporary
predispositioninfavor of intervention and incapacita:
tion, committing resourcesto preventionwill requirea
shiftin policy priorities(Tolan, 2000). Nevertheless,
thereturnson rigorously designed and well-imple-
mented prevention may besgnificantintermsof money
saved and livesenhanced.

Conclusion

The paper presented here offersabrief over-
view of theemerging field of working with adolescent
perpetratorsof domestic violence. Thefact that there
exigssuchafied, embryonicasit may be, isevidence
of theincreas ng attention being paid to the devastat-
ing impact that intimate partner and family violence
haveonthelivesof children and youth. Whilesignifi-
cant challengesremain, work being doneto detect,
deter and rehabilitate adol escent perpetratorsrepre-
sents an important step towards interrupting
intergenerational cyclesof violence and enhancing
safety for victims.
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Expect Respect
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P.O. Box 19454,

Austin, TX 78760
Adminigtration - (512) 385-5181/
Fax: (512) 385-0662

Adolescent Domestic Violence Perpetrator
Programs

Massachusetts Dept. of Public Health

250 Washington St.

4" Floor

Boston, MA 02108

Td: (617) 624-5497

Fax: (617) 624-5075

emalil: Nikki.Paratore@state. ma.us

MOVE (Men Overcoming Violence)
1385 Mission S, Suite 300

San Francisco, CA 94103
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Tdl: 415. 626-6683 ext. 310

Fax: 415. 626-6704

e-mal: move@dip.net
STEPUP

King County Dept. of Judicia Administration
Room E-609, 516 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104
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In Brief: Working with Young Men Who Batter:
Current Strategies and New Directions

Itiswidely acknowledged that teen dating violenceisasignificant public health problem. Prevention
campaigns, victim support groups and other victim-oriented programsfor teenagers have been developed
and evaluated. Morerecently, researchersand practitioners have gradually begun to focus on adol escent
maleswho perpetrate dating and family violence. Asaresult, juvenilebatterer intervention programshave
been developed in several jurisdictionsin the United States.

The profileof theadolescent mal e perpetrator of dating violence suggested by theliteratureissimilar tothe
profileof other juvenileoffenders. 1nshort, teen boyswho abusetheir dating partnersaremorelikely to
have experienced child abuse or neglect (McCloskey, Figueredo & Koss, 1995; Wekerle & Wolfe, 1998;
Wolfe, Werkele, Reitzel-Jaffe & Lefebvre, 1998), witnessed domestic violence (Hotaling & Sugarman,
1986), and to usea cohol or drugs (Cate, Henton, Koval, Christopher & LIoyd, 1982) than their non-
abusive counterparts. Inaddition, several studieshave established that adolescent maleswho abusetheir
dating partnersaremorelikely to have sexi< attitudesthat support male domination over femaes
(Follingstad, Rutledge, McNeil-Harlings & Polek, 1992; Henton, Cate, Kova, LIoyd & Christopher, 1983;
Himelein, 1995; Koss& Dinero, 1989, K oss, Leonard, Beezley & Oros, 1985; Maamuth, Heavey,
Barnes& Acker, 1995; Tontodonato & Crew, 1992) and are morelikely to associate with peersthat
support these attitudes (Lavoie, Robitaille & Hebert, 2000; Roscoe & Callahan, 1985).

Juvenilebatterer intervention programsoffer an aternative or complement to incarceration, and offer
possible methodsto re-educate young men about their use of violence. Most juvenile batterer intervention
programs utilize apsycho-educational group format and meet weekly for 1-2 hours. Intervention group
activitiesmay includediscussionsof hedthy and unhealthy relationships, sex-role stereotyping, coping with
anger or regjection, and the effect of alcohol or drug use on one’sbehavior, among other topics. To our
knowledge, no juvenilebatterer intervention program hasbeen formally evaluated.

Programsfor adolescentswho batter currently face anumber of challengesand dilemmas, asdo al new
interventions. Thesechallengesinclude public recognition of teen domestic violence asaphenomenon
distinct from generalized violence; adearth of culturaly appropriate interventionsand research; and
partnering with ajuvenilejustice system perceived by many to suffer from pervasiveracia and classbiases.

Somejuvenile batterer intervention programs have attempted to integrate ecological principlesinto batterer
intervention programs. Common to some of these approachesisthe recognition that each participant serves
asanimportant point of accessto thefamily, community members, including peers, and ingtitutionssuch as
thefaith community, schools, other community based agencies, thejuvenileand family courtsand to youth
employment agencies.

Whilesgnificant challengesremain, work being doneto detect, deter and rehabilitate adol escent perpetra-
torsrepresentsanimportant step towardsinterrupting intergenerationa cyclesof violenceand enhancing
safety for battered women and girls.
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