Is there an association between controlling behaviour and intimate
partner violence revictimization?
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But, the extent to which controlling behaviours
are detected by police weine 2017, and whether this
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OIS (e et 28 » There is evidence of controlling behaviours
In episode reports, suggesting police can
detect and record those behaviours.

* Victims experiencing economic control may

Collected episode reports
for subsequent IPV
episodes reported within
the next six months

be forced to seek help, leading to increased

reporting of physical harm.

Coded physical harm and
injuries in subsequent
episode reports

* Victims experiencing threatening control
may be less likely to report physical harm
because of those threats.

References

Graham-Kevan, N., & Archer, J. (2008). Does controlling behavior predict physical aggression and violence to partners? Journal of Family Violence, 23,
539-548. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-008-9162-y
Hamberger, L. K., Larsen, S. E., & Lehrnerd, A. (2017). Coercive control in intimate partner violence. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 37, 1-11.

» We need to further investigate how and why
different types of control are related to IPV

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.08.003

Serious Crime Act (2015). Retrieved from https://www.cps.gov.uk/legalguidance/controlling-or-coercive-behaviour-intimate-or-family-relationship

Sleath, E., Walker, K., & Tramontano, C. (2018). Factor structure and validation of the Controlling Behaviors Scale—Revised and Revised Conflict Tactics
Scale. Journal of Family Issues, 39, 1880-1903. https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X17729721

Weiner, C. (2017). Seeing what is ‘Invisible in plain sight’: Policing coercive control. The Howard Journal of Crime and Justice, 56, 500-515.
https://doi.org/10.1111/hojo.12227

Analysed data with binary
logistic regressions

revictimization.




