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N e g l c x t  dchildren is s t ~ 1 1  a serious and prcmlent 
phcnorrrcnon that tlrr attt11oi.s of the United Nations 
Convention on  tlic Rights of the Cliild weary 
(UNICEF, 1 W i )  singled out tire riglit ol'a cliild to dc- 
wlop to the iiillrst as <me ofthe fotir hroad categories 
of ~rights to which children arc cntitlcd. Onr  indica- 
tion of tlrc extent oincglecr is rhat ol'cascs kno\\:n to 
clrild protcctivc services (CPS) in the United Statcs, 

Inorc arc classilicd as neglect tlran all ntlirl- t y c s  01 
maltl-eatment pr~t  irrgethc~-. Ho\or\-ever, as has been 
~mrcd fiquc~itly, 1.csfiwc11 on neglect is on!)- it small 

. ' action ol'rcsearch on  child ~naltrcatnrent (National 
liescarch (:oru,cil, I!)<!?). (:I-oss-criltnral conipar-ative 
sitrdics of'i~egieci arc cvcn more mrc. This article is in- 
tcndcd to provide somc of rile needed cross-cultul-al 
diltil. 

The firs1 obiecti\.e is to test the theor! tlrirt   no st 
widcsprcad cffccts of ncglcct rnanil'est tlicmsch-cs 
when tlrc children arc adults arrd are in tlw lorm 01 
psyc11ologic;rl dam;lgr and impaircd social rel;~rioii- 
ships (National Rcscal-c11 Coimcil, l!!5!3). A second 
ol?jectivc is to pn)vidc p r c l i ~ ~ ~ i l l a r y i n f ( , ~ - ~ ~ ~ a t i o n  on the 
[went to which ncglecillrl hchavio~. occurs in the 
diwrsc sociri sctti~lgs in which students ;it tire 33 imi- 
vcrsitics in 17 coun~rics arc living. -1 third ohjcctivc is 
to rsamine the interaction ofthe lcvcl of\-iolrnce in a 
given soci;rl context o ~ i  the relation hctwccn ncglcct 
cxpcricnccd and riolcncc irgainsl a dating pax-uncr. 
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NEGLECT AND AllSTREAThlENT OF DATING PARTNERS 

Thcl-c arc grouuds for lrrlieving thal neglecr is ;is 
dell-imental 01- more detrimc~~t;rl tlian physical or srx- 
nal ahrise. Neglccr, rspcciallyoftlic child's emotional 
needs for love and support; may be the Sorm oS mal- 
creatmrnr wirh rhr grratest risk of scriow social and 
psycllologic;~l problems to children (Bou4hy. 1982; 
12ohhios, Il)(i(i; Spitr, 19.59). Coilsisreirt with rllis rr- 
scarclr, the tl~eorerical ohjrctive of'this study is to test 
the lrypothcsis that ncglccr as a child is associared with 
An ilicrrased risk of \-iolencc against ;t dating partner 
as a11 adult. This 11ypoilrcsi.s is based o n  thc assump- 
lion that ihr socialiradon process of lirglcctcd chil- 
d1.m is incornplcir. This appnmch is illusiraicd by t l ~ c  
theoretical analysis m d  empirical reseal-ch of 
Tremhlay (200.7). Trrmhlay's review o l  rcscarclr on 
agc difkrcnccs in aggrcssion sho\rs ihar acts of physi- 
cal aggl-rssion peak at age 2 a ~ l d  decline therralier. 
Fro111 this, Trenrhlay argrred rhat 

Tremhlay (20(13) goes oti to argue that onc of'tlie 
tictors malrling a child ro lcarn ;dtcn~;~rive stmrrgies 
is care by 21 rcspoilsivr parent and consistciit disci- 
pline. A ncglecicd child, by deiinirion, docs not lxn-c 
21 responsive parent o r  consistcilt disciplinr. One can, 
~hwefore,  detlucc the hypothesis that the expericlicr 
of neglcctii~l parenting ,\-ill be associated with physi- 
cal aggressinn mward others a l ~ d ,  sprcifically, tow-ard 
a dating partner-. The results of' previous empir-ical 
studies arc consistcnt with this t h e o l ~  (c.g., \.fidoin, 
1WI; Widom Ki rLlanficid, 2001, wlio Sound that 
ircplccr as a cl~ildxvas relaled to crime as an adult) 

Tlie iheory Lllar neglrcr is associated with physical 
aggressiioii as an adult is also consistent witll rcscarctr 
showing that neglected children experience learning 
dclays, pal-ticrtlarly ~ v i t l i  language skills (Flo~vers; 
2000, p. 121). Depending on the type and severity of. 
neglect, neglected chilcll-en ilia!. have undcrdcvel- 
oped cognitix and social skills. Children \\-hose par- 
cntsdo ~iotcomfnrt ttlcrnwl~en upset m a y  tend to lack 
coinpassion and empath!- for others. They also may 
not l i a c  had sufficirrrt opporr~inity to Imndle conllicr 
wrhally. Inadequate cognitive and emotioilal abilities 
could resulr in a greater scnsc of drsensitiration 
tow;~rtl the mistrcatrnenr oS others, includi~rg dating 

It is possihlr thar t h r  rt:lationship hetwcen 
nrglecl and aggrcssion is a result of the licqucnt co- 
occrlrrencc o l  neglect ;urd physical abi~sc. That issue 
xvas invcstig;itcd by Kendall-Tackcit and Eckcnrode 
(1995), who conqra~-rtl childrrn classified as neglect- 
unly, ncglrct aird abnsr, and nonmaltrralrd. They 
fuuitd tlrar ;~lrhough children who enprrienced borh 
a b l w  and neglect had the liighcst rate ofdisciplinal~ 
pl-rrhletiis in schonl, in each of live age groups, the 
neglecr-only group had significantly rnosc discipli~l- 
a17 [xohlcuns than did tire nonrnaltwarcd gorig. A 
limilatiorr oft11c Krn-l,dall-Tackrtr and Eckrnrorle and 
\\rdorri and \lautirld (200 I )  srurlies is lhat theywerc, 
lirnitrd ro cascs ofncglect knorvn to CPS. Tlicsc cascs 
ilrr rial provide inlirnnatior~ or1 ~rhethcr- r~cglccc is 
 related to aggressive a i ~ d  oi1rc1- a~~tisoci;d ; ~ n d  crirrri- 
n d  bchavio~- in ilir ge~ier-al popr~lntiori. 

'Tllcrc am, 11o\\-eve!-, s~udirs  thar hm-r addressed 
[his issue. (:rictrndrn and UiLalla (11488) Somirl that 
when intel-acting n-iih tlicir rnothc~-s. neglected cl~il- 
drcn display rnor-c alrgci. 1lra11 do  plkysically ahi~srd 
clii1d1-ell. Iiiititson, Dr(hrmo, and Reid's (2004) Ion- 
gitt~dinal slr~dy d 3 1 0  firscgradc and 361 iilth-grade 
children r~sed tirultimctlrod and multisourcc Inca- 
sures oS ncglcci ;o1d child brhavio~. and sri.r~ctr~ral 
cquatioll 11lodeling io control Sol-lila~lypotelitial co11- 
fountls. They Sound that. Sor horh agc cohorts; 
neglect at Time 1  as signilicantly rci;ttcd to aggscs- 
sion and antisocial 1xlravioratTilnr 2. Two slitdies 01' 
adolcscc~~w ;nid ;trli~lts concluded that neglecr is 
sclared to antisocial and criminal hclixior. Hild!;r~-d 
and it'olli. (POOP) fou~id th;~t bolli physical abuse and 
neglect arc assuciatrd \\-ill? snbsrqr~enr crinrinal 
bcllavior and personality disordel-s. A longitudinal 
srndy by I-Ienl~ and Siln (1996) found that deficient 
01- neglectli~l parenting was liuked to adolcsccnr anti- 
social hchavior and csirrrr. Tlresc srndies provide a 
rcasoitable basis for expecting that scores on ;I scale 
intendcti to meas~irt: neglectful behavior cxperi- 
rncrd  as a child (such as the 3,1ultidi111cnsio1,al 
Ncglectf~~l Bclxn-ios Scale) will Ire associated \\-ith an 
increased probahiiity of physical aggression a+nst 
oliirrs. inclt~ding partners in dating or marital rcla- 
rionships. Finally. a study by Bc\-;in and Higgirrs 
(2002) esamined the rclatioll of five diffrrrnt types of 
child maltrcatrncnt (physical ahuse, psychological 
;&btlsc; sexual airusr, neglect, and nirnessing violence 
hetwccn parents) hy a sample of 36 inen and founrl 
rlmr neglect accounted lirr the largcst ;urrourrt ofv;i~i- 
ance in ph?-sical abuse of llrcir parinel-s. 
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DEFINITION AND MEASUREMENT OF 

NEGLECTFUL BEHAVIOR 

Definition of Neglect 

There is little agreement on the definition arid 
measurement of neglect (Costin. Karger, & Sloesz, 
IS96 ikational liesearch Council, 1993). One of the 
most important points 01' disagreemen1 conccrris 
uvhcthcr ncglcctshould he defined and measured in a 
way that includes injuiy or harm to a child as com- 
pared to dclinition and measurement solely on the 

.'. ass of the behavior of the caregiver (Straus Kc 
E(aulinan h n t o r ,  2005). Another unresolved issue is 
ivhether the negleciftil behavior must be intentional. 
These are diHicul1 issues that cannot be resolved in 
this article. Howevrr, we can make clear the definition 
that guided this reseal-ch. 'The specific definiiion is 

i~c~icctli~l lhcharior by a cat-rtakcr is buh;n.iar illat 
constitutes a lailul-v lo act in iva?s that arc pl-c~iined 
1,) the ctdtrrrc of a society to hc necess;lr? to mrrt the 
rla~rlopinental nccds oSa child mid which are the re- 
sponsibility or a caicgivcr im prmviclc. (Straus & 
IiluSman liultm, 2005. p. 1 0 )  

This definirion, and our operationalization ofit, is 
ii)cuscd on the hehavior of the carcgiver, regardless of 
whether the neglectfid heiravior is intentional and re- 
gardless olwhether there is an ohscrvahle harm to the 
child. The main theorerical lxrsis for focusing exclu- 
sively on neglectfid hehavior is that the causes ofne- 
glectiiil behavior and the consequences ior the child 
must be measured separately to he able to test theo- 
ries ahoutwhat causes parerits to neglect and the c m -  
sequenws for the child. See Straus and Raufnlan 
h n t o r  (2005) for a conceptual analysis of each ele- 
ment ofthis definition and further explanation. 

Measurement of Neglecful Behavior 

Most research on neglect in the United States, and 
probably other corrntrics, does nor measure ricglcct- 
St11 behavior directly. Instead, neglect is identified on 
the hasis of cases reported to CPS agencies of the U.S. 
states. It is widely acknowledged that the cases 
reported lo CPS are onlya small fraction ofneglected 
children. The National Center on Child Abuse and 
Neglect atten~pted to get a mol-e cotripictc assessment 
of neglect through the National Tticidencc Studies of 
(:hild Ahltse and Neglect (NIS; Sedlak 8c Broadhurst, 
1996). The NIS are based on intenicivs with human 
sewice professiomls who were asked about cases they 
knew, regardless of whether the case had heen 
reported to CPS. rk shown in the section reviel~ing 
rates of neglecl, hurnan service professionals identi- 
fied more than twice a manr cascs than were 

reported to CPS. Even the NIS ratc is probably only a 
fraction ol'the true pre\.aicncc of neglectiid hehavior. 
The present study uses an ilistru~ne~it that  represents 
srill another approach to measuring neglect. It 
focirscs on the ncglcctftil hehavior of parents as 
recalled by young adults. As explained in the nlcthods 
section. this method, like other me~liods, has both 
advanmges and limitations. 

RESEtlRCH ON PREVALENCE 

OF NEGLECTFUL BEHAVIOR 

Because one of the objectives of this article is to 
present data on the prevalence of neglectfid behw- 
ior; Table I nas constructed to provide a background 
for the resnits on prevalence. It sun~marizes pren-  
lence rates from nine studies. The rates range from 
less than 0.5% to 61%. This huge range suggests that 
the various studies are measuring diffe~wlt phcnom- 
cna oi- diffcrcnt aspects of thr phenorncnon. 

Consistent with the previous discussion of tecli- 
niques for measuring neglect, rhe lowest ratc in Table 
1 is for cases ofneglect reported to CPS in the United 
States. This extremely low rate reflects tlic lact that 
CPS tends to receive and confirm only the most egi-e- 
gious cases ofneglect or cases confounded with other 
social and psychological problems such as violence 
between the parents or drug abuse. The National Inci- 
dence Study (second row of Tahle I ) ,  for cxample, 
h u n d  a ratc more than double the rate reported hy 
CPS. 11 is much higher becansr the lluman services 
professionals who were irrter~iewed were asked to 
report all cases they knew about, not just those that 
were ofticidly reported. The imporrancc of this is not 
just the underestimare inherent in CPS statistics hut 
also the fact that because CPS cases arc filtered bywill- 
inguess to report the case. they rrmy not he typical of 
cases of neglec~fill behavior. A recent example we 
enconritered was a pediatrician who diagnosed a 
child as "failure to ihrive." Although this is a serious 
condition requiring reporting, the pediatrician did 
no1 report the case to CI'S bccausc she felt it  was 
be rm to t n  toivorkrvith the mother. Wad itbeen aso- 
called hopeless case; it probably would have been 
reported, bt11 because it was a case that the pediairi- 
cia11 felt she could treat cffrctively does not change 
the fact that this child was neglected. On the orlier 
hand, the fact h a t  "hilurc to thrive" is not always seri- 
ous and does not always rellect neglect illustrates one 
of the many probleins ~ r i th  me~ast~ri~ig neglect. 

The three non-U3  studies in Table 1 all found 
mtes much higher than those reported in the abore- 
mentioned domestic studies. The higher rates, which 
range from 3% to 676, are probably explained hy thc 
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I 
I TABLE 1: Prevalence of Nedect From Nine Studies 

H~iir ia i i  ECIY~CC proiesiioniils i n  Iiiioivii carcc oinc@cct, icqii-d 
Llic Unitrd StiiLes leas o i n l i r ~ l r c r  icpmted LC, 

CPS 

NOTE CPS = cliilrl pi-rriccrire senicrr. 

fact that the hustr;rli;~ and V.K. s t~~dies  inteniclved 
victirns, who tend to rcport higher rates than perpe- 
trators (caretakers) bec;utse rile latrer may not recall 
past and/or unintentional iieglectiiil behaviors. The 
Denmark study includes reports from health and rwl- 
k c  workers. 'The significance oitliis method of data 
collection is that in Ucurnark. public health nurses 
\isit the homes of ;dl i~ew parents, ~vhich means that 
the study relbrs to all parcriis in Denmark, not a clini- 
cal sample. Moreover, with the exception ol'pediatri- 
cians, these visiting nurses are likely to be more sensi- 
tive to the presence of ncglectfi~l behavior than are 
human service professionals in general. Nevertheless, 
the obse17-ations olp~tblic hcalth nnrses will inevitably 
underestimate neglectli~l hehavior that does not 
cause a visihle injury or bclxwior problem but still 
constitutes a dangel- to a child, such as leaving a child 
unsupervised or failing to meet the developmental 
needs of a child b!- failing to show warmth a d  
aitection. 

The last four studies in Table 1 found rates that arc 
up to 100 times higher than the rate of cases known to 
CPS in the iirst row. We suggest that this is because 

.\,& 1 7,yp 

.A,>) , > C ~ I C < ,  

.~\,W 7xgIwt 
EdU~~,~i ,mal 
1'insic~~I 
l h < l , i , , , ~ , l  

\ii? iirglect 

p, .issin . . iirgicci 

I'ii)sical neglect 

Any iieglrcr 

A,,> ,>q$WI 

they include types of rieglcctfi~l bchavior that \wtild 
hc unlikely to call forth clinical in1e17-rntion unicss 
they~rel-e \-el? chronic. For cx~rnpic, a large pol-ti011 
ofthc 27% of rieglertfi~l hrhaviol- cases in the St ra~s .  
I-Iarnhy, Finkelhor, Moore, and l<unpn (1998) study 
is aitributablc to ;r high pcrcenragc of respondents 
(19.5%) endorsing the item "Had to leave your child 
home alone, even when you thought some ;tdnlt 
should bc with liin/her." Another. contribution to 
the high neglectiiil heha\-ior rate is that 11% of 
respondents indicated there T\-as at least onc occ. as1011 .' 
when tile). "TVere not able to make s~we your child got 
the f<~od  he/she needed." l'he rcsulo from these foul- 
studies indicate that there is a great deal ofsi~hclinical 
level rnaltl-eatment of children. But they should nor 
be ignored because it  is a well-established principle in 
public healtl~ ep idern io lo~ that a risk fictor ~r i th  a 
low effect size but a high prevalcncc rate can have a 
much greater adverse cffect on public health than a 
risk factor wilh a much higher effect sire hut a low 
pel-alence rate (Kose, 1985). For this rcaon,  the 
focus of this articlc is on investigating rhe degree to 
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rrhictl cxprr-iencing such subcli~riciii ma111-eatmcnt is 
associ;itetl with violence against ;I dating parrner. 

Methodological Soztrces of 
Variation in Measuring Neglect 

The Fact tliat the last scudy in lahlc 1 11as a iacr oS 
neglect that is 100 times higher than the sttidy in the 
first rolv probably reflects diffrrences in the following 
aspects oftlrc studies: (a) sourer of data (i.c., ~ r l r c t h c ~ ~  
child, parent, 11urn;i~i senice prokssional, or oTfici;ri 
reports); (h) chronicity of the rreglectSr~l hchavior 
(i.c.. how licqucntly it  must occur- tojudge the parcnt 
as neglecthi); (c) whether ncglccc is drfinrd by 
hchavior ol the caretaker or visible injury to the child 
or both; (d)  time period covered (i.c.,\vlrctlrer dwing 
the p~.eviolrs yrar or during the lire o l thc  child): ( r )  
numhci. <,f dimensions nirasured (c.g., one dimell- 
sion sue11 as plrysical ncglrct versus multiple dimcrr- 
sions): (F) ixric) oS 1111- behavior (i.e.. seldom occui.- 
ring versirs keqwntly occurring neglectful acLs): i u~d  
(g) nun~hcr ~,SdifSerrnt bchwiors included in c;~cIr 
dimcnsio~r. A r  rsarnple, an insrrument that ;rsl.;s 
ahout 1 0  plrysi~tlly neglectfid hrliaviors is likcly lo 
p~-ocl~icc ;I l i i~lrcr prenlcrrcr rate than one rhat asks 
about .5 bc1i;lviol.s. Tlrcsr iiiffe~.rnces make it dillicult 
lo cornpi-c pw\-alcncc 12ccs fro111 one study to 
anothc~- and fi.rnri one ilational selling to anorhcr. 
The study reported i i ~  tlris articlc. hr,wr\-er, cnablcs 
comparisons hct~vcc~r i~atio~r;rl settings becansc the 
samc prc~ccxlurcs ~vcrc ~ s c d  ;rt 33 sitcs i n  17 national 
settings. 

METHODS 

The data h r  this rcsc;lrch arc from the Interna- 
tional Dating \'iolcncc s t l y  T i  snrrly is heing con- 
ducted by ;I consortii~ni tliat ciirrently consists of 
researchers at 33 n~iivcrsitivs in I T  r~arirlns. Tlie mem- 
hers ol' the consortium i~sc a fou-part qnestionnaire. 
Parts 1.2; and 3 ;ire t l ~ c  s m c  for all 33 sitcs. Part 4i-ar- 
ies kom sitc to sitc t1cc;iusc it is rcscivcd for measnres 
that arc of specific interest to each consortiim 
niembc~-. 

The data wcrc ohrained Tmm students at thr 33 
sites listed in Tahlc 2 using procedures rc\icwcd by 
and approved by boards or aclministrators rcsponsi- 
hle for protection of human suhjects at each of these 
luniversitics. The purpose or the st11dr and the right to 
not pxticipate were explained orall:- and in printed 
form at the hrginning oT each session. Participants 
were told that the qwstionnaire asked about tlic atti- 
tltiles, hclicts, and rxpcricnccs they might have had 

and thatthequestionnairc i~icludetlqr~estio~is on sen- 
sitive issue. including sexual rc1;rtioiiships. Tliey~vere 
assured olanonymity and ccon~idcntiality. A dehrief- 
inghrmw-asgiven to each participantas Iicorslre left. 
The Sorm explained the study in more detail m d  pru- 
x-idrd names and telephone numhcrs of a rm n~cr~ral  
lieaitli services a ~ ~ d  cornlnnnity resources sucli as scl-- 
vices for haltered wornerr. .Xlthough !),O(i!) students 
cornpletcd the qucstiolinaire. the .\i Lor the analyses 
in rlris article arc niuch lo\vc~.becat~se, to he included, 
the student needed to he in a current or recent dating 
relarionship and hecausc, as i l l  o r l w  suneys, not 
evcll-one answerrd rvervqucstiorr. Indeed, to rrspect 
the privacy and the voluntary nature of participrtim~. 
ihc instructi<,ns crnphasized that respondents ncre 
he r  to oinit any quesiion they did not wish to answer. 
Tlic S s  for specific analyses nre gircn in the tables. 

Tlic cornplctcd qucsti~mnaires were scanned Tor 
aberrant response patterm such as marking the idcn- 
tical ;ms~\-cr c;~tcgory Tw ;III rntirr series olqucstions 
01- ;rn impi"usih1y high frequency of rare events sucli 
;is 23 instances ol'attacking a partner with a kniSc or 
gun. Qncstionnaircs nit11 ;rrr aberrant response pat- 
tern were removed liom the sample. This Iras typically 
about 5% ol' the qoestionn;iires. Some ol the  chxac- 
tcrisrics oi thc cases used for this ai-ticie are presented 
hclo~v. and other characrcristics arr in another article 
(Srraus K. International Dating Violence Keseal-ch 
Consorti~uii. 2004). 

Measure of Neglecjil Behavior 

Neglectful behay-ior xr.1~ measurrd hy the short 
k ~ r m  of the Adult-Recall vcrsio~~ of the Multidimen- 
sional Neglectfirl Behavior Scale (Straus, Kinard, P; 

lfilliams, 1995). This wrsion of the scale asks adoles- 
cents oradr~lts iltheir parcntsci~gagetl in each olalist 
of ncglectfirl heha\-iors. Consequently. il does not 
depend on the case coming to the attention oS a 
human senke  professional or on a rlrglectfirl parent 
heing willing to disclose his or  her beha\.ior. Tlie data 
were gathered in a way that rcspondcnLs cocrld feel 
was cornplrtcly anonymous. 'The indicators of 
~ieglertfnl hrlravior in the Multidimensional Negleci- 
fill Brl~avior Scale arc noc restricted to irrsrar~ces in 
which a liarnlf~rl effect on the child was obserablc at 
r l~e time of asscssmcnt. Because most neglected chil- 
dren do not manifest ali ohsen.ahlc harm, this i~sui t s  
i ~ i  a rnorc complete assessment of ncglcctful hclrav- 
ior. Another reason the Multidiniensiond Ncglcctful 
Beli;~vior Scale is likcly to result in a high prcl-alencc 
rate is because it  measures neglecthl hchavior 
regardless oi'the intent of the caregiver. Finally, thcrc 
is likely to he a more complrte identiiication o l  
ncglecrlirl hehavior than with inrasures that locus on 
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TABLE 2: Prevalence of NeglectfuIBehaviorby Site and Gender 
(sites in Rank Order) 

1 . 2  
50.8 
20.3 
1 i . i  
17.16 
iii.3 
i 8.16 
I l ' t  
13.5 
' t i  

l"1 
i 5.5 
u 
10.5 - - 
i., 

11.8 
(2.8 
12.0 

61. <I 
').I 
'1. t 
7.16 
'1s 
X.li 

10'1 
!t,fi 
'!:I 
8.7 
1i.Y 
ti 
1.7 
4.8 
3 

only physical ricglrct or some other single aspect of 
neglect because, as indicated hy "blultidimcnsi1:~1i;11~' 
in the test name, the MultidimcnsionaI Neglectful 
Uehxior Scale obtains iilronnatiol~ OII f o~ i r  dimcn- 
siolls oEncglectfuI hcha~ior .  

1 1  limitation of the measurement oi' ~icglccthl  
hcha~ior  is that because measures of many constructs 
had to be included in the Intcr~iatioital Dating \io- 
lcncc Study, only eight items could be allocaieti io 
measuring ncglcctlul behaviol.. This was the eight- 
item short form of the hlvlridimrnsional Neglectfill 
Reha\:ior Sc ;k  t l ~ a i  is included in the Pet-sonal and 
Relarionsliips Profile (St~rar~s, Hamhy, Boney.Mc(:oy. 
& Sugarman. 1999: Swaw Si Mouradian, 1!)!49). The 
short form is a much less comprehensive measurc 
tllan the 20-item hl~~ltidimensional Ncglcctful Behav- 

ior Sralr. It inclirtlrs ouly two items to measurr each 
of r l ~ e  fo i~ r  dirrrc~tsio~is ofncglccthl heIia\:ior ( c r p i -  
live, supcr~isory, cii~otioil;il, and physical). The items 
;IIII :~ the dimcnsions they arc intendrd to measure ;ire 
shown in T d ~ l c  3. 'I'hcsc dimcnsions and rhc itclrrs to 
measure each dimension were selected or> rhc basis of 
a rc\:icrr- 01' measures 01' nrglect follo~wtl by factor 
analysis and item analysis lo select rlir  filial itcrns (see 
Straus et al., l!l!l5) 

IZn[~oi~.si? rnii~g~ri,~! and r/id~,oiomizulioil. Bcc;iusc the 
sllot-1 form of the hI~~Iridirilc~lsioliai Ucglcctiid be ha^ 
ior Scale \\.as admiiiiste~-cd as part ol'tlic Personal and 
Rclaiiottsllips Plr~filc (Str;~us ct  al., l!)!l!l), the I-e- 
S ~ J O I I X  categories used fvr all 22 d t h e  scales in this in- 
strumcni were used. l'llcsc asked thc respondenrs 10 

indicate ho\v much they asreed wirb ex11 ofthvciglit 
ncgIcctl'~r1 hcha\:iors using the Lollo~vi~tg categories: 1 
(.rlrf)n~ly di.sag,;.i.). 2 (disagrw). 3 (ngrvi.). or  4 (si,o,rg-/J 
ogrev). Students ~ v h o  chose 3 or  1 wcrr cl;miiictl as 
 ha^-ing expericnccd thc nt-glecth~l belia\:irr~.. 

f<el;(~biliij o/'l/io ~ l ~ f ~ ~ l / j ~ / i r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ i o r ~ , ~ r l  ~V~&clfi,/ IMraz~ior 
Si.a/?. Thc alpha rorflicirnt ofintrl-nal co~isistctlcy I-c- 
liability, using the st~idents as thr c;rscs, was .T2. For 
the macrolr:vel\:r!rsio~~ of the clala, usi~lg tlic 53 sites as 
the cases. the alphn was .75 Taking ilitll ~ I C C O I I I I L  thiii 
111r sliort ibrm 01' the Mt~itidirrtr~~sin~l;~l Ncglcctllil 
Behavior Scale has only riglit itrrrrs, ihcsc c;rn bc corn 
sidered to he high coeficirnrs of scliahilit~. 

(;~r,liii~g/~~rir~//ijr- ~rogl,,c~/i~ll)o/!,~~?~io~-. 011r  vt. t l ~ e  ~ n v s t  
ambiguous asprcts oldefiningarrd rricasul-ing ncglccr 
concerns h o ~ r  pel~asi\:e thr neglecrtirl bclra\ior rriclsr 
he 1'0s a parent to he classilird as 11cglcctf111. T11is is in 
contrast tosex~inl a h i w  S ~ ~ r r d ~ i c h  thew isal~riost cvlrl- 
plete consensus that a parenr who has sex with a child 
once is a sem~ally ahusing parent. Frx ilcglecthil hc- 
havior, lio\\:ewr. iionly a single insr;n~ce oforre type of 
neglectlirl heIia\:ior occurs. thrrr  is :I rerldriicy to la- 
bel that as a neglectI'd event but nor ru label the pas- 
ent as neglecting imlrss there is o b s e ~ ~ a b l c  injm?. 
Our procedure rellected this practicr 11, classifying 
students as ha\-ing experienced rieglcctfi~l brlra\:ior 
only i l  they reported three oi- more of rhr  neglec~frd 
behaviors measured by the b h t l t i d i l i t c ~ ~ s i ~ ~ ~ ~ a l  Ne- 
glectf~tl Behavior Scale. 111 addil:;i<m, Table 4 priivides 
data on the prevalence rates for o t l~e r  cut poitirs. 

Measures of Violence Against a Dating Partner 

7 % ~  nr i i r~ l  C;uil/lid 7iictics Scriler j(TS2). Physical as- 
sad1 and itijun were rncasurcd hy the CTS2(Straus, 
Hamby, Bone)-McCo!, & Sugxman. l!>!IG). Tlic CI-S 
h a  been ~ ~ s c d  in more than 300 puhlished articles 
during tlic past 25 !cars ; ~ n d  has demonstratcd rcli- 
;~bility and validin. (Archer, 1!)9Y; Straus. 1!)!10). The 
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TABLE 3: Percentap-e or Students M'bo Experienced Each Neglectful Bchuvioior 

TABLE 4: Multidimensional Neglecc~ul Behavior Scale Scores 
by Gendcr 

alpha coeflicicnts of I-c1i;rbility frw rrrale arid l@m.~le 
stndents at each site i l l  the pl-cscnt s t d y  are a\.ailahlc 
(Stra~is; 2004). This 211-tick uses the CTS scalrs tor pel-- 
pewation ol' physical ;~ssault and pl~ysical injnry and 
also the suhscaics to idcntif)- students who severely 
assal~lted or scvcrcly irjurcd a partller. 

Exarnplrs of the items rneasu~-ing minor p11ysic;d 
assault irrcl~irle prlshed o r  shoved. grahhed, slapped, 
and threw something at partner; w1ie1-ras examples 01- 
scvcre assault include punched or hit, kicked, and 
chokcd. Examples of irerns rnc;lswing minor irjul? 
includr feeling physical pain tile day after a lightivitli 
partlln- and hruisrd ix  sprained fi-om a fight ivitli 
parii~er, \diereas rxamples of sevrrc inju~? incliidc 
broken bone iiom fight \\it11 partner and needed to 
see doctor hecar~se of fight with partner. 

T l ~ e  CTS ii-equency of occw.rencc response catc- 
gorics were dichotomized to crrate a prex-alence 
score \\,here 1 indicates that the student had perpe- 
trated one or morc ol' the acts in t l ~ c  scale. The 

macrolevel data is the percentage oistr~dents at each 
university ~vith a score ol' 1 (LC., the percentage who 
physically attacked or injured ;I dating partner in the 
),as1 year) 

Therr are srpar-ate suhscalcs lot. minor and sewre 
asssult and minor and se\.ere i r~ ju~?  ; l i d  f o r  the com- 
bin;~tion of tlrcsc acts, ivhich will he scicrrrd to as lhe 
ovel-all < r r -  rotal assat~lt or  injury scalc. IIowrver, 
hecausc must r~ltlrcviolent actsivcr-c in t l ~ c  rninorvio- 
lrrice categoly, thc minor arid tonrl scales overlap to a 
grrat extent, wl~icli led to results th;~t parallel each 
othcr. Trr avoid this I-edundancy, n c  I-cpor-t only the 
tutn1 and sevcrc violence scales. 

Measures of Rcyhondent Characteristics 

Gruiie~-. For the maclvlevel an;il?cs, the variable is 
the percentage ofkm;dc  st~ldents at each univcl-sily. 
.Aboi~r two out ol'threc st~idents in the sample h-ere fe- 
n~a l c  (69%). The pi-cdorninance ol'l'cm;~lcs occun-ed 
bcc;~usc mostol'the classes in ~vhich thc qucstio~lnair-c 
was ;rdministcrcd 1vcrc courses in psycholo&? and 
sociolog~. 

S i ~ r i n l  drsirubil it j .sinl<,. Research that uses self-re- 
pr~rtccl data nccds to take into account the tcndcncy 
of scspondcnts to rninirnizr socially undcsirahlc he- 
liavior. In this study. t l ~ e  procedure was to tise tile 
social desirability scalc of the Personal and Relation- 
ships Profile (Straos ct al., 1499; Straus S; Mour;~di;~~l,  
1999). This is a 13-itcrn scale adapted Cram the 
Kcynolds short fill-~n of thr widely used M;rrlorv- 
C;ro\n-~~c social desirability scale (Reyilolds; 1982). The 
scalc items are behaviors and emotions that arc 
sligl~tlyulidesirahle hut true of almost erenonc, such 
as "I sometimes t13- to get even rather than hrgivc and 
lorget" and "There haw hcc l~  occasions when I took 
adnntage of someone." The more olthese items the 
respondent denies, ihe morc likclya r r s p o ~ ~ d e n t  is to 
aroid admitting (he nndesirablr behaviors that are 
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Behavior Scale score, rre srrspecc that the percentages 
mayhe as high as they arc becallre hrlping~vith homr- 
work may not be regarded as Irgitirnale h!; some pap 
rnts and may not be possible tin other. parents, 
especially parents wit11 little cti~icariorr. 

The l a s t  ii-eqnently occul-I-irrgrrfthc ciglitneglcct- 
Fr11 hr11avio1-s \\-as not caring i i  the child got into trtru- 
blr in school. Altiiorrgh this was rcportcd by 5% of the 
srirdcrrts in tlir ovcl-dl sample, it w s  less then half of 
that (2%) at tlie lo~ccst site and almost thrcc times as 
many (19%) at the highest site. 

XI'L$IT(/~I~ liehooior ccok .stows. 'l';hlc 4 gives the St-c- 
qurrrcy distsibrition of scores on the Muitidimcn- 
sinnal Nrgicctfitl Bchivior Scale. Lrsing the criterion 
of tlrrrc 01- nrorc of the cight neglectl'til hchaviors, 
13.8% of t11c stu~lcnts were classiIied as having experi- 
cnccd ncglcctft~l hchavior. Thr  !-at? lor rnalr strrdents 
(16.6%) was 31% higher than tlrr rate ibr Sernnles 
(12.7%), ;I signilicaot difSerr~icc, ~ ' ( 8 ,  )V= 7,875) = 

67.8ii 11 < .001. 

,Sfi~,-/o-.si/~, djJ;~~zmc ~ I I  ~y;ql~r(/i~l b,~/m~io~-. \'Ye L I I I ~ I  

now to tllc qrwstini~ ofcross-c~iltural diilrrences in nc- 
giccthtl 11cll;ivior. T;rhlc 2 prescmts the 33 sites in rank 
order of tlic pcrccntagc olsaidentsn-ho repol-led hay- 
iilg cx~xricnccd a Iriglr level of nrglectlirl hc11avioi.s 
(thrcc os more of the cight behaviors). Tahlr 2 also 
sliows th;~t, at t11c median i~niversity in this st~idy. 
12.2% strirlcnts rcportcd this Ireel 01' neglectSr11 he- 
havior. Evcir at the university with the loxest m e .  
more than 3?& o f  the sundents experienced this levrl 
ofncglcctfiil bckiavio~-. 

G P J ~ ~ P ) .  d f l w n c ~ . ~ .  C~rnpariso~r of the nndcrlined 
nrrrnbcrs in tile rn;~lc ;nrd icmalc columns ofT;lblc 2 
slrmrs that thr rnrdiar pcrccntagc olsiudcnts~rho re- 
p ~ . t r d  three or rn<rc i~cglcctliil behaviors \\.as 46%) 
lriglrer Lor males tlrali Tor kinalcs (15.2 vcrsris 10.4). 
Both Tcrhles 2 and 4 slio~csuhstantially highcr rates 01' 
nrglectli~l hehavioi. cspcricnced by nralc students. 
Tahlc 2 also shores tlxrt there are many exceptions. 

Neglect and Mistreatment nf Dating Partners 

Tahlc 5 presents the rcsults from estimating mttld- 
level models lor assault a i d  injuly ofa dating partner. 
The lcvcl 1 independr~it\.;rriahlc oftlicorctical intcl-- 
est is ncglccti~rl behavior cxpericnced hy the individ- 
i d  studen& in the study. l'lrc lercl 2 independent 
variahlcs arc the meall icvcls o i  neglect, assault, and 
injrt~y at each o i th r  33 university sites. 

I i ~ ( l i ~ ~ i ~ / ~ i ~ ~ / - l n ~ ~ ~ l  PJP~IS. Tlir rdcls 1r:rtios o i  1 .1 1 and 
1.21 in the row olTahle .? fbs Neglect slro~v that, as h y  
potlicsizcd, cach incl-ewe of 1 point on the scale mea- 
snring ncglcctlul behavior cxpcricnced is associated 

T B L E  5 hfultilevel Rqqession oI hsaull and lnjury on Ne- 
sleet and Fonr Control Variables 

with a n  1 1  96 inti-case in tile p~abahility ofassaulting a 
dating pxtncl- and a 21% i~rcre;lsc in tlrc probability 
ofinjliririg ;I dating partner. Morcovc~-, these ~sclation- 
shipsarc ;~iicr controlling fol- tire effects of tlrc other 
vxiablrs in the individual cf icts  section of Tahlc .5. 
Bccarrsc tile control rariahlcs hare citlrcr suhslantivi: 
OI- mrtliodological interest, c;rch n.ill he hrielly 
descrihctl. 

Tlrc I-ow lor Sex of student shorrs that iemale SIII- 
drnrs li;~vc a 1.2 timrs greater probability olphysically 
assarildng ;t partner than do male students. This is 
co~~sistcnt with many suidies that slio~\- that ior tllr 
gencsal population. xiomen assault their partners at 
alx~rrl the same Irate as men, hut lor young couples, 
the I - X ~  oSassault hy women is highel- tlian the rat? of 
ass;iolts on partners by men (Archer, 2000; Stt.aus, 
2004). O n  the other lrand, there are also ninnystrtdirs 
slrrwing that ihe rate oiinjr~ries inilicted by~uouicrr i 
l~nvcr tlian t11r. rate Sor men. FOI- this rrason. wc 
cxprctcd the odds ratio h r  injuly cvoold lrss tlian 
1.00. .Altliough [lie odds r-ario in Table .5 lor sex oFtlrr 
str~dcnt is. as predicted. less than 1.00, it is not st;tristi- 
c;rlly significant. 

'The rowioragc ofstrdent sho~cs that rach i~icseasc 
of 1 ycar in thr age of tile stldent is associated with a 
13% reduction ill the probability oSassaulting a dat- 
ing pa~mrerand an 8% drcxiase in thr probability that 
tliosc assarilrs \vliicli resulted i n  an injrny. 

For length of the dating relationship, Tablc 5 
slio~vs that tlrc loiigcr the rclatiol~sliip has hccn ongo- 
ing. thc grcatcr the prohahilin oE tlicrc l iaing been 
an assault in the past year m d  the greater the proha- 
hility of tlic assault resulting in an inju~y. 

Tire rorr for social desirability slio~vs that each 
incwrsc 01' I point on the social desirability scale is 
associ;rtccl rrith a 9% decrease in the prohahility of 
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assaulting and rt 30'0 dccrrasr in the probability of 
injuring a dating partncr. These results show that the 
social desirability scale opcratcd as expected and illus- 
trate the importance olcorrtmlling Lor this variable. 

h i , L m r L i i ~ i ~  of i~z(ii?~i(l~i<il-/e~,,,/ i t o g k f  m i l h  i i ~ ~ i ~ ~ m s ; I j  

ion/ i~,x i .  The hypotheses dri\illg the muldlcvcl ;ulaiysis 
werc that the link hct~vccn experiencing ncglcctf~il 
bclr;r\-ior hy parents usiug violence ajiainst a dating 
partner is stronqer in social contexts with a high xc r -  
age ratc of neglect or high average level oS\.iolcncc 
agaiust dating partncrs compared to ~inivr~sities with 
low xcragc lcvcls ofneglect. assanlt, and ilijr~r). i-atrs. 

?'he row for Neglect in the interactions panel of 
Table 5 shows that the odds ratio lo]- the Irypothesizcd 
interaction olindividwrl negiectwitl~ the avrrage rate 
olncglcct h r  thc university (1.02) was not signilicant 
for assault. Thc odds rxtio for the intcraction olindi- 
vidrual neglect with the avemgr ratc olneglcct (0.92) 
is signilicant Sor injur\ but in the opposite direction to 
tirat hypothesized. Thus, nc fcliind no support for the 
f i w  of the thrre hypothcsixd interactions oiindivid- 
~ral-level neglect with univcrsiiy-level ucglcct. How- 
ever, thr row lix the intcraction o l  nnivcrsity Icvcl 
;rssadr and in jut-y hotli slro~v signilicant aflccLs that 
arc co~~sistent with Ilypothcsis 9.  Figure 1 plots tile of 
assadt possibility Sor the intcr-action o l  individwrl- 
level ilcglect with itniversity-level ;rssauIt. It shows that 
in social conrexts where ass;~uit is rare (25th pcrccn- 
tile), i11dividual-In-r1 neglect is trot associated ~ritlr all 
iucrcasd p~.ohahility of assault. I-Io~vevcr, in u n i w -  
siiy co~rtcxts with a high lcvcl r,f assriult, the more 
ucglcct a sti&nt rxpericnccd. the higher the proha 
bility that 11c or shr . i d  have ph~sicall~assaultcd a dat- 
iug partncr in the previous I I! montlis. The p1ot.s [or 
the other three interaction clircts (not showu) iolln\v 
a similar patiern, hilt Lhc slopes are not as stccp or as 
linear. 

DISCUSSION 

This suidy mcasurcd neglectiiii bchaviin- esperi- 
cncrrl as a child by 6;YOO students at 33 universities in 
l i  ci~untries audi i~und that haliolthc students expe- 
rirncrd at least one o l thc  eight neglectful behaviors 
as childrrri, and about 1 9 %  rxpericnccd a pei~asix-r 
pattern ofneglect as indicated hy three or inosc of the 
eight iicglecifld hehaviors rneasurcd. l'lic rate 01' 
l~cglectful hehavior expcricrrcrd hy male s t ~ ~ d r n t s  
tended to he higher than by fernale students. 

. . Ihcrc wcl-c tremendous uliiversity--to-univcl.sity 
dillcrcnccs in tile prex-aleucc of nrglectlid hchrvior.. 
Using students who espericnced three o r  I n o x  
neglectliil hcl~avior., as a criterion, thr I-ates ranged 

FIGURE 1: Sntcrvction of NrsI-lecl History With Assault Prerzt- 
lencc: Relative Slopes Associated With Increasing 
Neslect at Universities With Low and High Farmer 
Assault Rates 

1'1-om a lon.of 3% rn a high oS36%. Even tile figure 01' 
3'% for the university wit11 the lowest r-atc is high. 

Tcsts of thr t l i r o l ~  that ucglcct is a risk f;~cto~- Si>t- 
autisocial aud violent belravior h u i d  that ihc irio~.c 
ucglecthl behavior the students cxprrirnccd as ;I 

child, the rnol-c likely they werc to physically assault a 
dating partncr. T l ~ c  ~.esults 01' miiltilevcl modclillg 
usiug the 33 sitesas the uniuofstudyfo~iridimporutnt 
social conicxt effects. The iucrcascd probability of 
violence agaiust a dating p;wtnrr was Simnd to apply 
prim~rilv i l l  social contests with ;I high level o l  vio- 
Icnce. \Ye suggest illat this occurs because i11 s~xial  
corrtcxis where violence is rare rhrre rnay he stronger 
mcchnisrns ihr preventillgviolcncc, and this. allcast 
partly, makcs up JIN the socializaiivn dcIicits xssoci- 
atccl with experienci~ig neglectful bclravior as a child. 
On the other hand, social coutcst.~ 1rlle1.c violence is 
morr preralcnt m i y  iri1prm fr~ver constraints 011 indi- 
vidual violence and, bycxanlplc. may even euco1ir;rgc 
1-iolencc. 

T l ~ r  rrsults on the rclatioriship ofneglectiiil bellav- 
iol- to \-iolcucc against a datiug parunel- are consistent 
wiih the de \~clopmc~r ta l  seqileucc posited by 
Trcrnhlay (2003). His rcscarch and other studies 
show that. on ;werage, children start life with a ten- 
dclrcy to use aggression to express anger, to remove 
noxious colrditions, or to achieve goals such as posses- 
sion ofa toy. His rcscarch shows that care by a respon- 
sivc parwri and consistcni discipline are needed for 
the child to learn nonaggrcssi~-c altcrn;ttivrs. The 
results reported in thisarticle that sho~v that the more 
ncglcctf~tl behavior expericlrced the higher the rate 
of violence against a dating partncr probtbly rcllcci 
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