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arriaAttributions for Conflict in I,

earchers have -deba elationship between spousal

conflicrand marital satisfaction.The-assumption that conflittand:

satisfaction in marriage,are inVerselx

den and Brailburn, 1965) .. Rather, marl

anitqa least some 2MCS valuable

ociated appears t be-unfouned

alconflict-is an ineVitable

toMponent,,ofIntzmate.relatiorish-

(St4naoni an&Seanzehi, 1976, Sta zoni, 1979):. Interpersonal relation=
e ,

HshipS require a continual predess.of 'negotiation and exchange

is partners to maximize. their individual Outcomes and maintain

1 ch per-

equilibrium thatsatisfieS both SpeuseS(Blau,1964.; Thibautandikelley,.
--9

1959; Scanzoni. 1979)..' Despite long t M benefits of the negotiation

,

process 'however conflict resolution.ittelf may be unpleasant and

atetempo ary unhappiness or dissatisfaction the marriage.

Family. sts Often note that spouses seeking therapy'haveextreMe

difficurty resolving conflicts quickly or peacefully (e.g., Haley, 1976;

Raush,

researcher

H6rtell; and Swain, 1974,;latir 19671% Of intere$t to
N

then, is not whet] sconflict:influence' marital .satisfaction,

_h a. minimum of ,negative feelings andbut how conflicts are resolved:

Marital dissatisfaction.

Participants'interpre atioP of the conflict situation provice,s, one

means of investigatipg conflict'resolution,and marital satisfaction. In

recent years social psycholog stS have become increasingly interested

in people's causal explanations sand interpretations-of events. This

perspective, known as attribution,theory,has involved a shift in emphasis
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from studying overt behaviors to studying meanings and perceptions o

Attribution.th eory has become popular, but it has rarely been

used to study ongoing Interpersonal situations' (Orvis, 'Kel.ley, and B
.

.1976; Harvey, Wells, and Alvarez, 1978). The present study is an att mp't

ta investigate attributions influencing spouses' resolution of .conflict

and marital satisfac

relationship between attributions

Social

to

Psychological research Concerning the

and coping with negative events unrelated

ggcsts two eonstructs--blame and perceived

resolution in marriage.

Attributions of B1 d Control

control--which

In the present study the researchers. hypothesized that blaming

spouSe;.andbelieving-ene dehot have control over conflic

alter outcomes through one

cannot

bwrofforts) would be associated with low

marital satisfaction. TheSe' hypotheses derive from past social psychos

.logical research which has suggested that blaming another for one's

misfortune is associated with poor co ,ingfas i low perceived control over

negative events. PsychologicAl researchers have frequently- noted the

.positive Contribution of perceived control to individual adaptation
.

.

DeCharms 1964;, RotterIl966; S6ligman; 1975; Wortman-.and Brehm,-(e.g.

1975). People cope bet er with negative events w. hen they'believe that

they have some'contrel over the resolution of the problem situation; this

has been sppported both in field studies of victimized populatiers (see,

hanger and Rodin, 1976; Schulz, 1976)'and in laboratory expo iments,

in which aversive stimulation has served as the negative even

Bowers, 1968; Glass and Singer, .1972). It seefrls plausible- to exile

tfiet 0. spouses perceived control over conflict resolution will positi

g.,
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4
nfl fence his /her sat faction with the ,m

-"Relevant to the blame hypothesis is 'nail and man 977)

finding -that, paralyzed accident victims were most likely to cow poor y

use ves t eir environment,when' they blamed another as opposed to

or chance) for their victimization Newman and Langer' (in press

their study of divo d' women, simirarly report at. the least we

adjusted'wemen terms of activity level, social,
%

kills, atid happiness,

re thoe who bla.med their husbands made lispos itional attri-

bution thei
t

husbands). Clinical obscrvatiots Seemto support the

pea-spec '-e,that one's spouse is dysfunctional. Sanctu (1968)

reported that client_ a ounselin setting usually blame their

partners, and the el,im nation of

of therapy-(Nunnallyiller and

that spoil_

(Glick and Kessler

idle habitually b_ ie

ou c.bl4me s often an integral part

Wackgmfl,. Therhpist; comment

ne anotiler are.difficult to help

1974 also see Lederer an Jackson, 196S).

Mile- blaming one's,,spouse- for conflicts may be associated, ith

-decreased maxi al satisfact self-blare nay be related to inc

,

satisfaetion. If people themselves for negative events, they are

prt'to helieve that they can-control.similar situations in the future.

According to Janoff-Bulman (1979), ho, fever, this "adaptive"-self-bldme

is manifested only when an individual blames changeable factors, such as

one's own behavior (i.e.; engages-in behaVioral bla

latively unalterable, actors. such as one's charact

opposed to

(i.e., engages

in ,characterolog- alblame). The former is associated with indreased

beliefs in control, whereas the latter is associated with decreased

esteem. Irspouses blame aspects of themselves they regard as changeable

.

(e.g:, behaviors), such self blame _- apt to be associated with increased:
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ctors blamed for m

cldtively permanent in nature, such b

Kit! decreased marital satisfaction;

another, this type.of blame underlies one's attributions.

conflicts are ,

will be

a.seq that

ruse--

ion to investigating whetherbiaMt and- control%attributions

fated with marital satisfaction, the present researchers

ea in exploring the structure of this elationship. Recent
,

h b ickman and his coLleh teg1-10 N 10 on attributions and

ping behavid uggtststhata distinction should be drawn between

-,attribut,ions for the past and attributions for the future, for, similarlyi

between attrrbutions for,outcomes 'marital conflicts) and attr

butuion for polutiphs (e.g., conflict resolution). Perhaps spouses

differen lolly perceive their role in the Marital.relat onship, such

that one paity_._ regarded as responsible for, problems- whereas the

other.iS regarded as reSponsible for solutions. Using an exploratory

.'path analytic' echhique the present research sought to explore not

only the positdve or negative relationships between attributional

structs and marital -satisfaction, but also the organiza

perceptions as.they:relate to marital satisfaction.

Methodological Conn

In conduc

. .

of such

n- research regarding attributions for marital conflict,

one has .a choice of asking respondents to generate conflict- from th

own marriage experiences or of presenting standard situation=s describing

conflicts. if a study were based solely op responses to

questiOns about, conflicts' generated by respondnts, it could readily be

argued that the. res ondents', att-ibutiOns were idiosyncratic, reflecting

C)
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their o:the ndividual conflict

he,conflicts would differ markedly from One another,

they chose to discuss-.-

,

ematuro to conelud that the attributions

ons reflect general tendencies,which might be related to

marital satisfaction across the respondents. Differences in attributions

oilid be a TioduCt of thedifferent types situations that happily

and Unhapp married 'choose to discuss. control for systei

differences in thd types of.situations espondents'choose, researchers

generally provide standard seenar os'so that all react, to the same

tuations. Using this technique~ experimenters ar able to draw

lialidAferen eS from their data but they are not informed about re-,

4.pondentsr attributionS'for actual preblemS., in--the present study both'

andard conflicts and conflicts -generated by

experiences w-

espo d.ents from their

e used to obtain attributi nal data. In thiS way

information about_ actual ithin marriage (conflicts ch

would be meaningful to the respondents)

data obtained froM standardized 'scenerios were used to insure that valid

was solicited, and attributional

inferences w

sdenarios we

the respondents.

Wives r ere

he urpose f th

e dra

buti

In particular, the results from the standard

d as a "check" on the marital conflicts g d by

ected as:respondents in the present study. Since.

t'explore individuals', -tri-
, .

search was to%begin

fi

,

and fheit relationship to marital satisfaction, rthd.perceptions

ne partner of the Martied couple appeared to be a good'st..- ting point..

are Impottant ethical questiods which 'rise Mien interviewing

1 of a couple about attributions for conflicts in their

sca c spouses would no doubt t-ccmpare per-,parrge. Following the
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eptions- of thari.tal ceaflit diseussiens'eduld conceiv-

wounds" and faster
# continOed.conflict.

bly open

It was thus decided that

one spouse would' be interviewed', wive rather than' husbands were

selected as respondents becaus§ it was belieyed that they would be

more willing to speak openly about conflict the female interviewer.

The present study, then, involved intensive in views with married

Woman. Attributions of bla

solici ed in respon

were then posed d abou

dents..

and perceptions of control were f

to two standard scenarios. The same 4u stions

marital conflifts,generattd by the respon-

Method.

Respondents

Respondents were 32 married women bettitieen the ages of 25 and 35

years, who were,. randemly selected from the most recent Amherst street

'list, a. document which provides names, ages, occupations and residences,'

of townspeople. The women's participation vas invited through follow-

up phone calls 'in which -they were asked if they were w lling to par-
.

ticipatc. Of the 86 women to whom letter- were mailed, 38Ycould not

be reached by telephone .g., they had moved), and thUs the group

that was reached represented a more stable, less transient part of the

1)00 tion'in the college town involved in the study. Of the remaining

48 women contacted, 16 refused to participate.\ The inalsampleof 32

respondents represented 67 of the women contac"tcd by telephone and

37% of the total initial sample. The. interviewer generally met the

respondents at their homes, although eight (25%) women preferred to meet

at the university, Each woman as paid $5.00 per hour for her p
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ation, and the average interview length was one and'a half hodrs.

The mean age of "thy women intery d was 30.34 years, while tha

f their hUsbands Was 32-.78 years. They had-been' married from one

mohth. to 15 years, with A mean anOnodian a riage,length: o night

1

years.- It was the first marriage fdr both spouses in 30...(54-) of the,

couples. Five (16% ) of the-couples had no Children, and the remaining

27 couples had from one,to three children:. In generaf, thee families

represented by the population intervies,ied. were of relatiVelylligh

socioeconomic stenos; as suggested by their income,.education -a.nd

occupation. Only five (16%) of the respondents families had an

Annual income of.less than $10",000-, 16 (50)- had incomes betweeh

$10,000 and $2-0,000, an&li (34%) had incomes larger than $20,000.

Twelve women (37%) listed housewife as their primary occupation- while

the __s listed a. variety of occupations ranging from professor

(fot4 _ispon nts) to grade school or high school 'teacher (fiv

-espondents ). The husbands were mostspondent ) to receptionist

retailfrequently professorv(nine men) or managers of a retail store or res-

taurant ten men) Educationally, the wives were distributed equally

among three categories : some college or technical school, college

.-graduate, and graduate degree. Twenty-seven (84%) of the husbands

were college graduates, of whom 18 had graduate degrees. Ten (31%)

women listed th '"o ligibUs backgrebnd as Catholic, fodyteen (44%)

as Protestant, and an (22%) as Jewish. All but three women reported

/
that both they and their husbands were till good or excellent health.

I

Procedure

At the beginning of each 'session, the interviewer described her-
.

self, including a few details about her academic career and her own



marriage, in order to set the stage for the discussion of personal. .

#,

-issues and to eneoUrage s f-cr closure,. The general:natUre of.the.

study was then explained and a consent form was signed by th

spondent. Following this, the women were asked to complete a form

requesting general background information (income,, education, oc-

cupation, length of.marriage, number of Children, quality of health,

lig on)' As well as a ma '_ta 'staiSfaction questionnaire (see below

llotiing the completion. of these forms, the interviewer .read

-onfliot situations ofthe respondent two standard husband -wife

moderate seriousness:

1. 'tou and your husband are a-large-party.- h e you both know

_a let of people. Af er you have been conversing with a friend. for.

a while by youfseif, -notice your husba

in conversation

F -ling 4 and jc

the room deep

ctive woman you have never seen beforel

you observe them for a feW minu

-and then cross' and conspi-uously close to your

husband. lie continues to talk for a few minutes and then says,

"Oh, (respondent' didn not_ you there. Sheila, this

is my wife." The woman says, "Oh, didn't know you were married

and excuses herself shortly thercafte You feel unhappy during

the rest of the party and, y(-1 drive home, have a large fight

with your:husband about why. he was so att naive to the other

woman and failed to notice you standing un o fortablymext to him

for so long.

'You and your husband have never had. a lot extra spending

money and you have wanted some-new living room = rnitur-e for a

long time. Your husband has spent your extra mon y on his hobby

!V
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0f-electronici in :the past, but be finally.,proM ses You thatjoucan:'

spend your income tax refund this year on a new couch._ However,,JuSt

before you receive the.refund4: a large wind and rainstorm,:blows: out:,

the window of your huSband's basement:workroom, drenching and ruining.

several rather expensive tools. Therefoe,your husband ,says he must

replace them with the ineome tax refund. You are disappointed that
1,

you won't be able to pt the new couch andtell your hUsband that

it's your turn t getwhat you want and his turn to wait. He replies

that he only meant :that you could have what you wanted as long as

he had already pu chased That he needed.. You then have a large

fight about the spending of the money. "

The order of'presentation of these scenarios was al- ated:from

respondent to respondent. Following the' presentation of each stenardo,

the participant was asked to respond to a series of written questions

regarding her perception of the conflict. Respondents were-asked to

divide 100 of the blame for the conflict among the following four

,

targets: self husband, another person other people, and the

personal worsl.d. On 5-point scales, the women were the asked to

indicate how serious they believed. the problem to be, whether they

thought the conflict could be avoided in the future, how much control

they felt theyhad over whether the problem would recur; how much

control they felt their husband had fiver whether the problem would

recur, how permanent they perceived the blamed characteristic to be,

and the extent to which they felt it would be possible to resolve

this confi t in.the f=uture. As the respondent answered each written

question, she was asked to explain to ,the interviewer why she responded

as she did, Respondents were also asked several open-ended questions:



why they assigned blame they did; -who

was/should have been responsible for

in practice and idea

the resolution of the con

and whether they have tried to resolve

the 104st.

this.conflict situatio

Following' their anal'Sisand discus- onof the

enarios participants were

which 'had onus d,mbderate conflict between thdmselves

husbands.. The ndard scenarios were presented first to preclude'

of a response set from the respondents' conflict.

Shen asked _.to generate .two

and their

the carry--

`It w s assumed that the 4- nger of carry- over from standard scenario

to respondents.' conflicts would-be minimal, given the like ihood

that attributions were already made for the actu coreflicts prior

to the.intervic session. For ethical reasons the tomen were not

encouraged to discuss probleMs whip r

in their ma iages but respondents

nted serious difficulies.

often chose to discuss

rather serious and personal matters. Following the women'

script n of each conflict ation, the interviewers 'asked the

.same questions Izthe same format) as those which followed the

-.I Finally the interviewer attempted to clarify=standard scenarios

any.questions raised, explained the study in greater detail, and paid

the respondent for her participation. A brief summary of the results

of the '6tilidy was later mailed to. all respondents.

Marital Sat ction Questionnaire

o etical and methodological issues pertaining to the measure"-
/

tisfactment of mar' (Curia, Veroff, and Field, 1964 Locke, 1968:

M1owrer and Ilowrer 1976; enne, 1970; Saxton, 1972) were con-

side red in the development of questionnaire, The final marital
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satisfaction ..questionnaire was comprised of three parts. Part 1 Wa5,,

composed of twelve questions, derived pri ly from the work

Locke (1968), but modified I° suit this deca e and population. The

questions focused on general issues such as overall happiness with

the marriage, perception' of husband's happiness the marriage,

and frequel cy with which the husband does things' which annoy the

wife. 2 provided of twelve d1v1 iull of

income, amount of time spent socializ divi -ol

household ehuccl, euntiaLei

to Indicate the

they hanale eaLh is

ems

ril
Ind- Le

of cal.JL

nalic L..

,trill

method and the rL sj undent wri...., ankcJ

'11 she and hush 1114 agree oh the w iv

ciao.

or a

CO whl eh :Ale

uth1 Qi

01' ex ouei

-.ajtj the AL51Jo11JchL L IL AAZIkJ

SaLlSilc,1 1.1111 thell h 111411 i 116

5L ,,A,h et LL,

- Lhat pArI

1 1

AJA CA, ,1 1,A, , 1 11,

IAA

h 1.,1411

:=...s1 L A tA.

11



.64, .001).

Resu

Attriivutions and la

Thetwo conflict situations provided by the interviewer be

referred to as "standard scenarios," and the two provided by the

respondents themselves will be referred to as "respondents' conflic

In the interests of rel ablilty, the responses to the standard scenarios

"

averaged fur e1111 :sobje -e the responses to the par- 11e1

questions for the respondents' eanflicts. in general, sta

analyeN relating altribuL ons to ti 11_441 s atia.t itiull Lo:le codo t

sepaiatA,,ly tO Lhc 2,-Landald SLcnal1oz:4 and

Ltic 1C3k,u11,11 =. t,CwtliciL4

ra _ lo l-

and a stand,

blame t L,L

1pu is

IC

ActusS rezTondtlits Null

1011 1 = 30 to 1SU) 11 11 it mcaa

II 01 10.14 Nol_

Ltd MallIal

:-)1L11,t( ,,,,L-

Ilic, pLIA Iltt,L 1'uyicilL1 b1a.141La Li.) LI, 1..1QI

II.. s lit-L k41, 114k; 1444 14J4 m 1 -.4.; Ut tl alike W ikkiati I

)luA1114,1,,I, 4)1 14,, 1,4,kli Li,- 1k,1.,_,11J,-L, ,_uilLlIk and Lti, st0,1,,1

backgr

IcAL Ill, Ili. ,41. l .-t. ....L.18

1t-AL,_:. all

11214.1 ..1 .

4 111

groaN,,

I J,L=p 1,n()

a1 1.t i 1 1, I 11111r3 1 L )

Ln-

.,1

lL,

4 I. 1

fl
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the high satisfaction group, whereas ten of the fifteen who predominantly

2blamed the husband fell into the low satisfaction group (X = b.80, -<.,p1).

In addition, when a difference score was computed by subtracting

total husband blame from wife blame, analyses indicated that those

who blamed their husbands less than themselves were significantly more

satisfied (126.40 vs 113J6, t (20) - 2.46, E.013) than these,who

,blamvd I111 o3-.:, mole Lkasl 0 When Lin

ha

d en the dit41 eiILc

,enttui 1-e lLaL

unLA,,1 Lh,,14 1,1.-t,,).1,

1

14411.,44;ll 1 L-40.1,.; 1 LokJL h,l,

f - L

A . I =3 1 1 . a. .

"Aid ' I.1 A

44.4 4 11,111

L

,L A

1

I

I

_11 p
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due to exploratory ature of the study; instead a post hoc p

model was developed using multiple regression techniques. A multiple

regression was first conducted. using marital satisfaction as the de

pendent measure and entering all other quantitative variables (1 e.,

wife blame, htiband blame,

seriousness of the conflict, resulvabi

--sonal blame of others,

eonfliLt, permanene

of the taLLuA, av dablIlLy ut Lhu 41t /towel

recurr

41

1,01,;41,111ty

IL has LC u

1,_Lo1 of ifi,ALILal ::,(111faCtIou :JkL11

1 1_,1

prc11,101 A ifi41111,1e

gni picdicto

i1 L="L5 1,55-.515.551, 5A15111,, I lig l I :11111, Lt. 41 I

1 A 11, ,A II .1, 6e5 3E Tii = d 1t 1 .1 t

p1 L.

i L.; t11, 1,...,1ulug (LI

i15 1011.

15,145

Lui

A

15
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B = 5.75, !.06). Two diStinct "paths" emerged from these

two variables. Only-one variable- -hUsband blame- icantly) pre-

dicted seriousness of the confli .46, B = .18, EC.01), and

husband blame was in-turn predicted by husband control over the

occurrence of the conflict (r . .43, B = 10.61, pL OS) and'the per-
,

maflence of the blwiied characteristic (r = . 7.84, j .01

solvability, c c,i c

pred

the filet

elf by avu1 ta_ility of

11k of ano h, was bes

conflict r - 47, B .43, 0.01

predicted by wIte

Staha,,..J

Az

1 1,

L

in

rcLu11...e of the

st ons .o s and

"=. k 1.1 1

I

1

it

.4,,k1,=,,i

1 A

I

A t A ,

I

on



correlated with mar sfaction (r = -.39.
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11'

anu resolv-

*WI ty and avoidability of the conflicts were positively correja -d

th marital satisfaction kr = .67,

Further, th

4:61; r = -2, (.01), respect

nnancnt the blamed charac tic, the lower the

al satisfaction score - -.44 EC.05) and. the greater the con-

trol the respondentvfelt she had over the re ence of the conflict,

the higher her satisfaction with her marriage (r = .38, 2.(.05).

In order to provide a test of the model

to, 'resrx)IKI

analysis. This

conflicts, this model was

entering t

scenarios h-hich'paralleied th

fined from respoN.,es

Led as a "formal"

responses 10 the standard

nses to the -:-1,.fl1dL:1,

1 11111 Or 11l131):=AeZA

01

o m.111,11

predicted by resolifab

1.1,41

mess 1

59, is , 1 Ob,

thc

f Ihe

CS t- -.14,( srlLhJugh hwA.tlid Loot 0

Eh, ch,,, Al,

,o

,hilt!.,
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fly
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Discussion

In general the research findings provided support for the

hypotheses that mari at faction is negatively associated witl

.husband blame and positively associated with wives' perceivbd control.

Aeco;ding to these findings,the most satisfied wives are those who do

not blame their husbands for marital conflicts and who feel they have

control over the resolution of conflicts which arise. Across four

conflic n5 in the pr study, husbands blamed more

than any other single factor 0-pproximate y 43
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perceives her husband as the one .lobo determines how negative problems

are in the marriage,' and she perceive(herselfas the major force

behind raL "positive" aspects of the relationship, resolving or

entirely avoiding conf ,. The two paths correspond to the dis-

tinction drawn by Bricknan and his colleagues (Note 1) between
0

attributiims of responsibiiity for outcomes and for solutiulls. The

path traced through the husband appears to involve attributiuns tor

the confliLts themselves (i.e

hrough the wife { pp,!.1,

So 1u t 1

b

1$1 Li., path

fa. 4, LOA

tllL
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nd 14 s
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which would have been more satisfactory to me. It Was near my family

and paid bette

practical and is a poor judge of people

It This woman blames her husband, stating that ,he is

misread his

Colleagues' statements shout chaneea fear tenure), and she went

on to say that these are a "permanent p r-t of his chara " A third

respondent discussed the

flirt. She generall

she stated that he

which Ito 1-e1 a1dz,
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problem; the conflict arose and will arise again because of a

shortcoming within the husband. Wwever, although the husbands

could control whether the problem will recur, the wives' char-,

acterolo- -al blame suggests that the husbands will actually not

do anything to avoid or resolve the problemafter all, the conflict

is due to relatively stable characteristics of the husband_ Thus,

the busbands -e perceived ave colltlol in that a

part could affect the ap11cal

pert_ lye this, change on the husbands' pail as ullllkely,

conflict rs relatively 1111113/1 IIt

Wife -olarol
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2

vable, and the marriage as relatively unsatisfying.

The way in which wife control is associated with satisfaction

illustrated in the example elf one respondent who related that she

and her husband were having difficulty conceiving a child. Since

she had a child by a former age she believes her husband nrob-
.

abl y leas a phys cal prl blproblem but he has b4 e- 1 ling to see a

doctor. The problem has recently manifes -d itself in

e 11t

a

blems within their marriage, fur he has become

feels the physical

has :Nllic L I-0 iu
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conflict. A third described how she had learned, following

serious bouts with debt, to monitor her spending habits better.

These women, among several others in the sample, had learned

exercise control by ring

were able to resolve press

behavior, acid in turn they

nd avoid the rocurrei-e

of- these pvoblems wlthiii thell llkirri±age Feeling conLiol ovel eon
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blme,to themselves than women for marital situations in which

they feel adequ to The of Orvis, 16, 'and Butler' (1976)

and Ilarve';', wells, and Alvarez (1978) also ale- he researcher

int yes _d in attributions within relationships to attend to possible

sex differleuces. The present study Is a first step

of attr butluns and ,atilt

hips

1 the Lunte.1 vi

invost 6- i 1
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Spending money (type of purchase, amount to
, spend; especially concerning major purchases

Relation

Children

Di ion

Ives

empcis,hii

work and childcare

Corral tis

negative reellgs)
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end blame!

!28-- Permanence of blame
characteristic

avoidability fe control

Figure -1. Model of Variables Derived from Multiple Regression
Analyses of Respondents cOnfliets.
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Comparison o:ResponsestoRespondents Conflicts
anaStandard Scenarios.

Vai able
6

ah Responses Mean Response

Standard Scenar os _Respondents'

Seriousness of theprob 2.56 31*

.'Blame to self (i.e.4 w 1_ 27.20 51.23

Blame to husband. 43.31 42.72

Blame to another person 5.61 11.69*

Blame to .impersonal world 22.30 12.59

Permanence of blamed
characteristic 2.30 3.08*

Avoidabil 3.20 2.52*

Wife's perceived control 3.22 2.86

Control that husband seen
(-- as having 6 3.08*

Resolvability 3.80 3.39*



67 ' . 0
action Score, . resolvability -y 2_ avoidabi

1

.62.
y control

--- seriousness of problem -- husband blame

2. Model of Variables Derived from Multiple Regre 01V
Analyses of 'Standard Scenarios.



The models

Footnotes

v.

re the'4 me etcept for predictors, -of husband blame;

no significantpredictora of } susband blame emerged in the analySis

Using data fromAthe standard scenarios. Since the standard scenarios

-did not generally represent actual incidents which occurred in-the'.

respondents' marriages, the attributiont of;biame were conceivably,
.

.

as well thought thrbugh as were the attributions for the self-

generated conflicts. The hypothetical husbands in the scenarios Were

pilsjimably less likely to elicit clear perceptionsmf husband- control

and permanence since the women were reacting to a single situation-and-

didn't have access to the husbandts behavior across time.

2.- It-is interesting to note tha elf-blame by women in this study,

was virtually all behavioral (see Janoff-Bulman, 1979).
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