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illee (20071 raveals that the technico o Jive of linghistic violente is largz and
an injury can be inflicted by insut, humiliation, degradation, vilification,
debasentent, und much more, Consequently, thara i2 a demand for a differsntiatad
descrintion of the 'thetorics of injury’ which are applisdin violence-forming/formed
specch (Stith, Rosen, Middleton, Busch, Lunderberg, and Carlion, 2000). What
o echanisms are used? Contemps, for example, can be realized distinetly through
different forms of linguistic violence - &s the distinction and distancing of the
spealeer [rom the addressed subject, or &3 the barbed reminder of the addressad
subject's social ploce.

(lussilicntion of Vielent Language

Miller (2007} classified violent language thus:

Defaamition: Defamaticn 1s 8 falea apcusation of ab offshce or a malicious

misrepresentation of scmeone's words or actions, Defamatory communication

{endl £ 10 harm the reputation of another. L =famation is false, malicious end injuricus
itepaents about the reputation of anoiher,

Slusrders Slanders are words falsely spoken that damage the repuiation of another.

Cherracter Assassination: Character assassination is an attemptto tarnish a person’s
reputation, 1t may involve exagoerntion, misleading half-truths, or manipulation of
fuets 1o present an untrue picturs of the targeted person. Such acts are often difficult
10 reverse or rectify, and the process is likenad to o literal assassination of & human
life . The damage sustained can last a lifetime. Character assassination may invelve
douiblespeak, spreading of rumaours, innuendos or deliberate misinformation on
fopics relating to the subjects morals, integrity and reputation. IL may involve
spi nning information that is technically true, but that is presented in @ misleading
minmer or is presented without the necessary context, :

A tilocution: Antilocution is defined as: verbal remnarks against a person, group ot
cormmunity, which are not addressed directly to the target. This is generally referred
10 a9 'talking behind someone’s back".

Dysphemism: Dysphemism is the use of an intentionally harsh word or expression
insstead of a polite one; they are rough apposites of euphemism. For example, the
dy=sphiemism of the neutral term rebel is: 2 terrorist; the euphemnism of a rebel is a
[respdom fighter,

} ganerufions anc
re classes, nations and states serve naither dipast ROT
tence.” He differsntiated berwesn pesonal violence and strucs ral
yiolence. Lo crpetural violznce, yiolence is built into the strusture, a_'.-.c’l shows up a3
unequal power and consequently as unequal life chances. It is the unsqual
distribution of resourees, and the unequal distribution of the power to decide over
a distribution of resources that give rise 10 structural  vinlence, In this
intarprefation, resources are seert as not only materizl or economic, but 'a:'.s.n
g onmaterial. So, for Gialtung (2002), when one husband beats his wife thers 158
aar cese of personal violence, but whan 1 million husbands keep 1 million wives

gnotance there is structural violence,

I|

2 Biological Level

. to the fact that humans ars physical creaturas. it follows that there can be
hiological risk factors for violence. While very few people believe that biotpgical
sctors ultimately will account for more then 3 emalt amount of family violares,
‘some viplence do appear [0 he asspciated with intsllectual deficiis, organic
croblems, head injuries, and hormones, Buss (2003) argues that crizienily,
Eiul-::-gical risk factors are potentially helpful only for understanding the behaviour
af people who ars violent in all sphetes of their lives, Biology cannot ba referanced
%'lten people use violencs asainst family members but ot agains! Arangers,

 employers, or friends.

The Psyc.imfaga’c'ﬂi Level: Buka, Stichick, Firthisite, and Earls (2001) expound fh'_‘L
'n;h,mans are characterized by complax and symbolic thirking, remembenng,
emotions, needs, and desires. It follows that there can be psychological rik factors
; f{_}'r' vinlence. Psychological risk factors of viclence that are reutinely relayed
. through the mass media often are trite and mundane and rely on eircular pasoning.
i E}}'clmlugical theories are of no help in understanding why "s]mrdangs.,"_"pushes,"
LR Wchnves and "slaps” arc a routine feature of family life; they bscome necessary
! * when wviolence is obvigusly and most certainly abusive. While reo gnizing

“biological and psychological risk factoers, socinlogical perspestives stronglyy drguc
that these rarely are sufficienl. and often are not even necessary, 19 wmclerstand
violence. Travers {2010) asserts that the search for the risk factors wriolence
cannot end at the level of individual biology or psychology.
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