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Abstract

There is little debate that alcohol is a contributing cause of aggressive behavior. The extreme
complexity of this relation, however, has been the focus of extensive theory and research. And,
likely due to this complexity, evidence-based programs to prevent or reduce alcohol-facilitated
aggression are quite limited. We integrate I3 Theory and Alcohol Myopia Theory to provide a
framework that (1) organizes the myriad instigatory and inhibitory factors that moderate the effect
of alcohol on aggression, and (2) highlights the mechanisms by which alcohol facilitates
aggression among at-risk individuals. This integrative framework provides the basis for
understanding the appropriate targets for prevention and intervention efforts and may serve as a
catalyst for future research that seeks to inform intervention development.

Alcohol is a contributing cause of aggression. Empirical support for this conclusion is
extensive and includes numerous quantitative and qualitative literature reviews [1, 2, 3, 4].
However, alcohol’s effect on aggression varies as a function of individual- and situational-
based instigating and inhibiting factors. Indeed, a recent “meta-meta-analysis” of 32 meta-
analytic studies which reviewed experimental, case-control, cross-sectional, and longitudinal
studies showed that the effect of alcohol on aggression was medium (= 0.39) [**5]. These
data support the recent conclusion that research must move beyond whether alcohol causes
aggression and instead identify “the critical and most potent instigating and inhibiting
factors” (p. 8) for alcohol-related aggression, so that interventions can be directed at these
fundamental determinants [6]. As such, the present chapter outlines an integrative theoretical
framework of that invokes (1) a “meta theory” (13 Theory: [*7, 8]) to organize instigatory
and inhibitory factors, and (2) a proximal process theory (Alcohol Myopia Theory: [9]) to
explain the mechanism by which proximal alcohol use facilitates aggression as a function of
individual differences in those factors. This framework serves as the basis for prevention and
intervention recommendations.
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Modeling Alcohol-Aggression Etiology: Instigating, Impelling, and
Inhibiting Factors

I3 Theory (“I-Cubed”) is a multifactorial meta-theory that predicts myriad behaviors,
including aggression [+7, 8]. Like other meta-theoretical approaches, such as the General
Aggression Model [10], 12 Theory does not restrict the prediction of aggression to one
decisive risk factor (or set of factors) or to one particular theoretical level of analysis. Rather,
I3 Theory suggests that we can predict whether a given social interaction will result in
aggression if we can discern the strength of /nstigation, degree of /mpellance, and presence
of Inhibitory factors. Once these factors are organized into the I3 framework, their effects on
aggression as well as their interactions with other relevant risk factors can be examined.

Instigating factors normatively produce an urge to behave aggressively (e.g., provocation).
These factors provide the initial momentum toward an aggressive action that represents the
availability of an aggressive response. Of course, availability of an aggressive response does
not mandate its enactment. People are exposed to instigating influences every day, but few
actually lead to aggression. Thus, other factors are necessary to determine whether someone
will perpetrate aggression at a specific point in time. /mpelling factors are dispositional
and/or situational factors that psychologically prepare an individual to experience a strong
urge to aggress in the presence of an instigating factor. Just like a pool of gasoline will not
ignite without an incendiary device, instigating and impelling factors interact to create an
individual’s “urge-readiness,” or the likelihood that the person will experience a strong
inclination to act aggressively in that particular context. For example, a person with high
trait anger is prone to aggression [11], but contextual or situational instigators must first
provide the initial urge towards aggression. /nhibitory factors increase the likelihood that a
person will be able to resist an urge to behave aggressively in the presence of a given
instigatory cue. Inhibiting factors set the threshold beyond which aggressive urges would
result in aggression. The integrity of these inhibitory capabilities may be compromised by
various disinhibiting influences, which decrease the effectiveness of inhibitory efforts and,
therefore, decrease the likelihood that a person will be able to resist an aggressive urge. A
variety of disinhibiting cognitive processes support the “moral disengagement” that
accompanies destructive human behavior, including alcohol intoxication [12, ¢13, e«14]. The
difference between inhibiting and disinhibiting influences constitutes a person’s “urge-
impedance,” or the overall ability of an individual to inhibit an aggressive inclination.

An advantage of using I3 Theory to understand the effects of alcohol on aggression rests in
its interactional framework. The theory suggests that we may enhance predictions of
whether a given social interchange will result in aggression if we can discern the strength
and patterning of instigation, impellance, and inhibition/disinhibition factors. For instance,
one laboratory-based study found that high trait anger (high impellance) was associated with
higher aggression in response to provocation (strong instigation), but only among men who
were intoxicated (high disinhibition) and reported low levels of anger control (low
inhibition) [15]. This finding represents a prime application of the I3 interactional framework
and how knowledge of the interplay among these three processes may be both necessary and
sufficient for predicting alcohol-facilitated aggression.
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Proposed Mechanisms of Alcohol-Facilitated Aggression

I3 Theory provides the organizational framework to develop clear and testable models of
alcohol-aggression etiology. Because of its theoretical inclusiveness, process-based theories
can then be brought to bear to examine how hypotheses related to risk can be translated into
process-oriented mediation models. For example, while research has established that alcohol
is more likely to cause aggression when the perpetrator is provoked (/nstigation) and
possesses particular aggressogenic traits (/mpellers), it is also clear that the pathway from
instigators and impellers to aggressive outcomes depends on the balance provided by the
presence of /nhibitory factors [6, 16]. Thus, alcohol does not unilaterally impel acts of
aggression via direct pharmacologic manipulation; rather, alcohol intoxication produces key
neuropsychological changes that alter executive functioning and impede self-regulatory
capacities in ways that tip the balance towards an aggressive response [¢¢14].

To this end, the effect of alcohol on aggression is most frequently interpreted from the
etiologic standpoint of Alcohol Myopia Theory [9]. According to Alcohol Myopia Theory
the pharmacological properties of alcohol narrow attentional focus, restrict the cues
individuals perceive, and reduce individuals’ capacity to process meaning from information
they do perceive. As a result, intoxicated individuals allocate their attention such that they
perceive and process only the most salient cues of a situation (e.g., a verbal insult) to the
exclusion of less salient inhibitory cues (e.g., legal consequences of aggression). Alcohol
Myopia Theory has garnered ample empirical support [+¢14]. Laboratory data suggest that
alcohol use increases or decreases aggression depending upon whether attention is
manipulated toward cues that promote (e.g., provocation) or inhibit (e.g., non-aggressive
norms) aggression, respectively. For instance, distraction from provocative cues reduces
physical aggression among intoxicated men [17, 18]. Meta-analytic reviews evidence
smaller effect sizes of alcohol on aggression when participants are distracted [1]. Cross-
sectional studies suggest that heavy drinking is associated with aggression primarily among
hostile individuals who endorse dispositional tendencies towards aggression-related
cognitive biases [19] or who are susceptible to alcohol-related shifts in attention toward
provocative cues [20]. Accordingly, prior research has demonstrated that individuals at risk
for aggression show attentional biases towards aggression-relevant contextual stimuli [21,
22]. It therefore follows from Alcohol Myopia Theory that alcohol use may potentiate
aggression by narrowing attention onto salient, provocative cues. However, individuals
surely differ in what they perceive to be salient as well as in their dominant response to a
given salient cue. Thus, this putative mechanism is posited to be especially relevant in high-
risk individuals. While prior research has examined the moderating effects of information
processing biases [23], the mediational attention allocation hypothesis assumed to underlie
the alcohol-aggression association has received scant empirical attention [17].

Alcohol Myopia Theory also makes the counterintuitive prediction that alcohol intoxication
can actually decrease aggression, even below that of sober individuals. Specifically, in a
situation where non-provocative cues are most salient, the narrowed attentional capacity of
the inebriate will be focused on those cues, leaving little space in working memory to focus
on less salient provocative cues. In contrast, sober persons in the same situation possess
enough working memory to allot attention to provocative and non-provocative cues, thus
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increasing their risk of aggression above that of intoxicated persons. Data support this
counterintuitive prediction [17, 18, 24, #+25, 26], which carries compelling implications for
interventions designed to prevent alcohol-related aggression [27]. And, consistent with
hypothesized individual differences in susceptibility to alcohol-induced myopia, research
suggests that impelling and inhibitory factors moderate intoxicated men’s receptiveness to
manipulations designed to focus their narrowed attentional capacity onto inhibitory cues
[+25, 26].

Although it is clear that Alcohol Myopia Theory is a well-supported model that fleshes out
the inhibitory process dimension of I3 Theory, the intervening processes by which
attentional biases increase (or decrease) the probability of aggression remain largely
unstudied. To address this gap, pertinent theory [¢=14] posits that alcohol-induced attention
towards provocation produces (1) general negative affect that may subsequently generate a
refined affective state of anger, (2) excessive hostile rumination about the provocation, the
transgressor, and/or the behavioral responses required to resolve the provocative situation,
and (3) reductions in self-awareness. Studies indicate that aggression is more likely when
these more proximal processes are induced [28, 29, 30], which is further supported by
studies that directly examine alcohol effects (anger: [31, 32, 33]; hostile rumination: [34,
35]; self-awareness: [#25, 36]). Collectively, these findings suggest that alcohol-induced
attentional biases may increase aggression risk by (1) concentrating attentional processes on
angry affect and the hostile transgression, and (2) compromising attentional processing of
internal standards and situational norms, which will increase the likelihood that intoxicated
behavior does not appropriately match situational, non-aggressive norms.

Prevention and Intervention

The integration of 13 Theory and Alcohol Myopia Theory provides a heuristic framework to
understand (1) the cognitive, affective, and behavioral risk factors for alcohol-facilitated
interpersonal aggression, and (2) theoretically-relevant mechanisms of aggression.
Collectively, accounting for key instigatory and inhibitory factors as well as multiple
mechanisms of alcohol-facilitated aggression within a parsimonious framework provides the
foundation for the construction of effective treatments to prevent alcohol-facilitated
aggression. Use of this framework provides the opportunity to identify “the critical and most
potent instigating and inhibiting factors” (p. 8) for alcohol-related aggression, so that
interventions can be directed at these fundamental determinants [6].

Unfortunately, evidence-based programs to prevent or reduce alcohol-facilitated aggression
are quite limited. Existing approaches attempt to decrease aggression by preventing or
reducing the individual’s alcohol use or by a combined intervention focus on both alcohol
use and aggression. Evidence supports the efficacy of these approaches [37, 38, 39, 40],
although there remains an unmet need for individual-level interventions that employ an
integrated focus on aggression and alcohol use [41]. Even if treatment for an alcohol use
disorder was deemed a first-line intervention for aggression, many patients do not achieve
sustained abstinence. Thus, research that examines interventions which are applied during
episodes of acute intoxication are needed [¢¢14, 17, 27]. Grounded in Alcohol Myopia
Theory, proposed interventions call for the use of highly salient and easy-to-process
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inhibitory cues that will redirect the inebriate’s attention away from hostile provocative cues.
With a focus on such cues, cognitive (e.g., low self-awareness, hostile cognitions) and
emotional variables (e.g., anger) associated with aggression should be attenuated. The idea
of manipulating attention via implementation of cues that deter violence or enhance self-
awareness carries potential but has yet to be rigorously tested, particularly in real-world
settings.

Prevention efforts can also be directed at the potential impact of bystanders, who are
oftentimes present in interpersonal violence situations [42]. The bystander approach to
violence prevention aims to prepare individuals to intervene when they witness situations
that involve or could potentially lead to aggression. This approach has been identified as a
promising strategy to prevent sexual violence [43] and intimate partner violence [44].
Unfortunately, this work does not account for the role of alcohol use. For instance, campus
sexual violence often occurs at or after attending bars or parties where attendees drink
alcohol [45, 46, 47], and alcohol-facilitated aggression in bars and other public venues is
also highly likely to occur in the presence of bystanders. Yet, only one study [48] has
examined the likelihood of bystander intervention in a drinking context but was unable to
determine if the bystanders, perpetrator, or victim had consumed alcohol.

Conclusion

There is little debate on several fundamental points: (1) The pharmacological effects of
alcohol cause aggressive behavior; (2) the alcohol-aggression relationship is exceedingly
complex, as evidenced by myriad moderating variables and various putative mechanisms by
which aggression is facilitated in at-risk individuals and/or situations; and (3) Effective
interventions that break this robust and complicated association are limited. The proposed
integrative theoretical framework can bring greater clarity to this complex association such
that intervention-based research and public health programming can more effectively
address this critical public health problem.

Acknowledgments

Preparation of this chapter was supported in part by grant R01-AA-020578 from the National Institute on Alcohol
Abuse and Alcoholism awarded to both authors.

References and recommended reading

Papers of particular interest, published within the period of review, have been highlighted as:
« of special interest
«s of outstanding interest

1. Bushman BJ, Cooper HM. Effects of alcohol on human aggression: An integrative research review.
Psychol Bull. 1990; 107:341-354. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.107.3.341. [PubMed:
2140902]

2. 1to T, Miller N, Pollock V. Alcohol and aggression: A meta-analysis of the moderating effects of
inhibitory cues, triggering events, and self-focused attention. Psychol Bull. 1996; 120:60-82. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.120.1.60. [PubMed: 8711017]

Curr Opin Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 February 01.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.107.3.341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.120.1.60
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.120.1.60

1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Parrott and Eckhardt

Page 6

3. Lipsey, MW., Wilson, DB., Cohen, MA., Derzon, JH. Is there a causal relationship between alcohol
use and violence? A synthesis of evidence. In: Galanter, M., editor. Recent Developments in
Alcoholism: Alcohol and Violence. Vol. 13. New York, NY: Plenum Press; 1997. p. 245-282.

4. Parker RN, Auerhahn K. Alcohol, drugs, and violence. Annu Rev Sociol. 1998; 24:291-311. DOI:
10.1146/annurev.soc.24.1.291

5ee. Duke AA, Smith KMZ, Oberleitner LMS, Westphal A, McKee SA. Alcohol, drugs, and violence:
A meta-meta-analysis. Psychol Viol. 2017 This paper utilizes meta-meta analyses methodology
to evaluate 32 meta-analyses on the relation between alcohol and aggression. Results provide
robust support that the alcohol-aggression effect size is medium and identify several moderators
of this effect.

6. Leonard KE, Quigley BM. Thirty years of research show alcohol to be a cause of intimate partner
violence: Future research needs to identify who to treat and how to treat them. Drug Alcohol Rev.
2017; 36:7-9. DOI: 10.1111/dar.12434 [PubMed: 27305859]

7ee. Finkel EJ. Impelling and inhibiting forces in the perpetration of intimate partner violence. Rev Gen

Psychol. 2007; 11:193-207. This paper advances the 13 Model to explain how myriad risk factors
interact to affect intimate partner aggression. DOI: 10.1037/1089-2680.11.2.193

8. Finkel EJ, Hall A. I-cubed model of aggression. Current Opinions in Psychology. in press.

9. Steele CM, Josephs R. Alcohol Myopia: Its prized and dangerous effects. Am Psychol. 1990;
45:921-933. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.45.8.921. [PubMed: 2221564]

10. Anderson CA, Bushman BJ. Human aggression. Ann Rev Psychol. 2002; 53:27-51. DOI: 10.1146/
annurev.psych.53.100901.135231 [PubMed: 11752478]
11. Birkley E, Eckhardt CI. Anger, hostility, internalizing negative emotions, and intimate partner
violence perpetration: A meta-analytic review. Clin Psychol Rev. 2015; 37:40-56. DOI: 10.1016/
j.cpr.2015.01.002 [PubMed: 25752947]
12. Berkowitz, L. Towards a general theory of anger and emotional aggression: Implications of the
cognitive-neoassociationistic perspective for the analysis of anger and other emotions. In: Wyer,
RS., Srull, TK., editors. Perspectives on Anger and Emotion. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum; 1993. p.
1-46.
13e. Finkel EJ, DeWall CN, Slotter EB, McNulty JK, Pond RS, Atkins DC. Using 3 theory to clarify
when dispositional aggressiveness predicts intimate partner violence perpetration. J Pers Soc
Psychol. 2012; 102:533-549. Four studies demonstrate that across diverse samples and
methodologies, perpetration of intimate partner aggression was highest when aggression-
promoting traits were present, provocation was strong, and inhibition was weak. DOI: 10.1037/
a0025651 [PubMed: 21967005]

14ee. Giancola PR, Josephs RA, Parrott DJ, Duke AA. Alcohol myopia revisited: Clarifying aggression
and other acts of disinhibition through a distorted lens. Perspect Psychol Sci. 2010; 5:265-278.
This paper outlines the proximal mechanisms by which alcohol-induced biases in attention
allocation, as predicted by Alcohol Myopia Theory, may result in aggressive behavior. DOI:
10.1177/1745691610369467 [PubMed: 26162159]

15. Parrott DJ, Giancola PR. A further examination of the relation between trait anger and alcohol-
related aggression: The role of anger control. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 2004; 28:855-864. DOI:
10.1097/01.ALC.0000128226.92708.21 [PubMed: 15201628]

16. Giancola PR. Executive functioning: a conceptual framework for alcohol-related aggression. Exp
Clin Psychopharm. 2000; 8:576-597. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1064-1297.8.4.576.

17. Gallagher KE, Parrott DJ. Does distraction reduce the alcohol-aggression relation?: A cognitive
and behavioral test of the attention-allocation model. J Consult Clin Psych. 2011; 79:319-329.
DOI: 10.1037/a0023065

18. Giancola PR, Corman MD. Alcohol and aggression: A test of the attention-allocation model.
Psychol Sci. 2007; 18:649-655. DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-9280.2007.01953.x [PubMed: 17614875]

19. Leonard KE, Blane HT. Alcohol and marital aggression in a national sample of young men. J
Interpers Violence. 1992; 7:19-30. DOI: 10.1177/088626092007001002

20. Gallagher KE, Hudepohl AD, Parrott DJ. The power of being present: The role of mindfulness on
the relation between men’s alcohol use and sexual aggression toward intimate partners. Aggressive
Behav. 2010; 36:405-413. DOI: 10.1002/ab.20351

Curr Opin Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 February 01.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.45.8.921
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1064-1297.8.4.576

1duosnuen Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Parrott and Eckhardt

21

22

23

24

Page 7

. Eckhardt CI, Cohen DJ. Attention to anger-relevant and irrelevant stimuli following naturalistic
insult. Pers Indiv Differ. 1997; 23:619-629. DOI: 10.1016/S0191-8869(97)00074-3

. Smith P, Waterman M. Role of experience in processing bias for aggressive words in forensic and
non-forensic populations. Aggressive Behav. 2004; 30:105-122. DOI: 10.1002/ab.20001

. Giancola PR. Executive functioning and alcohol-related aggression. J Abnorm Psychol. 2004;
113:541-555. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.113.4.541. [PubMed: 15535787]

. Bailey DS, Leonard KE, Cranston JW, Taylor SP. Effects of alcohol and self-awareness on human
physical aggression. Pers Soc Psychol B. 1983; 9:289-295. DOI: 10.1177/0146167283092014

25¢e. Gallagher KE, Parrott DJ. A self-awareness intervention for heavy drinking men’s alcohol-related

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

aggression toward women. J Consult Clin Psych. 2016; 84:813-823. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/
ccp0000118 This paper examines for whom an alcohol myopia theory inspired intervention
might have the greatest impact. Results indicate that self-awareness intervention cues are only
effective at reducing alcohol-related aggression toward women in heavy drinking men who
cognitively appraise gender-relevant situations as less threatening.

. Purvis DM, Gallagher KE, Parrott DJ. Reducing alcohol-related aggression: Effects of a self-
awareness manipulation and locus of control in heavy drinking males. Addict Behav. 2016; 58:31—
34. DOI: 10.1016/j.addbeh.2016.02.010 [PubMed: 26905761]

. Giancola PR, Josephs RA, DeWall CN, Gunn RL. Applying the attention-allocation model to the
explanation of alcohol-related aggression: Implications for prevention. Subst Use Misuse. 2009;
44:1263-1279. DOI: 10.1080/10826080902960049 [PubMed: 19938917]

. Berkowitz L. On the formation and regulation of anger and aggression: A cognitive-
neoassociationistic analysis. Am Psychol. 1990; 45:494-503. DOI: 10.1037/0003-066X.45.4.494
[PubMed: 2186678]

. Bushman BJ, Bonacci AM, Pedersen WC, Vasquez EA, Miller N. Chewing on it can chew you up:
Effects of rumination on triggered displaced aggression. J Pers Soc Psychol. 2005; 88:969-983.
DOI: 10.1037/0022-3514.88.6.969 [PubMed: 15982116]

. Hull JG. A self-awareness model of the causes and effects of alcohol consumption. J Abnorm
Psychol. 1981; 90:586-600. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.90.6.586. [PubMed: 7320328]

. Eckhardt CI. Effects of alcohol intoxication on anger experience and expression among partner
assaultive men. J Consul Clin Psych. 2007; 75:61-71. DOI: 10.1037/0022-006X.75.1.61

. Parrott DJ, Zeichner A. Effects of alcohol and trait anger on physical aggression in men. J Stud
Alcohol. 2002; 63:196-204. http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsa.2002.63.196. [PubMed: 12033696]

. Parrott DJ, Zeichner A, Stephens D. Effects of alcohol, personality, and provocation on the
expression of anger in men: a facial coding analysis. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 2003; 27:937-945.
DOI: 10.1111/j.1530-0277.2003.th04418.x [PubMed: 12824814]

. Borders A, Giancola PR. Trait and state hostile rumination facilitate alcohol-related aggression. J
Stud Alcohol Drugs. 2011; 72:545-554. http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2011.72.545. [PubMed:
21683036]

. Gallagher KE, Lisco CG, Parrott DJ, Giancola PR. Effects of thought suppression on provoked
men’s alcohol-related physical aggression in the laboratory. Psychol Viol. 2014; 4:78-89. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032304.

. Berman M, Bradley T, Fanning J, McCloskey M. Self-focused attention reduces self-injurious
behavior in alcohol-intoxicated men. Subst Use Misuse. 2009; 44:1280-1297. DOI:
10.1080/10826080902961328 [PubMed: 19938918]

. O’Farrell TJ, Fals-Stewart W, Murphy M, Murphy CM. Partner violence before and after
individually based alcoholism treatment for male alcoholic patients. J Consult Clini Psych. 2003;
71:92-102. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.71.1.92.

. O’Farrell T, Murphy CM. Marital violence before and after alcoholism treatment. J Consult Clini
Psych. 1995; 63:256—262. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.63.2.256.

. Stuart GL, Moore TM, Kahler CW, Ramsey SE. Substance abuse and relationship violence among
men court-referred to batterers’ intervention programs. Subst Abus. 2003; 24:107-122. DOI:
10.1080/08897070309511539 [PubMed: 12766378]

Curr Opin Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 February 01.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.113.4.541
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.90.6.586
http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsa.2002.63.196
http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2011.72.545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.71.1.92
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.63.2.256

1duosnue Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Parrott and Eckhardt

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

Page 8

Goldkamp, JS., Weiland, D., Collins, M., White, M. The role of drug and alcohol abuse in
domestic violence and its treatment: Dade County’s domestic violence court experiment (final
report). By Crime and Justice Research Institute; Philadelphia, PA: 1996.

McMurran M. Individual-level interventions for alcohol-related violence: A Rapid Evidence
Assessment (REA). Crim Behav Ment Heal. 2012; 22:14-28. DOI: 10.1002/cbm.821

Hamby S, Weber MC, Grych J, Banyard V. What difference do bystanders make?: The association
of bystander involvement with victim outcomes in a community sample. Psychol Viol. 2016; 6:91—
102. DOI: 10.1037/a0039073

Katz J, Moore J. Bystander education training for campus sexual assault prevention: An initial
meta-analysis. Violence Victims. 2013; 28:1054-1067. DOI: 10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-12-00113
[PubMed: 24547680]

McMahon S, Dick A. “Being in a room with like-minded men”: An exploratory study of men’s
participation in a bystander intervention program to prevent intimate partner violence. J Mens
Stud. 2011; 19:3-18. DOI: 10.3149/jms.1901.3

Armstrong EA, Hamilton L, Sweeney B. Sexual assault on campus: A multilevel, integrative
approach to party rape. Soc Probl. 2006; 53:483-499. http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/sp.2006.53.4.483.
Flack WF, Daubman KA, Caron ML, Asadorian JA, D’ Aureli NR, Gigliotti SN, Hall AT, Kiser S,
Stine ER. Risk factors and consequences of unwanted sex among university students: hooking up,
alcohol, and stress response. J Interpers Violence. 2007; 22:139-57. DOI:
10.1177/0886260506295354 [PubMed: 17202573]

Planty, M. Bureau of Justice Statistics Special Report. By National Institute of Justice; Rockuville,
MD: 2002. Third-party involvement in violent crime, 1993-1999. Justice Statistics Clearinghouse/
NCJRS. NCJ 189100

Graham K, Bernards S, Wayne Osgood D, Abbey A, Parks M, Flynn A, Dumas T, Wells S.
“Blurred lines?” Sexual aggression and barroom culture. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 2014; 38:1416-
1424. DOI: 10.1111/acer.12356 [PubMed: 24588839]

Curr Opin Psychol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2019 February 01.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1525/sp.2006.53.4.483

1duosnuepy Joyiny 1duosnuely Joyiny 1duosnuey Joyiny

1duosnue Joyiny

Parrott and Eckhardt

Page 9

Highlights
. An integrative framework for alcohol-facilitated aggression is reviewed.
. Evidence is presented to support this framework of alcohol-aggression
etiology.
. This framework organizes factors that may serve as targets for intervention.
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