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The continuing failure of public bodies to recognize the suffering of metiens of
partner violence, and their failure to support these men at times of crisis, are long
standing scandals.

One of the most solidly established facts in the social sciences is that the incidence
and severityf domestic violencenflicted onmenis comparable to thatflicted on
women.This is not a recerfinding. Researchers have known it for 40 years. Yet the
narrative to which the public is exposed paints a very different picture, one in which
domestic violence overwhelmingly involves femaletims and male perpetrators.
These contrasting perspectives are examined at length in this report.

The Home Office recently published a highly flawed consultation document on
strengthening the | aw on domestAdandbuse, d
associated it with an equally flawed consultation protdssa letter to Theresa May,

Home Secretary, we explained why the consultation is a char@uexercise in

manipulation, with one direction of travéVe fear thdegislationwill be used, in

practie, to advantagevomenovertheir male partnerg a situation fraught with

difficulty, as a result of ignorinthe overwhelmingly large body of evidence that

shows beyond any doubt that domestic violence and domesticaebseadly

recipiocal. We publicly challenged Mrs May to hold a public inquiry into

strengthening the law on domestic abfisand we await her response.

Our letter included &nk™ to our public challenge of Polly Neate, Chief Executive of
Womenos Ai dg,anoivseart ihoenr6sorl i es and misleading
violence, which she declined to retract. The influence of this ideologidaitgn

organisation (and possibly other similar organisations) oritimee Office

consultation document and its assamibgxercise is nothing less than an assault on

democracy, as well as already abused men.

In our view, it is & egregious failure dhe Home Office not to have invited a wide
range ofresearchers to contribute the consultation exercise, given thasiknown
that the feminist &édmale coercion theor
6Duluth Model ) is flatly contmosadi cted
recently by a study at the University of Cumbia

yo o
by .
Martin Fiebert has been a pegdogy professor at California State University since

1978. In 2013 he publishdreferences examining assaults by women on their spouses
or male partners: an updated annotated bibliograph¥he full Abstract:

Orhis annotated bibliography describes 34Bolarly investigations (270
empirical studies and 73 reviews) demonstratingwhtathen are as
physically aggressive as men (or more) in their relationships with their
spouses or oppositsex partners The aggregate sample size in the
reviewed studies ereds 440,850 peopte.

[Our emphasis]



Appendix B of this document outlineetails ofsomeof thestudies covered e
Fiebert review.

In 2013 the journaPartner Abusgo u b | i s hed a nPadnerdlus&tateofof t he
Knowl edge Pr8Y theemosgt comprehésive review of domestic

violence research literature ever conducted. 42 scholars at 20 universities and research
centres conducted this unparalleled thyear research project. John Hamel, PASK

Director, said:

0 The purigpmjectisto bringttdgether, in a rigorously evidence

based, transparent and methodical manner, existing knowledge about partner

abuse, with reliable, uf-date research that can easily be accessed by

anyone. PASK is grounded in the premise that edxrexys entitled to their

opinion, but not to their own facts; that these facts should be available to

everyone, and thaomestic violence intervention and policy ought to be

based upon these facts rather than ideol c

[Our emphasis]
The headline finding of the review was that:
e

physical and emoti onal

6Women pe trate
[ behaviours, at comparabl e rat

rp
control ng
Thisreportis partof our submission to the consultation process, alitigy the
aforementioned letter to Theresa May. It outlines irrefutable evidence about the level
of partner violence suffered by men and women, and details thmalatibias of
public bodies and key politicians, most notably:

Home Office Crown Prosedion Service

Theresa May, Home Secretary Equalities & Human Rights Commission
Yvette Cooper, Shadow Home SecretaryMinistry of Justice

The mlice Thejudiciary

Probation Service Stateschools

Theinstitutional antimale bias of public bodiesgelts in virtually no recognition of
the suffering of male victims of partner violence, #atls toa corresponding lack of
concern osupport for them.

94% of British men who are being abused by partners are being abused by female
partnersOn behalf othese menwe present thibodyof evidenceo the Home

Secretary, and agierfor a meeting at the earliest opportunity. In the meantime 6 | |

be posting alinktthisd c ument on oul partyds website.
Mike Buchanan

PARTY LEADER

Justice for men& boys
(and the women who love them)
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This report addresses the extent and seriousness of paoleece against male
victims in England and Wales. Data from surveys and elsewhere for both male and
female victims are presented and compared. Data for England and Wales are
augmented by data from other countries, including extremely large international
studies.

A consistent picture emerges of a level of male victimisatiopdoiners which is, on
the crudest level of approximation, comparable &lével offemale victmisationby
partnersThe consistency of this picture over tinhetween countriesind between
studies, and the seevolume of data and case studies available, rniestrthe
reported extent of male victimisatidny female partnerns undeniable

And yet thisfactual position is not matched by pulgherception, nor by provisioof

supportfor male victims, nor by the policies and practices of public bodiea s we 6 | |
outline.On the contrary, ase exposeywomerts refuge organisations minimise

concern over male victims. As a result, the puyplianded provisions for male

victims are vanishingly slight compared with those for female victims.

This onesided view of partner violence is then taken up by the Home Office, the
Crown Prosecution Service, the Ministry of Justice, the Probation Sarvice
(astonishingly the Equalityand Human Rights CommissioAll these bodies have
produced documentary guidanehich focuses solely on violence against women and
girls, effectively airbrushing away male victimisatiomhis review has fded to

identify any rational reasarior the neglect of male victims.

Two possible reasons for this neglect may be postulated. The 8nstpl/ a

reluctance tancreasahe number of victimssince this would suggest a need to

increase fundindpr their assistance. But the second possible cause is more
perniciousWomeris refugewebsites are quite open about espousing the feminist
theory of partner abuse. Thisatriarchytheorydi sometimeseferredtoaste &é mal e
c oer ci oiisintrimscally sgxastsince it attributes partner violencedoale
powebanddmale privileg@ and hence asserts that it is always men who are the
abusers.

The evidence of widespaid male victimisatiochallenges the foundations of
feminism. Thefeminist establisinent therefore has a powerfidsted interest in
keeping male victimisation hidden. Though thsseiles are more speculative thhe
factual evidence presentedtims reportwe make someemarksin support of tis
interpretatio of the origin of abused méncurrent disadvantagdath respect to
access to support

Finally, we make some recommendations on what the state should do about the
problem of male victims of partner violence.

The authoof this report haconsiderale faith in the good sense of Britisegple
who are undoubtedly beirgept in ignorancef the extent to which a biased gender
political ideology has infiltrated almost evaggvernmental anthfluential body
within the UK.

Most people arenaware othescaleof violent abuse suffered by men at the hands of
their female partnergnd also unaware of the extregendetbias of the policies put



forward in their name by the Home Office, the Crown Prosecution Service, the
Ministry of Justice, the Probath Servicethe Equalityand Human Rights
Commissiorand (moskrefuge organisations.

The purpose of this report is to expose the talthutthese matters.
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All conclusions refer to England & Wales.

1 Everyfive minutes, the police receive a call from a man who alleges abuse by his
partner

1 Currently, the police receive ~100,000 calls from abused men per year

Crime surveys indicate that ~3% of men are the victims of partner abuse per year,
compared with-5% of womenMore tha athird of all PV victims are men

1 Only ~10% of male victims report abuse to the police (compared to 29% of
female victims)Police reports cannot be taken as indicative of the extent to
which men areictims of PV

1 Partner violencagainst men accounts for between 20% and 26% of all PV
reported to the police, but only 6.5% of all prosecutions for PV are taken against
femaleperpetrators

1 Prosecutions of male perpetrators of PV, however, are ~24% of the cases so
reported. This dispdy seems likely to be a consequence of all the involved
public bodies regarding their objective being to bring as many men to justice as
possible whilst having no such objective for women

1 In 2010/11 there were 5,844 prosecutions of women for PV, of whighly
70% were found guilty

1 17% ofthe people killed bV in 2011/12vere men(22% averaged over the last
11 years).

1 The above data suggest that the number of women perpetrators of Ptiauhd
be prosecuted is far greater than this. The real figluwoeld be at least one
quarter of the number of men prosecuted for partner violence, and perhaps even
approaching parity therewith (i.e. at least 19,000 and possibly as high as 76,323
prosecutions using 2010/11 datdjomen are undgprosecuted for PV by a
factor of between 3 and 13

1 These facts notwithstanding, the Crown Prosecution Service, the Equality and
Human Rights Commission, the Ministry of Justice, and the Home Office all have
very active campaigns to protect women and girls from domestic vialence
general and PV in particular. Yall of them ignore domestic violence against
men. Since these public bodies must be well aware of the facts regarding partner
violence against men, their neglect of men can only bensequence of
institutionalised gedter bias.

Vi
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Thisreportattemptdo deduce the true piote of domestic violenda the UKfrom
thedata and other factual evidenebich areavailable.This will include men as
victims, as well as women.

One of themost solidlyestablished facts ithe social sciencgis that the incidence of
domestic violence against men is comparable to that against women. Nor is this a
recent findingResearchersave knowrnt for 40 years.

And yet the narrative to which the public is exposed paints a very different picture,
one in which domestic violence overwhelmingly involves female victims and male
perpetrators. These contrasting perspectives will be examined.

Thepurpose of this document is tontoast theactual position with the stancs
partner violenceéaken by public bodies the UK It will be seen that there is
widespread concern to end violence against women angdlgitiso evidence of any
concernfor menor boysas the victims of violence.

In view of the prevalence of men as victims of violence generally, and partner
violence in particularthis is extraordinary. Elucidation of the reasons for this #lagr
gender bias imoncern for victims of partner violengebeyond the scope of this
documentlt seeksonly to expose thdemonstrabléact that male suffering in the
domestic context is being hidden as atter of deliberate policy within the UK.

Amongst the powerful public bodies contributing to this injustice are the Home
Office, the Crown Prosecution Service, the Ministry of Justice, the Probation Service
and @stonishigly) the Equalityand Hunan Rights Commissiomhe UK is not

unigue in this respect. On the contrary, the samesalezl concern is repeated in all
developed nations.

This documentoncentrateon partner violence (PVThis includes noiphysical
partnerabusgPA), but exclués abuse involvingndividualsother than partners
(children,siblings,parents, etg. The inclusion of behavioutbatare not physical
violence within the umbrella terdpartner violencéis to maintain consistency with
the surveys from which most evidence is obtained.

The precse definition the surveys use will geven belowWhether it is helpful or
misleading to include such issuesjaeventingyou from having your fair share of
the household monéwvithin the definition of PV is a debat®r another time. For the
purposeof this documeniwe shall maintain consistency with the surveys.

However, it is certainly the case that Ramysical abuse, such as isolation from
friends and family and being ma to feel worthless, can be of crushing import to the
victim. The issue of different severities of physical violence algbbe discussed.

The knegerk reaction okome people when the prevalence and serioushésé
against men is raised is to amjisogyny, as if concern fomale victimssomelow
impliesalack of concern fofemalevictims. This is astirationalas sayinghat being
against cruelty to dogs somehow implies being in favour of cruelty tolcetsiot
the purpose of this document to deny or minimise the extent or seriousiss of
against women, nor teuggest any reductiaf the services provided them

Vii



Throughouthis document, vinere nageographical areia mentionegdit may be taken
to be England & WaledVhere data pertains to other countribss will be stated
explicitly.

viii
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If you Googledomestic violenc§ with the exception o$itesdedicated to mes

human rightsthe vast majority ofiges will quote broadly similakey fact about
domestic violence.

Someexamples

In a speeclgivenby Keir Starmer QCthenthe Director of Public Prosecutionsn
12/04/2011entitledDomestic Violence: the facts gtissues, the futufd the key
points(relating to England & Walesyere

1 Nearlyonemillion women experience at least one incident of dstic abse
each year;

Two women are killed each webl partnes or expartnes,

1 These statistics are shocking amundbnstrate that women arere at risk of
violent crimein thehome than anywhere else.

These statements dreoadlytrue in the sese that they are consistent with the surveys
upan which they claim to be based (althoughldtest official statisticonrwo me n 6 s
deaths from PV is less than 1.5 per weekwe show)These surveys will be

examinedn more detail Bortly. For now just note that the definition of domestic

abuse used in these surveys is very broad. In particular it does not necessarily imply
any physical violence.

The last bullepointrequires clarificatiolecausetigives the impression that

domestic violence against women is unusually prevalent. Actually the statement that
avomen aremore at risk of violent crime at home than anywheredédsteue largely
because women are subject to relatively low levels of violent crime outside the home.
Thisis in contrast to the position for men who are subject to high levels of violent
crime outside the home (and, as st see, inside the home as well).

The organisatiokVomerds Aid? is one of the organisations to whialyovernment
welsitd® refers victims of domestic violenck helps only women and children, not
men at leasthat is the impression given by their vgéb, which states that they
avork to end violence against women and chil@ren

TheWomerts Aid welsiteincludes thedllowing description of domestic violence
(i) Atleast1in 4 women experience domestic violence in their lifetime
(i) Between6% and 10% ofvomen experience it annuglly

(i) Less tham0%of all incidents are reported to the police, but they still receive
one donestic violence call every minute in the UK

(iv) The vast majority of the victims of domestic violence are women and children
(v) The majority of abusers are men

(vi) Apart from being predominantly men, the abusers vaming from all walks
of life, from any ethit group, religion, class or neighbourhood, and of any age



(vii) Domestic violenceagainst women by men is caussdthe misuse of power and
control within a context of male privilege. Male privilege operates on an
individual and societal level to maintainituation of male dominance, where
men havepower over women and childrerdomestic violence by men against
women can be seen as a consequence of the inequalities between men and
women, rooted in patriarchal traditions that encourage men to believer¢hey a
entitled to power and control over their partpers

(viii) One misleading statistighich is often repeatad thatwhile one in four women
experiencedomestic violencesodoesone in six menThese figures are,
however, based on single incidewfsa criminal nature, and without regard to
(a) severity of violencg(b) whether or not it was repeate@ndif so, how
often; (c) the complex pattern of oxMlapping abuse of various kindsnd(d) the
context in which it took place.

| will make sone brief comments on thesgaimsnow, andfull justification will
follow whenwe examine the data in detadihe overall position is that they give a
grossly false picture of partner violence, namely that it is gendered when it is not.

(i) and (iii) arecorrecti.e. consistent with the available data.
(i) the actual figure is under 6%s we will see

(iv) érhe vast majority of the victims of domestic violence are women and cldidren
simply untrue.

Worse, the person writing this must have kndimmtrue positionAs we shall see, the
surveys and reports from which all the data quote@bynerés Aid (andother
organizationsderivesalso includedata for violence against men.

Those surveys and reports indicatry high levels of domestic violence against men
andhave been doing so for decadEkus the phrasé/ast majoritpis not justified

The number of female victims may be larger than that of male victims (depending
upon how you measure it) but male vicsiwertainly account for a large percentage of
the total &s the data we shall present prgves

However, the most pernicious aspect of (iv) is that, by lum@imgnen and childrei
together as victims, the impression is given that arexthe vast majorityof abusers
of children. This is a wked untruth.

Abuse ofchildrenis beyond the scope of this repdstitsuffice to say thatvomen
commitat least as much, if natore, childabusehan do men (see for exampies
massive srvey? of all USA stateswhichindicates that 54% of child abusers in 2011
weges]womenthe situation in the UK ibroadly similar, as reviewed hedfeSee

alsa”).

(v) drhe majority of abusers are ntemhisis mathematicallyrue but grossly
misleading Femaleabusers account for aroun@% of total domestic abusers witils
men account for about & So, yes, the majority of abusers are iinéntthis bald
statemenis misleadingas to the degree of violence committed by woniéme
evidenceoutside the UK is that women are the majority of abusepadhersas we
shall see.

(vi) Is again misleading. It gives the impression that there is no relation between
domestic violence and demograghiglowever this isuntrue. The evidegethat
domestic violence is related to socioeconomic stamalsages very clear, and



presented irthis report PV is more common in the lowest socioeconomic classed
far mae common amongst the young.

Thestatemenin (vi) is promulgating the mytthatéll men areequally likely to be
abuser8which is a keypart of the orthodox feministarrative.lronically, the

demographic link is actually strongest for male abusers. It would be closer to the truth
to say thatall women are equally likely to Ebuser§(see Figures 5a,b).

(vii) is a statement of the feminjsatriarchy theory of domestic violendeshows

clearly that the women refuge movement is wedded to this theory, which holds that
dmale privileg@anddmale powefi concepts central teminism,arethe causgof
domestic violenceThis approach points tie reason why the refuge movememtd
feminists generallyfind it essential to pretend that partner violence by female
perpetrators is rare. But it is riofemaleperpetrators &as common as male
perpetrators.

This is shown clearly by the evidence we shall present beladencevhich
emphaticallydisproveghe feminist patriarchy theory of domestic violence, since
according to that theory only women woulel Yactims, andnly men the perpetrators.

To insist on the reality of male victimisati®manathema and heresy to feminists
They musteny the truth about men as victims of partner abIs@dmitthe truth
would be to risk havigthe entire edificef feminist theorycrashdown.

Not only does a stupendous amount of UK and worldwide data demolish the feminist
pasition, it has also been roundigfuted by numerous academics and experts in the
field, of whicH 1 ELELIOIIUA[1314.119 5req small selectionTo have one group of
people clinging stubbornly to a theamhich has been definitively discreditesone

thing, but to have the whole UK establishment actively prop up this deceit is
unconscioable

(viii) is a disgracefulattempt to discredit the survey data on PV against iies.
figure quotedor theincidence of P\against men, i.¢hat 1 in 6 men will experience
PV in their lifetime, isbroadlyconsistent with the data from surveys whiah shall
review below(althoughl in 7 would beabetterrule of thumb.

These data come frothe very same datas, the same surveyand thesame
methodology upon which tHein 4 womenabuseds derived Womerés Aid
acknowledgsthat they are awarof thesedatag but they do so only to attempt to
discredit it.Given that theeliability of the clains aboutabuse of men ithe same as
that for abuse ofvomeniit is at leasinconsistentand at worstintellectually

fraudulentto choose to believe the data for female victimisation but to disbelieve the
data for male victimisatian

Neverthelessye turnto the fourarguments offered y Wo me matssatteAptiol
discredit theprevalencef PV against men

(a) Thedseverity of violencé The claim here is that woménviolence against men
is generally less seveteh a n  uiokentdéagainst womenThis is untrueas we
shall see in more detail belpwmcluding inApperdicesC andD. Perhapsvhat
Wo me n 6 s Asithdt thengeweernity of thajurieswhich women inflict on
menis less sevarthan when the violence is the oppositedirection.Thisis true,
of course at least on averagEor a given level of violengavomen will tend to
suffer greater injury than meand v examindghe prevalence of PV dhe basis
of injury in this report However, this shouldot be used to disguise the fact that



womencause injuries at all levels of severity, including the most sengus
andincluding deathiln fact men suffer a comparable number of injuries,
including themost severe category short of deatiithoughfewer men are killed.

(b) &Bingle Incidentd The attempt is being made here to claim that domestic
violence against men tends to be a-offeevent, whereas domestic violence
against women tends to be repeatedh longstanding behaviour pattern on
behdf of the male prpetratorln fact the difference between the genders in
respect of the number of repeat offesis notsizeable This is illustrated by the
histograms of Figures 1(a) and 1(b). These relate to data froGrithe Surveys
for England and Wales (CSEW) for 2008/9 and 2012/13 respectively. They show
essentially consistent results.

(c)6Compl ex Pattern of un@eamhaltrasmgans bujitisAb us e 6 : I
clearly intended to minimise the seriousneStemaleperpetrated violence. No
reason emerges from the dataalysed below tqustify regarding womedis
violence differently from me violence. A claim that is constantly made to
excuse womeis violence to their partners is thaeytare acting in sedefence.
In fact, infewerthan 4% of cases, according to the testimony of abusive women
themselves, is setfefence given as thmotivationfor their violence Dr Nicola
GrahamKevari9).

(do6The Cont e xuncear whatthasimeans, but itiissanother obvious
attempt to excuse woméwiolence. Clearly it is an appeal to the almost
universal prejudicéhatif a womanhits a man he must have deservedttiat the
woman must have been suffering years of abuse, and this is her fighting back.
0Good for her!dd is an almost automati c se€
being violent to a man (as many experiments have shown, for exgmpld).

Unfortunately this neamniversal prejudice is just thatprejudice. The worldwide
data showhatwhilst roughly half of partner violence is reciprocal, where there is
a clear abuser and a clear victiime abuser is more likely to be a woman than a
man as we shall see.

A study in Quebé&! showed that 74% of women who killed their male partners
had not themselves suffered domestic abuse. As for the UKarie geople,

using the same methods and analysis, have gathered the data for both male and
female perpetrated violence, and the attempt madi&doyerts Aid to dismiss an
unwelcome part of the data is both spurious and scientifically invalid.



Figure 1(a): Proportion of those claiming abuse that suffered multiple events of
abuse, comparison of male and femaledult victims.
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Figure 1(b): Proportion of those claiming abuse that suffered multiple events of
abuse, comparison osame sexadult victims.

Data from2012/1322 Note that51% of each sedeclined to answer the question or
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It is clear that others, apart from the author, have been making these observations
since the Womes Aid website now includes a further attempt to discredit s

@Prevalence and administrative data based on single incidents fail to capture
the pattern of violence women experience and have resulted in the numbers of
female and male victims increasingly seen as almost on a par by policy
makers, commisehners of services at local level, the police and other
professionals who come into contact with victims. However the figures of 1 in
4 women and 1 in 6 men experiencing domestic violence fail to identify
patterns of abuse over time and the coercive cowtnah typifies intimate

partner violence. Using these statistics to establish a picture of the prevalence
of intimate partner violence is therefore not recommerided

Thatt h @mniissioners of services at local |éasle increasingly seeing male and
female victimsés almost on a pawill undoubtedly cause woménrefuge services
concernpecause these commissioners provide their fundihg implication is clear:
womenos r ef ug epraviding genvices ot onlphalsthe aictient PV.
In thesdinancially straitenedimes,thatfundingmust be undechallenge.

Sothecontinuing determination to hidke extehof male victimisatiorby their
partnerds crucialto the refuge industryoth toprotect patriarchy theorgndto
protect their underpinning ideologidalundationsfeminism.The clear implication of
all this is that the vast amountsrabneypumped intaefuge workare being
misappropriaté to fund the feminist political agenttd Evidenc for this couldbe
obtained byagenciecharged with holding organisations such as this to acdount
most notablythe Charities Commission

| have concentrated on the impression of partner violence givé&fomerd Aid

(main source, thewelbsite) but thisorganisation isepresentative & huge number

of feministleaning womegs organisations doing thers& thingl ndeed Womenoés
Aid is not a monolithic organisation, but comprises a central hub with a large number

of satellite organisations, each, it appears, at leastaaimmnomous legal entitigall

of which rely onbroadly the same misleadistatistic as found at the centre

There is aremarkableiece of nonsensan the welsite of Domestic Violence London
i A Resouce for Healthcare Profession#8 where we finahis claim:

domesticviolence is the leading cause of morbidity for women aged419
greater than cancer, war and motor vehicle accidents

It is not clear if this is supposed to refer to the UK or the wdwld it is immediately
obvious thatas it appears in the Ulf,applied to the UKt is a preposterous claim.

The number of women killed by PV in 2012/13 was 76, compdoeegxampleto
around 11,000 deaths of women from breast cancer.gfomeethe statement isot
just wrong, but utterudicrouswhen apged to the UK, can it possibly be true if
applied to the whole world? The answer o f ¢ 0 ult carenot. (ieslatab n o0 6
provingthese statisticss presented ikppendix A)

The degree to whi c hcklesslyare nrdhskingly disseminageat i on s
suchblatant nonsensean be seen inmilar statemergthatappeaall over the web,

particularly on sitegor womergs services. &h gross misrepresetita of reality has
becomecommonplace



Here is another examplaken from thevebsite of Prospect, #rade uniori?

Acts of violence cause more death and disability among women aged
between 15 and 44 years than cancer, malaria, traffic accidentsaand

combinedd
Whenthe evidence aAppendix Ais evaluated, these cannot jost honest mistakes.

They are savildly untrue thaino reasonable person could reasonably authorise their
use What can one conclude from suclnaeour?
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We shdl see shortly that the annual Crime Surveys for England & WaIBEW)i
previouslyknown as the British Crime Surveys (BAQSarethe sourcsof the figures
qguoted by virtudy everybody regarding partnetiolence in these countriedJnless
otherwise statedll such data refer to England & Wales, not to the UK as a whole.

Although te precise definitioof PV used by these surveys has changed over iime

the recent years forhich we will quote results, the definition has béeoadly

consstent. These surveys refer to domestic violendé)@s 6éi nt i mat e per son
v i o | .dPartoeeviolencé€PV)is a subset of DV, defined as

Emotional or financial abuse, threats or physioete carried out by a current or
former partner.

(&) Emotional or financial abuse includes being prevented from having a fair
share of household money, stopped from seeing friends or relatives or
repeatedly belittled

(b) Threats are classified as an affirmatiesponse to the statement
drightened you by threatening to hurt you/someone glose

(c) Minor force is classified as an affirmative response to the statement
@gushed you, held you down or slappeddou

(d) Severe force involves being kicked, hit, bittenpked, strangled,
threatened with a weapon, threats to kill, use of a weapon or some other
kind of force.

“Add Gr other family membéto define domestic violence (DVRV is thus a
special case of DV.

The use of this definition is illustrated in praetioy a typical question from the
surveyssee Table 1.

It will readily be appreciatedhatPV is defined much more broadly than actual
physical violenceThis should be borne in mind when interpreting the reported
prevalene of PV. (A better term might be Partner Abuse (PA) for thighalusive
list, but we shall continue to use PV to be consistent with the surveys.)

Table 1: An example question from the CSEWself-completion surveys

Thinking about ANY relationships you Y& had since you were 16, has any
PARTNER ever done any of the following things to you? By partner, we mean gny
boyfriend or girlfriend, as well as a husband or wife.

YOU CAN CHOOSE MORE THAN ONE ANSWERO THIS QUESTION IF YOU
WISH

1. Prevented you fromaving your fair share of the household money

2. Stopped you from seeing friends and relatives




. Repeatedly belittled you to the extent that you felt worthless

. Frightened you, by threatening to hurt you or someone close to you

. Pushed you, held yowwn or slapped you

. Kicked, bit, or hit you with a fist or something else, or threw something at you
. Choked or tried to strangle you

. Threatened you with a weapon, for example a stick or a knife

© 00 N OO O M W

. Threatened to kill you

10. Used a weapon againsuydor example a stick or a knife

11. Used some other kind of force against you

12. None of these

13. Have never had a partner / been in a relationship

14. Dondét know/ canb6t remember
15. Dondét wish to answer
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Most of thedata you will see quoted aboW h England & Wales derives from the

annual British Crime SurveBCS)1 specificallythe part that deals with England and
Wales now known as the Crime Survey for England and Wales (CSEW).

The BCS/CSEW surveyarefaceto-face victimisation survey in which people

resident in households in England and Wales are asked about their experiences of a
range of crimes in the 12 months prior to the interyi@swvell as ovetheir lives An
interviewer conducts thiaceto-facesurvey by asking the questions and then entering
the respondent 6s an s Themumbei ohindiwiduals suraepetd o p
annually is typically ~46,000 adults (plus a few thousand children, which will not
concern us here), and there evaghlyequal numbers of en and womem the

survey.

We will refer to these as the B@® CSEWreports.Thefirst thing to notehowever,
is this:

Mostof the data quoted relating t&/Rised inthe BCS and CSEW repoidse based
onsurveysnot on actual crime data.

The data for DV (and sexual assault) not only rely orfabeto-face surveyAn
additional survey isarried out for these particular areas of the surBegause of
concerns that the intimate nature of DV and sexual assault might lead te under
reporting if the individual had to respond to an interviewres, is a seicompletion
survey in which the laptop is handed over to the individual to input answectiyir
without having to tell the interviewer.

The sample size for these setimpletion surveys is smaller than for the main survey.
For example, in 2010/11 it was 23,6aBputhalf the main surveylhe concern over
underreportingof DV has proved validhe 2009/10 BCS repostates

Prevalence rates for domestic violence from theamtipletion module are
around five times higher than rates obtained from-tadace interviews on
the main BCS (see Walby and Allen, 2504,

Walby & Allen reporedthatthe first timea selfcompletion questionnairgasused
therewasadifference factor ofive in reporting ratesThe key extract is:

Comparing the main fae®-face BCS measure of domestic violence and the
2001 BCS selcompletionmodule, he selfcompletion module of the 2001
BCS produces substantially higher estimates than does the maio-face
BCS. It is not appropriate to compare the number of incidents determined
from the main BCS and the seldmpletion, because of thdférent methods
of calculation and the restrictions to the main measure noted above.

However, a broad comparison between the prevalence measures (percent
victims once or more) is possible. The 2001/02 BCS (most comparable period)
showed that 0.6 per ceot the population (male and female) were a victim of
domestic violence in the year prior to interview (this measure excludes
frightening threats). The 2001 selbmpletion shows that overall 2.8 per cent

1C

Vd

U A

cC om



of people (3.4 per cent of women and 2.2 per cemenf) aged 169 were a
victim of domestic violence (force) in the year prior to interview. Therefore,
the selfcompletion finds a prevalence of approximately five times that of the
faceto-face BCS

TheWalby & Allen report also contains the following ealing and rather
disconcertingparagraph on how the seldmpletion suwrey was developed and
tested:

The survey was piloted with the help of
centre. This involved around 20 interviews. A researcher sat with each

respondent while they were keying in their answers to observe how they coped

with and interpreted questions and to answer any queries. In addition they

were asked if they felt that any aspect of the questionnaire was problematic.

This piloting was particalrly helpful in refining the wording of some of the
guestions and for presenting the time periods to respondents in the best
possible way.

Unfortunately it did not prove possible within the time frame to pilot the
guestionnaire on men in parallel settings

Time didré@ permit any consultation with meallegedly,sothe questions were

modified in line with the wishes of a group of womeho would almost certainly be

hostile to men, given t.Mhereisckdrlgsymesaese e i n wo
for concern that the questionnaire and the methodologisfdeployment may

thereforenot bestrictly genderunbiasedThis is significant because it is known that

the results of surveys on intimate subjects such as this can valisadith quite

subtle changes afuestionwording This is apparent from the methodology upon

which Walby and Allen report.

Whatmay not always be clear to the casual reafléne BCS reports whether the
data on R or DV givenin any particularparagraph or Tablare thosebtained
directly from the sefcompletion surveysor whether they derive from the mdace
to-facesurves.

Caution is needed over thiscausave will see bow that applying the x5 factdo

the main BCSurvey data does reproduce theaibted headline figures and appears
consistent with results quoted from the smaller-sethpletion surveyk-or

illustration, considerthe 2010/11 BC$eport. The relevant extract is:

The 2010/11 BCS estimates that theexe 392,000 incidents of domestic
violence (Table 2.01). The small number of domestic violence victims
identified in the BCS (around 200 in any one year) means that estimates are
prone to fluctuation from one year to the next. The estimated number of
domestic violence incidents is 35 per cent higher than the 2009/10 estimate but
broadly in line with those seen in earlier years.

In the BCS, domestic violence victims frequently report experience of repeat
victimisation. In the 2010/11 BCS, threearters (3%) of all incidents of
domestic violence were experienced by repeat victims (Table 2.10 and see
Chapter 2, Extent and Trends for further information on repeat victimisation).

However, figures from the main BCS are known to be affected by-under
reporting.The BCS therefore also contains a-®elimpletion module covering
violent and norviolent abuse by a partner or family member (domestic
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abuse), which provides more reliable estimates for these types of incidents.
Based on the 2010/11 BCS setfmpletion mdule,seven per cent of women
aged 16 to 59 were victims of domestic abuse in the past year compared
with five per cent of men(Table 3.01). BCS estimates for the proportion of
people who were victims of domestic abuse have decreased compared with
2004/05for both male and female victims, but there have been no statistically
significant changes in recent years (Tables 3.02 and 3.03).

[Our emphasis]

Many sources have interpreted the aboveotmean that the figures for
2010/11are: domestic violence offenceagainst women ~1.2 million,
domestic violence cases against men ~800,000is is dubiouspractice.
Figures approximating these caronly be derived from the above quoted
extract if the multiplier of x5 is assumed for undefreporting. Hence the
figure for womenbecomes392,000 x 5 x 7/(7+5) = 1.14 million and the
figure for men is 392,000 x 5 x 5/(7+5) = 816,0Q00th figures being close
enoughto make the point)

A significant question to ask is thiae these absolute figures consistent with the self
competion survey result of 7% of women and 5% of mEnPthem ® be consistent
they must be related tbheactualpopulation of England and Walagedbetweenl6

and 60 the age range usedtime survey)For the claims to be accuratke actual
figureswould need to baround 33 million((1.14 + 0.816)/0.06 32.6 million)

which is within 5% of the figure given for 2010.

Amid all these huge figuresshich runinto millions, one is apt to &e sight of the
actual number of survey respondents who havield abuseTake the main BCS
survey, for example, which repo882,000 incidents of domestic violendéis is
~1.2% of the adult population (between 16 and 60 yearsSilige the survey size is
~46,000 this implies ~%bpeoplerepoted abuse, of which58%, or ~3R, are
womenand 230 are men

Consequently, if we take the main BCS survey as the basis, the widely quoted figure
of 1.2 million women suffering DV last year, and the claim that-4 women suffer

DV in their lifetime, are based on extraptida from the responses of just €82

women.

[Incidentally,the BCS quot@&rhe small number of domestic violence victims
identified in the BCS (around 200 in any one y&does not, in any case, seem right.
Based on their own estimates, flgaire would be 550 not 200).]

So, f the selfcompletion surveys used as the bad@ the claim tha?7% of women
reportabuse from a sampteéze of0.5 x23,618(i.e. working on the assumption that
half the number of people wlnompleted the selfompletionsurvey vere womeh
thisimpliesabout 82 Avomenreportedabuse

This is not a criticism of the BCS repor@early there must bgractical limits to the
number of people who can be surveydd.doubt, what the BCS has done is the best
that could be dongiven tese constraintglowever the extrapolation from a few
hundredresponseto theprediction of ~2 million instances of DV per year neexds t
betreated with cautionThe key issue ithisi is the sample representative of the
population at large, especially in view of the strong dependdri®¥ on age and
economic status?
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A final concern regardinthe reliability of the survey data re¢stto the factor of 5
difference found between the two survey types. The tacit assumption in the BCS
CSEWTreports is that the larger figure is the correct &ither the seicompletion
data arausedper seor, if themain faceto-face survey data aresed the factor of x5

is applied to itlt is not clear that a compelling casas been presented that the ofse
the larger figure is valid, even giveretargument that the relative privacy of the-self
completion survey will lead to greater openniessidthat this can bassociateavith
greater honesty.

The User Guide to Home Office Crime Statistics (October 2011) states:

The increased privacy afforded by this method leads to a greater level of
disclosure by respondents andkesthe BCS a particularly important source
of information on domestic abuse, sexual assault and stalking, which are all
liable to undetreporting to the police

It has merely been assuméat a larger number of claims mustébmore accurate
reflectionof reality, but without any justification.

There isanother possibilitythat privacy might make exaggeration more tempting
since the respondent might feel there is no one to challenge hi@fttbere might
be other cases for the larger number beiegs reliableWe just dan &mow.

Consequently

It is possible that all DV/P\éxtrapolatedlatafrom the BCS CSEWreportsaretoo
large by a factor of ~5. This would apply tatbvanale and female victims.

13
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The data given in Table(®elow) have been taken from ti@&ime Surveys for
England and Wales, 2009/{f@able 3.14§%" 2010/11(table 3.01)?8 2011/12(Table

D15)?9 and 2012/13 (@bles 4.1, 4.2 and 4.69 The lIastis the most recent survey
for which P/ data hae been eported at the time of writingd(ctober 2Q4).

Table 2 Key partner abuse cata from the most recent BCS survey eports
Thefour figuresin each cell refer to years 09/110/11,11/12and 12/13espectively.

Category of Abusé (data is for victims) Since age 16 Last Year
men | women | men | women
All partner abuse 12.7% | 26.0% | 3.1% | 5.8%

14.0% | 26.6% | 3.7% | 5.8%
14.2% | 27.1% | 3.6% | 5.4%
() (@) (@) (a)
All partner abuse excluding sexusdsault and stalking 11.2% | 22.6% 2.6% | 4.6%
12.1% | 23.6% | 2.8% | 4.6%
12.7% | 24.3% | 3.0% | 4.2%
11.1% | 23.8% | 2.8% | 4.0%

Non-physical partner abuse (emotiohéihancial’) 74% | 154% | 1.9% | 2.9%
INCLUSIVE 7.3% 16.8% 1.7% 3.1%
8.4% | 16.6% | 2.0% | 3.0%
@ | @ | @ | @

Non-physical partner abuse (emotiohéihancial) 5.0% 5.2% 15% | 1.8%
EXCLUSIVE 4.8% 5.8% 1.4% 1.9%
5.3% 5.6% 1.6% | 2.0%

(a) (a) 1.6%° | 2.09%»

Partner Severe Force 5.0% 11.7% 0.8% 1.5%

5.9% | 12.0% | 1.0% | 1.5%
6.1% | 13.2% | 1.1% | 1.3%
(@) (@ | 1.0 | 1.1949

) Not all the sukcategories given in the BCS tables are listed here.

) This is nterpreedto mean affirmative answers to one of opsidnto 4 in the list
given in Table 1Threats of violence ar@tcounted in this category. Note that a
responsén this category does not exclude the possibility that a more severe category
also applies (hence the ladNICLUSIVEQ

) These data have been obtained by subtracting the data for all threats and force
categories from the total nesexual partner abadata. Hence, this category can be
interpreted as an affirmative answer to one or more of agpfido 4 in the list given

in Table 1 but a negative answer to the other questions, i.e., when abuse consists
solely of the emotional/financial categoriestwiio threats or force applying (hence
the labeldEXCLUSIVED.

@The 2012/13 report did not provide directly comparable data.

(®)2012/13 data derived by factoring tfpartner abuse (nesexualpvictimisation
rates of Table 42! by the percentages in Table 4.6.
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Salient features of thaatain Table 2are

1 The data for all lifetime partner abuse of women (around 25%) is the source of
the oftrepeated claims thatibh-4 women willreportbeing abused by their
partner in their lifetime. Téa data support th claim

1 The data for all lifetime partner abuse of men (around4%) is equivalent to-1
in-7 or kin-8 men being abused by their partner in their lifetime. fichere that
is often quagd is in-6 (~17%), whichseems sligtly exaggerated

1 Over life,PV against men accounts for 33% of the total (and hérat@gainst
womenis 67%of the tota).

1 From thedast yeaddata, cases where the abuse is solely in the enabti
financial category (with no threats or physical violence applying) account for
about half of all reported cases. This applies to both men and w{Thénis
significant when interpreting the above headline figlres.

1 From thedast yeabdata, R/ against men isoughly 4®6 of the total (and hence
that against women rough§p%o)

1 Themento-womenvictim ratio for dast yeaddatais about2:3, compared with
the ratiofor the &since aged 1&datg which is about halflt is not clear if this an
be interpreted a@n increasing incidence oVRagainst memelative to that
against women, however

1 Most strikingly, thedast yeaddata in the most severe violence category appear to
indicate a conerging trend towards parity (E®aganst men and.1% against
women) butagain the staistical significance of this is unclear

Domestic violence against mertherefore,is comparable in frequency to that
against women and this is not a new finding.Table 1 only gives data for 2009
2013 but the BCS data has been indicating a fairly constant40% figure for the
proportion of all PV which is against men at least since 1995

The diagram &low, taken from a Dewar research repdtshowsthis.
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Figure 2: Dewar ResearchBCS data on poportion of male PV incidentssince
1995

Proportions of male victims
(based on BCS crime estimates of numbers of incidents)

e 40
s
8 30 4= 0.\ =y —
‘g 20 “’—4\ 2 ol i \“\’ o /"3'/’
S "‘ e
g 10
m 0 L] L] L L] i 1 T 1 L] 1 L] ] 1
» LA & O IO PO LSS S
RS @'\\Q @'1? o @QQ @6@ @6@ é\@ @%\Q @cb\\
L e S L R e e )

—e— Home Office adjusted figures

These data refle¢the number of ¥ incidents, as opposed to the number of victims.

The Dewarreport attempts to correfatr the fact that men experience rather fewer

repeat incidents thamomen (though they still typically experience regeatdents,
see Fig.1).

This results in Fig3 for the estimated proportion 8V victims who are malewhere
we find theproportion isaround 9%. This isalsoconfirmed by the CSEW data for
2009/10, P10/11, 2011/12 and 2012/A8hich putthe proportion of male victimat
38%, 39%, 40% and 38% respectivelgvery consistent picture.
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Figure 3: Dewar Researchgstimate of proportion of male PV victims

Proportions of male victims
Based on numbers of victims of partner abuse in last year estimated by
detailed BCS surveys of intimate abuse
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These survey data Iddewar Researcto a simple (antbb some surprising)
conclusion

The frequency of partner abuse of men by women is comparable to that of women by

men.The proportion of all incidents in which the man is the victim is in the range

onethird to onehalf, with the latter being more indicative recent years the most
severe category of physical violence.

We will seeshortly that this observation is in stark contrastto the authoritiesd
response to ®/, which is to encourage and promote action to pract women and
girls whilst doing nothing to protect men and boysi not even mentioning that
PV against men existsMen and boys are mentioned only in the context of being
dreated6to stop them being violent to womenyetthere is no promotion byUK
public bodiesof dreatmentsdfor abusive women. The popular narrative,
reinforced by government bodies and NGOsds that women are only ever
victims, never perpetratorsi while men are never victims, only perpetrators.
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Could the BCS surveys be misleading2Ls ¢ oathsrevidlence on the
prevalence of ¥ against men, independent of the BCS suryeyanswer the
guestion.

1.1 England

We turn to a report titlethcidence and mvalence of domestic violence in a UK

emergency departmeli In this report, dult patients attending the emergency
department of Addenbrookeds Hospital, Camb
allocated time blocks, using validated questions from a&tu®y.256 completed

interviews were returned out of a possible 307 (84 .&34d)these showed:

1. The incidene of domestic violence was 1.2%
2. The lifetime prevalence of domestic violence was 22a#%ng men and
22.1% among women

Thesesurveydataa | i gn wi t h t frommdé C8 EAVOigrendtsiRéoste ver ed
category in their Table,however, Wthout close examination of the questions it is
not possible to comparbé incidence with that reported

What is striking is thgender balance point 2

1.2 Scotland

The reader is referred m excellent2013review by Dempsel#¥ The broad pattern
of abusive behaviour is similar to that depicted above for England &sMalawing
on the 2010/11 Scottish Crime and Justice &yrsome key findings are:

1 10% of men reportethey had experienced psychological abuse from at least one
partner during their adult lifeompared to 17% of women reporting such apuse

1 Physicaforms of abuse were reported by 10% of men since thefdgecompared
to 14% of women;

1 The risk of experiencing partner abuse inghevious12 months was the same for
men and foiwvomen at 3% of persons surveyed

1 In 2011/12 the number éémalevictims reporting to the police was just under
five timeslargerthan the number ofmale victims. Hence the gender ratio of
reports to the Scottish police appears to be trending towards a similarsridro a
England & Wales (223%).

1 Of particular inteest is the steeply rising number of men reporting partner abuse to
the Scottish police, Table 3. No reason for this is obvious, although it is likely to
be due to an increase in the willingness of men to report such abuse rather than an
increase in the umalying prevalence of the abugsehoughthe latter cannot be
ruled out.
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Table 3: Reports to the Scottish police of partner abuse against maléctims

Male victim, Male victim,
female perpetrator male perpetrator
HAOnNnNT 2,696 173
H O MTL 2,976 231
HNONHT 3,243 287
H1Mo Tt 3,695 328
HAnnTt 4,532 380
HAnNnpT 4,932 400
HNcC Tl 5,482 455
HANTTL 6,199 530
HAONny T 7,361 548
HNnaort 7,938 666
HAOMMTL 8,889 693
HNTMMTL 9,569 659

Another important implicati on of Table 3 is that, contrary to the claims made in
some quarters, ~94% of partner abuse of men is committed by women, i.e. in
heterosexual relationships, not bynale homosexuapartners.

This is almost precisely the same demographic split of perpetestohafound in
England and Wales, ag shallsee

1.3 Ireland

On Tuesday 5th July 2005 thésh National Crime Council (NCC), in association

with the Economic and Social Research Institute (ESRI), published the first ever large
scale study undertakem Irelandto give an overview of the nature, exteartd impact

of domestic abuse against women and men in intipet®er relationships.

Among themostnotable findings wee:
1 13% of women and 13% of men suffer physical abuse
1 29% of women but only 5% aohenreport to the Gardai (police)

This seems to indicate a broadly simiésture of PV across all fourations of the
UnitedKingdom in particular the gender balance in victimisation.

1.4 Worldwide

1.4.1 The Partner Abuse State of Knowledge Project (PASK)

In May 2013the journalPartner Abusgublished an accounf PASK,[343% the most
comprehensive review of domestic violence researclatitsx ever conducted2
scholars at 20 universities and research centres conducted this unparallelgdahree
research project.
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John Hamel, PASK Director, said

Or'he purpose of this project is to bring together, in a rigorously evidence
based, transparent and methodical manner, existing knowledge about partner
abuse, with reliable, ufp-date research that caas#ly be accessed by anyone.
PASK is grounded in the premise tleaeryone is entitled to their opinion,

but not to their own facts; that these facts should be available to everyone,
and that domestic violence intervention and policy ought to be based upon
these facts rather than ideology and special intedests.

The headline finding of the reviewwas that &vomen perpetrate physical and
emotional abuse, as well as engage in controlling behaviours, at comparable rates
to mend

Key numeical resultshave bes summarisedf® Theyinclude the following

1 Among large population samples, 57.9% oinmate partner violence (IPV)
reported was bdirectional, 421% untdirectional

1 13.8% of the undirectional violence wamale to female (MFP\@nd28.3% was
female to male (FMPV)

1 Among school and college samplés percentage difi-directional violence was
51.9%;0f which16.2% was MFPV and 31.9% was FMPV

1 Male and female IPWas perpetrated for similar motives

o Primarily to get lack at a partner for emotionalirt caused bgtress or
jealousy

0 to express anger and other feelings that they could not put into words or
communicate

o and to get atteiitieni r partner 6s

1 Eight studies directly compared men and women irptheer/control motive and
subjected their findings to statistical analyses. Three reported no significant gender
differences and one had mixed findings

1 One paper found that women were more motivated to perpetrate viagleoicker
to gainpoweror controlthan were men, and threapersound that men werso
motivated; howeverthe differences between tlyendes in this areavere not
pronounced

1 None of the studies reported that anger/retaliation was significantly more of a
motive for menhan for womeninstead, two papers indicated that anger was
more likely to be a motive forwome6s vi ol ence &s vompamnee

1 Jealousy/partner cheating seems to beramonmotivefor violence for both
men and women
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1.4.2 Martin Fiebert Review

Martin Fiebert habeen a psychology professor at California State University since
1978. In 2013 he publishdReferences examining assaults by women on their spouses
or male partners: an updated annotated bibliograpfyThe full Abstract:

0This annot at eridbesB43 bchaladygnweatigations (878 s ¢
empirical studies and 73 reviews) demonstrating that women are as
physically aggressive as men (or more) in their relationships with their
spouses or opposieex partners. The aggregate sample size in the reviewed
ss udi es exceeds 440,850 people. o

The research reports reviewed by Fiebeldteprimarily to the USA butthe review
also include$ paperghatreferto the UK,5 to Australia, 6 to New Zealand, 14 to
Canada, and a smattering of other coun{fi@sland,India, Russia, Ukraine ejc.

Like the PASK studies,this massivedatabasedemonstrated emphatically that
womenare as physically aggressive a®r more aggressive thangmen in their
relationships with their spouses or male partners.

The Fiebert bibliograpy is the mostomprehensivguide tothe literature on the
subject, ands well worthy of detailed study. Howevédor a more conoise summary,
seeAppendix B- Examples from the Martin Fiebert Review
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Domestic violence against women is correlated with both age and social/financial
statis, with such violence being far more common amongst the ydtorgexample,
Figures 4.1 and 4.3 from 1999 Home Office ResearchuBy*" are reproduced
belowas Figures 4 ande5Figure 4shows a very clear correlation of domestic
violence with ge, against either men or women, especially amongst the y@urey.
relative immaturity of the young in handling relationshgpmost likdy to be the
predominant factor at play here.)

Furthermord-igure 5a shows th#twas only in those hoebolds where the income
wasfar below the average.@. < £5,000 that the prevalence of assaults against
women was in excess of assaults against ifvghen interpreting Figure Sae aware
that the average household income in 108% yearo which the data relatewas
£19,000.)

The prevalence of domestic violence against women in this lowest financial
demographic is about three times that in théwo higher socioeconomigroups.

Interestingly, domestic violence against men does not appear to be influenced by the
household finances.

(These demographical trends are confirmed by a 2007 Home Office Statistical
Bulletin,!*® which gives the data reptaced in Figure 5b.

In 2004a report byHM Inspectorate of Probati6i¥ confirmedthelink between
domestic violence against women and sazonomicstatus thus:

Thereareintet i nkages between several -factors
economic stats and an increased risk of abuse, such as poverty, inequality
between partners, relative isolation and unemployment (Walby & Myhill
2001b). Higher socieconomic status has generally been found to offer some
protection against the risk of domestic violenénternationally, studies

indicate that women living in poverty are disproportionately affected (WHO
2002). In the UK, women in lower income households and/or living in council
properties were found to be at significantly greater risk in both the dr896
2001 BCS. The low incomabuse link is confirmed in other national surveys
and reviews (Hotaling & Sugarman 1986, Rodgers 1994, Bunge & Locke
2000). In a Finnish national study (Piispa 200@¢mployed women on low
incomeswere foundo be disprportionately represented amongst those who
had experienced the fiercest, lestginding violence

"Note that this applies to women only

Note that the Brinkerhoff & Lupri (1988) paper quotaddppendix Breports similar
findings, i.e., that malperpetraed PV reduced with increasing educational status
whilst femaleperpetrated PV increasesth increasing educational status

These findingsdemonstrate that the frequently madeclaim that all men are
equally likely to abuse their partnersis untrue. Actually, poor, ill-educated men
are more likely to abuse than merwho are better off and better educated
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Ironically , however, the claim about uniformity of behaviour for men is more
applicable to female perpetrators of PV women of different socioeconomic
classes differ relatively little as regards their propensityto abuse their partners
(though the incidence variexonsiderablywith age).

Figure 4: Partner violence ncidenceversusage, 1999

Figure 4.1 Prevalence of domestic assault in 1995, by age
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Figure 5a: Risks of domestic assault in 1995 by household incefd”! Figure 4.3
in the Brinkerhoff & Lupri paper
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Figure 5b: Demographicdependence opartner abuse, 2007
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One of the most common claims made alfdtagainsimen is that in the majority of
casesnale partnersire the perpetratoisinot her wor d s themaoomen ar enot
perpetrators of PV against mérhis isdemonstrablyintrue.

The CSEWor 2008/9*Y provides partner abuse statistics for all three types of
cowple: MF / MM / FF(See Table % It also provideghe absolute numbers of survey
respondents.

From these datae can see that @0,892 straight mesurveyed689 (3.3% of cases)
reporednonsexual partneabuse compared with 512 gay menrveyedvho
reporednonsexual partner abuse ir26o of cases (32 men).

These dad emphatically tell us thatthe vast majority (95%) of menwho suffer
partner abuse are thevictims of female perpetrators.

The other intergting observation from Tableid that lesbian couplg$or whomthe
perpetrator imecessarily a womarrgport by far the highest levels of abuse in all
categories. This definitively gives the lie to any assertion that women cannot be
abusive or are not responsible forithabuse.

However it would be unfair to interpret such datalésbians as applicable to
heterosexual women sintlee greater level of abuse in lesbi@shown to be
correlatedonly with sexuality notsex.

The breakdown of PV by sexual orientation hesbeen reporteth the CSEWsince
2008/9 towards the end dahe last Labour administratiowe might reasonably ask
why is this? Was it because the data about lestmattiesbian violence so starkly
undermined the feministsd male cloercion

Table 4: Domestic duse by sexual dentation, 2008914°!

Category Male Victims Female Victims

Heterosexual Gay Heterosexual| Lesbian

All domestic abuse 4.1% 8.9% 5.9% 17.3%

Nonsexual partner 3.3% 6.2% 4.3% 12.4%

abuse

Non-sexual family 1.5% 3.3% 2.2% 8.5%

abuse

Sexual assault or 0.3% 4.2% 2.6% 8.7%

attempts

Number of 20,892 512 24,795 473

respondents
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The survey data implthat partner violence against meragfrequent as partner

violence against womenndthat this applies in the moseévere category of violence
as well as the leseverecategories

Nevertheless men tend to suffer less injury, or to suffer severe injury less often, than
women The reason fothe asymmetry in thmjury rate ispresumablyoecausenerd s
bodiescan soak up more punishment before getting injufiesvever, this cannot be
taken as relevant to the relativity of PV between the sexes.

1. The Ethical Test

If a woman punches @an in the face ith a certain degree of foreg she not &

culpable as the man wipmnches avoman in the face witthe same degree of force?

The feministposition adopted by many organisations inRh¢ O6i ndustryoé i s t
disagree. Tis is clearly a sexist positioihe equality of culpability in the two cases

has the strength of mathematical truth unless you adopt an overtly sexist position, and

the biological propensitio injury cannot have any real bearing on the situation. The

male and female perpetratorshioth casesare as responsible fdmdir actions and

deserve the santwndemnation andunishment, if punishment is due.

Furthermorethere is an inherent injustioe thecasewherethe woman might be

injured badly enough to end up ¢asualty, whilsthe man might escapgsible

injury. It is the man who will be on the receiving end of prosecution, not the woman
for the same offencdustice is not done when the seriousness of the abuse is
measured by the seriousness of the injasytlis does not reflect the true culpability

of each sex

Why shoulda violentwomanbe protected from prosecution by virtue of her viésn
physical resistance to bruising and broken bones?

Having made this point, and it is@orally valid pointwhich goedargely
unacknowledgedet usexamine the Hative frequency of various levels of partner
perpetrated injury against men and women.

Tables 5 to &ive illustrative datataken from Supplements to the annual CSEW
reportsissued by the Home Office Statistical Uifidt the percentage of the total
claimed PV resulting in various categories of injury

(Note:Whether or not injuries are reportled gender variekom year to year, as does
the format adopted.ables 5o 8 presenall thepublished datérom 2004to 2013)

Table 9uses data from the lagear in each CSEW report asldows the ratios
(womento-men) of the percentages in each of the physical violence categories.
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Table 5 (Taken from Table 3.1261 2004)

Since age 16 Victim 4 or more Last Year
Injury times sinceage 16
Women | Men Women Men Women| Men
No physical or -~~~ 25% | 50% | 3% 13% | 28% | 49%
mental/emotional injury
Mental/emotional abuse 37% 10% 60% 37% 31% 9%

Minor (minor bruising, black

48% 35% 62% 63% 46% 41%
eye, scratches, etc.)

Moderate (severe bruising,

. 26% 15% 50% 44% 20% 14%
bleeding from cuts)

Severe (internal injuries,
broken bones/teeth, 8% 2% 17% 7% 6% 1%
stabbing)

) Taken to mean that physical violence has taken place but without resulting in injury.

These data give the percentages of those reporting partner abhus@anious

categories of PV. Note that responding to more than one category was permitted, and
responses 0doiidtwaknnto wdo aannds wéedrobn have not
percentages may add to more or less than 100%.

Table 6: (Taken from Table 3.15 of Supplementry Volume 2 to the 2006/07
CSEW.[*T)

(Interpretation as Table)3Table 3.16 of this report indicates that 80% of people
seeking any form of medical assistance were women, and 20% men.

Injury Last Year

Women Men
No physical or mentalfeotional injury 42% 52%
Mental/emotional abuse 33% 14%
Minor bruising, black eye 21% 16%
(Minor) Scratches 11% 18%
Moderate (severe bruising, bleeding from cuts) 6% 5%
Severe (mt_ernz_;ll injuries, broken bones/teeth, stabbing) 506 20
other physical injurig

Table 7: (Taken from Table 3.13 of Supplementry Volume 2 to the 2008/09
CSEW.* Interpretation as Table 3)

Injury Last Year
Women Men
No physical or mental/emotional injury 34% 46%
Mental/emotional abuse 33% 15%
Minor bruising, black eye 21% 17%
(Minor) Scratches 13% 16%
Moderate (severe bruising, bleeding from cuts) 6% 4%
Severe (internal injuries, broken bones/teeth, stabbin
P 4% 4%
and other physical injuries
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Table 8: (Taken from Figure 4.6 of the 2012/13 CSEW Interp retation as Table
3)

Injury Last Year
Women Men
Non-physical abusesfnotionaffinancial) 51 56
Threats 23 8
Minor force 26 20
Severe force 28 34
Serious sexual assault including attemptg 7 0
Less serious sexual assault 6 3
Stalking 32 15

Table 9 The women-to-men ratios of the percentages of physical violensgctims
(data for the dast yeardfrom each CSEWreport)

Injury 2004 | 2006/7 | 2008/9 | 2012/13
Minor (minor bruising, black 112 1.00 10 13
eye, scratches)

Moderate (severe bruising, 1.43 1.20 15 )

bleeding fran cuts)

Severe (internal injuries,
broken bones/teeth, stabbing) 6.00 2.5 1.0 0.8
and other physical injuries
) Due to the change in the categories used this year may not be directly comparable with earlier years

The most striking thing about Table 9is that the proportion of male victims
relative to female victimsin the severecategory appears tchave risen markedly.
Recalling that men account for ~40% of PV victims, the approximate equal
relative frequency of severe violence in recentears (2008/9 and 2012/13) implies
that ~40% of the victims of sevee violence are men.

2 Deatdue pgaocgtner -pantrmexl)ence

We can add to this data the ultimate severe category: death. In this category it remains
clear that women victims outmber men significantlyFigure 6shows the data for
2000 to 2018% 31 quotedas originating from the Home Offige

In the three years 2012012there were respectively 96, ,%hd 76 deaths of women
attributed to PV, and 20, 18nd 15 deathsfanen attributed to PVThe average over
the last 1lyears(20022013) is 93.1 deaths of women by PV versus @&dihs of
men by PV, so that deaths of men are 22% of theftwthloth sexes

For comparison, the total number of all homicides anttireeyears from 2010 to
2012was 642, 530 and 551 respectively. Men account for 69% wittitns of
homicides and n 2011/12, PV accounted for 44%aif female homicides. Overall,
PV accounted for 16.5% of all homicides in 2011/12.

Again for comparison,he total nunber of all suicidegh England and Wales 2012
was4,841, of which 77.3% were médence death by suicide was 53 times morg
common tha death by PV in 2012.
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Figure 6: Deaths due to partner violence by gnder, 20002012
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Based on the averagver the last 11 yearbe death rate by PV for womenlis8 per
week. This dropedto 1.46per week in 2012/1For menthe 11-yearaveragds one
death every two weeks.

Over the last 11 yeartereforefor every 3.6vomen kiled by their partnepne man
was killed by his partneiThis becomesneman killed by his partndor every 5
women killed byherpartnerin the last year for which figures are available (2012/13)

It is of interest to compare the UK witbther countriesTable 10gives datdrom

Wilson & Daly*4 for the number of male and female PV deaths over various periods
in various countries. The incidence of women killers per 100 male killers compares
well, with 20 in England & Wales 2011/2, or 28 as ahl-yearaverage. Hence the

UK is within the range displayed by othmyuntries.

Wilson & Dalyalso reportheextraordinary rate of 75 male deaths by PV per 100
female deaths in the USA over the peri®@¥6 to 1985However this number is
suspicious because it seems out of linetlvother estimates.

(For exampleRennisoff¥ states that in 2000, 1,247 women and 440 men were killed
by an intimate partner.e., 35 deaths of men per 100 deaths of women. This seems
more consistent with the data from other countaesl is included iffable 10)

Table 1Q Partner violencedeaths in various countries over various griods

Country, period Malekillers | Femalekillers Femalekillers per
100 nalekillers
Australia NSW, 1968986 303 95 31
Canada 1974983 812 248 31
Denmark, 1933 961 96 16 17
England/Wales, 1977986 981 223 23
Scotland, 1979987 99 40 40
USA, 2000 1,247 440 35
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Some deathsf men are attributabl® tvomen persuading meokill their partners
andsuch eventsrenotcowunted as PV homicide$.h e e xt entx yo fk itlhleisneg s6dp
is unknown

Finally, it has been noted thie malesuicide rate is far greater following

relationship breakdowndncreased suicide rates have also been associated with being
the victim of partner abuse. There is some evidence fneruB8A*9 that if PA-

related suicides are added to the data, male deaths by PA may exceed female deaths
by PA.

3 Theeverofwoyme@®vi ol ence

To some degree the severity of worewiolence against masrevealed by the
statigics given in the lassection and itheBritish Crime Survey Data opartner
violence bygender (In particular,Table 2 gives us the data orale partnersvho are
killed by female partners, and theeidence of the most severe forms of partner abuse
between the sexes, short of deatltoparablen recent year}

However, though statistics are essential to convey the extent of the issue, they lack the
human perspective and fail to illustrate théun@, andseverity of theabuse. To make

up for this shortcomingg few case studies have been summariséghpendix C -

show us the lodiesand inAppendix D - case histories of wmenés atkuse of their

male partners (dort of death)to illustrate the morenpleasant and sevareidents.

These Appendices should rue interpreted asplying that all femaleperpetrated

PV is so severeor should they be interpreted as beingended to ye the

impression that men do not also commit similar acts of violeRoeydo. The

intention is only to illustrate that women are capable of the most extreme types of
violence, just as meare, because this is denied in some quarters of the domestic
abuse industry.

4 Trendparitmieal enca Viamldenc e

Figures 7 and 8 show that violent crinlegeneraland all forms of domestic or
intimate violencehave been decreasing for twenty yedtss is worth emphasising
because the media tenddive the opposite impression
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Figure 7: Trends in intimate violence, 20052013[% Table 4.3
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A sample of BCBZSEWTreports provide the data foiTable 11.

Table 11 Proportion of PV incidentsreported to thepolice orothers

(N.B. The victim may have consulted more than one third partye figures are the
percentages of all PV victims of that gender.

The thredigures given relate to years 2007/8, 2008/9 and 2018ydrespectively

Who the victim told Men (%)" Women (%)
No one 41/ 41/ 28 40/19/ 13
Friend/relative/neighbour 21/ 47/ 64 46/66/ 77
Police 6/10/10 12/20/ 29
Health professional 11/4/4 8/10/19
Legal professional 1/4/6 3/6/11
Helpline / Victim Support 6/1/2 9/9/22
/ Refuge

) The 2007/8 data (first figure) was obtained from a very small number of men (64) and so may be
unreliable

The2010/11 figureswhich imply thatroughly10/39 = 26% of PV casegere

reported to the@ice by male victins, have beesubstantiatetbr Surrey byDet
InspectorAdam Colwoodof Surrey Policé*” who said that between March 2010 and
April 2011,4,500 danestic abuse cases had been reported, 23% of these by male
victims.

Similarly, in February 2011, Cheshire polimported*d that one in fivg20%) of
domestic violence victim@ere menas they launched a campaign to urge male
victims to report buse

And again, Humberside Poli¢& figures show a rise in the number of men reporting
domestic abuse to more than one in five casesr Tigares show 2,382 men (22% of
the total) reported that they were victims of domestic abuse in2Dl8longside
8,566 cases reported by women.

These police statistics are important corroboration that the BCS doagey
estimates areeliable as regards the reporting of PV to the police.

Over theshortfour-yearperiodof Table 11it is noticeable thate proportion of
women reporting PV to the police has increasdtthough lis is not so clear for men.

Substantially larger percentages of women seek professional help from the police,
from health care sources, from legal souraes from victim supporbrganisations
helplines and refuges. The difference between men and women in this respect is more
marked recently than previously.

It is not surprising that morgomen report to the poligar other authoritiebecause
they are actively encouraged to stbby a range of public ehes to assist wome@n

the other handhe reason why extremely few male victims seek help from helplines,
victim support or refuges Isecauseuch facilities are almost exclusivedither
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womarronly or present an appearancebefngexclusively forwomen(although
organisations sympathetic to men, sucMaskind Initiative, are now providing
some assistandealbeitwith virtually no funding).

The reason why the fraction of PV cases reported to the police is so small is
ovewhelmingly dominatedby the victints own view that the incident was not serious
enough to involve the police or thatibs a private matter not police business.

Table 3.19 of the Supplementary Volume 2 to the 2008/9'8@slicates that 65%

of malevictims and 43% of female victims regarthe incidens as being

insufficiently serious to report to the police, and 23% of male victims and 30% of
female victims regarded the incident as being a private matter not police business.

In view of the definiibn of PV in use, i.e. including the mental/emotional/financigl
category and also minor violence, this is not surprising. It is important to bear this in
mind.

Althoughthere appears to l® explicit dataavailable it seems virtually certain that

PV inthe more severe categories is reported to the police far more frequently than the
overall figures of 10% / 29% would suggeseverthelesshe case histories in

Appendix Di Casehistories ofwomerts abuse of their malegotners (kort of Death)
suggest that abused men in particular are prone to regard PV as not a police matter
when any third party would regard it as being so.
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Table 3.20 of Supplementary \whe 2 to the 2010/11 BCS survey indicates that
around24%of PV cases which are reported to the police result in prosecutions in
court.

Therefore, emed with this figure we should be able to calculate the absolute number
of prosecutions for PV in 20111, at least if we assume the 24% prosecution fraction
applies equally to both men and women vict{me will shortlysee that it does not)

The calculation is carried odtelow, andthe result icomparé with the data in

Tables 2 and B, which presenthe Crown Prosecution Service figurdsfor the

number of prosecutions (and convictions) of men and women in the years 2008/9 to
2012/13.

[NOTE: this brealown by gender of partner violence prosecution data does not
appear in the usual reports publistiydhe CPSMankind Initiativeobtained it under
the Freedom of Information A¢t

Firstly: men as perpetrators and wamees victims. Weaw earliethat in 2010/11 the
estimated number of women PV victims was ~1.14 million. Factoring this by x0.29
(from Table 1) gives the number of women PV victims reporting to the police to be
330,000.Then fctoringit by 0.24 the fraction of police reports which result in
prosecutionsthisimplies that the number of prosecutions of men for PV in 2010/11
must have ben approximately9,000.(The Crown Prosecution Servigwicates
76,323 prosecutions of men for PV in 2001D(Table 13, which correlates this
estimate well, thusnplying that the data is setfonsisten).

Now consider women as perpetrators ana ke vctims. Wesawthat in 2010/11 the
estimated number of male PV victims was ~816,000. Factoring this byfsdi
Table 9)gives the number of men PV victims reporting to the police to be 81,600.
Factoring again by 0.24implies that the number of proseicuns of women for PV in
2010/11 might have been expected to be ~19 860@ever, m contrast, the Crown
Prosecution Service indicatesly 5,844 prosecutions of woméor PV in 2010/11
(These data are to be foundTiable 12 Though withthe proviso thathe gender of
the defendant is unknown in some cas@sl may not be recorded in othérandthat
defendants with no gender recordeere excluded from this estimate

Unlike our independent estimate for women, the estimate for men on the same pasis i
out by a factor of ~3.3.

What does this telis? There are two possibilities:

1. The first possibility is that the Crown Prosecution Service figure of 5,844
prosecutions of women for PV is grossly wrong (i.e. it should be 3.3 times
higher). This could fesibly bethe case ithe sex of the defendant went
unrecorded in the maijity of prosecutions of womehlowever, this is
unlikely because the data for 2009/10 checks out. The number of prosecutions
against men and women respectively provided by the CPR@®/10 is
69,019 and 5,082, making a total of 74,101. But the speech IRyjrétor of
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Public Prosecutions, KeStarmer QC, on 12/04/201tltled ®omestic
Violence: the facts, the issues, the fubgwes the total number of PV
prosecutions in 200901asgust over 74,000 So the gendespecific figures
of Tables 1213 look to behighly accurate

2. The secongdand only remainingossibility is that the number of makactim
PV reports to the police which andtimatelyprosecuted irwourt is a far
smaller percentage than for wom#whilst the figure for women ighat
around 24%ef police reportareprosecutedit appears thabnly ~7% of male
victim reports to the police are prosecut®d, working through our estimate
againwe nowget816,000 x 0.1 x 0.07 = 5,700 prosecutions of women
2010/11 i.e., about in line with ther®wn Prosecution Service figure of
5,844.(Unfortunatelythere appear to be no data thegak down the
percentage of police reports resultingpnosecutionsn genderspecific form,
soit has not been possible ¢onfirm this interpretatiodefinitively. However,
it appears to be #honly interpretation possible.)

There is another means of reaching broadly the same&usion.

We sawthat about 20% of reports the police for PV arfom male victims.Soif
male and female complainants were treated equitgiMgn that there were6,323
prosecutions of men in 2010/Me would expect the number of prosecutions of
women for PV to be about ompiarter (i.e.20%/80%)i.e. ~19,000

(This essentiallyagrees withthe previous estimaté againindicating thathe figures
are selfconsistent andcompares with the actual numludrs,844 prosecutions of
women.)

This supports the conclusion that the proporiddrnvomen perpetrators who are

prosecuted is 5,844 / 19,000 = 0.3 times the proportion of men who are prosecuted

(henceonly 0.3 x 24% =7% of malevictim repots to the police result in a women
being prosecuted).

The fraction of the estimated total numbé&PV incidents against women that resy
in a prosecution of a man is about 0.29 x 0.24 = 7%.

The fraction of the estimated total number of PV incidents against men which re
a prosecution of a woman is about 0.1 x 0.07 = 0.7%temté of that fo male
perpetrators.

It

sult in

These observationsuggest theonly possibleconclusion that the process which
determines whether policereported partner violence incidents come to court is
biased against male victimsvhen compared with female victims and by abouta
factor of 3. (Only ~7% of female perpetrators who are reported to the police are
prosecuted compared with ~24% of male perpetratorsvho are reported).

(We will see below that this disparity is hardly surprisiigce all the involved
public bodies regartheir objective as being to bring as many men to justice as
possible whilst having no such objective faren)
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Table 12 Numbers of prosecutions andconvictions ofwomen for partner
violence

Female
Convictions Unsuccessful TOTAL
20082009 2,968 69.6% 1,298 30.4% 4,266
20092010 3,494 68.8% 1,588 21.2% 5,082
2010-2011 3,968 67.9% 1,876 32.1% 5,844
20112012 3,769 70.0% 1,617 30.0% 5,386
20122013 3,231 69.6% 1,414 30.4% 4,645

Table 13 Numbers of prosecutions and convictions of mn for partner violence

Male
Convictions Unsuccessful TOTAL
20082009 45,484 72.4% 17,321 27.6% 62,805
20092010 49,843 72.2% 19,176 27.8% 69,019
20102011 55,122 72.2% 21,201 27.8% 76,323
20112012 54,366 73.6% 19,510 26.4% 73,876
20122013 49,289 74.7% 16,725 25.3% 66,014
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In the current social climate, there are some standard responses to the evidence
presented in this report. These are on a scale depending on how hard the point is
pressed.

T

Prior to be being prested with the evidence, tliefaultposition will be to
describe partner violence in termsly of female victims and male perpetrators.
The view is thatédmale violenceisply does not happen

If examples of male victimsf PV are presented, the likelysgonse willbe that

such cases are exceedingly rare and do not merit consideration. lcraessin

is likely to be raisedior suggesting that one or two isolated cases can have any
significancewhencompared with the massive scale of partner violenaeag

women.The general thrust of the response is to suggest that even challenging this
Otruthd is to be against women, indeed tc

If this is counteredavith theoverwhelming bodwf evidencesuch as that
presentedh this report, theshows tle equallywidespread naturef female
partner violence against memfurther sebdf denials will ensue

Theleast logical response, which is the momthmon will be to claim that

surveys showing such results are riggaepiasedaremisleadng (intentionally

or otherwise)pr aresomehow incorrecgnd that they seek txaggeatefemale

violenceagainst their male parthe&rso counter the obvious 6tr
entirely the other way roundhis is an insupportable position since sberce of

the evidencdor maleon-female PV (the BCS/CSEW) is also the msaurcefor

femaleon-male PV.

The next response in the scale is to claim that instances of W®melenceas
measured by these surveys is not comparable witliswghencebecause it
merely consists of minor things, like a push or a slap. This is ymtsube vast
amount of evidence presented here shdM@merds violence against men can be
just asviolent, just as viciouas that in the reverse directidrurthermore,te
mostrecentsurveyscited by Fieber{Appendix B) and by PASK®! showthatthe
frequency ofpartner violence against men in the most severe category is
approachig the same levels as that being perpetragainst women. The same
conclusion follows from thease studiesf Appendix Ci ShowUs The Bodies
andAppendix Di CaseHistories of Womeis Abuse of their Male Partners
(Short of Death)Theseshow explicitlythat women candextremelwiolent, up
to and including partner murdévloreover, the culpability for an aof violence

is notmeasuredby the sgerity of the injuryit causesThe offence isneasured by
the degree of violence usedd hardly reflects any credit upon a woman that the
man she hits ibiologicallytough enough not to bleed.

Furtherup the scale of response is the claim that theemtavomen in question
were invariably acting in sellefence. Thfeministinspiredposition will be that
the wornan perpetrator musibviouslybe retaliating to violence initiated by the
man.(This defence will be asserted even if the man in questiasiaspat the
time.) Sown into this ishenarrative ofthe woman perpetratbiavingprobably
been abused for yeaend her act of violence is simply the worm finally temgni
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These two variants ofself-defencéboth assert, essentially, that the man
deserves what hgets This argument appeals to tbmotion ofsympathy, which
until now, generally defaults automatically to the won{alate how this is a self
perpetuating position. So long as the feminist narrative of the woman always
being the victincan be maintained, in other words so long as the truth about the
extent of partner violence against men can continue to be successfully suppressed,
then the sympathy will continue to lie with womieecause the public will remain

in ignorance about the extieof violence against men, atiduswomerés
aggressionvill continue to be interpreted, generatiyuriously asself-defence).

Of course there will be instances when the women truly is actisgjfidefence

that is true, bt there are equally certayjninany individual case studies whsunch
claimshave been shown to be utterly fallacio{léote againthe true degree of
womerts culpability is not yet apparent in hard data due to the wnegerting by
men of their partnedviolence, and the undgrosecution of such casesich

are reported tde police, as we have seen ahpve

38



DSYREINA AY D2JSNYYSYy
Ldzo oA FOA S &

1 Gendl®ras ofr otwlne PQC 0 s ®ec wtiicoen

In March 2013he Crown Prosecution Servi¢€PS)published aeporttitled Cases
Involving Allegedly Fals®ape and Domestic Violence Allegatidf$ It was
authored by Ason Levitt QCin conjunction witithe Crown Prosecution Service
Equality and Diversity UnitSome observationgn this report follow Theyfocuson
the divergace between the impression it gives and the facts that it preSbatfacts
it presentsareaccuratebut at the same tintae reporimanages to give a seriously
inaccurate impression.

In theForeword by thehenDirector of Public Prosecutions (DRKeir Starmerwe
read theboastthat:

6rhe Crown Prosecution Service has come a long way in dealing with cases
involving violence against women and girls (VAWG). In the last year (2011
12) we have seen the conviction rate rise to 73%, delivering the lowest
attrition rates ever record&éd

Other salient extracts from the Foreword: are

Closer working with the police and specialist services has helped to address
the types of ingrained practices which can ignore, or even add to, the
victimisation of women andirls.6

Sa the scene is set. The reportismistakably onlyabout women and girls as the
victims, not about men as victinatsa As we sht see with other public bodies (and
as we havalreadyseen with the stance nfost womers refuge organisatia) the
very existence of male victims pértner abuse is ignore@lhere is no mention of it at
all in the report.

In view of the evidence presented in the earlier part of this report, and in the
Appendices C and Dhis omissions at besinexplicableandat worst, downright
disgraceful. Since the truth about partner violence against men is well known, this
omission can only bseen agither negligence anstitutional gender biasThe report
originates from the CPEquality& Diversity Unit, which adds another twist.

The Foreword continues

dn recent years we have worked hard to dispel the damaging myths and
stereotypeswhichr e associ ated with these casesb

This is a most peculiar thing to claigiven that the most damaging myth and

stereotypebout partner abuse teatonly men arehe dusers andever thevictims
toanyrealdegreé n i ts OEqual it yeCP8stleadyidoingr si t yd wor
nothing to dispel this myth. This documemty serves to further bury the truth about

the boally reciprocal nature of PV

Thereport procedsostersibly to address one of the hottest current gepdétical
potatoes when, again in the Foredjat says:
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@ne such misplaced belief is that false allegations of rape and domestic
violence are rifeThis report presents a more accurate péabur

Presenihg a more accurate pictureasighly desirable objectivélowever,it cannot
beexaggeratetiow preposterous a position thisscaus@btainingthe true rate of
false (and matiious) allegations is extremely difficult, if not impossible.

Furthermorethe propositiorfails because the report goesanly to consider
prosecutions, yat is a matter ofecordedactthateven in cases where a wond&n
false accusati@have been ndisputably demonstrated, she will generally go
unprosecuted.The reason frequently cited by judges is a reluctance to discourage
victims from coming forwargdso this becomes a sédfeding situation that only serves
to encourage more false claimdter all there is very little downside for a malicious
woman towreak revenge upom man througlhis most extreme meaps.

This notwithstanding, i reporigoes on to offestatistics on the numbers of
prosecutionss follows

dn the period of th review, there were 5,651 prosecutions for rape and
111,891 for domestic violence. During the same period there were 35
prosecutions for making false allegations of rape, 6 for making false
allegatiors of domestic violencé

We can assume that these figgiare corredalthough it should be noted thaety
relate to a peod of 17 monthshetween 2011 and 20130t one yegrt However,
these two factual sentengagtin juxtaposition to one anotheagive an entirelyfalse
impression.

To addresghe twinand completely separate issueslomestic violence and rape
togetheronly serves taeinforce theautterly incorrect assumption that the 111,891
domestic violence prosecutions were all against men for violence against women.
According to current legiation (The Sexual Offences Act 2003) rape can only be
perpetrated by a man.

Thus, he report has already prepared the ground for the readesinterpret the data
in this way by referring only t&he victimisation of women and giéifom the start.
Furthermore, &no point doed correct this impressiqror give the gender break
down of the 111,891 domestic violence prosecutiemsen thouglsuch a gender
breakdown musgxist

Thanks tavlankind Initiatived deploymenof the Freedom of Information Acthe
gender split of prosecutions for partner violenc@3% men to7% women (viz.
Tables12 and 12arlier) Using these figures, provided from official sourciss
would translate tabout 7,83@vomen beingproseutedfor partnerviolence against
men, and indeed, ik correlates witlthe number of actual prosecutions agains
women However, as we have sedéime number of women whghouldhave been
prosecuted isonsiderably higher

Thus thefalseimpression being given by the report iatthll 111891 prosecutions

for domestic violence are against male perpetrators and that a mere 6 (0.005%) of
themare due to falsaccusationsThis is nhaked gender bigSimilarly, for rape the
impression is given that a mere 35 (0.6%) of the 5,651 prosecutefelse.

This incorrect impression fsirtherreinforced by the&onclusions of the review which
begin
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Orhe review has allowed us to examine the suggestion that false allegations of
rape and / or domestic violence are rife. It is plain that there wargea

number of prosecutions for rape and domestic violence but that only a very
small number of individuals were prosecuted for having made a false
complaint

Again, he juxtaposition of these two statements gives the impression that the claim in
the first sentence is justified by the second sentence. It iF histis reckless drafting.

The second sentence appdarbe correct, assuming the ddtamselves areorrect,

which we will accept. However the first statement is not correct.

The reader isding led by the presentation to conflate the number of prosecutions for
false accusation with the actual number of false accusations. It is not true that the
reviewdas allowed us to examine the suggestion that false allegations of rape and /
or domestioviolence are rifé Actually the true rate of false rape/PV allegations has
not been addressed by this report at all.

What the data collated by the CPS report shasusierely that the number of
prosecutiondor false accusatiars smalli notthe actal number ofalse

accusationsThe DPRs claim thatrhis report presents a more accurate piétigre
deeplyuntrue.The reality is thattipresents a grossiyisleading pictureThe

impression is given by the phrasing of the conclusions that the datardyers of
prosecutions provide an answer to the question of the prevalence of false rape and/or
false PV allegations. They do not.

This reportfalls just short of perjuringself. Of course he CPS$Scomprisinglawyers,
clearlywould not fall intothistrap. But it is very close tanendacity and it is
certainlyextremelyeffective at giving the wrong impressithrough the use of clever
wording to misrepresent thieality.

All the datashow in thisreport is that the rate of prosecutions for false aliegs of

rape / PV is extremely lovBut we already knew that. Thealquestion that requires
addressing is whether this low rate of prosecution is a failure of justieereport has
added not hi ng t o presbhnted a moeelacuradetpredl ltthash as n o't
simply deepened misunderstandatgput the real issue, which is thiais highly

likely that a significant number of femdi@seaccusersresimply @etting away with

it§ as many people suspegetdging fromindividual cases thatre rgported in the

newspapers

These reports of real situations are at odds with the strident message that consistently
emanates from the politically (and financially) motivated, femidistenw 0 me n 0 s
groups, with operate with shocking double standardpeesally in the case of rape
statistics

In this particular area, the$eminist dominatedjroups place the emphasis on survey
based estimates of the actual number of rapsally the annual CSEV&ports

rather than facts, which portray a picture ttzgte § around 27 timesiore common
than the number of rapes prosecudesl indicating

Thus, they claim there aegound100,000 rapes per gein the UKi anestimate that,
in itself, as a statistical inferenaaay or may not baccuraté ratherthan quoting
theactualnumber of aroun@®,700 rapes prosecuted per year. One of tigef gripes
is the disparitypetween these two figures. As far as they are concernedatigere
around100,000 rapes per yeap 100,000 men per yeahouldbe imprisonedand
they endlessly promulgate this message
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And, when it comes to false rape claims, the CPS reggoves this positiqrgiving

the impressiongnd, it has to be said, probalolgliberately) that the number of

prosecutios for false accwionsis actually the number of false accusatiombich

grossly plays down the actuality the samemultiplier of x27 were to apply heres a

in the case of the number of rapes <cl ai med
on their own petard. Heir Q6% figure would become 16%/\e are nosuggesting

thatthis is a reliable eshatei thoughit is possiblyin the rightareal but it serves to

show the sheer illogicality of the o me n 6 s argument.)p s 6

Moreover,one careasilysee from ind/zidual case studiethat, ewen in crystal clear
cases of aape claim being eomplete fabricationprosecution igienerallynot
brought againdemalefalse claimarg

This latter issue bears closer scrutiny because it is the viergeups themselvesas

well as the judiciary, wich insist that prosecutions should not be brought against rape
claimants whose case hagdd. The reason they give i 8s not to produce a

&cooling effecbon future claimantsSo, ravingthusartificially suppressed the

number of prosecutions for false rape/PV, traedéderatelyminimised figures are

now presented back to us as the actual rate of false accusatienis. sheer

dishonesty, and far frotne standard of behaviour we should expect ofdR&

In the past @ years, e proportion of sexual offent¢eals resuling in conviction has
risen fran ~50% to ~60%[2012 CSEW, Table Q4.3]This still means that40% of
defendants are acquittedet the CPSeportgives the impression that only 0.6% are
actually fale rape claims, i.e. th#te remaining9.4%are actually all guilty of rape
but have justgot away with i& This is an egregious inferend¢o doubt some of

these 39.4%rerapists who have got away with-ibut all of them?Is the CPS

actually tellingus that wrtually all the people acquitted aretaally guilty? The
improbability of this beggars belief, for it is basically saying that the criminal justice
system, includindrial by jury, is utterly ineffectual.

Imagine that yoware a man who Isaspent two years of your life defending yourself
against a malicious and entirely fabricated accusation offrapea womanFinally
you are acquittecandyou want the fale accuser brought to justiééou discuss with
your solicitor the possibility gbroceeding against heand he advises againgbing
so,because it is cledhere is no real prospect of being able to prove beyond all
reasonable doubt that the accusation was falsen though the original prosecution
will probably have been on@hesays, he sagbasis,in any case, the authorities
rarelyprosecute women who make false accusations

Only in exceptional cases will a solicitor be of the view that a sufficiently strong case
againstanaccuser can be mounted, and then only when steae evidence

suggesting a deliberate falsehood by the accuser comes tb flagrexamplejf there

is strong evidencéhat the man and the woman were in different locations at the time
of the alleged rape.

Take the case @@oronation Street actoMichael Le Vell. He was acquittedut
many informed peopleaid thathe case should never have been broirgtite first
place,since there waéot a shred ofvidencéagainst himHowever, he was
prosecuted at great public expense by the state prosesetiace. i seemdikely
that Mr. Le Vell despiteno doubtfeeling aggrieved at being put through heil] put
the matter behintdim, and move onLike mostmenin that position he iprobably
just gladthatthe orakal is over.
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Le Vel | ©ymcalaofamsumber o§high profile prosecutions these dagsd so is
hisresponscHowever , he is stild]l l eft with a
taken at face value. He still remains in that category of innocent men who are

A

stigmatisedasemwh o d6égot away with 1itd by the very

should remain utterly impartial in its administration of the British criminal justice

systemi but i s not. Whatever happened to the

guiltydé, daedquéabal besbar the | awd?

This all demands an answer tquestion Of the 40% of people acquitted of rape

what proportiorare victims of a false accusatioR@r that matter, how many of the

60% convicted are als@¥hd that is still not taking account tfie 76% of

complainants to the police whose case is not brought to court. How many false
accusationsever get anywhere near due process because they are patently and utterly
unfounde@ No one knows(Feminists of coursewould have us believe that the

police are letting threquarters of the guiltgo free without even a trighnd that this

is a scandalt is ascandal only in their minds.)

The CPSeportis careful not to say that only 0.68bmenare actually the victisof
false accusatia) but theycertainlygive exactly that impressioit.could almost be
said that the right ard here isdeliberatelpgiving this impression, as justifidd/ the
reports conclusion thatdThe review has allowed us to examine the suggestion that
false allegationsfaape and / or domestic violence aredaifehetruth is, theras no
basis at all fothis claim. The report has added nothing to our knowledge of the
prevalence of false rape/PV claims

This CPS reporis merely a contribution to the ongoing propagacatapaign aimed
at keeping women in sole possession of the moral high ground.

There is no doubt thataders do indeddterpretthe reporin theway in which we
have saidThis is demonstrated for examiiig Tracey Vitchers ithe magazine
Politics. In an article entitlecCrying Rape On Innocent Men DoésHappen As
Often As You Might Thirdhe summaeges the conclusions of the CPS report thus:

dn a recent report published by the United Kingdom's Crown Prosecution
Service, it was found that a mere@% of 5,651 or 0.6%f women falsely
accused men of rape, and only 6 women out of 111,891 or 0.005% falsely
accused a man of domestic violence during thend#thlong studyd

Note how the number of prosecutions for false accusations has become dhe actu
number of false accusations in Vitchirarticle. Note also that Vitchersterprets all
the prosecutions for domestic violence as being viaeldrycmen against womel.
simply doesi cross her mind that some of those 111,891 are waagretrating?V
onmen.This is howthe CPSs spreadingnisinformation We fall onlyjustshort of
calling it disinformation angrropagandalt is certainlynot truth.

The question must be askediyis a public body, and one dedicatequstice
promulgating gendebiased propaganda?

LetGs look atthe degree to whictine Crown Prosecution Serviggguality and
Diversity Unit(CPS EDU)maintains arequalitybasedstance Surely, one might ask,
such a unit would be scrupulously unbiased? After all that is vahetwuld expect,
judgingfrom its title and statusSurely impartiality must be its watchword?

But no, it seems. hok at the webite for theCPS EDU There yu will find that one
of its project aeas isd/iolence Against Women and Gidlsand me of its equaty
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impact satements isEquality and Diversity Impact Assessment on the Violence

Against Women Strategy and Action Flan T h er e Employads Guide GdnA n

Violence against Womén(Note: novherecan you findequivalentof these

statementfor men ad boys)JT he st at ement s arpeapléin even t al
geneal in a gendeneutral mannetthey are clearly genddriasedo the extent that

onewonders if they need to look d@pqualitydin a dictionary.

In theCPS Huality & Diversity Unitss Annwal Report 2010/11 & Business Plan
2011/12 the acronym VAWG (Violence Against Ween and Girls) appears 56 tisne
the wordowomardappears 33 times, and the wdgit|66 times.The worddoyd
appears nowherd he worddmerbappears just four timesnoe inthe definition of
@ended once in he definition ofdyay/bisexud once in the definition of VAWG
(discussed below); and once in the phi@samen and men

Of course the reality is that thaeeno need for an acronym VAMB, because¢he
genderbiased world of the CPShere is no such thires Violence Against Men and
Boys and this utterlylies in the face othe reality thaPV involvesavery similar
number of male victims asdoesfemale It also completely ignores the major issue
that far nore men are the victims gfolence in generghan womerare. (See
Appendix A.)

In the definition of theC P S\BAYWG Strategywe find this satementt

Although this strategy focuses on women as victims, the CPS is fully aware
that men may also be wims (such as in cases of rape and domestience).
These victims will have the same accegsrdtection anddgal redresé

This sounddike a good thing, does it dMale victims have been recognised after
all. Butconsidet he use of ordtheregharb ar em6 6 malgye CPS i s i gr
reality that it must know about, yet it is finessing that reality, turning it into only a
possibility. This truly is mendacious. \&hit actually meanss that in principle men
have the same right in law pootection but the CPS EDU has a special programme
to actively assist in the protection of women and gidgainst menthey are content
to do nothing for men and boggspite beingfully aware of it

Women and girlelearlydeserve special proteatiin the minds of the CR%bove

and beyond thenight in lawas equal citizens, and men and bbgsetheir rightsas
eqgual citizens before the ladowngradedThis is fundamentally wrong and unfair. It
makes a mockery of the veryidi of this CPS unjtand speaks loudly about the gender
bias in the CPlearly, to themgdomestic violene against men and boys is rare.
Yet, aswe have seerhatis simply untrue. It isiot rarelt is nealty as common as
domestic violence againgtomen, and it is not of a minor natufidhe only
explanatiorfor thisis institutionalgender biag this most key organ of the state

Proof of the CPSO6s institutionauppsseef[d gende

its VAWG Strategy whichis explicitly toGecure the coordination and improved

prosecution responge a range of crimes that fall under the umbrella term of
VAWGA

However,we have seethat partner violence against mereien morainderreported
and undeprosecutedhan @rtner violence against women. So if the objective is to
secure improved prosecution response, there is actually more to be gained by
concentrating on male victintian female ones
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Having a strategy to address violence against women and girlsaadiypre for men
and boysdespite their aleastequivalent degree of victimisation, is so obviously
sexist that idefiesbelief that such a policy can be promoted at all.

Finally, let us take a triangulated look laetgender bias of the CPS EDUd®eing
how others view it. Here we reproduce sogudationsfrom the chief executives of
organisations providing shelters and other suppofefoalevictims of PV. They
appear highlighted in text boxea theCPS EDU website

domestic violence is a major socissue and it is essential tvwbmen and
children are given adequate protection. Refuge has been working alongside
the CPS for a number of yearsmany positive measures have been put in
place and Refuge welcomes the CPSNG strategy as a model of cross
governmental working. Refuge values the consistent level of consultation that
the CPS undertakes with voluntary sector groups as important work to ensure
that all CPS staff support, understaadd prioritise isges around domestic
violence6(Sandra Hody CBE, Chief ExecutiveRefugg.

ANe have had great support from the Equalities team over the last few years
bothformally through the provision of great trainers for our IDVA couesel
informally with help and advice on a range of issues. Theiohaals concerned
show a real commitment to addressifiglence Against Womencombinel with

a professional approad{Diana Barran, Chief Executiy€ AADA, Co-
ordinated Action Against Domestic Abyse

The message is hammered home repeatedly that thassgsaknce against womer
and girlsi only. Violence against men and bogsignored. The onlgonclusionthat
can be drawfrom all the above is that tHérown Prosecution Servica public lmdy
which one would assume to be strictly fair and unbiased, is practicing systematic
gender biasgainstmen This must be a matter of grave public concern.

As a postscript, we would point out thaetCPS EDU comprises eight women, one
black man and onehite man. As of March 31st 2010, women made up 66.6% of the
staff of theCPSi thisis stated in the CPS EDAhnual Report 2010/11 & Business
Plan 2011/12%4

2 Gendm®rassf Efaiatly and Human Ri gh
Commi ssi on

This section refers to documentation producedheyiqual Opportunities
Commission (EOC)vhich becaméhe Equality and Human Rights Commission
(EHRC) in 2007.

Let us begin witlthe documenThe gender equality duty and schodklidance fo
public authorities in Englangublished by the Equal Opportunities Commission in
March 2007 There we fincbne of the fourkey issues for gender and educafion

Sexual and sexist bullying and violence: Research by the Universities of
Warwick, Bristol,Durham and North London found that over 75% oftbl

12- yearold boys thought it was acceptable that women get hit if they make
men angry, and more boys than girls of all ages believed that some women
deserved to be hit

(Note: There was no record ihe report of girls being asked about the acceptability
of hitting boys)
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The report has a section dealing with violence against women, one of the bullet points
being toccreate an environment where violence against womemasceptabl@
(Note: There is @ mention of violence against men being unaccepijable.

The report throughout emphasises that gebdsed violence is priméy a boy
problem, using phrases liké@yorrying attitudes of boys to violence against wothen
and theadvice given in theigdane includes

&chools must address sexist bullying, sexual harassment and violence against
women in their formal school policies, in personal and health education
classes, citizenship classaad throughout the school curriculidm

This is excellent advigepart fromthe conspicuous absence of any reference to
bullying, sexual (and other) harassment and violence againstTimemneport makes
reference to the organisati&@md Violence Against Women Coalitiavhose calls for
compulsory sex and relationshigueation in schooldjowever, judging from the
gender biased statement abaueclearlya cover for feminist indoctrinatiory et this
has recently received the backing of Nicky Mordgaecretary of State for Education
and Minister for Women anddaalities Equalities, it seems, only when applied to
women.

Nowhere does thEOCreport acknowledge that violence by women againstewen
occurs andthe worst aspect of this Guidance is that it was aimed at schools. So young
boys and girls are beingught that only violence against women is wrong. Despite

the scale and severity of partner violence against men, this is apparently perfectly
acceptable.

What is even more sinister is thaetteport makes referencedeeatmendfor boys

who are develping abusive patterns of behaviour. Girls, it would seem, are already
perfect and require @ u ctreatme@nd The unmi st akeabl e i mport o
behaviour is being pathologiseghich should be anatterof deep concern for all of
us, includirg the women who have sons caught up in this febrile atmosphere.

Since the Equal Opportunities Commission became the Equality and Human Rights
Commission (EHRC) things have not improved. The domestic abuse parinefithe
EHRC web site isagain all aboutviolence against womehlothing is mentioned of

the violence against memnhere is a range of documents on offer, all concerned solely
with women and girlsThe flavour offour of them is described below.

(1) &Better public service- breaking the silenceon violence against womed
(November2009

As implied by its title, this document is full of tusual data on domestic
violenceetc against women but with no mention of that against rHeme is
ourreaction to tfs:

1 The title:Breaking the silence oriolence against woménThere is no such
silence. Violence against women and girls receives massive publicity. The
silence that needs breaking is clearly the level of partner violence against
men.

{1 dviolence against women is a fundamental human rigistsei. The scale and
impact of violence against women is so significant that all public authorities
have a role to play in reducing violence and protecting wémerd so, by
implication (andoutrageou®mission) the scale and impact of violence
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against me isportrayed asot significantand no one need do anything
about reducingt or protecting men.

Ol his report provides an insight into violence against women, its prevalence
and its effect on women, children and society. It outlines the actions we
shoul all take to address violence against wonBnt it provides no insight
into violence against medespite this issue being by far tinere
misunderstoodssue and no actions to deal with that amnsidered, let alone
expected

QAll local authority areas are served by a specialised service for women who
have experienced domestic abuse or violéndeere is nothing wrong with
providing services to women in this most unfortunate of circumstaBogs.
whatis being proposed for abused men in the ssitnation?Nothing.

dVomerts greatest fear of crime is rape and sexuaudsdMerts greatest

fear of crime is theft of, or from, vehicl@3his isobnoxiousstereotyping

and nakedliscrimination It betraysthe mindsetthatis at work hereThis
staement can only have been included as a deliberate attempt to minimise
crimes against meiY.et theuttelly indisputablefact is that men suffer far
higher levels of violence itotal than womepand nedy the same akevels of
PV as womenThe fact that men are biologically and socially less disposed
that women to be anxious about their wellbgingluding the fear of

violence against thentloes not make instances of violence against men any
lessserious.This sentences nohing less that feminigiropagandaand for it

to be uttered by the Equality and Human Rights Commission is, frankly,
reprehensible.

dnvestment to support victims through the criminal justice system to reduce
the stress of #nprocess and bring more offenders to justitt@s includes
specialist Domestic Violence Coudtd he clear implication of this statement

is that it is women who are being considered here. As in the last point, women
by and large are more prone to anxiahd stress in such situations than men,
and sich specialist courts will providget another mechanism fbrastoward
women and their interests and wellbeing, a&rdp, against memnd their
interests and wellbeind hepurposeof such courts could onlgver be to
maximise the number of men convicted of crimes of violence against women
by encouraging and facilitating more women to make accusations about
violence from their male partners and husbawndislst doing nothing about
assisting men to make alk#ggpns in reversed circumstanc8sich a statement
should give meigenuine cause for fear.

domestic violence is the biggest killer of women aged 19 to 44 across the
world i greaterthan war, cancer or traffic accideat#/e have shown already
that this ¢&aim is ridiaulousi seedlhe Prevailing Beligfand®ppendix Al
World Health Organisation (WHO)atlah In any case, it is utterly
inappropriate to refer to the world situatibtaking some obvious and utterly
wrong thirdworld human rights abuses into account, and conflating them
with the UK domestic situation. Womensomecountries are undoubtedly
suffering at the hands of their men, but that is not the truth about Britain
today where most PV is reciprocal. It is utterly wrongldathis as it creates

a false guilt by association.
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(2) drhe proposed violence against women, domestic abuse and sexual
violence duty: Guidance for developing an effective workplace poliy
August 20B.

This document isagain full of the usual data on domestic violenet
against women butontains nothing about violenegainst men However, it
does contain the following paragraph:

AVhat about men? The umbretexm of violence against women is used, due

to the disproportionateffect on women. Nevertheless, we know that men can
experience domestic abuse and sexual violence, from their female partner and

in same sex relationships. Workplace policies can inaluele but it should be
acknowl edged that their experiences are
may require specialist supppetg. Safe Wales Dyn Projeét

1 Atleastthisis an acknowledgement that partner violence against men
exists however, the alnorsclearlyhave no intention of addressing it
Insteadthey simply refer their readeetsewhereHere we invite the use
of the inversion tesThat would not be good enough for womAnd,
furthermorethe support elsewhere for women is grebiefam as we
shall seeAlso, referring to me@s experiences dely to be different to
w 0 me is éffactively a dismissal of thenthis subtle innuendo skates
lightly over the fundamental ethical/moral issue that the effect does not
and cannot negate thdemt or the culpability of the female perpetrator of
PV.

(3) domestic abuse is your businessTrade Union Campaign Pacldéand
domestic abuse is your businessEmployersd Campaign Pacla

There follow ®me extractérom these packs of documenasdour
reactionfcomments:

ANhile this campaign is set firmly within the context of violence against
women, it focuses on domestic abuse and the workplace because of its
prevalence and the clear links and crossover into the workplace

1 By implication,again, ts does noadmit thatviolence against mealso
links to, and crosses over into al/ as
of PV from his female partner or wife. It wrongly implies thatng
batered does not affeetman in hisvork or workplace.Battered men are
bound to be affected wharer they argust asvomenare

dn the public sector use the Gender Equality Duty and Human Rights Act as
levers to effectively prioritise domestic abuse and make the link to the wider
violence against women isss} such as stalkidg

1 Stalking of men is also commolt is about half as common atalking of
women(see the BCS annual surveyisshould also be borne in mind that
stalking is not always one gender of another. Women stalk women
especially those wihare having affairs with their men.

However, thevorst offence in these documents is the following:

GMYTH: violence against women is the same as violence againsEAET :
Statistics do demonstrate that men can be victims of violence at the hands of
patnersandep art ner s. Nevertheless, mends exp
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different. Male victims are less likely to suffer sustained violence, be seriously
injured and report feeling fearful

Hereis theclaim againthat violence against menddifferentd They mean, of
cours, that it doesi matter As for being less likely to suffer sustained

violence, that is repeated episodes of viodenicis has been discussdceady,

and is shown by Figusela,hto be falsen its very essencieor to be more

precise, the difference in the prevalence of repeat violence between the sexes
is slight.

As for being less seriously injuregde have examined this closelyhe truth is

that the statistics show thairfminor injuriesthe prevalence against men and
women is about the same. For the most severe injuries the prevalence against
men and womers trendingtoward becomingequalin the more recent

surveys.

In view of the facts about domestic abuse of men, of which the authors of
these documents cleamyust beawarei theyare, after alleasily available in

the public domain, and even contained inirthééed source$ their dismissal

of men asunworthy of consideration is simply heartless. What we have here is
callous sexism.

(4) Postershowing a womanand bearing the headlineDomestic abuse follows
women to work

Theposter has the admirable guidan@ealking about domestic abuse will
enable people to feel they can ask for help in the workjilace

1 Yes, qute right. So why does all the EHRfbcumentabn suppress any
talking about partner violence against men? The unavoidable corollary is
thatthe EHRC doesiotwant men to feel that they can ask for help.

Taking all the evidence into accourtete can be no doubt that the EHRC is as much
a perpetrair of gender bias as we have been showing is thengdsether public
bodies.

3 Gend®ras oFrdhbeaeti on Service

The2004HM Inspectorate of Probation rep@bmestic Violence: A Literature
Reviewby Mary Barniskfd is more academic in tone th¢he other public body
reports reviewed heréut, infortunately that does not make it any more balanced.

The report makes reference to BCS surveys between 1996 and 2002 and notes (in
section 2.3) the near equality in the partner violence data againgindevoman.
However, this is noted only to discredithtough the simple expedient diiming

that female survey respondents are reliable but male reggsrate not.

The reportclaims that women are more likely to suffer repeatdents ofabuse,
which we have seen already is not troedt least oty to a very slight degree3ee
Figures 1la,bFor example,ie statement tha@vomen experience more negative
impact than men as a result of alisgure sexism in reverse, and yet another
exampe of feminist rhetoric

It is justa codified way of saying that women are precious and fragildst men are
lumpen,with no feelings anddond really matter No reasonable person could
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reasonably believe such a propositiBeing knifed or having hottle smahed on
your head is going to hawnegativeimpacton anyone.

The reporgoes on to sathatdnany women who assault their male partners are
themselves victims of ongoing abuse and use violence to try to escape i Jtap it
maybe truei of somewomen abuser®8ut the statement is really conveying the
impression that this applies to the majority of woman abusdrish is not trueSuch
a propositiorsimply does not align witthe dataor with case studie\ppendices C
and D. These urquivocally show thatie most common motigdor the worst
instance®f female violence against male parsaregealousy, rejectioyor the dese
to exercise absolute contrialthe relationship. Gly 4% offemaleabuserseportself
defencess the motiationfor their violenced?®

The report saysttudies also point to other motivations for woréewiolence such as
perceived threatto children or other loved ongshen saysdn contrast, re s 6
motivations for killing female partners appear to revolve around jealousy and a need
to control, especially during the imminent or actual termination of a relatianship
There is o contrast here at all. Bse areexactly the most common motivatefor

female violence todSee Appendices C and)D

Onefinal extract from thigdreadful reportannot go without comment

drhe few women who had seriously assaulted their partners did so during a
psychotic breakdown or after experiencing severe repeatéddseathers
attacked their partner in selefence whilst they were being beaten up, or else
struck only one or two blows, or occasionally slapped or pushed their partners,
who easily defended themselves, were not intimidated and were frequently
amusedUnlike the men who used severe violence, women rarely seemed
intent on harming their partners and desisted immediately on the few
occasions they got the upper hand

There can be no other interpretation here, tharigtal just wishful thinking on Mary
Barnistts part.lt is no good pretending that there are aialyewdwomen who
seriously assault their partneesmall percentage of women, certairdye
perpetrators of PV, Ui this isa similar number to the number of violent m&he
logical inconsstency here is shown by the fact thery Barnish would not describe
the number of male perpetrators of BSa fewd

Violent women may well claim in court that they had a psychotic breakdown or had
suffered yees of abuse themselvegéou cannbblame them foplying that excuse for
their behaviourlt often works But the truth in the majority of casg®t all) is that
those women who commit Pafe simply violent or lack setfontroli justlike male
abusers

And the idea that a man, whilsis partner is abusing hinis drequently amuseid
surelycalls the credibility of this author into questidnis ridiculous to suggest that
men such as those depicted in the case historiggpandices C and Bxhibitedany
signs of being amused@his isthe most hateful nonsendeis obviously not the result
of research, iis just made up.

Finally, as for womengarely seeming intent on harming their partidise reader
need onlylook at Appendices C and i see the truth. Ms Barnish seems to p&dyr
to rearrang thereality revealed there to show that the wane question really were
the victins.
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This scurrilougreport contains sectiomstitled 6rhe harm done to womeby
domestic violenaganddNomeris response to domestic violeddeut of ourse
again, there areo equivalentgjivenfor men.

There is a sectiotitled dOverview of perpetrator typologi@svhich is dressed up in
academic language (e.gheHoltzworth-Munroe & Stuart tripartite typolog@y. It
does not bluntly sagthey areall merg but it is clear this ia giveni far too obvious
to be worth stating.

This message is clear from statements such as:

Type 1: termedfamily-onlyg were least likely to have been violent outside

the home or to have been abused as children hayd¢ported the least
psychological abus&hese menappeared to suppress their emotions, and had
conformist personalitieand&he borderline/dysphoric group weretimost
dependent and jealou3hey also showed more psychopathic tendencies. Both
thesegroups were found to be impulsive, accepting of violehostile to

women, and lacking in social skilis

What isparticularlydisturbing is the adoption of apparently scientific, objectael
sophisticated languagenhilst presering such flagrantly iasedpoints of view There
are several later sections on perpetrator programioiesltiich readreatment for
men) and these arevariablybased on th®uluth modelhich regards partner
violence as gendezdissue all in line with feministpatriarchytheory, naturally
That this view of partner violence is at vaga with the facts is known from many
studies including*® but appearto be completely ignored

4 Gend®rast boé Home Secretary

In the Government docume@all to EndViolenceAgainst Women and Giths! the
Home Secretaryl heresa Mayopens the foreword with:

6rhe ambition of this government is to end violence against women and girls

Quoting the 2009/10 British Crime Survey datatte source, the report statéhough
not in contigwus sentencgs

drhere were over 1 million female victims of domestic abuse in England and
Wales in the last yedr

@verall in the UK, more than one in four women will experience domestic
abuse in their lifetimé

Orhe vast majoty of these violentactsr e per petrated by men ¢
dviolence against women and girls is a geHrolesed crimé.

However, it is well known thatainestic violence isota gendezdissue This is

proved by the data presented above andfinsisiotedby Erin Pizzeythe founder of

the first ever womeno6s ,in¥T7ldogvomiwereferhe wor | d-
elsewhere in this report in more deté8eethe sectiongrhegender ias in the

provision of kelp forbatteredmend)

Nevertheless There¢day 6 s report i s el oquithewotablei n st atir
inconsistency that suggests a lack of coherent authoFstrgxamplethe sentence

Or'he vast majority of these violent acts are perpetrated by men on viomen
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Followed by:

dn 2009/10, wanen were the victimof over seven out of ten (73%) incidents
of domestic violencé

Neverthelesshie impression that the sentesggveis that the vast majority il

domestic violence is perpetrated by men against wanaeclaim that is
demonstrablyintrue from the body of evidence, and evenvitry same reporthe

2009/10 British Crime Surveyvhich is used to provide the data being quoted for
violence against wome®sowe must ask, ia deliberatéy wrong impressiomeing
conveyed in this documégnwhilst avoidingprobable untruth? The inclusion of the
second sentence seems to convey an attempt by someone to introduce accuracy into
the overall documentresumably smeone witha degree ofonscience insisted on

We have already noted that thetBh Crime Surveys consistently repstthat

between a quarter and a third of all domestic violence is committed by women against
men. (And we have seen that allowing for repeat offsriiecreases tHfeaction of

female abuser® 330-50%, seaBritish CrimeSurveydata onpartnerviolence by

gendey.

In fact the2009/10 British Crime Surveyoes not directly give the figure diver one
million female victims of domestic abus@squoted by both Theresa May adir
Starmer Table 3.01 actually gives a figure of 212,000 women as victims of domestic
violence, and 78,000 methése areonsistent with the claim that these are 73% and
27% of the total respectivél).

It seems likely thathie claim of dne millionderives from the following paragraph in
the 2009/10 BCS

38 per cenbf the 2,087,000 violent incidents estimated by the 2009/10 BCS
were incidents of stranger violence, and a further 33 per cent were incidents of
acquaintance violenc®omestic violence accounted for 14 per cent of violent
incidents as measured on the main BCS (Table 3.01). Domestic violence is
likely to be undetreported in facgo-face BCS interviews and so figures on
domestic abuse from a se&lbmpletion module aresed to supplement these
figures (see Section 3.9). Prevalence rates for domestic violence from the self
completion module are around five times higher than rates obtama face
to-face interviewsn the main BCS (see Walby and Allen, 2004).

Using thes formulae and figures, one castimate the number of incidents of
domestic violence against women in 2009/10 to be 2,087,000 x 0.14 x5 x 0.73 =
1,066,457, so this is likely to be the origin of theore than one milliodclaim.

However, if consistencig applied to thisthe estimated number of incidents of
domestic violence against men in 2009/10 would be 2,087,000 x 0.X0X3 =
394,443.

It seems, therefore, that thevggrnmenis document¥ chanpioned by the Home
Secretary isgnoring 394,443incidents of domestic violence against neachyear in
England & Wales(Please note that this figure is derived from the same source, in the
same manner, as that quoted for domesttence against womewhich forms the
motivation for the document.

That this degree of gender biaseingpromulgated from the heart of government
(and, indeed, from the Home Office, the government departwigah is supposed to
protect u}is staggang. This is one of the major ministries of state; there surely can
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be no possibility of any defence based on ignoraiite?act that the scale of

domestic violence against men is revealed by the same report as used to motivate
action in favour of womenrpves that those responsible for compiling the report must
have been aware of the victimisation of men atsovwhat we have here is blatant,
naked sexisnfrom theHome Secretary

A discerning reader might be axsed for pointing ou paragraph idCall to End
Violence against Women and Gt which reads:

@ we recognise that men and boys can be victims of violence and that it can
affect whole families, inclding children. Our work will include thefiMen

also have a key role in challenging violence and helping to change the
attitudes and actions of their peérs.

This clearly indicates the Home Officebs c
work will include men. However, yegain, theremainderof the cocument contains

nat one jot ofconsideratiorfor menor their needs with respect¥mlence (domestic

or otherwise)

Furthermore, and this is the most egregious exposure of the wordsmithing going on
here, if we look at théootnote indicated in thext bythe superscriptwe see this
gualifies the wording bgonfiningit to children

The government is committed to continuing to uphold the principles of the
United Nations Convention on thedRits of the Child

The rest of the footnote continues to be exclusively about children. There is no
mention of merat all In the sentenc&ur work will include therd the worddhend
means childremot men

Thelast sentence quoted above:

d@en alsohave a key role in challenging violence and helping to change the
attitudes and actions of their pe&rs

Apart from this sentence clearly rf@wing logically fromthe earlier sentencéwe
recognise that men and boys can be victims of violendetutis sayng is thatmen
are the perpetrators of violence antler men need to stop thefhat is a perfectly
fine messageé or it would be if it were reciprocated. What aboany recognition of
women as abusers? What about getting other women to ctireno?

The truth is inescapabl&éhe Home Office, in issuing this appalliggpnesided

documentis reveaing its view thatviolence againsivomen is an issue fanen

generaly and that the undoubted recimenocal nat
doesrit matteri even if there ar894,443such cases per year in England & Wales.

However, hecoup de gracef this reporties in one final gem dfiypocrisy:

dviolence against women and girls is a hidden crime. We want to biimtg it
the spotlight as an issue that should be talked about and that must be
addressed

No, partner violence against womema a hidden crimeDomestic violence against
women has been very well advertigedthe las40 yearsand, indeeds in the press
almost daily Yes,violence against womeds abhorrent and must be addresded so
too is violence against men, especially that violence committed by them on men.
What isreally the hiddencrime is domestic violence against men.
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What is abundaty clear heras that the Home Office absolutely doest want to

bring PV by women against mé& into the spotlight as an issue that should be
talked about and that must be addre@<@dite the oppositappears to be the case
TheHome Officeis deternmed,along withother public bodies, to pretend it does not
exist.

We endthis section on a chilling nat€onsiderTheresa Mags speech to th@6th
Annual Wome#s Aid National Conferencé® Its content is whagou would expect
from the report she chgpioned but it included thisremarkable statement of policy
intent

dn many ways, the womendés sector is
builda

That Big Societys clearly one in whichmale suffering and disadvantage is ignored
completely.

5 Gendebr as oHomeh eOf fi ce

A spokeswomafor the Home Officéhassaid®®

dNe recognise that men are victims of domestic violence, too, and they
deserve protection. In December 2011, the Home Office set i\tetiee

Victims Fund to support frordine organisations working with male victims

of sexual and domestic violence. We also fund the Male Advice (and Inquiry)
LineG

[Our emphasis]
The letter adds that

O6rhe Government has rifgnced nearly £40 million of stable funding up to
2015 for specialidgbcal domestic and sexual violence support services, rape
crisis centres, the national domestic violence helplines and the stalking
helplined

The fundingreferred tan this second utteranég not gendespecific but kased on
the avowed aims of the IHee Office, the EHRC and the CRBere can be little doubt
it will be spent alrast entirely on female victimgsevidenced by figure obtained
from the Home Office by th®lankind Initiative under a Freedom of Information Act
enquiry. The figurerevealedn a letter from the Home Office dated 19th March
201259 for the two years 2011/13or the allocatiorof funding tosupport voluntary
sector organisatiorthattarget services at malectims of domestic and sexual
violence is £225,000d°%

The disparity betweedK Governmenspending a menandwomenfor specialist
local domestic and sexual violence support servgstark.

The view could be taken that at least this is a start, henvéns optimism isdashed
when one looks at the organisatidhatreceived the money.

1 Ninety-four organisations appliechd twelvewere choseifor funding

1 None of theséwelve organisations had the wordserdor dmaledin their
title, thoughthe titles oftwo of themdid have the wordwomera (Recall that
this funding is supposed to be specifically for male vicims.

1 Mankind Initiativeapplied but was not selected
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1 The same applies tdankind Couelling

Mankind Initiative is one of the leading, ifat theleading, provider of assistance to
abused menyet itreceives no public funding.

One of the successful organisatiamshe funding bid wathe Womeis Support
Networkwho received government funds for tigaining of staff and volunteers
working with male victims and rebranding the serdGce

It is to bepresumd thatdebranding the serviéenustincludechanging their title
sinceWomené Support Network is not really appropriate for an orgatns also
assisting merkHHowever, he award was ntke in 2011 andby October 20140 name
changehad taken place

It gets worse, howeverthe introductory paragraph@Wo mendés Support Net we

welsite read as follows:

6r'he Womeids Support Network (WSN), established in 1989, is a regional
organisatiorthat works across all areas of Northern Ireland. It includes in its

member ship community based womends cent

with a concentration in disadvantaged ar®4SN is a charitable and
feminist organisation, which adopts a communityedelopment approach. We

provide a range of support and services

centres, projects and infrastructure groups and 22 associate members drawn

from across the community and voluntary sector who support women, families
and communies.Our vVvi sion is O6a society where
fully recognised and valued and where women enjoy full and equal

participation i.Oual ni sphenessobt obi §eppol

devel opment of womendés orgam@andsati ons,
positively impact on policy and decisiorma ki ng processesb®b

[Our emphases]

Now does that sound like a suitable organisdiomovernmento fund ifit wansto
help male victims7This is an avowed feminist organisatiavhosedvisionband
dmissiordhas no place for men.

Anotherof the organisationsuccessful in securing funding to help men Wasth
Der byshir e . Teimvelsité doesideed include a mén section.
However,when one clicks onto the sjtde heading on the home page reasls
follows:

North Derbyshire Womends Aid exists
who experience abusdthin a domestic relationship

If an abusedanan was looking for help adnded on thisvelsite,would he be likely
to take his quest fdrelp any further? At the very leahbis displaysgross
insensitivity, at the worst thisould be seen d3erbyshireWo me n 6 simpii d
trying todetermenfrom bothering them

Another of the successful applita wasArch North Staffs Their welsite hasa

merts section with links to a helpline and support. However, the gender bias of this
organisation istill very evident. The longer web pages are those fodAlmmerts
Freedom Programndewhich isaimed at partners of abusive men, anddrevention
Programm@§ which isaimed atdreatingonly violent men not violent women(This
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is the pathologisation of maleness at work again. We have yet &amgéerevention
Progammefor female perpetrato@nywherean the UK)

Preston Domestic Violence Servieas another organisatidhatreceived funding.

This is a more crediblgervicefor male victimsltusedtobe calletBr e st on Women o6 s
Refuge but changed its name becausis not specifically for women. (i not a

refugeanymore either).This organisatiomncludes a sectiooalleddvien2d which

appears genuinely sympathetic to male victiltssweb pages includaks to merds

stories of partner abuse, whiighlikely to behelpful to men looking for advice.

(Some of these stories are included in Append)x D

Furthermore,liey have an acrtfor their services for men at Preston North End
football cluh which is asign of a genuine desire to reach out tewictims of PV.
However, inthe opening paragraph of their home pagaeadthis:

@Preston Domestic Violence Services is the only organisation in Preston which exists
solely to support adults and children experiencing (or having experienced) Domestic
Violence.lt is a sad fact; that in the past year over 4000 women and girls aged
between 16 and 59 have suffered from Domestic Violence in Preston alane!

[Our emphasis]

Note, please, that whilstatistics for DV against femalese quotednone are quoted
for men It seems there is no endgender bias

6 GendlEras oShadhc#Ewme Secretary

Yvette Cooperthe Shacbw Home Secretary, writing ithe Guardianon 5.213, said
this:

a..the work to end violese against women lostamentum...there is more

every one of us could do to reduce the insidious, dangerous violence that still
haunts too many womémlives....Complacency has been part of the problem.
Campaigning by women in the 1970s and 80s meant things sdomastic
violence or rape within marriage were finally recognised as crimes. In the 90s
and noughties, the government backed institutional change, including more
refugescourtsto deal with domestic violence, and police training he scale

of violence remains dden or taken for granted, and the basics are still often
missed... First, some factsTwo women a week are killedby a husband,

partner or ex.....ask men and women to stand up for the billion women
globally who experience violene in their livesa

[Our emphases]

Again, and again, this is the same old rhetoric utterlydedion women as the
victims of PV,with absolutelyno mentionvhateverof womenas abusers

The basics are indeed often missHabse basics include (in almost equal intensity

and measure) PV against men. It is impossible to understand that a woman who is
currently shadow Home Secretary, a member of the Official Qpposf the United
Kingdom parliamentcould not be aware of this. There can be no other explanation of
her sighal omission of any mention at all of PV as apemcal social problem, than

she is deliberately covering it up. No shadow Home Secretary could bdogefad.

Furthermore, hesebiased accounts of PV, emanating from feminist sympathisers
the highest level of governmemtever mention that PV, like all forms of domestic

56



violence, has beetecreasindgor twenty years (se@rends in partner violence and
all violencéd). It is as if they have a vested intgtren talkingup the incidence ahale
onfemalePV. And if that is sowe must ask if they are best people to trust to
drive downits incidence

It gets worse. Both Ms Cooper ame tpresenSecretary of State for Education and
Minister forWomen and EqualitieNicky Morgan,havebackeda programme of
compulsory&ex and relationship educatiin schooldnitiated by theEnd Violence
Against Women and Girls Coalitidna group of ardent feminist organisatiaghat
unashamedly uphaddhe ndion that boys are disproportionately advantaged by virtue
of their genderTheir agenda is anndisguised programme of feminist indoctrination
in schoolswhose function would be to drive home the -sitied message of female
victimisation and male culpdiiy .58

If they have their wayhis would be accompanied bye &correctiordof boys who
displayevidence of unapproved thoughtés Cooperhas made it very clednatif

she becomes Home Secretasiye will pursue the EVWGC agenda. Thisleac from
her article pubkhed inthe Independenérticle,ANe Must Educate Our Sons to Save
Our Daughterd®” This article is essentiglthe feminist spin omlomestic violence
re-interpreted foma school environent In it Ms Coopetooks forward to schools
being the mechanism fé@empowering daughtewsvhilst forcing boys to become
&onfident feministd One sex is to be empowered, whilst the other sex is to serve
their requirementslhis is an unconscionable attempt at social emging, bordering
on child abuseKaren Woodalls critique ofYvette Coopeis articleis well worth
reading 58

7 Gend®rast bé Ministry of Justice

In 2010 the Judiciary of England & Wales published updated guidance on equal
treatmenttitied theEqual Treatment Bench Bod®! We quotefrom the
or gani wesiteak on o s

dt is intended for all judicial officénolders, in all courts and tribunals, both
those who are new to the role and those with considerable experience. Its aim
is to inform, assist angluide, to generate thought and discussion and,
ultimately, to enable all judges to deal confidently, sensitjaiy fairly with

all those who appear before theém

Having read the precedingaions reades would expectthis documenhotto be
dair and t h elydrdmoh withevery@ther public documenthose title
refers todEqualityd the contents are flagrantly unequal.

Section 6 i®entitled dGender Equality On itsfirst pagewe finda list of seven key
points.These are reproduced beloMll seven refer tadhe need to protegtomenand
to offset the disadvantage that the guidangai@tly assumes they suffer:

() Women remain disadvantaged in many public and private areas of their
life; they areunderrepresented in the judiciary, in Parliament and in senior
positions across i@nge of jobs; and there is still a substantial pay gap
between men and women.

(i) Stereotypes and assumptions about wome
discrimination.

(iif) Factors sch as ethnicity, social class, sexual orientation, disability status
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andage affect womenodés experience and t h
theymighto e subject; assumptions should not
experiences arine same.

(iv) Discriminatons of ten unconscious and based or
experiencand perceptions; it is important to be aware of the wide
di ver si t yexumefience&so men o s

(v) Women may have particular difficulties participating in the justice system,
for example, because of chibdire issues, and courts may need to consider
adjustmentso enable women to participate fully.

(vii Womendés experiences as victims, witnes
respectgifferent to those of men.

(vii) As judges, we can go some way to ensuring that womendoaNielence in
thejustice process and that their interests are properly and appropriately
protected.

It is truly astonishing to read such an utterance fitoedudiciary of England &
Wales That anyonglet alone our judgesan have the audacity to etlgisomething
@ender Equality and then shamelessly refer only to protecting wor@em.
judiciary are meant to weigh all things in the balance, and we ask, where is the
balance here?

It seems clear thatlasvly, the word@qualitybas used by all UK puldibodiesis
morphing into something entirely different from its true meanimgn Orwellian

sense: some animals are more equal than others. These documents are drafted and
approved by people with a political agendathat there can be no doubnd when

the judiciary of the land become political, that is the beginning of the end of
dispassionate justice for all who stand equal before the law.

Thatsuch a thing as this couldhpperwithin our judiciary is truly frightening.
However, itis not surprisig when you discover that people likaila Namdarkhan
have been instrumental in promoting worigeimterestsvithin the prison systerfor
many yearsHer viewsare exposed hef&!

This leads to another iniquity of the gender bias that urtédiybexists in our society
today.Men are treated six times more harshly than women in the criminal justice
systemIf men were treatedas equals with womerin sentencing termsfive out of
every six men in prison would not be therd®” and one must asks this the result of
the influence being brought to bear on our judiciary?

We return to the | udagreeténdeg decotsdrucitaed and gi v e
critique of it, point by point:

In (i): &Vomen remain disadvantagedlo, they do not. Thentire thrust of this
report shows that tlyeare very much advantagédnappropriatelyi and te whole of
this judicial guidance is a case in poias are all the othelocuments reviewed in this
report And, as noted above, women areatesl far more leniently within the criminal
justice system than men.

In (i): AVomen are underepresented in the judiciaiyNo. they are nofThe Judicial
Appointments Commission regularly pubksidata on judicial appointmentshose

up to June 201% are given across 9 different categories of judge he final Table

(to which we refer belowl)sts comparative data for various years from 2007 to 2013.
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Across all these yearandall judicial categories1059 appointmes were made
England & Wals of which 484 (or 46%) were womenlloreover, the gyportion of

appointments made @fomen generally exceeded the proportion of women
applicants, i.e. women applicants have a greater chance of success than men (which
may be on the basis of merit, of coyrisat certainly does not suggest discrimination

against women).

The 2013/14 repolt? gives the following overiew of appointments in the last year

2013/14 appointments Male Female

Legal 156 52% 135 45%
Nortlegal 208 41% 270 54%
Total 364 45% 405 50%

Percentages do not add to 100% because gender was not always specified

This does not present a picture thatomen are underepresented in the judiciaiit
is clearthereforsa hat t he wutterance of this
gudane i s yet another feminist mantr a

phrase,

mi

is astonishing that our judiciary could be so stupid as to confound themselves with

their own facts in this way, and shows beyond doubt the degree to which they a
being partyto the widespreadntimalebias, which is the current zeitgeist.

And thisis merely the currergituation It is certain thathe number of females
enteringthe law profession willise andsoon autstrip men markedlyNobody could

re

reasonably say #t women are that much more able lawyers than men that, having
been released to take advantage of their opportunity in society, they are outstripping

men as lawyers. That would be nonsense. WHisitan only meaims that this is yet
another example of hothe educational systeim the UKis disadvantagingpoys

Further evidence of this comes from the fact thatnen now outnumber men at

almost all universities in the UK (and the USA and Canada and virtually everywhere

else).ln 2012new wanengraduates exaeded new men graduates by 38% across
universitiegcollegesn England, Wales & Scotlanth law schoolsthe number of

all

degees awarded to men in 2012 veady 38% of thetotal, with 62% going to women

(i.e.new women law graduates exceeded new lanrgraduates by 63%As this

cohort works through the process, the number of female lawyers is bound to outstrip
males and since there is no sign of the educational disadvantage of males in the UK

being addressed, the law profession, and many othexgsiofs, will become ever

more dominated by womemwo-thirdsof the staff othe Crown Prosecution Service

are women®¥ A time is coming when it will be hard to find a male judge, and we
wonder what that will do to the alreadgriouslyanttmalecriminal justice system.

We suggest that it is only a matter of time before the tendency to gender bias §
men becomes thoroughly institutionalised in the entire pro@éssvill soon have a
female dominated judiciary which incarates peop)®5% of whom are merand we

jgainst

speculate what effect that midtdve on civil obedience in men.

In (i): 6 éhere is still a substantial pay gap between memaadm e Wiiat, we ask
is the relevance of pay in the context of judicial guidaride®answer, of course, is
none This is just another current
obviously, influence) our judiciaryl-hisinappropriate subject is raisadainin
Section6.1.3in theEqual Treatment Bench Bdekwhich read as follows:
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&Guidance from the Equal Opportunities Commission (now the EHRC) points
out that men and women are not starting from an equal footing and that
identical treatment will not always be appropriate. It says that schools can help
address thgender pay gap and job segregation that exists beyond the school
itself by implementing initiatives to counter gender stereotyped attitudes to
jobs and areers among pupils and parénts

It then goes on to give data on pay differences between ge(ensre balanced
discussion of the payapissueis availabl€?). That the authorsf the Equal
Treatment Bench Bodkink it appropriatéo discuss pay in theontext oftheir
guidance to judges about the administration of justicdirmsthe genderpolitical
nature of this documentiow could whatsomeone ipaid be relevant to hothat
person administers his or her duties in suchugyust profession®@ne hopes the
judiciary are not lsingsight of basic principlekere, but we cannot be sure

This douwbt is further reinforced bthis chilling quote
& identical treatment will not always be appropréate

Is this saying (as we think it)ithat a different test will be applied to men than that
applied to women in the criminal justice systérased upon amerés supposed (and
fallacious) disadvantage in society generally?

This is a remarkable disclosure ttia¢ Ministry of Justicés now openly
recommenahg that peoplédetreated unequally before the lavbasedsolely on their
sexi when it is a priniple enshrined in law that all stand equally before it.

In (ii): In reference to théstereotypes and assumptions about wamehbeing
allowed tolead to unlawful discriminatiarClearly & far ast goes, there can be no
objectionto such a propositioBut, by omissionof the same sentiment for meme
can onlyconclude that there is no concern téséreotypes and assumptions about
merdblead to unlawful discriminatioaither.

This unfortunatepproach is, by negative inferenspecificallyaboutmen who
actuallyarebeingsubject to such negative stereotypiagd this igaticularly
relevant in cases of domestic abuggch come before the judiciaryhe
stereotypingof coursejs that men are violent and women are not.

Like thewomerts refugendustry, it appears that the judiciary is n@xplicitly
idertifying partner abuse as a masculine trait, famn theWomerds Aid wetsite 2

domestic violence against women by men is causetidoynisuse of power

and control within a context of male privilege. Male privilege operates on an
individual and societal level to maintain a situation of male dominance, where
men have power over women and children. Perpetrators of domestic violence
chooseo behave abusively to get what they want and gain control. Their
behaviour often originates from a sense of entitlepvamtch is often

supported by sexist, racist, homophobic and other discriminatory attitudes. In
this way, domestic violence by men agsiwomen can be seen as a
consequence of the inequalities between men and women, rooted in patriarchal
traditions that encourage men to believe they are entitled to power and control
over their partneré

This is precisely a stereotyping of memgenerg based on an ideological premise.
Moreover it is a stereotyping which given spurious legitimacy by widespread
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promulgaton in dozens of gender studies courses in our universitiesh¥ethole of
thisreportpurports togive the lie tasuchstereotyng. This isthe most serious of all
instances of stereotyping as regards the injusttbech ititself engenderdlt is clear
from their own words thahe authors of this judicigiuidancecare nothing about
men and only care about women. They are blesatherents othe genderpolitical
ideologyof feminism.This document can do nothing to ensuredmabling[of]
judges to deal fairly with &l

In (vii): The recommendation thatdges shouldensure that women have confidence
in the justice processhat their interests are properly and appropriately protécted

Presumably, this takes precedence over the confidence men have in the justice
processHow can anyone believe that, upon reading this docurtieninterests of
men arggoing to beproperlyand appropriately protected he answer, of course, is
they cannot. It must beeverely dented by this documérandby all the other
official documents reviewed in this repofihe overall impression is that public
bodies care only for women and caré¢ aball for menand now that appears to be
endemic in our judiciary

In Section6.1.70f the guidance The bald statement is made that domestic violence
6consists mainly of viThirepeatsehe bapneamaded agai ns
view with whichthereader will be familiafrom all theother reportswelbsites, etc.,

discussed hereir\gain, womenare presented exclusively as victims, men as

perpetratorseven thoughhe evidencel o e s n 0 tthisprogoationThis has

already bee thoroughly refuted ithis report, and this bald statement shows beyond a

shadow of a doubt, that far from judges being appropriately infoemdthereby

encouraged € dea fairly with all those who appear before tléethe reverse is

the case. Jges are being misinformeo as to encourage unfairness.

In Section6.1.11 ANomen as offende@sThe tenor of thigntire section isakedly
sympathetic towards women offenders, offering an extensive range of excuses for
their conductlt is true that ira more balanced contexthat isbeingsaidhere might

be seen aeasonable. However, the point is that there is no part of the guittetce
deals specifically witimen as offendeésvhich offers any comparable mitigation for
their behaviourIn otherwords, men do not warrant special treatment in the criminal
justice system, but women dBy signalomission,again,male offendersre deemed

to deserve punishment whereas female offenders deserve help, support and
considerationThis is an untenable progition, as alshouldstand equal before the
law.

This section quotelsady Justice Brenda Hale

dt is now well recognised that a misplaced conception of equality has resulted

in some very unequal treatment for the women and girls who appear before the

criminal justice system. Simply put, a maledered world has applied to them
tsperceptions of the appropriate treat me
justcesy st em coul d ¢é itiaisdeedufusteolwbméwh et her

It is hard to interpret tlsiin any other way thaasa proposal to have one law for men
and another law for womeA. punishmenthatwould be fair and just to impose upon
a man would, apparently, be unjust to impose upon a woman for the sameAerime.
thisremarks are being madg b judge.

We suggest this is symptomatic of a detachment from re@higyworld isnot male
orderedThis is a political feminist construct. If anything, nowadalesdeveloped
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world is actually femal®rdered and becoming more so dadg witness thentire

thrust of thisreportAnd t he deep i1 rony of eehei s judgeds
proposition true, it is unlikely thatady Justice Brenda Hale coute in the position

she is that allows her to mattés outrageously biased statemeihdt alonehawe it

included inaformal judicialguidancesupposedly about gender equalind yet

espousg inequality as a principle.

A further example of governmesponsored judicial inequality is the infamous
Corston Repol® which has beewidely and justlycriticised. Thereader igdirected
there for more information.

8 Gendl®ra sscihnoso |

The main issue of gender biassichools ists impact on lbysdbeducational outcomes.
That issuch a larg¢opic, it demandduller discussio elsewhereHowever, the issue
of violence raises its head in the school environmeatwede toldby Yvette
Cooperthe Shadow Home Secretaand the arrentSecretary of State for Education
and Minister for Women and Equaliti@sicky Morgan.

Theytell us that school boys abasically rumbustiousasty little pieces of work

who habitually bully girls at school'hey have no evidence to support this outrageous
claim, of course, yet they insist that boys mustrio®ctrinated ito thar totalitarian
ideology, to becometonfident feministg

It seems thsustained gender bias(attack on men and malenesahnot start too
young.In areport tittedGender Differences in Educational Outcomes: Engfafd
published inJune 201Postendily about €ucation, we find instead these items:

1 A Home Office documentogether We Can End Violence Against Women
and Girls: a Strategys referencegthatses out a coordinated approach to
ending violence against women and girls (VA)Y&ferencinggommitments
to key actions in a range of areas. One of the commitments is for Ofsted (the
educationinspectorate) to engage with students and staff in schools in its
inspection of how schoslindertakeheir equality dutiesand, in particular,
how theywork to prevent violence arslipportgirls who are experiencing
violence

1 In 2007 the Equal Opportunities Commission isstiee Gender Equality
Duty and Schools: Guidance for Public Authorities in Engldhdutlines
ways in which they can take steps tleess sexist and sexual bullyiagd
how totackle sexual harassmeandit challenge attitudes to violence in
schools. For example, to address sexist and sexual bullying, schools may
decide to adapt their arthullying policies to refer explicitly to sésm and to
define sexual bullyingand/orwork with pupils to develop school policies to
promote an atmosphere free of intimidatiangdbr explore gender
stereotyping in the curriculum. The chadyOMANKIND works with
schools to identify sexual bullyinig the school environmerit define it in
school practicesand toraise awareness across sclemdsto encourage
work on strategies to prevent it

1 Over 75% of 1112 yearold boys thought it was acceptable that women get
hit if they make men angrnAppaently girls were not asked about the
acceptability of hitting boys/men
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1  Theissue of sexist or sexual bullying which has been found to be a serious
problem for girls andemale teachers. It seemsllying of boys was not
addressed, by anyorfer any reaso

1 Cheshire County Council has developed a range of resources for schools in
Cheshirete hal |l enge young peoplebds attitudes
projects and a X#eek groupvork programme for young males who are
allegedlydeveloping abusive pattesof behaviourHowever, ro such
programmexistfor girls. One can only assume that the impression being
put forward is thatigls are deemeadhcapable of violence, which is nonsense,
as any teacher or parent knows

The report also has sectioms thegender pay gap. Whttisis doing in a report
supposed to be about educatéam only be explained in the context of a sustained
approach to gender bias, dehinist indoctrinatiorof our young people

In a documenthatshould Igjically be about the disadvantagthat boys are

experiencing in our education system, weigsteadthe usual feministhetoric.

Perhaps the approach is to treat boys as i
whose conduct must clearly be a eetion of their innate sense of self in any given
environmentfreatmenthat will stop them complainingbout not getting an equal

education.

9 Gendk®raistr aduai ons

No thoroughsuney of the positionrade unionsake on domestic violendeas been
carried out However, we have seieed two to study the extent to which thaesent
the usual picture d®?V asmen beating up women.

Prospects a trade uniothat represents professionals, scientists, esgg) managers
and other specialists in over 300 private and public sector organisétiomebsite
has a pagentitleddelp break the circle of violence against woi@é® It begins

with thestatemen{discusseaarlier):

Acts of violence case more death and disability among women aged
between 15 and 44 years than cancer, malaria, traffic accidents and war
combined

This is easily proven to be unmitigatednsensé seeAppendix A dNorld Health
Organisation (WO) datad Is this a honest mistake®/e are hard pressed to see it
like that. The authowoof this reporthas personally informed Prospect thastatement

is emphatically falseerclosing the dateeferred to fromAppendix A andquoting its
authoritative sourceyet he statement remais the web site for all to see. Prospect
knows what it is saying isnirue but it sticks to its gungromulgating lies.

A more fundamental concern with Prosi@edtelp break the circle of violence

against womedicampagn, is, as usual, that it completely ignores male victims. The
problem is deeper that just one unibowever This particulainitiative is endemic in

the trade union movement.derives fromUNI Global Union which isan
internationalconfederationo§ i mi | ar u n iuocionsf uniomsi blasechid o f 6
Switzerland thatclaims to represemhore than 20 million workers from over 900

trade unions in the fastest growing sectors in the woskills and services

UNI is a 100% dedicated, fundamentafesminist organisationlhe Prospdowelsite
gives a link to UNI Globds promotional materi&f! for theHelp break the circle of
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violence against womé@gcampaign which UNI Globalhasrolled out across all their
affiliated unions. The second video tiis UNI Global web page is essentiall &
minuteintroduction to feminist Patriarchy theorysimplelanguageAmongst other
horrors of antimale sexism the video ctains this descriptionof men

Grhey are aggressive beings with no contact vhielirtemotions; highly
competitive and unable to control their impulses, especially sexud ones

Thisis an appalling, deeply reprehensible piece of politicatraate gender hate,

which is not only wholly ungrounded in fact, it defies common sdhgeno longer
surprising thereforethat the initiativeon the Prospect site, which originates from

UNI Globalb s f e mi n extends dompgssionrogly to womehis policyis
dedicated to a disturbingly misawodispolitical ideology. UNI Globaik reach is huge

T andit is just one of the innumerable organisations pushing this same sexist agenda.

It is another deep irony that the historical protectors @hbrking man his trades
unions, should have been taken over, indgrturedby afemalepdlitical movement
that isintent ondiscriminating against him, and ultimately plots his subjugation. We
must ask, Were can thevorking mannow go for fairness, equality, truth or
compassionif not to his trades uniéh

10GendEras ipr otvh esfihe h p détotrer e d
me n

No discussion abowhelters for the victims of domestic violence would be complete
without mentioningerin Pizzey t he founder of t hiee first
battered womem the world, in Chiswickin 1971 The followingis a paraphrasing

of her accountf those timegrom her bookThis Way to the Revolutiéid and also

from interviews which cabe found oriYouTubel”!

Erin Pizzeyquickly realised that most of the women she was sheltering (62 out of the
first 100 she ay9 were just as violent as their partners. She also realised that battered
men were in need of a shelter, and did open one bridfiitit soonshut down due to

lack of funding.

Just as todaynore thaO years later,n the 1970s people did nbelieve that

battered men existed, and funding was not forthconfiinig was ultimately drummed

out of the country, largely as a consequendaatohidation by feministsvho had
colonised the women 6 s consafiystggingdenmnsatioresn t
outside her wmerts refuge Hereinlies another irony: women preventing women
finding shelter in times of crisis in their livesefinists objected to Erdm shelter for
battered womerand closed her down

The questiorariseswhy werefeministsso hostile toward€rin Pizzey It was
becausesheinsisted on sayig that women werasviolentas menandcould only be
properly helped if this fact was acknowledgeidwever this was in diect conflict

with thefeminist orthodoxythat is still rampant today in all walks of public life

Erin Pizzeys employment ofmale staff ilherwomerts refugewas a further red rag
to a bull for the feministsShe reports them objecting to this, saytingtonly women
must be allowed in the refugdden must never be seenasers or compassionate
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and must never be seas helping battered women. That role was forbidden to them
on the grounds that it would present them in a favourable light. The &ennere

less concerned with helping abused women than with maintaining the puhsjirof
ideologicalpolitical agenda.

Erin Pizzey describes hersaéthe embodiment of what feminism should have
become, but didih. Shewas (and is) nogexist and miivatedonly by compassion
By contrast, te feministsvho still dominate the movement she stadesimotivated
by hatred of menk-or them, here could be no compromise between thepo&itions

Consequently, thésisternood of f e mi ni sstefugeimoverelitzs wo me n 6
demonised Erifizzey and written her out of histohy/e see this from thRefuge
welsite, where hey claim

Refuge opened the worldés fidgst womenods

This is simply nbtrue.Refugeas an organisation did not even exis1971 The
refuge in Chiswick was opened by Erin Pizzey personally, she being the main
fundraiser (read the boakr view the videB?). It is clear, therefore, thathe Refuge
welbsite has expuged al mention of Erin Pizzeyand hase-writtenhistory. When
peopledo that, itmeanghey have something to hide. That BAn z zexigteénce
(she is now in her mideventies) goasnacknowledged bthe very movement she
founded igproof (if any were needd) thatRefugeis a gendepolitical organisation
with a feministagendalt hasusurped a movement, leveraging enormuuislic
funding, andhas corrupted its true foundebasic understanding of the caudehe
very social problenit purports to serviewith its own political feministdeology.

The Rights of Mawebsited seview of This Way to the Revolutionakes the
following observations regarding Erin Pizzey

Orhe fact that Refuge do not even acknowledge her existence speaks volumes
about thenmand every day they refuse to acknowledge her is another day they
are discredited. It is also worth noting that @ardianand feminists and

bloggers said nothg on the book effectivelyno-platforming her. How the
sisterhood hate sisters they disagnéthi sheis the @isappeareifrom the
feminist lexicon. The other part is that without her, there would be no
organisations supporting male victims of domestic abisedVanKind
Initiatived(shé an honorary patron), néAbused Men in Scotfadd nodyn
Projecbetc and certainly no refuges/safe houses for men. She has stuck at this
issue and made it possible for them to exist and made it possible for support
and recognition, however little and however grudging, for male victims of
domesticabuse to exist

So, the woman who should be reveasda heroinby womerds organisations as the
founder of shelters for victims of domestic violence goes unrecognised bylthem,
regarded as a hene by men struggling for equal provisions and [soip.

We return to the issue ahelters for abused meMankind Initiativel ™ gives the
following figures:

1 11 organisations offer refuge or safe house provision for male victims in the
UK with a total of 58 spaces, of which

1 17 of theseare dedicatetb male DVVPV victims only (the rest being for
victims of either gender).
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In contrast, &r female victims, there are

1 Almost400 specialist domestic violence organisations providing refuge
accommodton for women in the UK with about

1 4,000 spaces fawomen only, andover

1 7,000placesfor womenandchildren

If 20% of people reportinglomestic abust the police are memas we have shown
equal treatment would sugg@&§iOplaces irrefugesshould be available for memly.
17 are available

Mankind Initigtive alone receives ~800 callsper year from or concerningpased
men.Yet there appears to be some dispute over whether there is a great need for
merds shelters. Tis even extends to the House of Comm8akect Committee on
Home Affairswhosesixth report,in June 2008, includes the following:

para 215 We heard conflicting views on the need for maidy refuges. The
Mankind Initiative told us thaiGovernment and local authorities have a duty to
offer specialist support including refuge spaces fdenagtims of domestic
violencé&d However, others referred to research carried out by the Chediéfd

Dyn Project’® which suggested that most male victims do not want or require
refuge services. The M&Advice Liné’® agreed, statinglVe have yetd be
convinced that there is a significant need for additional beds for male victims of
intimate partner violence. Most men, even if they are victimidedot face the
same levels of fear as women and most will want to remain where they are due
toempoyment and f ami | We atsosumit thahagain tkeGséue
of merts refuges has been somewhat misrepresented by some for political
reasons that have more to do with misogyny than concern for genuine
individuals.

This expression of the Home Affaigelect Committee is deeply concerning,
especially its cleaaccusation that compassion for male victims is actually politically
motivated and based on misogyifthe hatred of women). This horribly redolent of

a strong ideological feminism afoot in $shivatchdog of the people in the House of
Commons(So too,is thestrangeremark about me@ot facing the same levels of
fear§ whichis absolutelycontradicted by the accounts of male survivors, e.g. see
Appendix D) Oneis left wonderingo what extenthe Dyn Projectand theMends
Advice Lineare contaminated by this biased ideolbgyy, judging bytheir remaris.

Whilst it may be true that the demand for rieeshelters is not currently prata with

the demand by women, this may be becausearestill at that stage@here they are

unaware that ¥ is domesti@abu®. (Women, of course, are very aware of this, as

witness the undoubted gender bias to which we have been referring throulgheut.)

likely thatmany male victims do not realise thane the subject of PV until the

violence becomes extrenr@r t hey mi ght actually be takin
problem by either minimising it, being in denial about it, shrugging it off, or just

being plain scared to disclose it because of thepasibility that they will become

theaccused rather than the victim in the toxic germdased world that now exists in

the area of DV and PV in particular.
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The experienceé Norway’® has been that the uptake of shelter places by men il
initially besmall but that it will increase rapidly over a few years as men become
aware that help is available. It is notable, also, thaten&ay in the shelters tends {o
be longer than womes. This is almost certainly because women are given possession
of themarital homeafterdivorce

Mankind Initiativealsonotes that many men might hawensidered a sheltdrad one
been available in their areand another factor is that men may be concerned about
being able to take their children withetih. These factors may currently be
suppressing the true demaiithe point is, the matter remains uncertain as long as the
cultural blindness to the problem combined with the strident gender bias exists.

That men are not interested in shelters is not suppdy thestudiesgivenin
AppendixD. They include cases whereemended up sleeping roughiortheir cars.
Partnewiolence is a frequent cause of homelesshes®lit must be remembered that
~90% of homelespeopleare menin other @ses the man wanted to leave but had
nowhere to go, and was worried about leavingctiiklren with an abusive woman
aproblem that might have been solved by a tmeafuge which also took children

One puzzling thin@gbout the suggestion that abuseeh doi@ need sheltes is that
men who have finally escaped an abaglationship generally advis¢hers toiyet
thehell out before it gets woréé asdoesMankind Initiative If this is the right thing
to do, it isgoingto require sheltar

There is an excellent vid&€d! of Warren Farre|lformerly asupporter of feminism

and an officiabf the National Organization for Women (NOVd)leadingvo me n 6 s
activistorganisatiorin Americanowawr i t er and speaker for
andErin Pizzey talking about marof theissuedncluded in this report. includes a
pieceon shelters for men, and the difficulty of getting funding for th€hey startoff
talking aboutmalesuicide,a serious issuim its own right

11Gend®ras headolti ce

We notecdearlierthataboutone in fivecallsto the policefor domestic abuse are made
by men, confirming the widgsead nature of PV against men.

The guidance which police authorities give onirtiaeb sites is gendareutral, as it
should be. However, this does not guarantee that the police act in a-genttar
manner in practicélhe action taken by the police when they are called to a scene of
domestic abuse varieBhe guidance given to goé officers is that their first priority

is to protect theictim and any childrerOne keyissueis, of course, in the context of

a heated domestic dispute, combined with the pronounced gender dnasdy as a
whole, the police are ofin predisposed to seeing the womather than the maas

the victim

When faced with a domestic violence situation, police offinsagfind it far easier to

take action against a male protagonist thd@male oneRemoving one party wil

defuse an altercatioibut it is unlikely this will be the woman, especiaflghildren

are involved Removingthe manis not normally going teequireconcern forany

childrenr while removing the woman may entail involving other social services to care
for her and hechildren for a timeThis may not necessaribhein thechildrerts best
interests, andhay cause a significant delayandconsiderable complications for the
police officer

67

me n



Simply ejecting the maar arresihg himd o e s n 0 t seditendart complieations
Thestandarctultural norm is that an ejected man can fend for himself without the
police being involved furtheBy contrastthere is a cultural reluctance to eject a
woman from her home unless she actually wants to leave ifeve children are
involved.So, even if the man is the victim of PVigtpresence of children makes the
ejection of the man a virtual certainty.

ThecomprehensiverevieMe n 6 s experience of byBrieme st i
Dempsey®® summariseshe level of reporting to the fioe by male victims s
follows:

O0r'he most recent figures (Scottish Government 2012a) show that in 2011/12
there were 9,569 reports to the police of a domestic aboskent where the
oOvictimbé was mal e aande5%rdparts \wphere thezetwasa t
a male Ovictimd of a male perpetrat
recorded). The proportion of report
60 vi ct iarticular palice fore areas was generally around 15% but ranged
from 9% in Dumfries and Galloway to 21% in Strathclyde.

(Note the use of quaian marks when talking about male victims of PV. Tihigself
suggests mal econsidecet aeatitg.)o od i snot

The larger of these estimates is in line with that for England@$20). As regards the
action take by the police on attending & Encident, Dempsey refers to the
following Protocol

Presumption of arrest The Protocol has an impartt function in displaying

the commitment of Scottish police forces to taking allegations of domestic
abuse seriously. In terms of policing practice, its most important element is a
strong presumption of arrest and detention until appearance in court where
there is sufficient evidence, in all but exceptional cases. At the moment, while
Scots law retains the requirement of corroboration, for there to be sufficiency
of evidence there must be two separate pieces of evidence which could be the
statement of thenan that he has been abused and, for example, the confession
of his abuser or evidence of his distress; the presumption of arrest and
detention of the alleged abuser is then engaged

ANhere there is sufficient evidence available, the Police will takeopppte
action, whether or not the victim makes a complaint, and will arrest the
offender and report the circumstances without delay to the Procurator Fiscal
for consideration of prosecutign

Dempsey notes that the Protocol is (rightly) gendartral. Hegoes on to note
however that there is evidence to suggest that the Protocol is not actually being
adhered to, for example,

Strathclyde Police identifieti50 arrests in relation to allegations of domestic
abuse in a recent three week periatbt a sinde one of these 150 arrests

was of a woman alleged to have been engaged in domestic abdespite

the fact that 21% of reports to Strathclyde police are recorded as involving a
male victim. Of course, a small proportion of those reports by abused men
would relate to sameex couples so some of the arrests may be of male
abusers in samgex relationships but nonetheless one would expect to see
about 25 arrests of women abusers for every 150 arrests of male abusers if the
police were applying the presumgtiof arrest contained within the Protocol.
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The fact that there was not a single arrest of a women accused of domestic
abuse means that the evidence, such as it is, is not that there are too many
arrests of persons accused of abusing their male partribes @GOPFS fears

but that there are too few. Research into why officers are not arresting alleged
(female)perpetrators and therefore apparently not implementing the Protocol
is urgently required

*Actually this is an undeestimate based on the data in tbport. Allowing for maron-man

cases, | mie this an expectation of Zfrests of womeper 150 men.

[Our emphasis]
Dempsey goes on to make the following disturbing observation,

The guestion of mandatory or presumptive arrest policies in relation to
domestic abuse l&been most extensively analysed in the US. This is due to
the adoption of such policies by a number ofjurgdictions following

pressure from feminist activistswho cited evidence that allowing discretion

to police officers resulted iraflure to arrest in many cases. However,
advocates of mandatory or paorest policies became concerned when such
policies increased the number of arrests of women who were accused of
abusing their partners (e.g. Busch and Rosenberg 2004; Henning and Feder
2004; Miller and Meloy 2006Many r esearchers argue
violence should be seen as reactiamd so mandatory or parrest policies

on the basis of an allegation of domestic abuse should not be applied in the
same way to female alleged abusex# & applied to male alleged abusers

(e.g. Finn and Bettis 2006; Hamilton and Worthen 2011), that is that the policy
should be mandatory arrest of men accused of abusing theksethpartner

but not of women accused of abusing their oex partner

[Our emphasds

The most disturbing recent development in how the paliegequired toeact to
domestic violence is th2013proposal that police should be advised to ban people
suspected of domestic violence from their own hqgmesn if there is naénough
evidence to charge them.

This proposal is being made followitlge present Home Secretdrigeresa Mags
instruction to the police to review their practices in this area. In the statsheent
made to parliament on this issds. Mayagain referrd to the objective being the
protection of women and girls. One can be sbat this new guidance, which was
piloted in summer 2014, will be used alshexclusively against men. This bias in the
motive for the review adds to the already existing biamnaganen in terms of who
may be ejected from the househblfbr the reasons outlined above.

Erin Pizzeyreacedto this proposal osky News’® Note that the police officer
interviewed refers to theictim aséGhe Note also the biasf the female interviewer.
She cites thdil-in-4 womerdstatistic but is apparently unaware of the obvious
rejoinderthat Xin-6 men are abused too. ERizzeydisabusd her of this ignorance

The exchangerocevidencé@is interesting The word dthe accuser islearly deemed
to bean item of evidence, although not sufficient for an aiirést which some
additional evience would be required. $ize proposal that the asrd {.e.the man)
be removed frm the house without sufficient evidee to make a charge actually
means with no evidence at all beydahd word of the accusing woman.
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To reiterate: under this guidance a man can be ejected from his own home simply
because his female partner says so, with no evidence beyond her wordhidmmat he
been abusive.

12Gend@ras odr etstse

A comprehensive account of how newspapers report PV issues would be a major
undertaking. Suffice it to say that newspapers and the media are the medmshby
the generapublic isinformedi or misnformed

The fact hat the public still regard PV @& m ébeating up womeis all the evidence
that isneeckdthat these popular news sources do not present a balanced agcount
this reciprocal social problensome news agencies are more consistentatoe for
misinformation tharothers;however the Guardianis the chief culprit amongst the
newspapers, whilst the BBC, both radio and &késimilarly to blame. Both these
source<xlearlyhave strongnstitutionalantrmalegender bias

Rather than well further on the bias of these sourcee,draw attention to some
honourable exceptiori®low, thesarticlesactuallypresent the truth abothe
victimisation of men

1 Nicola GraharrKevan, theguardian.com, Tuesday 7 June 200e
invisible domestiwiolencei against med[”

1 Susie Christodoulou, BBC news, Janu2®l 1,dHidden male victims of
domestic abusa!®’

1 Ally Fogg, Independent7 August 20120Vhy dondét we t ake dome
against men seriousl§®Y

1 Ally Fogg, August 2014¢Trhrowing Danestic Violence Victims to the
Wolves &1
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TheDuluth mode] whichwascreated following a serious domestic violence homicide
that took place ibuluth, Minnesota (Pence & Paymar, 1998)anapproach inspired
directly by feminist theoryhat was very much the prevailing ideology of the time
whenit was developed in the United States

It assertshat meids abusive behaviour (and indeed all fheeaf the world it seem$
arisesfrom @atriarchy) Patriarchy theory is the doctrine that masculinity is
intrinsically toxic, and can b&ummed up by the phrasésale powef dnale
privileged anddll men naturally oppress womnen

A brief description of this philosophy dfreatmendis given bythe Knowledge for

Growthwebsite!® it is a simple matter to Google the name and be led to the website

of the founders and main protagonists for the model, which underpins the

overwhelmingmajpi ty of Obatterer interventiond pr

Here is howkKnowledge for Growtldescribes it:

Much of the Duluth model revolves around the power dynamics inherent in
oppositesex relationships, which is a reflection of the different wags and
women are socialized on issues of power and equality.

According to the Duluth modeien who are abusers (or sometimes men who are
victims but are being treated as if they were abusers) should be girgaiment
programmed Such programmes avsuallybased on the following thinking:

The goal of treatment is to educate men about gender roles, and how
behaviours and values identified as 06ma:
messages and attitudes that reinforce patriarchal privilege andlinyhgays

of relating with women

This is pure, unadulterated feminist theory. However, as we have been at pains to
show in this report, hereis a hugebody ofresearch literaturhatdemonstrats,on

the basis of experience and daket the patriashy theory of PV does ndiear
scrutiny.(Refst”*¥ are just a few exampl@s.

Al t hough widespread and clearly stil]l i nf o]
Kingdom, te theory is obviously untenabknce it is inconsistent with the

widespread nate of femaleon-male PVi andthe fact that lesbian relationships

display thehighest level of PV (8e Tablet).

The Duluth Model ighe reason whiemale abuse gartnes must be hidden away.
The admission that women can be chronic abusersthat this phenomenon is
extremely widespread, is a flewntradictionof feminist theoryWere such data to be
made widely available, it would invalidatiee entire pseudacademic basis of
feminism as it informs DV/PV

This is preciselywhy knowledge of theprevalence of domestic violence by women
must be suppressed by femsis, in what amounts to a statended industry

Otherwise feminists, anghost leading politiciang/hose power base is augmented by
pandering to the feminigbbby, would be undermined
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13T her i giwonoefmab uisvreat usr e

There is yet to bany programmen the Lhited Kingdomdesigned to treat abusive
women and@&ducaté o r therm oueohthed abusive behaviolfet, there are
plenty of such progammes for men and boys.

This state of affairs is encouraged by the fact that all public bodies thiae$®V is
only violence committed by men and taes, therefore, an urgenéed to protect
women.As a result, men are not being protected and violemen are not being
helped.

The origins and natusef abusive women are described by Erin PizZZ8y

A particular trait of women abusers when confronted with their behaviour, for
example by the police, is to turn the tables on their victim bgnalg to be the
victim themselves. This is a common behaviour atterstic and is knowas
DARVO (Deny, Attack andReverse Victim and Offenders explained by Tara
J. Palmatiel®¥

14Suppressi dmutahh dt glhkeg hme no f

It would be begnd the scope of this repaa go too deeply intaghe topic ofwhy the
prevalence of partner violence against men is suppressed, or why so many public
bodies take such an appallingly gentiexrsed stance on the issiie.do sowould
require a deconstetion offeminism and the pogéeminist society in which we now
live.

Instead the reaérds attention is drawto the views ol few womeron the matter
given below It should benotedthat feminism has mounted a successiod
unopposegdrevolutionin the domestic violence industry

The feministlobby isnow so powerful that any politician wiseeks career success

must pay court to the femsts.Des pi t e f emi n+wisgndesplynaked!| y | ef
socialist/‘communist origins, even conservative politicisarscd to its tunelheresa

May and heHome Officeis overtly feminist. David Camerorns a selfidentified

feminist They know they mustppease the feminist lobbyorder to survive

politically, so they followpro-feminist policies even if they are fundaentally

against their own partyods deespppatioftnenst i nct
feminist lobby has been made roptionalfor any government that wishes to

survive.This is the degree to which feminism has gained power in the landitoday

and it is relentlessly driving its own doctrinaire, amile, antpatriarchy agenda in

the case of DV/PV.

The point can be made simpBuppose a female politician were to make an-araie

remark, such ad-athers are unnecesséaryindeedHariet Harman has said justis,

repeatedl§® i or dVMlore male primary school teachers would be nibet

unfortunately we catrust thend Such remarks would do thigmalepolitician no

harm at all. But if a male politician were to make a ésslobjectionable remark such

as,dNe dorit need more women engine@nse would probablyose his job. This is

the simpletruth that the public lenot grasped: feminism sowthe only permitted

point of view.Feminists have persuadtt entire cultwal/political systento beliewe

that opposition to feminisraquates tatefuhesstowardswomen Feminism has

become the ideology of the O6Establishmentd
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The position men find themselvestodaywith respect to @rtner violence is the same

as position ran find themselves iwith respect talmost allotheraspects of their

lives. The reason why men are disadvantageglige simply, because feminissiin

power and feministdond care about menndeed the entire orgded ideology seeks
tooverthrow menods i nf.Whatbeteeeway tmato sastoenast y f or
violent thugs in thrall to their basic instincts, and unable to maintain any dignity or

balance in their relationships with women?

What the public hayet to understandithat being an anteminist does not mean

beinga misogynist nor thatone isopposed to equality of opportunity for womérhe

vast majority of mein Britaintoday i ncl udi ng mends human ri gt
support equality of opportunifpr women The irony is that it is nownerds rights

that are under threat from women. Today, it is men who are in negpiality of

opportunityand equality of respeahot women

Feminist philosophys unacceptableespecially as an informer ofgzctice and as a

means of understanding the current phenomenon of DV/PV. Indeed it could easily be
argued that these social phenomenaraade worse bfeminism. On the one hand

women are more empowered than ever befgrestill portrayed as eternal wims,

and on the other, men are becoming more and more angry at being vilified and
mistreated by the authorities when some (not all, we must not lose balance on this) are
themselves victims.

This perspectives still entirely unappreciated by the vast oréty of thegeneral
publicwho continue to believe feminismi 6 a g o pedpletielieve nhgt dvomen
are oppressed, because they are told so, repeatedly.

The reaity is different. It is unquestionably and emphatically refuted by the evidence
andillustrated by the videoselow:videos by(or of) women choserbecauséts
easy to dismismmenwho expressuchviewsas misogynists.

1 Barbara Kay, a Canadigournalist is interviewed regarding her views of
feminism[©

1 The excellent KarentBaughan| 6 Gi r | Wr bnsystemithganddd )
violencel®

Karen Sraughafs famousvideo G~eminism and the Disposable Mal

A final one from Karen Straughan. This one has a slow, siatrshe quickly
gets intoher stride The viewer will need to know that MRA =&iG Rights
Activist; MRM = Men& Rights MovementandNCFM = National Coalition
for Men (Canadalf?

1  This one idrom ProfessoChristina Hoff Sommersauthor ofthe seminal
booksWho Stole Feminis? How Women Have Betrayed Wonaem The
War Against Boydespite thdact that it discusses education in the USA
rather than PVjt illustrates how earlgocietalgender bias start¥’

1  The final video is essential viewing for those who stubbomsist on
believing that feminism is benign and in favour of free spe&ttempts by
meni who are now in ke minority in campuses in all Anglophoceuntries
T to set up meés support groups in universitiesvieanet with fierce
resistance from feminisin America The feminist influence over the
university authorities is such that they generally succeed in having men
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support groups banngalccepting without question the automatic appellation
of hate groupgiven them by feministsSimilarly, if sich groups as do exist
invite external speakers to talk about i@eissues, the feminists turn up to
disrupt and attempt to shut down the talk. Hiamd feminists will do &most
anything to sustain the covap, it seemsand f anyone tries to expose the
issue of male disadvantage, even in the most measured and unaggressive
tone, they will immediately be contradicted (generally without evidence) and
vilified.

Warren Farrellwhohas written booksicluding The Myth of Male Power
recounts his eperience ofjiving a public talk in Toronto. In the vid€8 we

see a demonstration by the local feminists (of both sexes) outside the hall
aimed at shutting down the event (as one demonsfraty admits). They
succeed in preventing some wanie attendees getting, iby barricading

the doorg until ultimately the police clear them away from the door (but
allow the protest to continue, quite rightly).

What we see here is feminigtdlowing an attendee around and continually
screamisag écamd in his face, justly ear
0f emi nazi s illingWéss talenydreetiom efspeecto any

opposing view, and tongone whowvantsa peaceful open discussiorhese

are the same people, with the same ideqledpg are covering up the truth

about PV against men, and they are prepared to go to any length to silence
anyonewith a contrary view. By any stretch of imagination these people are

enemiedf free speechwhich means theynust be trying to hide something.

Finally, asregardsacademic publications, in addition to Réf3% Institutional
Resistance to Acknowledging Intimate Male AlSddsy Eugen Lupri is worthy of
note.
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Whatshouldthe state do about the problemnoéle victims ofpartnerviolence?
Some of these suggestions are based on the Scottish review by DEfpsey

1 Strategic prevention: Government action should be taken to restore gender
neutrality in he Crown Prosetion Service, the Equality and Human Rights
Commission, the Ministry of Justicend the Home Office.

1 Primary prevention: The public and providers of support servioasst be
educatedhat both sexes can be victimsd perpetrators of PMhe most
important aspect of this is getting the message into schools, that women (and
girls) as well as men (and boys) can be violent and abusive in both the same and
other ways.

1 Secondary prevention:First responders (police, hotlines, medical professionals)
should takeall individualoconcerns seriously. In an age of equality, no longer is
it acceptable to take the easy route of ejecting men rather than women from the
home in domestic violence situations. The police must become more willing to
leave a father in charg# his children and eject a violent, quarrelsome woman.
Refuge places for men with children must be made far more widely available at
public expense, and, given the almost reciprocal levels of female to male PV, at
least as many of those refuge placeoasvbmen must be provided for men so as
to enable men to leave the home for their own protection without losing their
children.

1 Tertiary prevention: Rehabilitative services must be made available to all
individuals who perpetrate PV, i.e. abusive womemell as men. The feminist
inspired, ideologically unsound patriarebhgised approach must be replaced by
one thais not intrinsically antimale and is equally applicable to both sexes. It is
essential that the false view of PV as a gendered issue ligroeel; and a more
balanced view taken.

1 Changes in legislationThe law needs to be changed in conjunction with the
Home Offices current consultatiét? to include the form of coercive control
practiced by women within partner abuse. An education progeana@ads to be
introduced for the primary, secondaayd tertiary services referred to above,
which should be educated in the latest research literature which reveals the true
picture about PV, especially those characteristics that are more common amongst
women than amongst men, including the use of violence to achieve ¢¢htrol

1 Culture change: The Home Officanust end gender bias throughout its
organisation, and in thgublic bodies and agencies under its direct remit
including but not limited to the C3? the Probation Servicand the plice. The
government in general needs to ensure that a similar cultural purge is catried ou
of all its departments including but not limited to the Ministry of Justice, the
Department for Educatioand the EqualitandHuman Rights Commission.
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1 Appointment of a minister for men: The Prime Minister must appoint a male
minister for men, charged with the responsibility of ensuring balance and fairness
is introduced into British life for men.
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15Wor |l d Health Orgaataation (WHO)
The Prospectwebpagdel p break the circl begimsiwithvi ol en c ¢
the following statementvhich is also used as a strapline on some links

0Acts of violence cause more death and di
between 15 and 44 years than cancer, malaria, tedticlents and war
combi ned. 0

Thisclaimi and others in a similar veinhave long been known to batrue.lt
appears on many websites. We presume Prospect has copied it from such a site.
However, whoever started it gotsiériouslywrong.

The World Heah Organisatiots tables of DALY data dated 2008. DALY stands for

60Di saddjlusttyed Life Year 6. It is the sum of
lost either due to death or disability. Hence it is the correct measure to use to examine
the above statme nt , whi ch makes a claim about O0dea

categories in question, and extracting the data for ages 15 to 44 as required to examine
the abwee statement, the DALY data are:

Cause Men Women
1) Violence (excluding war) 15,022,795 2,56Q795
2) Traffic Accidents 19,681,066 5,899,411
3) War 5,262,112 465,561
4) Cancer 8,467,333 8,672,786
5) Malaria 631,492 661,029
TOTALof 2, 3,4,5 34,042,003 15,698,787

So actually, for women, cancer, malaria, traffic accidents and war combic@mehac
for more than six times the loss of healthy years of life as violence. The statement on
the Prospect web site is therefore seriously in error.

The burden of violence (excluding war) on meterms of loss of healthy years of
life is nearly six timeghe burden on women.

The burden of war on men in terms of loss of healthy years of life is more than 11
times the burden on women.
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16Exampl stsudifes from the Martin F
| it erravuew

Be aware in reading these summafiesn the Matin Fiebert literature reviei?! that

the definition of PV may differ between the academic papers, and in particular may

di ffer from that used by the BCS / CSEW su
vi ol ence 6, fofwhich we woaldgxpeamaller percentages than found

in the BCS / CSEW surveys due to their much wider definition of PV / PA.

United Kingdom studies (5)

Carrado, M., George, M. J., Loxam, E., Jones, L., & Templar, D.

(1996). Aggression in British heterosexual relationshipa:descriptive analysis

the journalAggressive Behavigr22, 401415 In a representative sample of 894

British men and 971 women it was found, using a modified version of the GES

18% of the men and 13% of the women reported being victims sfqathyiolence at

some point in their heterosexual relationshiyéth regard to current relationships,

11% of men and 5% of women reported being victims of partner aggression. One in
nine women admit to having used physical aggression against a husivaalé o

partner compared to one in ten men. 14% of men say that they have been slapped by a
partner compared to 9% of women. 11% of men have had a partner threaten to throw
something heavy at them compared to 8% of women. Although Fiebert does not say
so, Ibelieve that this work was the result of a survey commissioned by the BBC and
referred to by some as the O6Here and Now M

*CTS refersto a commonly used-12t em scal e call ed the O6Conf |

Graham, K., Plant, M., & Plant, M. (2004). Alcohol, gender and partner
aggression: a general population study of British aduitsAddiction Research and
Theory, 12, 385401. A cross sectional sample of 1052 women and 975 men were
interviewed regarding their experience with partner aggreskdn.of women
reported physically aggressing their male partners within a two year period, while
13% of males reported physically aggressing their female partners.

Russell, R. J. H., & Hulson, B. (1992)Physical and psychological abuse of
heterosexual penersin Personality and Individual Differencesl3, 457473 In a
pilot study in Great Britain, 46 couplesmpleted responses in line with @@enflict
Tactics ScaleResults reveal that husband to wife violence ivagerall violence
25% severe violace 5.8%; wife to husband violence wWasverall violence 25%
severe violence 11.3%.

Archer, J., & Ray, N. (1989). Dating violence in the United Kingdom: a

preliminary studyin Aggressive Behavigrl5, 337343 Twenty three dating couples
completedesmpnses in line with the Conflict Tactice&e.Results indicate that

women were significantly more likely than their male partners to express physical
violence.Theart hor s al so report that, Omeasures o0
that the correlatio between past and present violence was low. (Note the date
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indicating that the extent of female perpetration of PV has been known for a long
time).

George, M. J. (1999)A victimization survey of female perpetrated assaults in the
United Kingdomin Aggressive Behaviqr25, 6779. A representative sample of 718
men and 737 women completed the CTS and reported their experience as victims of
physical assaults by women during a five year period. Men reported greater
victimization and more severe assaultitda womenSpecifically, 14% of men
compared to 7% of women reported being assaulted by women. The highest risk
group were single mefhe majority (55%) of assaults on men were perpetrated by
spouses, partners, or former partners.

Australian studies (5

Feather, N. T. (1996).Domestic violence, gender and perceptions of justic&ex
Roles 35, 507519 109 men and 111 women from Adelaide, South Australia, were
presented a hypothetical scenario in which either a husband or wife perpetrated
domestic wlence.Participants were significantly more negative in their evaluation of
the husband than the wife, were more sympathetic to theamifebelieved that the
husband deserved a harsher penalty for his behaviour.

Headey, B., Scott, D., & de Vaus, D. (B®). Domestic violence in Australia: Are
women and men equally violenData from the International Social Science Survey,
Australia 1996/97, was examingdlsample of 804 men and 839 women responded to
guestions about their experience with domestic va#ean the past 1éhonths.

Results reveal that 5.7% of men and 3.7% of women reported being victims of
domestic assault8Vith regard to injuries, results reveal that women inflict serious
injuries at least as frequently as mEar example1.8% of men and.2% of women
reported that their injuries required fiest, while 1.5% of men and 1.1% of women
reported that their injuries needed treatment by a doctor or nurse.

Lewis, A. & Sarantakos, S(2001). Domestic Violence and the male victim

Nuance #3 Based on interviews with 48 men in Australia and New Zealand, authors

present findings that domestic violence by women toward men exists, that the refusal

to examine the prevalence of this abuse i s
official policy shoutl be changed to provide help for abused men.

Sarantakos, S. (2004)Deconstructing seHdefence in wifeto-husband violence

in Journal of MenGs Studies12 (3), 277296. Members of 68 families with violent
wives in Australia were studied. In 78% of cag@gesiviolence was reported to be
moderate to severand in 38% of cases husbands needed medical atteldsog
information from husbands, wives, childremd wive®mothersthe study provides
compelling data challenging seléfence as a motive féemaleto-male violence.

Stockdale, G. L. (1998).Men& Accounts of Domestic ViolencdJnpublished

Masterds thesis.Deakin University, Australia. 20 male victims of domestic

violence were interviewed using a sestiuctured protocoMany subjects incued

severe physical violence and were oO0disturb
their part, and theirpartr®r use of their children against
supported by the legal system and the community.
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New Zealandstudies (5)

Ehrensaft, M. K., Moffitt, T. E., & Caspi, A. (2004). Clinically abusive

relationships in an unselected birth cohort: méand womeds participation and
developmental antecedenits Journal of Abnormal Psychologyl113 (2), 258

270. 980 individuals, aged 2286, who were participants in a longitudinal study in
New Zealandwere assesse8ubjects were examined with the CTS, the Partner
Conflict Calendar, PCC, a measure of the consequences of abuse and a variety of
personality and psychopathology scakadings reveal that 9% of the total sample,
with an equal number of men and women, were victims of clinical abuse in their
relationships with partners.

Fergusson, D. M., Horwood, L. J., & Ridder, E. M.(2005). Partner violence and
mental health outcomes in a NeZealand birth cohorin Journal of Marriage and
Family, 67, 11031119 The paper examined the extent of domestic violence in a
sample of 437 women and 391 men who were 25 yearSobgjects were part of a
long term longitudinal study and were administethe CTS2Results reveal that
6t here were more men exposed to severe dom
mild and moderate rates were similar for men and woearall, 39.4% of women
and 30.9% of men reported perpetration scores of 3 or higheauthors report that
men and women reported similar rates of injury (3.9% for women vs. 3.3% for
men).In terms of initiation of partner assaults, 34% of women and 12% of men
reported initiating physical assaults.

Jackson, S. M., Cram, F. & Seymour, F. W(2000).Violence and sexual coercion

in high school studentddating relationshipsn Journal of Family Violence 15, 23

36. In a New Zealand sample of senior high school students (200 women, 173 men)
21% of women and 19% of men reported having been ilystwurt by their
heterosexual dating partner.

Magdol, L., Moffitt, T. E., Caspi, A., Fagan, J., Newman, D. L., & Silva, P. A.

(1997). Gender differences in partner violence in a birth cohort of-gé&arolds:

bridging the gap between clinical and epidestagical approache# Journal of
Consulting and Clinical Psychology65, 6878. The paper used the CTS with a

sample of 8621-yearolds (436 men, 425 women) in New ZealaRHdysical

violence perpetration was reported during the previous 12 months g 87.2

women and 21.8% of men, with severe violence perpetration by women at 18.6% and
by men at 5.7%.

Moffitt, T. E., Robins, R. W., & Caspi, A. (2001).A couples analysis of partner

abuse with implications for abusprevention policyin Criminology & Public

Policy, 1 (1), 536. A representative longitudinal sample of 360 yowaaiylt couples

in New Zealand completed a 13 item physical abuse $Ratilts reveal that 40% of

males and 50% of females had perpetrated at least one act of physical violence toward
their partners.

Canadian studies (5)

Bland, R., & Orne, H. (1986).Family violence and psychiatric disorden
Canadian Journal of Psychiatry31, 129137. Interviews with 1,200 randomly
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selected Canadians (489 men, 711 women) found that women bogedngaand
initiated, violence at higher rates than their male partners.

Brinkerhoff, M., & Lupri, E. (1988). Interspousal violencen Canadian Journal of
Sociology 13, 407434. The paper examined interspousal violence in a representative
sample of 562auples in Calgary, Canada. It used the Conflict Tactics Scale and

found twice as great an incidence of witehusband as husbaowife severe

violence (10.7% vs 4.8%J.he overall violence rate for husbands was 10.3% while

the overall violence rate favives was 13.2%. Violence was significantly higher in
younger and childless couples. The results suggest that male violence decreased with
higher educational attainment, while female violence increased.

Brown, G. (2004).Gender as a factor in the responséthe lawenforcement

system to violence against partnearsSexuality and Culture 8, (34), 3139 The

paper summarizes partner violence data from the 1999 Canadian General Social
Survey (GSS)The GSS is based on a representative sample of 25,876
perons.Overall in the 12month period preceding the survey, an estimated 3% of
Canadian women and 2% of Canadian men reported experiencing violence from their
partnersDuring thefive year period from 1998999, an estimated 8% of Canadian
women and 7% of @&hadian men reported violence from their partrigns. authors
reviewed the response of the police and legal representatives to partner violence in
Edmonton,Canadand concl uded that 0. . . men who
their partners, whether afleged victims or as alleged offenders or both, are
disadvantaged and treated less favourably than women by tlenfavcement

A

system at al most every step.o6

Grandin, E. & Lupri, E. (1997). Intimate violence in Canada and the United

States: A crossmational comparisonin Journal of Family Violence 12 (4), 417

443 Data from the 1985 U.S. National Family Violence Resurvey and the 1986
Canadian National Family Life Survey were examiriadoth cultures the rates of
violence of wives against husbands weigher than husbands against

wives. Specifically, the overall violence index for men in America was 10.6 and in
Canada it was 18.3; while the overall violence index for women in America was 12.2
and in Canada it was 25.3. (Il include this example papeubedhe data used is from
the mid80s, indicating that the extent of femalerpetrated partner violence has been
documented for a long time).

Saewyc, E. M., Brown, D., Plane, M., Mundt, M. P., Zakletskaia, L., Wiegel, J. &

Fleming, M. F. (2009).Gender Diferences in violence exposure among university

students attending campus health clinics in the United States and Camada

Journal of Adolescent HealthData was collected from a cressctional survey of

717 men and 1374 women at five universities whoeéor routine primary

care.Subjects were primarily white (82%) and responded to items from the

CTSResults indicate that, O0both men and wom
physical violence from intimate partners. o

USA studies (5)

These are a vergmall sample of the papers referring to the USA, from the huge
number listed by Fiebert (these are randomly chosen, apart from being biased to more
recent papers).
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Davis. R. L. (2010) Domestic Violenceaelated deathsn Journal of Aggression,

Conflict, and Peace Researcl2 (2), 4452. This is a review article which examines

domestic violenceelated suicidesT he aut hor concludes that 6w
violencerelated suicides are combined with domestic homicides, the total numbers of
domesticviolenceelda ed deat hs are higher for males t

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J. (2010).Controversies involving gender and intimate

partner violence in the United States Sex Roles62, 179193 This is a scholarly

examination and analysis of tlesues related to intimate partner violentiee author

states that, Ousing behaviour al measures | |
community samples, women have been shown rather consistently to perpetrate acts of

intimate partner violencda r at es comparable to or even hi

Felson, R. B. (2008)The legal consequences of intimate partner violence for men

and womenin Children and Youth Services Revie®0, 639646, Activists claim

that assaults on women by their intimate pagtend to go unreported, and that,

when they are reported, offenders are treated leniently. The author reports that
6evidence does not support the idea that a:
likely to be underreported or treated lenien®gather the results suggest that

offenders who assault women are more likely to suffer legal consequences than those

who assault meno. I n a telephone survey, 8
argument between a couple in which one strikes the othésingaheir arm.Results

indicate that subjects were more likely to condemnanassaults on women than

womerts assaults on men, even though injuries were identical.

West, C. M. (2008) A thin line between love and hate? Black men as victims of

perpetrabrs of dating violenceén Journal of Aggression, Maltreatment & Trauma

16, 238257. A review article which examines black men as victims and perpetrators

of dating violenceThe aut hor concludes that Oothe rat e
againstblacknen i s unacceptably high. o

Carney, M., Buttell, F., & Dutton, D. (2007).Women who perpetrate intimate

partner violence: A review of the literature with recommendations for treatmant

Aggression and Violent Behavipd2, 108115 Accor di ng Anexcelenteber t , ¢
review of the literature on women who perpetrate violence in intimate

relationshipsAl so summari zes i ntervention progr ams
introduction to the paper reads, O6Among t h
none is moracrimonious than the debate around female initiated violeacebate

that has been troubling for feminists since the first U.S. National Family Violence

Survey of 1975 found women to be as violent as men. Because this finding

contradicts feminist thegy it has been suppressed, unreported, reinterpreted, or

denied. Attempts to explain away or diminish female initiated violence in intimate

relationships has resulted in violent women being portrayed as engaging in self

defensive violence, less seriousleice, or being the victims of gender biased

reporting. In fact, rates of female initiated violence in intimate relationships are

equivalent to or exceed male rates, even when analyzed for level of severity, and this

includes female violence againstrgw | ent mal es 0.
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Cross-Cultural studies

Lastly, an early paper comparing several different cultures,

Steinmetz, S. K. (1981)A cross cultural comparison of marital abuse Journal of

Sociology and Social Welfare3, 404414. Using a modified version dhe CTS, the

paper examined marital violence in small samples from six societies: Finland, United

States, Canada, Puerto Rico, Belize, and Israel (630 in tbtal). was f ound t hat
each society the percentage of husbands who used violence was sithiéar t

percent age o The wmajoodxeeption wasiPuegasRico where men were

more violentThe aut hor also reports that, OWives

A

greater amounts. O

The above extracts are just a small sarfrple the 300+papersikted and reviewed
by Martin Fiebert3®!
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178how us t hhe GOatdadeisenwso nbefn wh o
mur dered men

Have you ger wondered who the people were behind the statisticenfmurdered
by female partnefsHere are some recent example caseghwhere tracked down
simply from newspaper reports. They are mostly ftbathreeyear period 2010
2012. This is not an exhaustive list, even for the period taken, even confining
attention to England, Wales and Scotland. They are just the examplegtbaasily
found in newspapers.

Readers should not get the impression that by concentrating on the deaths of men at

the hands of women that an attempt is being made to minimise the prevalence or

seriousness of partner violence against women. Of caussmiilar set of examples

could be compiled of women killed by their male partners. The purpose of

concentrating on male victims here is to demonstrate that the PV statistics do

represent real cases: that fermatemale PV is not mere fiction. No one ddsithat

male partners abuse women, but there does seem to be doubt amongst many people

that female partnersabusem8ruch doubt ers have been known
bodi esd. Shbpdhesé ams. B6e near

Sheila Sampford 75

| Date of lling | Victim & method Killer & link

TJuly 2013 John Sampford, | Wife Sheila Sampford 75,

4 83, drangled claimed it was a mercy Kkilling, but
the judge did not agree
http://www.kbbc.co.uk/news/uk
englandbedsbucksherts
26353262

Shiela Sampford, who admitted strangling her termir#lllyusband, did not act out

of mercy, the judge ruled. Mr Sampford was diagnosed with leukaemia on 6 June

2013, and told he had months to livedde Foster told Sampford it was clear her

husband had taken the news weaiid had given no indication that he wanted to end

his life. He told his daughter Caroline Vant that he wanted to be resuscitated and was

planning a full course of chemotherapyTele was clearly some hope he might

survive for some months, 6 he said. O06The tr
was positive. What you did in particular was to deprive your daughter of the

opportunity to say goodbye to him, and for himto saygoedbyt o her . 6
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Shaniece Dobsoj21

Date of killing | Victim & method Killer & link
25.2.12 Sean Martin21, Girlfriend Shaniece Dobson21. She caugh
stabbed him on thephone to higormer girlfriend
He had been arranging foetto take his pet
dog.
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/ugcotland
glasgowwest21276307

Shaniece Dobson, 21, stabbed Sean Martin, also 21, in front of his younger brother
and sister at her home in Coatlge, North Lanarkshire. Ann, 17, and-yé€arold

Paul Martin both told how they witnessed Dobson attaekezkold Sean in a

jealous rage after she caught him on his mobile phone to an ex. Dobson went to the
kitchen, grabbed a large knife and returnegdltmge it into Sean's chest, they said.

The severanda-half inch blade pierced both lungs and sliced open both his windpipe
and his main artery. He collapsed and died within minutes from massive blood loss. It
emerged in evidence that Sean, from Coatlerithgd only been arranging for his

former girlfriend to take his pet dog.

Susan Colghoun

Date of killing | Victim & method Killer & link
9.1.12 Alan Kopp 30, PartnerSusan Colquhoun She claimed he had been stabhb
stabbed in the street and had stagegeéack to their house. She wag

only caught because she confessed to a friend some mot
later, who reported to the police.
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/ukcotlandglasgowwest
2094907

Susan Colquhoun fatally stabbed her partner in the back during an argument at their
flat in South Lanarkshire. Colquhoun and Mr Kopp had argued because she would not
let one of his friends into their house. During the row she stabbed him in the back
inflicting a wound from which Mr Kopp bled to death. After the attack, she washed

her hands, wiped the knife clean on her housecoat and threw it from the balcony of
the flat in Kelvin Gardens.

Susan Colguhoun claimed Alan Kopp had staggered back tdtiree after being
attacked in the street. She nearly got away tahcrime

During the investigation into Mr Kof@p deathmore than 400 witnesses were

guestioned by police. One wonders why the police were not more suspicious when no
one had seen arhyhg untoward out on the street. Colquhoun was questioned three
times during the inquirybut stuck to her story. The court heard, however ttiree

months after the event, Colquhoun told arfdevhat she had don&hankfully, the

friend told the police
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