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In 2006 substantial changes were made to family law legislation with the introduction

of the Family Law Amendment (Shared Parental Responsibility) Act 2006.

The Act provided for a presumption that parents would be declared suitable to participate
jointly in the major Ilides,oeviich was basicallyma retvonkeg of thec h i
previously descri bed A s,phchintuinwas a detvatisnoof tikeo n s i
prior oO0guardi ans hi pthe gpached noton af pagental rightst remainirtg,h o u
just duties and responsibilities.

Following on from this finding of parental suitability, the Act orders that judges MUST
consider shared parenting time etc or if not practical or suitable, then substantial contact,
with the overriding proviso that all decisions made should consider the best interest of the
child.

Equal shared parental responsibility can be rebutted if the court is satisfied the conflict
between the parents is too intense and unlikely to diminishori f t her e ar e &r «

groundséto believe that a person has engaged in child abuse or family violence.

At the time when the Bill was introduced this Agency objected to the elevation of the
domestic violence issue into the principles and objectives of the Act, particularly as we
considered the issue was adequately addressed in other parts of the Act and other

State based legislation. One of our barristers was so concerned by the inclusion, he
remarkedit hat this is the Family Law Act, not

violenceser vi ce 0.

Undoubtedly, the particular focus on family violence has led to a situation where even
publications such as the Australian Master Family Law Guide® (2008 p282) discusses
the issue purely from the perspective of the Act disadvantaging a woman leaving a
violent relationship, where she and/or children have been abused as if it never occurs
that a man may be the carer of the children and they may be the people at risk of

violence and abuse perpetrated by the mother.

1 CCH Australia Ltd., 2008 Australian Master Family Law Guide,2nd Edition, CCH Australia



Furthermore, the same text questions the difficulties a women might experience in

|l eaving a violent relationship if she is th
and encourage a close and continuing relationship between the child and the other
parento, S$60CC(3)(c)

The bias displayed by this prestigious guide in failing to recognize that men and their
children can be victims of a motherds abuse
other family/friends whom she enlists to support her cause is surprising and should be

subjected to widespread condemnation.

No doubt the nel gioleadedwihn the Act odcorree s & liesult of heavy
l obbying fr om ,whoneaditdaslvisgther mgnbers to apply for an easily
gained domestic violence order and/or to make false allegations of child abuse to give

them an advantage before the Family Courts.

The portrayal that women are the only victims of interpersonal or family violence is

incorrect and the longer this falsehood is allowed to be used as the determining factor
guiding the Federal/ State governmentsoé resp
more likely it is their proposals will fail. Providingsolut i ons t o fAdeal with
the problem has never been a successful strategy and is likely to exacerbate the very

problem it seeks to resolve. The abuser, if undetected become more powerful, perhaps
resulting in serious harm or death of their victim and the abused, if not recognised, will

become more submissive until perhaps they can no longer live with the abuse, take their

own life or retaliate with such force the unintended consequence is the death of the

abuser. The battered wife syndrome could be said to apply equally well to battered

husbands, but our society has convinced itself that women can be excused their violence

if they claim to be a victim of abuse T no such allowance is made for men who are

abused.

Similarly, if this inquiry should continue under an invalid assumption that only women are

victims of memldrend s b @ s is frommhieisfdhers, then the outcome will

2Family Law Act 1975



be to put children at greater risk as they are placed with mothers who may be skilled in
hiding the child abuse they commit and/or ignore the signs of abuse committed by their
live-in boyfriend/defacto/step partner preferring to cherish their adult relationship above

the protection of their child.

It is not our intention to deny any violence committed by biological fathers, but sadly as
is known, mothers are more likely to neglect, assault and kill their children than biological
fatherss. The children are also at considerabl e

step fathers, siblings or other relatives.

This Agency is suggesting a balanced approach should prevail and we should not be
contemplating changes to the Family law legislation based on the sad death of one little

girl or the presumption that only women and children are in need of protection.

Of course, women and children should be protected from violence and abuse BUT

so should men and children!

Unfortunately, statistical information about the reasons cited for separation has become
fragmented because the latest figures only include data from the Family Court of
Australia®. A more comprehensive understanding of the reasons cited for the breakdown
of a relationship would have been available if the statistics from the Federal Magistrates
Court had been included. As it is, the percentages of abuse claims are bound to be
higher in the FCoA for this is where most of these cases involving serious allegations are
heard. To gain a true picture of abuse experienced by separating couples interacting with
the Family Courts we need access to the figures from the Federal Magistrates Court as
well. Prior to the introduction of the Federal Magistrates Court, Table 3*, shown below
defines abusive behaviours in some detail and shows 9.6% of women and 0.4% of men
caimiPhysical Vi ol ence #&sdhe season foothe byeakdown ofthei | d r

marriage.

3 Family Court of Australia, Zlf®red Parental Respons[hititgssed online at
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/resources/file/eb6b6f033263e7d/SPR_otg_02_03_09.doc

4Wolcott I. and Hughes, J., 1999, Towards understanding the reasonSusiraliaortestitute of Family Studies, [accessed online
www.aifs.gov.au/institute/pubs/WP20. pdf
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Table 3. Perception of main reason for marriage breakdown by genden€633)

Main Reason Women Men All
(n=354) (n=279) (n=633)

% n % n % n

Affective issues

Communication 22.6 80 33.3 93 27.3 173
problems

Incompatability 19.8 70 22.6 63 21.0 133
[ o6drift

You or former 20.3 72 19.7 55 20.1 127
spouse had an
affair

Abusive
behaviours

Physical 9.6 34 0.4 1 5.5 35
violence to you
or children

Alcohol/drug 11.3 40 2.5 7 7.4 47
abuse

Emotional 2.5 9 1.1 3 1.9 12
and/or verbal
abuse

External
pressures

Financial 4.0 14 5.7 16 4.7 30
problems

Work/time 1.7 6 3.9 11 2.7 17

Family 0.3 1 1.1 3 .6 4
interference

Physical/mental 4.2 15 5.4 15 4.7 30
health

Other

Spouseds 0.8 3 1.4 4 1.1 7
personality

Children 2.0 7 T 2 14 9
problems

Other .8 3 2.2 6 1.4 9

Notes: Missing cases=17 (no reason givgrf{11)=59.38p<. 001 ( womends reports vers



The latest figures from the FCofA> provides the reasons why both mothers and fathers
were only granted a limited amount of contact. However, the figures do not represent a

complete picture for the reasons discussed previously and below.

CASES WHERE THE FATRIRECEIVED LESS THBQYOF TIME

Father - when less than 30%time

Note:d Ot her @ i nc | ud esunkndwe sueh ag; theearties eomserdimgduring
Abuse the litigation process, the reason is not covered by a categaryr there is multiple and

andfor FV, complex reasons.
29%

Other, 35%

NOTES:
[1] A sample of 1448 litigated c3
Childs were taken from total of 6992

Views, 2%

Distance/ litigated cases finalised ir@®07

g o [IThe term 8lit

o, J Bercres S includes all Applications for Fin

veontl 15% Orders finalised, by agreement

Health, 3% judgment, in the Family Cdurt o
Australia

[3]A sample of 2719 consent cg
were taken from a total of 10,57
consent cases finalised iF0B007|
[4The term 6con
Abuce includes all Applications for
andor FV, Consent Orders finalised in the

16%

CASES WHERE THE MOTRRECEIVES LESS THBR%OF TIME

Mother -when less than 30%time

Other, 20% Family Court of Australia
s [5]For data collection purposes
50/50 time was defined as betw
pubstnce o 45 % and 55% of the time spen
Financial with a child or children.

Barriers,
Relocation, 16%

%

Entrenched
conflict, 2%

Mental
Health, 31%

CASES WHERE THE FATRISPENT NO TIME WITRHE CHILDREN
0 In 6% of litigated cases, the father was ordered to spend no time with the children.

0 Where the parents came to an early agreement, it was sijnaadlb lescases that the father have no
contact with the children.

CASES WHERE THAOTHERSPENTNO TIME WITH THECHILDREN
o0 In 1% of litigated cases, the mother was ordered to have no contact with the children.

®Family Court of Australia, 28b@red Parental Respdasdglsed online at
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/resources/file/eb6b6f033263e7d/SPR_org_02_]03_09.doc



http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/resources/file/eb6b6f033263e7d/SPR_org_02_03_09.doc
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref1
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref2
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref3
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref4
http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref5

Themain reasondor the order includle

Reason Percentage of casagviewed overall
(1448 out of 6992 litigated cases)
Fathers 6% of Mothers 1% of
6992 case 6992 case
= 420* = 70**
Abuse and family violence 38% 160 15% 10
Entrenched conflict 10% 42 0% 0
Distance/transport/financial 0% 0 8% 5
barriers
Relocation 2% 8 8% 5
Mental health issues 2% 8 31% 22
Other 42% 176 31% 22
Missing ddta 6% 26 7% 4
* Not all categories are shown in this table tsm:haas;ehbon2007

parties consenting during the litigation process, the reason is not covered by a category, or there is realiphs.and comg

**The FCofA has not explained whether the percentages shown in the tables apply to the 1443 vezpplied tcat39@nkhe

overall number of litigated cases.
Were the participants selected randomly or was another criteria applied? As already
noted, cases from the Federal Magistrates Court were not included, neither were
interim decisions. Anecdotal evidence over 15 years tells us that a considerable
number of cases go no further than an interim hearing. The writer does recall at the
time of the study, the then Chief Justice of the Family Court, Alastair Nicholson did
refuse to allow the Canberra staff to supply, even the number of fathers and

mothers participating and how they were recruited.

Notwithstanding, the questions regarding the selection of the reviewed cases it is
interesting to note the significant difference in reasons given for fmo contactoorders

being applied to mothers and fathers. The main criteria for fathers are Abuse and

family violence and mothers i Mental health issues. However, if we recognize that
symptomatic of mental health issues, depending on the diagnosis, can be a

tendency towards violent behavior. This is particularly the case with bipolar® mood
disorders. It is possible that some mothers have been categorized as having mental
health issues rather than being classified as abusive and violent in an attempt to

mi ni mi ze and excus eAgvad me nwes avieo lferecqqau.ent |
knowledge or suspicion that his wife is suffering from a mental disorder i most often

described as fbipolaro.

¢ Carlson N.R. and Buskist W., B9/thology: The ScRettavifullyn and Bacon, USA, (p 593)


http://www.familycourt.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/FCOA/home/about/Business/Statistics/FCOA_stats_SPR#_ftnref1

If we combine the two categories of Abuse and family violence and mental health
iIssues, 40% of these particular fathers were denied contact for these reasons and
46% of mothers. However, these percentages cannot be taken as representative of

Australian separating population.

Clearly problems of parenting in fathers are more likely to be described as Abuse
and family violence and in mothers as mental health issues, although the statistical
difference would seem to be contrary to the data available for child abuse and now

family violence gathered from State Government departments.

Mental health pleadings are tendered for consideration when a mother is accused of

killing her children, but rarely when a father is accused of a similar crime. Despite

the difficulty of imagining that any person who kills their own child could be
described as fAbeing in their right mind,
accountable for their actions and mothers are excused due to their claimed

incapacity.

In the following pages we present data detailing the numbers of victims/perpetrators
of domestic violence and child abuse. Where possible we have included the gender
of the person who is the victim or perpetrator and their relationship to each other.
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Misuse of domestic/family violence legislaimmakingfalse allegations

In 1991, Supreme Court Justice Terence Higgins’, when overturning a Canberra
womanods domestic violence protecti,dascried der
fas nonswaoeBan bdters that the statements attributed to the man had
represented a threat to hewomarawazaligrandthatd he
she and her sister hayve JistedHiggiosgpdinted outthae i r a l
Aharassing or offensive behavior could just
safety. But that fear had to be an objective one and a reasonable response to the
situation. fAMere criticism, nagging, even u

described @as O6violence

Hi s Honour questioned the practice of the M
orders merely to prevent annoyance by one party to a domestic relationship of

anothero and suggested that in this case #fi
towards eradicating or at least controlling violence in our society are being sadly

mi sdirbeletedoc!l uded etideree wae deldarabely false and revealed

a consistently vindictive attitude.

In 1995, Qu eGChiefsStipenmdihry Magistrate Mr Stan Deer acknowledged
the problem of domestic violence orders bei

areusingdomesti ¢ vi ol ence orders to gain a better

Estimates provided to this Agency at the time, by court staff/prosecutors suggested
that only 5% of applications for domestic violence orders were legitimate in their

claims.

In 1999, a survey conducted with 60 serving NSW magistrates, conducted by the
Judicial Commission of NSW found that most (90 percent) believed domestic violence
orders(AVOs) were used by applicants i often on the advice of a solicitor i as a tactic
in Family Court proceedings to deprive their partners of access to their children®.

" Canberra Times XYZ
8Horan, M., 1995, Women abusing violence orders: top SM, Courier Mail, 5 July 1995, Brisbane
°Noonan G., 199€all for tougher checks dBydN&sMorning Herald, 30 August 1998liAasul
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A further study of Queensland Magistrates found three out of four who responded
believed parents use domestic violence protection orders as a tactic in divorce and
custody battles'®. Like their counterparts in NSW several Queensland Magistrates
believed many women applied for domestic violence orders on the advice of their

solicitors.

An extract from an email communication from a female friend (an academic and
health professional) to a woman, separated from her husband, advising her on how to
effect a separation provides an example of the attitude towards using the domestic

violence legislation for nefarious purposes:
From: Mary@XYZ.edu.au
To: Joanne@12345.com

No need to thank me for the coffee this morning darling. Its [sic] always a pleasure to catch up

with you. If you want David out of your life altogether that AVO idea isn @ silly as it sounds, is it?

A few crocodile tears in front of a stupid cop and they will be happy to do all the work for you. You

will be back sunning yourself in (coastal town) befo

Joanne. You are singl e yabouthisfeaings ashyonrmi@t have t o worr

Joanne wrote previously:

Thanks for the coff ee Illdfhosne withoutmiy pugse! Gatalot 6ntmyb el i ev e
mind | suppose. David was here today, he is moving to a unit in (suburb)! Says it will be great

because it is across the road from the school. Says he want the kids to stay over 2 nights a week!

Woe is me.

Joanne
Having had one AVO interim order dismissed, the mother tried to take out

another and again sought the advice of her friend, Joanne:

July 2006
Hi Mary,

Big day formetodayi not nice either. | wonder iif you can help

Online Executive Summary, Judicial Commission of NSW
http://www.judcom.nsw.gov.au/Monograph20/Executive%20sumniaoyldriger available at this URL)

Nolan J., 200, Domestic violence orders O6abused6, Courier Mai
Field R., and Carpenter B., 2888es relating to Queensland Magistrates Understandings of Dom8stiodliofehcstice
Studies, QUT Brisbane [acamsges ahttp://eprints.qut.edu.au/3726/1/3726.pdf
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The constable who came on Saturday would not take out an AVO for me so | have to start again

with another officer but | was told that | should write a letter of complaint about him first. Trouble is

I dondét know what to say. If | were to get some idea
|l etter for me? Please donét agree unless you feel <co
Mary replied:

Of course | can!
I 6 | dnd give you a call later to see what the lawyer said.
M.

The mother moved away taking the children with her and the father found himself
in receipt of another AVO issued by another police officer in another place. He
was also arrested for an alleged breach and eventually cleared. This father spent
$140,000 to clear his name and reestablish contact with his children again i all
because of the ease of takingouta o6f ake AVO6.

Another father has survived 5 AVO applications based on false allegations

the wife made to the police. This has resulted in 10 court appearances i all

dismissed. The father complained to the Judge on the last appearance and she
said, fAshe di dn oY applieatioe thatthereiate new allegatiomse 9 0

and they must be tested in courto.
Other fathers have expressed their experience in this way:

John says:

| called the police once because my partner was hitting and throwing things at me. The officers
talked to both of us individually and seemed understanding. The joke came when the officers
came back up and said yes you were right in calling us and she is out of control but you need
to leave the premises because if they get a call again to this premise | will be the one going to
the lockup for the night. | asked why and the answer was that the man is the one who gets
taken away for the night. How is this fair? She was the aggressive one. | will lay money down if
the roles were reversed | would have been taken away and charged. Now if someone can tell

me how that is justice | would like to hear it.

Or Michael described to MRA his experience as follows:
He called the police to calm his mentally ill wife and prevent her from taking off in the middle of

the night, worried she might harm herself. Following procedure, the couple was separated, the
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female officer talking to his disturbed wife and the male officer talking to Michael. The
outcome: Michael was arrested and bailed several hours later and told not to return to his
house. Mi chael was his wifeds day to day suppor
devastated when she realised the outcome of the police actions. The police aggressiveness,
unwillingness to listen to the real problem and determination to proceed using the domestic
violence legislation nearly tore this couple apart. Neither party wanted to proceed with a DVO.
The interim application was refused, but a mix up with the dates for the next hearing meant the
respondent husband was not present. An adjournment requested by his solicitor was refused
and a final order made without hearing his side of the story. During the application made by the
husband to revoke the order, which was supported by his wife, the Magistrate identified that
the husban d h a d sdriaudyrprejiidicedoby the making of the order under those
circumstances. Many thousands of dollars later spent in legal fees, the Magistrate revoked the
DVO.

Or in Davidodos wor ds:

This year | experienced first- hand the bias shown toward men when they try to seek
protection. On 6 occasions | tried for a DV orders after being verbally abused and physically
attacked, including times in front of my 4 year old daughter. The Police were called on 2
occasions, and each case | was advised to seek a DV order. My lawyer handling the legal
matters advised me to seek a protection order. But it seems that the staff at the courts had
different ideas, in fact the indifference shown by the staff was insulting.

When | set out to protect myself and my children from the violence and abuse by an ex
partner and her boyfriend the application should not be so easily dismissed. To be told "that is
a matter for the family courts" is just wrong! To add insult to injury, when the ex found out that |
had been recording conversations, she was IMMEDIATELY granted an intervention order. The
other allegations were "not paying bills and using her credit card". There has NEVER been
any physical violence on my part, nor listed on her intervention order. She found out after |
made it known that my lawyer and | had a copy of the conversation where she and her new
boyfriend made threats of "putting a bullet in my head" and "taking me to the police station and
beating the shit out of me".

And this is justice???

To ignore the violence committed against men and their children, who have been
victimized and abused by the very person expected to nurture and care for them is both

di scriminatory and c o labusigfcrimmal bebaviemx cuse wo me
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British philanthropist Lord Astor remarked in 1993:

AEveryone starts out totally dependent on a
be your enemy is M erribly frighteningd

Perhaps this explains in part, why there 1is
capaci ty for violence. Or as we have previousl

as victims and men only as p efemimgstorganizations 0 h a
to fund their continuing existence with public monies handed out by politicians who see

more votes in providing services for women and children than for men and children.

Greed is a powerful motivation to ignore others who need assistance as victims of

womenodéds violence.

Many millions of dollars have been provided at both federal and state level for

counselling and refuge services for women. Ask the question i is violence against

women reducing at a rate commensurate with the expenditure? It is reducing, but

perhaps improved responses would produce a more noticeable reduction and monies

intended to protect victims of violence could be directed towards those people, rather

than to people who claim to be victims for ulterior purposes. Then consider asking the
question:why i s wolenecragamst men mcreasing? Statistics confirm this and

some commentary has appeared in the media inrelationt o younger womenos

aggression and violence as well.

Services for men are limited to a small number of anger management courses. The
greatest indignity for any man who is a victim of abuse is to be referred to an anger
management course, as if the abuse they have suffered is their fault. MRA has been
aware of this occurring numerous times. It sounds absolutely contrary to the mantra of

womenos idgirtchueepsvi ol ence oi -doreeswnert har? fault

Perhaps, somewhat cynically, we should add a rider to clarify that this statement only
applies to women who are victims.If youdre a male victim, thet

seemingly has everyrighttoclami t 6s not my fault, he made n

" pearson, P., 1997, When she was bad: Violent Women the Myth of Innocence, Viking Penguin, USA
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Anger management courses for women are few and far between!

Police frequently ask men seeking protection from a female abuser,iwh at di d you
make her Thensugges ey shouldbefibe a manaskangart e i y ou a

whi mp or what ?0

For a man who is a victim of abuse and who is trying to protect himself and his children
it is difficult enough to admit being abused by his wife without being exposed to this

unhelpful reaction when seeking the assistance from the authorities.

This administrative abuse is not restricted to police only. Over the years our clients have
frequently reported difficulties in making a court appearance 1 refusal to accept

applications; refusal to arrange urgent hearings for temporary protection orders; of being

asked to wait in a room away from the court, while the hearing into his application for

protection is heard in his absence and as you might have anticipated i a protection

order is refused because hedid n 6t appear; being given a wro
the magistrate refusing point blank to hear his evidence or finally a failure by the police

to serve the initiating summons or the domestic violence orders on women who are

perpetrators of abuse.

Other men who have committed no violence/abuse whatsoever, are persuaded to

accept a domestic violence order @vithout admissionséafter being persuaded that the

outcome is not going to affect his life or his contact with his children. Various reasons

are put forward suchasivwhy spend the money on defieyoudi ng
dondét really wan!loOrtTiéorsler is only a civil @aderpwithout

explaining that the DV order is entered onto the police data base and they could be

accused at anytime of breaching the order, which then becomes a criminal offence and

the existence of any DV order is going to be used against them in future hearings,

especially those involving family issues.
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Correcting the false, mistaken or misleading presentation of statistics in relation to

interpersonal and family violence:

The following is a small sample of the statistical evidence available from Australian
data which illustrates a significant number of men/husbands/partners are the victims of

interpersonal/family violence.

e 1999171 In South Australia 32.3 per cent of victims of reported domestic violence by a
current or ex-partner (including both physical and emotional violence and abuse are

male

e 20057 In New South Wales 28.9 percent of domestic violence assault victims are

men*?

e 2005-2006 i In Victoria 26.45% of adult domestic violence victims are men according

to police records™.

e 200671 In Australia 29.8 per cent of victims of current partner violence since the age of

15 are male'*

e 20097 In Queensland 39.9 of domestic violence orders were issued to protect men®®

“Peoples, J. (200690 medfTrendisolaemncepaaseamlstsd, in Contem

NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research

(http://www.lawlink.nsw.gov.au/lawlink/bocsar/ll_bocsar.nsf/vwFiles/cjb89.pdf/$file/

¢jb89.pgf

1B3Victims Support Ager2808, The Victorian Family Violence Database Volumer@arJeeport, Victorian Government,

Department of Justice

4 Australian Bureau of Statistics. (2005). Personal Safetyttaustraliadbs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/

4906.02005% R¢issue)?OpenDocujment

5Queensland Department of Communities, Gender based domestic violence orders and applications made between
200405 and 20030
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Domestic and family violence orders: Number and type of order by gender,
Queensland, 2004-05 to 2008-09

Department of Communities, October 2009

Temporary protection orders Protection orders
Males | Females | Unknown | Total Males | Females | Unknown| Total
2004-05 2,535 5,181 559 | 8,275 5,650 | 6,057 2,187 13,894
2005-06 1,945 5,576 84 7,605 4,331 | 8,889 347 13,567
2006-07 1,937 5,592 51 7,580 4,501 8,585 219 13,305
2007-08 1,871 5,255 52 7,178 4,423 8,201 234 12,858
2008-09 2,285 5,732 165 | 8,182 5,395 | 7,616 481 13,492
7,000
6,000
5,000
4,000 m Male
3,000 m Female
2,000 - m Unknown

1,000 -

200405 200506 200607 200708 200809

Temporary Protection Orders issued by gender 2004-05 to 2008-09

10,000
9,000

8,000
7,000

6,000
5,000 -
4,000 -
3,000 -
2,000 -
1,000

0

200405 200506 2006807 200708 200809

m Males
m Female!

= Unknown

Protection Orders issued by gender 2004-05 to 2008-09
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Domestic and family violence applications: Numbeypaaf application by

gender, Queensland 2diBlto 20089

Department of Communities, October 2009
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The above statistics from the Queensland Department of Communities confirms the growing

incidence of men as domestic violence victims.
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Many International studies support the claim that women and men can be equally violent to

each other, with women becoming increasingly violent For further information on these
studies we refer you to Profess d%whithaxamines Fi ¢
256 scholarly investigations: 201 empirical studies and 55 reviews and/or analyses, which
demonstrate that women are as physically aggressive, or more aggressive, than men in

their relationships with their spouses or male partners. The aggregate sample size in the

reviewed studies exceeds 253,500.

The greattabooé é s i | e n c i alput domesticviolemde h

Researchers and wo meaouriddittleapposiian totthe ieamis af vegearch
they have produced over the past thirty years, much of which could be described as self-
select opinion polling.

UK neurophysiologist Dr Malcolm George, who has spent many years commenting on

A

domesticviolenc e, and researching édmen as victimso

support his explanation of the met hods Wse

When initial evidence of the gender equality of intimate violence emerged in the work of Straus et al. (1980),
the authors faced not only criticism but also a barrage of abuse, falsehoods and threats from women's
advocates that is now well documented (Gelles, 1994; Luccal, 1995; McNeeley, Cook, & Torres, 2001;
Straus, 1993). Similarly, when attempting to resurrect the argument, McNeeley (see McNeeley & Robinson-
Simpson, 1987) also faced hostility and abuse. Robinson-Simpson was allegedly an oppressed female who
had been duped by a malevolent misguided male (McNeeley, Cook and Torres, 2001). As a result, according
to Fillion (1997):

Currently, findings on all types of female physical and sexual aggression are being suppressed;
academics who do publish their research are subjected to bitter attacks and outright vilification from some
colleagues and activists, and others note the hostile climate and carefully omit all data on female

perpetrators from their published reports. (pp. 229-230)

This suggests that some twenty years of silencing had occurred beginning with publications in the mid- to
late-1970s. (Dr. Malcolm George)

16Fiebert, M.S., July 20&ferences examining assaults by women orutesiraspuoafeartnes: an annotated bibliograpiayifornia State
University, Long Beach, [#488essed onlihép://www.csulb.edu/~mfiebert/assajilt.htm

17Malcolm J. Georddé "great taboo" and the role of patriarchy in husband ant Wwiferahtisaal Journal of Men's Health. FindArticles.com. 29
Jun, 2009. [ accessed online http://fexladiolp/articles/mi_mOPAU/is_1_6/ai_n27283522/]



http://www.csulb.edu/~mfiebert/assault.htm
http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m0PAU/is_1_6/ai_n27283522/
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Australian Micheal Woods, a Senior Lecturer with the University of Western Sydney

confirms*®:

The domestic violence industry in Australia is a multi-million dollar enterprise, ostensibly designed to ensure
that women live free of violence. However, it seems that some sections of this industry such as the White
Ribbon Campaign (WRC) are engaging in the use of dishonesty to further the interests of organisational
growth rather than contribute to addressing a social problem. While questions of probity are important where
substantial amounts of government funds are involved, the dishonesty being practiced is also contrary to the

interests of those women the industry claims to champion.

John Coochey, a well informed critic of the misuse of poorly conducted research told the

Australian Crime Commission conference®®:

It is in the Australian Capital Territory that this lack of intellectual rigor seems to have reached its zenith. In
March 1996 the ACT Department of Health released a report entitled Review of ACT Sexual Assault Services
(9) which stated without any evidence that one in four women had been the victim of sexual assault. It was
largely based on an earlier report Many Paths for Healing prepared by the Canberra Women's Health Centre,
funded by the Commonwealth and Territory Governments. This had found 20 per cent of respondents to a
survey had been the victims of organized ritual abuse, formerly known as satanic ritual abuse-black masses
torture chambers etc. This obviously means the ACT must have more covens complete with torture
chambers than Catholic Grammar schools. And absolutely ridiculous study, but which was accepted publicly
by the ACT Government! In fact a British Government study found only three such cases over a four year
period and in the US only one out of 12,264 cases was substantiated. The origin of this insanity can perhaps
be found in the WHS report, page 7.

"Feminist research methodology

- The distinction between subjective and objective research is rejected. All research occurs in a social context
and reflectsther e s e a r waly & segirdg the world.

- The production of emancipatory knowledge and empowerment of those who are being researched is a
central focus.

- The research process should contribute positively to consciousness raising and transformative social

action"

Published content within Beyond these walls, a report from the Queensland Domestic
Violence Taskforce 1988%° providesan early exampl e of bl atant

research.

18Woods. M., 2006, Dishonesty in the domestic violence industry, University of Western Sydney, Australia
Coochey, Myths and Realities or All the Facts that Fit wadritian Crime Prevention Council, Melbe2én@dtdber 1999.citing
Courtney, J Wims, L, 1998lany Paths to Healing: the cougseiryn ber ra Womendés Heal th Centre

20 Queensland Domestic Violence Taskforce, 1988, Beyond these walls
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On page 47, a table taken from the Conflict Tactics Scale method of research (Straus and
Gelles 1986) is illustrated. It shows the category "Husband to Wife Overall and Severe
Violence, but neglects to show the 'other half' of the table i the column showing fWife to
Husbando violence. If the other column had been included it would have shown women
were equally violent and in some categories more so, challenging the authorséstatements
made on page 16 that they would refer to the perpetrator by the "masculine pronoun and

the victim - the feminine".

The authors chose to engage in academic misrepresentation and were dismissive of the
41 male respondents out of a total of 661 who answered the questionnaire. This dishonest

report formed the basis for the creation of the Queensland response to domestic violence.

Research can be easily manipulated 1 by asking the questions one knows will produce the
response one is seeking or by ensuring those who might give unwanted answers are never

given the opportunity to respond.

The Queensland Crime and Misconduct Commission was tasked to report on the

Queensland Police response to domestic violence?'. The writers claim to have consulted

widely with domestic violence victims, the judiciary, police and domestic violence and

wo me n 0 sservie graviders. They notethati Most survey participa
(one mal e mrdthatifooly gmexperso) imndicated that the perpetrator of domestic
violence was femalea (p.8)

Quite how the CMC expected to reach male victims of domestic violence we are unsure,
particularly when questionnaires were only i
and those services do not have contact with male victims i their door is firmly closed to

them. Needless to say, the CMC did not contact this Agency.

Michael Flood, one of the authors of a report? written for the 2008 White Ribbon Day
campaign has been forced to acknowledge they incorrectly published a statement relating
to teen violence, which resulted in considerable damage to the reputation of young

Australian men.

2 Queasland Government, 2B0kcinglomestic violence in Queensland: Meeting the Chatiemgasd Misconduct Commis3imensland.

22Flood M. and Fergus, L., 2808 ssault on Our Fulire:impact of violence on young people and
their relationships White Ribbon Day [the rected version is online wusithg eguse of a typographical erhdtp:/
www.whiteribbonday.org.au/media/documents/23546WhiteRibbonYouthSuniaery. paf



http://www.whiteribbonday.org.au/media/documents/23546WhiteRibbonYouthSummary.pdf
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Flood and Fergus wrote:fit hat one in three boys believed

g i rrhaking headlines around the world!

The statement which was taken from an original report by the National Crime

Prevention 2001 study? into teen violence referred instead to "girls hitting boys".

Meno6s He al treseadhersGreg Andresan, who uncovered the blatant
misrepresentation, persisted in securing a retraction from the ABC and other media.

A media release fr om*déristha thaINSWIGovernmfentbhasr al i a
confirmed making substantial errors in its current Discussion paper on NSW Domestic and
Family Violence Strategy. Inerratapu b |l i shed on the Office for
the Government admits errors that clearly over-inflate the female victimisation rate from

partner assault by at least 65 per cent while downplaying the prevalence of violence

against men by their former partners.

Academic researchers have been guilty of hiding the facts or have been so swayed by the
prevalent agenda and media messages portraying men/husbands/fathers as being the
violent ones, their ability to design studies that will expose the true status of abuse and
violence has been affected. Studies are only as good as the questions asked and if the right
guestions are not asked then policy makers will continue to be fooled by the agenda to
protect women as entirely innocent victims, never the perpetrator or as the person who

encourages another to perpetrate abuse on her behalf.
We also refer you to the following attachment:

Do we ignore men who are victims of domestic violence® details the available evidence,
showing the level of IPV/family violence committed against men is far too high to be
ignored any longer? The current government has chosen to focus on providing assistance

only for women and children who may be victims of violence, ignoring men who find

ZNational Crime Prevention (2001) Young Peopl e & cé&ofdensestic c Vi o
violece. Canberra: Crime Prevention Branch, Commonwealth &ttomeyal 6 s Depart ment .
% Andresen, G., 20@all to stop demonizing men [aactbeyed online

http://www.mershealthaustralia.net/files/MHA_Release_03(909.pdf

25Woods, M., and Andresen, G, ZD@e ignore men who are victims of domesti¢ viodmces 6 s Heal t h | nf or mati on
Western Sydney and Mends Health Australia
[accessed online at http://www.menshealthaustralia.net/files/WRDO7.pdf]


http://www.menshealthaustralia.net/files/MHA_Release_030909.pdf
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themselves in a similar situation. These policies suggest the Government has rejected their

obligation under the United Nations International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights

which clearly dictates that discriminatonba s ed on 6sexd6 is prohibit
Statistics detailing whods responsi bl
Child Abuse

In 2007, Desley Boyle the then Minister for Child Safety in Queensland issued a press
release?®:

ifPeopl e may be s uwagnen,jasead muclwas menare regpdnsittle for child
abuse, 0 Ms Boyle said.

iWe have an ideal i §tha theyfeadgheir ks befor®themselvesi but | 6 m
sorry to say, itds not always true. o

Dads not the demons?’, a fact sheet containing data accessed via FIO from the
Department of Child Protection (DCP) in Western Australia highlights statistical evidence to
show that natural mothers

Substantiated cases of child abuse x responsible _
parent. are far more likely to abuse

300 T children than their natural

250 fathers. The DCP should be
200

congratulated in properly

0 91 defining the relationship of

100 63 70 .
43 14 the abuser to the child. For

5 ¥ Parent - male

Number of cases

50 15

T too long now departments

& & R Ko involved in child protection

& throughout Australia have

RS failed to properly categorise
Amend i nto 4dne f ai

boyfriends, step fathers, other male visitors, and biological fathers etc., creating a false

impression that fathers present a far greater risk to their children than is evident. In other

studies instead of categorising biological fathers and mothers they might be described as

O6parentsé only, again creating a false I mpr e

26Boyle, D., 2007 Dads and Mums responsible for child abuse and neglect, Ministerial Media Statements, 11/@#/0ieQueensland Gov

27 Woods, M., and Andresen, G, 285 nohe demons Meno6s Heal th | nformation & Resource C
Health Australia

[accessed online at http://www.menshealthaustralia.net/files/dads_not_the_demons_09.pdf]
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The above chart focuses on abuse committed either by a mother or father, but it is
interesting to view the full table of statistics for 2005-2006 from the West Australian
Department of Children detailing the relationship of the abuser to the victim.

The recognition has been a long time coming and still most government authorities
charged with oO0keeping the booksdé fail to def
child.

The West Australian Department of Children is the first to provide via FOI application a
detailed breakdown of the relationship of the person believed responsible for the abuse to
the child.

Surely this level of evidence of just who commits abuse against children cannot be ignored

any longer?

Child Homicide:

In recent times it has been uncovered that the Australian Institute of Criminology had
published incorrect statistics relating to the homicide of children and the relationship of the
perpetrator to the victim.?® The following commentary and chart provides the correct

statistics and clearly identifies mothers as killing more children than biological fathers.

2Andresen G. , Mends Heath Australia http:// www. menf2healthaust



