








cases are classified as false. Officers who believe exaggerated rates of
false reporting are more likely to ignore a woman's claims or file her case as
false.

Additionally, male evaluators in child custody situations involving IPV are
more likely to believe that women falsely accuse men to gain advantage [4].

Child custody evaluators who also hold more traditional views of sex roles
are more likely to believe that:

Considering IPV is not necessary in child custody arrangements

Women lie about IPV,

Women are trying to alienate their children from their partner

Fathers do not make false allegations [4].

) So, do women lie more than men?

Research on lying has not supported a sex WHEN TEMPTED TO LIE

difference in lying. Some studies have found
no differences between men's and women's
willingness to lie. However, when examining

research that tempted people to lie, 42% of

0
men and only 38% of women were OFMﬁ/VOVERE

dishonest [5]. Men were likelier to tell lies DISHONEST
that benefited themselves [6] and were
more successful liars than women [7].
Interestingly, there were no differences in
lying when it benefitted both the liar and
their partner [8]. In summary, women do not OF WOMEN WERE

, DISHONEST
lie more than men.
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» How common are false reports?

Experts agree that false allegations are uncommon. Based on rigorous
research, false reports account for approximately 2% to 8% of the cases
reported to police [3,17-22]. It is far more likely that a woman will not report
her abuse than it is that she would intentionally lie about being abused.

Not surprisingly, no one knows (or can know) the exact rate of false
reporting, and it is challenging to establish an estimated rate. An important
question involves how criminal justice defines false reporting. False
allegations of IPV are grouped under the umbrella term "unfounded, " and
unfounded cases can be classified as false or baseless.

In a baseless case, the woman files a police report that she believes is true.
Still, there is insufficient evidence that a crime has occurred, or the behavior
does not currently meet the definition of IPV. For example, all 50 states
currently have stalking laws, but the first was not enacted until 1990. Before
1990, a woman could report stalking as part of a pattern of IPV, but it would
have been considered baseless.

A false report is when someone deliberately makes up a story and reports it
as abuse, knowing that no abuse occurred.

i i False reports must also be separated
from cases where victims recant due
to fear, coercion, or other factors (e.g.,
she wants to protect her abuser, or she
is financially dependent on him). ’ !
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For example, offering an abuse victim a polygraph can be coercive and
further traumatize the victim. Polygraph findings are also more likely to
report a false positive for abuse survivors. These women are suffering from
trauma and are being forced to remember their traumatic event(s) during a
polygraph. Recalling trauma is related to increased respiration, heart rate,
skin perspiration, and blood pressure, which are also supposed indicators of
lying [22]. Polygraphs for sexual assault victims have been banned in 26
states.

It is also critical to differentiate between a false report and lying about
specific details in a report. Women will sometimes lie about some
information they provide because they are afraid the police will not believe
them (e.g., the use of alcohol or drugs) [23]. Lying in these cases is not
suggestive of false reporting. Victims may also provide inaccurate
information because traumatic events can negatively affect memory [24,25].
Severe physical violence can cause traumatic brain injuries (TBls), which also
negatively influence brain functioning [26]. These inaccuracies are, again, not
a sign that the report is false.

Finally, police officers often use victim characteristics to decide the veracity
of a victim's statement. Some examples of victim characteristics that should
never be used in making decisions about IPV cases include [27]:

A victim's emotional status

A victim's reluctance to have her partner arrested

A victim's criminal background

A victim's use of alcohol or drugs
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D What studies are helpful when
examining rates of false reporting?

Most of the rigorous studies on false reporting in IPV focus almost exclusively
on sexual assault. This is only one type of abuse victims of IBV experience
(e.g., emotional, physical, psychological, economic, and sexual). However,
sexual assaults provide us with a starting point for understanding false
reporting; only 16.7% of women are raped by a stranger [28]. Below is a list of
useful studies for understanding false reporting rates (See Table 1).

Lisak, Gardinier, Nicksa and Cote (2010) [19]

This study focused on sexual assault and did not distinguish between sexual assault
with an intimate partner versus a stranger. They examined 136 sexual assault cases
provided by university police that happened from 1998- 2007.

Details about the study include:

e Acritical review of older often cited studies with issues with how "false" was
defined.

o A false allegation was defined as "the crime did not occur.”

¢ Independent analysis (i.e., made evaluation separate from police decision).

e Two teams coded all the cases separately and had a 94.9% rate of agreement.

e Cases were coded as false reports (5.9%), 61 did not proceed (44.9%), 48 cases
proceeded for prosecution or disciplinary action (35.3%), and 19 cases did not have
enough information to proceed (13.9%).

e Only a 5.9% rate of false reporting

Kelly (2010) [3]

This study focused on false reports of rape. Again, they did look at rape in intimate
partner relationships. Data from two European studies were examined. The first was a
prospective study that tracked more than 3500 cases in England. The second study
examined 120 cases classified as false reports from 11 countries.

e Study 1 - examined the "no crime" category
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) Conclusions and Future Directions

Experts agree that false allegations are uncommon. In the sexual assault
literature, these rates are estimated to be between 2% and 8%. In one study,
where you could examine sexual assault in IPV, the rate of false reports
dropped below 1%. It is much more likely that a woman experiencing IPV will
not report her abuse rather than invent allegations against her partner.

To better understand the rates of false reporting in IPV, studies need to focus
on cases of IPV specifically. Methodologies should use rigorous empirical
methods like those that examined sexual assault false reporting. A project like
the EVAW MAD project for intimate partner violence that includes information
about false reporting is essential. Additionally, a survey-style study with a
representative sample could ask specific questions about false reports in IPV.
One could assess whether they filed a false report or whether they believe
they were the victim of false reporting. Additionally, information on who made
the false report and the gender of the accuser is necessary for a better
understanding of IPV false reports.

TO CITE, PLEASE USE:

The Archway. (2024). False Allegations of Intimate Partner Violence. (WP1).
https://www.thearchwaytx.org/research.
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» Table 1: Summary of Papers Assessing
False Allegations

Article

Brownmiller
(1975)

Burton et al.
(2012)

Ferguson &
Malouff (2016)

Kanin
(1994) *

Kelly
(2010) **

Lisak et al.
(2010) **

Major Finding

2% false
report rate

3% false reports of
rape; 2% false
reports of assault

5.2% false
reports of
sexual assalt

41% false
report rate

Study 1 - 8%; Study
2 - 3% of "possible"

or "probable" false
rape reports when
re-coded

Only 5.9% were
coded as false
allegations.

Strengths

Historical article
that is often cited

False reports

based on definition
of malicious motive

Meta-analysis of
false reporting
rate

Independently
analyzed files;
used correct
classification
standard

Independently
reviewed files and
met with police to
review; Correct
classification
standard

Limitations

Nonempirical; no
independent analysis;
does not address IPV
directly

Does not address IPV
directly and is not a
peer-reviewed paper

False reports include
both confirmed and
equivocal and does not
include IPV directly

No independent
analysis, recanting
classified as a false
report

Does not focus on IPV
directly

Does not directly
focus on IPV; data
collected from only
one college campus
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Article

Spohn et al.

(2014) **

YouGov
Survey

*Although often cited by Men's Rights Groups, it is not a rigorous

Major Finding

4.5% false report
rate; <1 % were
false reports with an
intimate partner

8% report being
falsely accused of
abuse

or high-quality study. (See Weiser, 2017).

** Recommended Articles

Strengths

Independently
analyzed files;
used correct
classification
standards; could
look at false
reports of rape in
intimate
relationships

Nationally
represented
sample

Limitations

Only one major US city
is included and does
not directly focus on
IPV

The question was,
"Have you ever been
falsely accused of
abuse?" based on
self-report, do not
know who made the
allegation, and it does
not provide false
reporting for IPV only
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