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Purpose: This study was conducted to determine patterns and practices of the courts in 

the disposition of Petitions for protective orders in Domestic Violence Cases.  The study 

was designed to look for discriminatory trends in the issuance or denial of cases based on 

gender and to determine the extent to which the gender of a judge may determine how 

they rule in various gender mixes between Petitioner and Respondent.  To the extent 

possible the study also examined the time wasted on cases that did not include the 

issuance of a protective order. The percentage and number of fili ngs by male and female 

in the different roles of Petitioner and Respondent was also closely monitored to 

determine who is fili ng for protective orders and from whom, by gender. 

Method: To provide accurate results of the study we provided funding directly to county 

clerk employees who were familiar with the records and could then have the results 

certified by the Circuit Clerk. They reviewed all 1316 cases for the year of 2006 of which 

we utili zed the results of 1303 removing 13 due to lack of jurisdiction by the court. They 

provided the results in each case including information on whether a case had a 



Protective Order Issued (POI), was Dismissed Failure to Appear (DFA), Dismissed 

Failure to Show Cause (DFSC), Petitioner Terminated DVP (PTDVP), and Dismissed 

Other Reason (DO). The information also included whether the Petitioner was male or 

female and whether the Respondent was male or female. Additionally the Judge in each 

case was listed as either Patricia Keller (female) or Ronald Anderson (male). Page 10 

attached is a sample of the results provided by the Cabell County Clerk’s office. For a 

full compilation of all results contact Men and Women Against Discrimination at 304-

295-0053. 

Results:  Females filed for protection against males in 865 of 1303 cases or 66% of the 

total while males filed against females in 236 cases or 18% of the time. Males filed 

against males in just 95 cases or 7% while females filed against females in 107 cases or 

8% of the cases. Females filed 75% of all requests for protection in Cabell County during 

2006. 

 Overall orders of protection were dismissed in an astounding 76% of the cases 

with the greatest percentage being dismissed when males filed against females and when 

females filed against males, both being consistent at 78%. Judges were remarkably 

consistent in their rulings regardless of their gender. Judge Anderson dismissed 81% of 

the cases when males filed against females and Judge Keller dismissed 77% of those. 

Both Judges dismissed the exact same 78% of female fili ngs against a male. 

 Males who filed for Protective Orders against other males faired only slightly 

better having 72% of their cases dismissed. Judge Anderson and Judge Keller once again 

were very consistent with 72% and 71% respectively being dismissed. 



 Females who filed for Protective Orders against other females were by far the 

most successful in getting their Protective Orders issued with a whopping 58% success 

rate. The Judges varied a littl e more in cases involving both females with Anderson 

issuing Protective orders in 55% of the cases while Keller issued them in 60% of the 

cases. Males fili ng against males were successful 28% of the time while both female 

against male and male against female fili ngs were only successful 22% of the time. In the 

vast majority of the cases 75%, a female was the Petitioner while males only made 

requests in 25% of the cases.  

 Many of the cases were dismissed because the petitioner failed to appear or 

terminated the DVP on their own. Females who filed against males were more likely to 

fail to appear 43% when compared to males who filed against females who failed to 

appear in 33% of their cases. Males were more likely to terminate the DVP voluntarily 

when fili ng against females 24% of the time while females voluntarily terminated the 

DVP in 22% of the cases that they filed against males. Males failed to appear in 42% of 

the cases when they filed against other males and voluntarily dismissed the DVP in 11% 

of the cases against other males. Females on the other hand only failed to appear in 26% 

of the cases that they filed against other females and voluntarily discontinued the DVP 

request in 14% of the cases. When cases were dismissed for Failure to Show Cause it was 

most prevalent when the parties were of the same gender 13 % when both were males and 

14% when both were females. When females filed against males the percentage dropped 

to 8% while it was 10% when males filed against females. 

Conclusions: The vast majority of court time is wasted when it comes to Domestic 

Violence petitions for protective orders. More than three quarters of the cases are 



dismissed for a variety of reasons. Some Magistrates, Police off icers, lawyers, court 

off icials and especially individuals at large believe that the DV petitions and the courts 

are used to gain leverage in divorce, child custody or relationship battles and a coercive 

tactic to obtain power and control over another. This study seems to confirm those 

suspicions. The Domestic Violence Coaliti on teaches that many real cases of abuse take 

more than one request for a female to go through the whole process out of fear of 

retaliation. They also teach that Domestic Violence is a tool used by men to gain power 

and control over women. The results of this study seem to undermine both of those 

arguments because both men and women when they are the Petitioners drop the cases 

against the Respondents in almost identical percentages. It is also very interesting that at 

least in the minds of these judges the greatest danger to females is other females because 

they were more than twice as likely to issue restraining orders when a female petitioned 

against another female than they did when a female petitioned against a male. If 

Domestic Violence is all about male dominance, power and control over women as the 

WVCADV teaches, then it would be very unlikely that any women would ever find it 

necessary to file against another woman. In fact if what they teach is true then all cases of 

female petitioners against female respondents as well as male petitioners against male 

respondents should be thrown out. The results of this show just the opposite, both of 

those categories have higher rates of protective orders being issued than the culturally 

accepted female petitioner against a male respondent. 

 There currently are 196 studies (Last updated: January 2007 report by Martin S. 

Fiebert Department of Psychology, Cali fornia State University, Long Beach) that show 

females initiate intimate partner violence (IPV) as often or more often than their male 



partners. We know that men are at least 4 times less likely to report domestic abuse by 

their partners than women are based on Ernst et. al., supra, 1994. This study verifies the 

findings in the aforementioned report.  Men do so out of a desire to protect the abuser 

from having to face the consequences of his/her actions. Many men express frustration 

that they are afraid that they will be arrested instead of the female if they call police and 

they feel that the deck is stacked against them when it comes to family court and child 

custody issues. Society places great emphasis on the plight of women who are truly 

abused but spend littl e effort in education about the plight of men who are in abusive 

situations with females. That makes it even harder for a male to come forward if he is 

being abused because he may be ridiculed. It appears on the surface of this report that 

once a case does come before a judge in Cabell County that the men do get a fair hearing 

and the protective orders are issued against females in just about the same percentage as 

males. 

 The tremendous amount of time wasted in our court system due to false 

allegations or frivolous claims is evident by this report. Clearly when 76% of all cases are 

dismissed the majority of the court’s time is wasted when it comes to Domestic Violence 

and those cases represent about half of all Family Court Cases. It is important to note that 

in the vast majority of these cases there has already been a Magistrate’s Court hearing 

where an emergency protective order (EPO) has been ordered. That means a tremendous 

amount of the Magistrate’s Court time is wasted on these same cases. If you add in the 

amount of time that police waste on these unsubstantiated cases along with all CPS time 

and Social Workers and others that may be involved, the cost is enormous.  

 



 

 

 

 



 



 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

 


