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Purpose: This gudy was condtcted to determine patterns and pradices of the courtsin
the dispasition d Petitions for protedive orders in Domestic Violence Cases. The study
was designed to look for discriminatory trends in the issuance or denia of cases based on
gender and to determine the extent to which the gender of ajudge may determine how
they rule in various gender mixes between Petitioner and Respordent. To the extent
possble the study also examined the time wasted on cases that did na include the
issuance of a protedive 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 whoisfili ng for protedive orders and from whom, by gender.

Method: To provide acurate results of the study we provided fundng directly to county
clerk employees who were familiar with the records and could then have the results
cetified by the Circuit Clerk. They reviewed all 1316cases for the year of 2006 d which
we utili zed the results of 1303removing 13 due to ladk of jurisdiction by the court. They

provided the results in each case including information onwhether a cae had a



Protedive Order Issued (POI), was Dismissed Fail ure to Appear (DFA), Dismissd
Failure to Show Cause (DFSC), Petitioner Terminated DVP (PTDVP), and Dismissed
Other Reason (DO). The information aso included whether the Petiti oner was male or
femae and whether the Respondent was male or female. Additionally the Judge in eath
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 Courty Clerk’s office For a
full compilation d all results contad Men and Women Against Discrimination at 304
2950053.

Results: Femalesfiled for protedion against malesin 865 ¢ 1303cases or 66% of the
total while malesfiled against femalesin 236cases or 18% of the time. Malesfil ed
against malesin just 95 cases or 7% while females fil ed against femalesin 107cases or
8% of the cases. Females filed 73 of all requests for protedionin Cabell Courty during
2006.

Overall orders of protedionwere dismissed in an astoundng 76% of the cases
with the greaest percentage being dismissed when males fil ed against females and when
femalesfiled against males, bah being consistent at 78%. Judges were remarkably
consistent in their rulings regardlessof their gender. Judge Anderson dsmissed 81% of
the caes when males fil ed against females and Judge Kell er dismissed 77% of those.
Both Judges dismissd the exad same 78% of female filings against amale.

Maleswhofiled for Protedive Orders against other males faired orly slightly
better having 72% of their cases dismissed. Judge Anderson and Judge Keller onceagain

were very consistent with 726 and 7% respedively being dismissed.



Females whofiled for Protedive Orders against other females were by far the
most succesgul in getting their Protective Orders isaued with awhoppng 58% success
rate. The Judges varied alittle more in cases invalving both females with Anderson
isauing Protedive ordersin 55% of the cases whil e Kell er issued them in 60% of the
cases. Males fili ng against males were successful 28% of the time whil e both female
against male and male against female fili ngs were only succesgul 22% of the time. In the
vast majority of the cases 75%, afemale was the Petiti oner while males only made
requestsin 2% of the ases.

Many of the cases were dismissed becaiuse the petitioner fail ed to appea or
terminated the DVP on their own. Females who fil ed against males were more likely to
fail to appear 43% when compared to males who fil ed against females who failed to
appea in 33% of their cases. Males were more likely to terminate the DV P voluntarily
when fili ng against females 24% of the time whil e females voluntarily terminated the
DVPin 22% of the caes that they filed against males. Males fail ed to appear in 426 of
the caes when they fil ed against other males and vduntarily dismissed the DVPin 11%
of the caes against other males. Females on the other hand only failed to appea in 26%
of the cases that they filed against other females and vduntarily discontinued the DVP
request in 14% of the caes. When cases were dismissed for Fail ure to Show Cause it was
most prevalent when the parties were of the same gender 13 % when bah were males and
14% when bah were females. When females fil ed against mal es the percentage dropped
to 8% while it was 10% when males fil ed against females.

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

Violence petitions for protedive orders. More than threequarters of the cases are



dismissd for avariety of reasons. Some Magistrates, Police officers, lawyers, court
officials and espedally individuals at large believe that the DV petitions and the @urts
are used to gain leverage in dvorce, child custody or relationship bettles and a @wercive
tadic to oltain paver and control over ancther. This dudy seems to confirm those
suspicions. The Domestic Violence Coaliti on teadhes that many real cases of abuse take
more than ore request for afemale to go through the whole processott of fea of
retaliation. They also teach that Domestic Violenceis atod used by men to gain pawver
and control over women. The results of this gudy sean to undermine bath o those
arguments because both men and women when they are the Petiti oners drop the cases
against the Respondents in almost identicd percentages. It isalso very interesting that at
least in the minds of these judges the greatest danger to females is other females becaise
they were more than twice & likely to issue restraining orders when afemale petitioned
against ancther female than they did when afemale petitioned against amale. If
Domestic Violenceis al abou male dominance power and control over women as the
WV CADV teades, then it would be very unlikely that any women would ever find it
necessary to fil e against another woman. In fact if what they teach is true then all cases of
female petitioners against female responcdents as well as male petiti oners against male
responcents shoud be thrown ou. The results of this ow just the oppcsite, bah of
those cdegories have higher rates of protective orders being issued than the ailturally
aacepted femal e petiti oner against amale responcent.

There arrently are 196 studies (Last updated: January 2007report by Martin S.
Fiebert Department of Psychalogy, California State University, Long Beacd) that show

females initi ate intimate partner violence (IPV) as often ar more often than their male



partners. We know that men are at least 4 times lesslikely to report domestic ause by
their partners than women are based onErnst et. a., supra, 1994.This sudy verifiesthe
findingsin the dorementioned report. Men doso ou of adesire to proted the auser
from having to face the consequences of hisher actions. Many men expressfrustration
that they are draid that they will be arested instead o the female if they call police and
they fed that the dedk is dadked against them when it comes to family court and child
custody isaues. Society places grea emphasis on the plight of women who are truly
abused bu spend ittl e dfort in educaion abou the plight of men who arein abusive
situations with females. That makes it even harder for amale to come forward if heis
being abused because he may be ridiculed. It appears on the surfaceof thisreport that
once acase does come before ajudge in Cabell Courty that the men doget afar heaing
and the protedive orders are issued against females in just abou the same percentage &
males.

The tremendouws amourt of time wasted in ou court system dueto false
alegations or frivolous claimsis evident by thisreport. Clealy when 76% of al cases are
dismissed the mgjority of the aurt’stime is wasted when it comes to Domestic Violence
and those cases represent abou half of all Family Court Cases. It isimportant to nde that
in the vast majority of these caes there has already been a Magistrate’ s Court heaing
where an emergency protedive order (EPO) has been ardered. That means atremendous
amourt of the Magistrate’s Court time is wasted onthese same cases. If you add in the
amourt of time that pali ce waste on these unsubstantiated cases along with all CPStime

and Social Workers and ahers that may be involved, the st is enormous.






Domestic Violence Cases in the Family Court of Cabell County West Virginia for for the 2008 Year

Fvs M PO} DFA DFSC PTDVP DO TOTAL
TOTALS 191 368 68 188 50 865
% TOTAL 22% 43% 8% 22% 5% 100%
K TOTAL 103 209 26 100 25 483
K % 22% 45% 6% 22% 5% 100%
A TOTAL 88 159 42 88 25 402
A% 22% 40% 10% 22% 8% 100%
MvsF

TOTALS 51 77 24 56 28 238
% TOTAL 22% 33% 10% 24% 12% 100%
K TOTAL 31 49 7 25 20 132
K % 23% 37% 5% 15% 15% 100%
ATOTAL 20 28 17 31 8 104
A% 19% 27% 16% 30% 8% 100%
Mvs M

TOTALS 27 40 13 10 5 85
% TOTAL 28% 42% 14% 11% 5% 100%
K TOTAL 1& 18 7 T (< 52
K % 29% 35% 13% 13% 10% 100%
A TOTAL 12 22 (5] 3 0 43
A% 28B% 51% 14% ™% 0% 100%
FvsF

TOTALS 45 28 14 15 5 107
% TOTAL 42% 26% 13% 14% 5% 100%
K TOTAL 23 i6 3 12 4 58
K % 40% 27% 5% 21% 7% 100%
ATOTAL 22 12 11 3 1 48
A% 45% 25% 22% 6% 2% 100%

F=FEMALE M=MALE K=JUDGE KELLER A=JUDGE ANDERSON

POI= PROTECTION ORDER ISSUED

DFA=DISMISSED FAILURE TO APPEAR

DFSC=DISMISSED FAILURE TO SHOW CAUSE

PTDVP=PETITIONER TERMINATED DVP

DO=DISMISSED OTHER REASON

ALL STATISTICS COMPILED FROM WORKSHEETS PREPARED BY ADELL
CHANDLER, CIRCUIT CLERK, CABELL COUNTY




GRAND TOTAL STATISTICS

POI DFA DFSC PTDVP DO TOTAL
TOTALS 314 513 119 269 88 1303
% TOTAL 24% 39% 9% 21% 7% 100%
KTOTAL 172 292 43 144 54 705
K% 24% 41% 6% 20% 8% 100%
ATOTAL 142 221 76 125 34 598
A% 24% 37% 13% 21% 5% 100%

SUMMARY OF% DROPPED CASES

TOTALS KELLER ANDERSON
GRAND TOTALS 76% 76% 76%
FEMALE VS MALE 78% 78% 8%
MALE VS FEMALE 78% 77% 81%
MALE VS MALE 72% 71% 72%
FEMALE VS FEMALE 58% 60% 55%
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ADELL CHANDLER

Cabell County Circuit Clerk
Post Office Box 545
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DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE CASES
FILED IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF
CABELL COUNTY,
WEST VIRGINIA
FOR THE YEAR 2006

Prepared by
Johnna Leffingwell &
Melissa Christian
Deputy Clerks



ADELL CHANDLER
Cabell County Circuit Clerk

Post Office Box 545 Telephone
Huntington, West Virginia 25710-0545 (304) 526-8622
Fax
(304) 526-8699
TO! RON FOSTER
FROM: ADELL CHANDLER, CIRCUIT CLERK
RE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
DATE: APRIL 20, 2007

I hereby certify that the following is an accurate list of all the Domestic Violence
Case filings and dispositions in Cabell County, West Virginia, for the 2006 calendar
year.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call either Melissa Christian or
Johnna Leffingwell, my deputy clerks who agreed to work weekends to get you the

information you requested.







