
Figure 4: Stakeholder perceptions of key barriers contributing to the ongoing issue of 

misidentification

 Process barriers to accurate identification 

of the predominant aggressor

 People barriers to accurate identification 

of the predominant aggressor

 Application to 
court for FVIO

 Report to Child 
Protection

 Police attendance 
at incident

 Review and authorisation 
by supervisors

– Affected family member and respondent must be 
nominated on Family Violence Report (FVR) even if police 
are unsure

– Lack of availability of interpreters

– Lack of specific guidance on how to treat victim survivors 
who use force

– Increasing levels of demand and complexity

– Tension between criminal (incident-focussed) and 
civil processes (focussed on patterns of behaviour and 
protection from future harm)

– Police identification on FVR likely 
taken as accurate

– No advice on identifying the 
predominant aggressor or 
misidentification

– Unclear how family violence is 
weighed against other protective 
concerns

– Lack of focus on perpetrators and 
assessing perpetrator behaviour

– Fighting rectification in court can be 
traumatic and financially/ logistically 
challenging for a victim – some will 
‘consent without admissions to avoid 
court

– Long court delays to challenge 
applications and charges

– Early referrals to legal assistance are 
not made

– Variability in services available at each 
court location

– Legal services not integrated with 
family violence service system

 Referral to victim 
and perpetrator 

services

– Misidentified victim is referred as 
a perpetrator and may not get access 
to correct services 

– Systemic collusion if perpetrator is 
referred to victim services

– Where misidentification has been 
identified at the service, no clear or 
easy pathway to seek rectification

– Stereotypes and misinterpretations of behaviour affect 
accurate identification 

– Inconsistent knowledge and understanding of family 
violence and coercive control among officers

– Services at capacity so not enough 
time for extensive investigation

– Practitioners often see the ‘calm’ 
parent, even if they are a known 
perpetrator, as more stable

– Long lists and time pressures 
preventing magistrates (in non-
specialist courts) from exploring the 
relationship history

– Inconsistent knowledge and 
understanding of family violence and 
coercive control among magistrates

– Increasing levels of demand and complexity

– No clear policy on revisiting FVRs and withdrawing civil 
and criminal matters if misidentification is raised by 
others

– Police station culture and understanding of family 
violence may affect review 

 – The Victims of Crime Helpline 
may not have sufficient levels 
of engagement with the AFM 
police have identified, limiting 
opportunities to assess classification 
of predominant aggressor




