‘NORDIC PARADOX’ OR ‘ILLUSION’ OF HIGHER RATES OF INTIMATE PARTNER VIOLENCE? An assessment of the European Union women victimisation survey’s results
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CONCLUSIONS

v' Prevalence indicator provides a partial picture of Intimate Partner Violence ‘magnitude’:
repetition is key (Walby & Towers, 2017)

HYPOTHESES

v Backlash hypothesis (first proposed by Y6, 1984; discussed by Gracia & Merlo, 2016; Gracia et al., 2019)

v’ ‘Mixing’ categories of perpetrators (current and previous partner) in lifelong victimisation
generates an ‘illusion’ of higher rates of Intimate Partner Violence

1‘ Gender equality — 1‘ Magnitude of Intimate Partner Violence (IPV)

v Higher disclosure of Intimate Partner Violence in more egalitarian countries (EIGE, 2017) v’ Higher rates of violence perpetrated by a previous partner could indicate that women are

1 Gender equality —» 4 Disclosure of Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) able to escape from violence

v Higher rates of violence by a current partner, together with higher repetition could imply

v' Data is not robust enough to draw any conclusion (Walby & Towers, 2017) that women might be trapped in violent relationships
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v' Data: European Union-wide survey on violence against women (FRA, 2014)
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