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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This research was prompted by the bravery of Una Ring and Eve McDowell
who spoke out about their experiences of stalking and who advocated for the
introduction of a new stalking offence in addition to the existing harassment offence

in Ireland. The research was undertaken by Dr Catherine O’Sullivan and Dr Ciara
Staunton of University College Cork (UCC) in partnership with the Sexual Violence
Centre Cork (SVCCQC).

In Ireland, stalking is currently understood to be criminalised by the offence of

harassment, section 10 of the Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person Act 1997,

but its adequacy has been questioned by Ring and McDowell. This inadequacy has

been accepted by the government in its proposal to introduce a new offence of

stalking via the Criminal Justice (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill 2022. In order to

better understand the experiences of those who have been stalked and/or harassed
LQUHODWIGEXWKRBQGXFWERQ O LV\QHJ YNV L @EHKDY LR X®DMAHG
series of questions which focused on the unwanted behaviours, threats and abuse,

malicious communications, and reputational damage experienced by respondents.

The survey also elicited respondents’ reactions to their experience(s) and the impact
RIWKHH[SHULHQRHR®VRFLPVOIFKRORBKANOBPIM@BEQDQFEBEOVSHFWLYH
Over one thousand participants responded to the survey and the analysis presented

here is based on the responses of 892 individuals.

TKLYWXGWKH VIHQHUYDWX RILWNW.QEBQ G FDWHRHFRQGXFIMHEHODQG
of those who have been stalked or harassed in Ireland. Since its launch in November



2021, 148 people who have experienced stalking and/or harassment contacted
the SVCC. The SVCC subsequently provided support to 24 of these individuals in
2021 and 35 in 2022. We hope that the results will help to shed some light on this
area and inform the above-mentioned forthcoming legislation which proposes the
introduction of a stalking offence.

7KLY 5HSRUW LV WKH 2UVW RXWSXW IURP WKLV VXUYH\ ,W KDV W

1. to provide quantitative data on the stalking and/or harassment process as
experienced by people in Ireland;

2. to evaluate the wording of the proposed stalking offence with reference to
WKIXDQWLVEDWIIRHMHQVXXWKDWY X12FLHQ WROWGER D S W YWKH
behaviours experienced by those subjected to stalking in Ireland; and

3. to provide an initial snapshot of the reasons for reporting or not the
behaviours experienced to An Garda Siochana.

The main objective of the study was to focus on the process of stalking and
harassment, the effects on those who have been stalked and harassed and their
responses to these behaviours. The authors believe that those who have
experienced stalking and/or harassment would provide a rich source of
information, contributing not only to our understanding of the experience of

protracted stalking and/or harassment, but also to our general knowledge of

these behaviours. As such, the survey was designed to unearth the kinds of
characteristic behaviours that are most frequently associated with the stalking

and/or harassment process. By giving voice to self-selecting participants, we can

deepen our understanding of the deleterious and potentially devasting effects of
EHLQUXEMHFPWRAGWD O WMIQE KDUDVVPAHEXQUWAWQGLQUIEHQWLIUD Q R
avoidance behaviours used by respondents to protect themselves and reveals the
VHTXHBGDMRFLDXD QF ISXOVL FD@GV\FKRORFIRKDMHTXHRPHWDONLQJ
and harassment. This research is unique in that regard and will inform public policy

and debate around the introduction of anti-stalking legislation and raise public
awareness of the dangers of stalking and harassing behaviours.



KEY FINDINGS

KDWHPHUJHIMRRXBQGLQUWSLFWRULVIHWDOPR@DUDVYV RAKQMURY
its process and the myriad negative effects on those who experience it.

%

%

%

%

%

%

The majority of the 892 respondents whose responses are analysed in this

5HSRUW LGHQWL2HG WKHPVHOYHV DV IHPDOH n = 789). Nine pe
LGHQWDARGOHMKHIJHPDLQLQQAd = 25) declared themselves as non-

ELQDU\ WUDQVJHQGHU 07) 7UDQV ODOH RU JHQGHU:3XLG

The mean age of respondents was 35 with an age range of between 18 and
75 years.

7KHSHUSHW UDSMHRUWWE R MEKBHYV SR Q GHQUPARVWNQ R ZWRVKHP
i.e., partner or ex-partner (n = 468), acquaintance (n = 206), friend (n = 131),
or work colleague (n = 107). In a considerable proportion of cases (n = 257),
the perpetrator was categorised as a stranger.

Respondents reported being threatened (n = 393), physically attacked
(n =311) and sexually assaulted (n = 391).

There were 367 reports of the perpetrator threatening to harm themselves
around the respondent. Having pictures or recordings taken without consent
was mentioned 270 times with 170 reports of private images of a very personal
nature being shared.

n = 393) of respondents indicated that the perpetrators threatened to
harm them or those close to them, directly or indirectly.



% Inappropriate texts, WhatsApps or emails (n = 623) were the most common

IRUPV RI PDOLFLRXV FRPPXQLFDWLRQV LGHQWL2HG E\ UHVSHF

o

% Being the target of inappropriate or malicious social media contacts (e.g.
Twitter, Facebook) was the second highest form of reputational damage,
mentioned 268 times.

% Asking the person engaging in the behaviours or actions to stop was the
most frequently mentioned course of action taken by respondents (n =506),
while actively confronting the individual was mentioned 369 times.

% 6LIQL2FPQDMWQFLPSDRA®VKLIKOLIEWWEKE UHVSRQGHQWYV
indicating that they sought psychological help in the form of counselling or
other therapies, legal advice or the installation of security systems which
comes at a cost.

% Changing routes from home or school (n = 385) and giving up social activities
(n = 370) were the most common social impacts mentioned.

% Long term psychological distress was apparent among respondents with
anxiety being the most frequently reported psychological consequence of
the stalking and/or harassment (n = 750). Fear (n = 584), increased distrust
(n = 558) and sleep disturbances (n = 511) were the next most frequently
reported consequences.

% Forty-two per cent (n = 371) of respondents indicated that they reported the
incidents to An Garda Siochana. Over half did not report (n = 511).

% For those who did report, experiences of reporting were more likely to be
negative than positive but key features of positive experiences included being
believed, being taken seriously and having the report followed up.

% For those who did not report, and who gave reasons, there seems to be a
general lack of trust in An Garda Siochana regarding gender-based violence
andfor a fear that they would not be believed because of awareness of
GH?2FLHQFLHV UHJDUGLQJ JDUGD UHVSRQVHV WR JHQGHU ED



RECOMMENDATIONS

In addition to a general recommendation that further research is required to
improve our understanding of stalking and harassment and so better help those
who experience these behaviours, we make the following ten recommendations,
grouped into three categories.

Information Campaign for the Public
Recommendation 1

We recommend that the Department of Justice should conduct an information

campaign for the public on stalking and harassment. This campaign should include
information on the process and effects of stalking and harassment in order to help

those experiencing these behaviours recognise them and so encourage them to
seek help either from support services or from An Garda Siochana.

Recommendation 2

This campaign should also advise those experiencing stalking and/or harassment
to document and record all incidents to establish evidence of a pattern of repeated
behaviour should they decide to report to An Garda Siochana.

Recommendation 3

It is likely that this campaign will lead to more people seeking help from support



services. We acknowledge that many of those who are stalked or harassed will be
able to seek help from relationship violence or sexual violence support services, but
many will not because the harms that they experience do not fall within either of
these spheres. Accordingly, we recommend that dedicated funding be put in place
to support the provision of counselling and other services for those who experience
stalking or harassment.

Wording of Stalking Offence

We welcome the proposed revision of the existing harassment offence and the
introduction of a new stalking offence. We also welcome the proposed introduction
of a protection order under section 16 of the Criminal Justice (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Bill 2022 as initiated which can be applied for without the necessity of
a criminal conviction. This will provide an opportunity for legal intervention before
the behaviour escalates and better security for those who are subjected to these
criminal behaviours.

We have four recommendations for how the wording of the proposed stalking
offence can be improved.

Recommendation 4

We recommend the removal of the fear result from the proposed stalking offence.

Recommendation 5
,/ D IHDU UHVXOW LV UHWDLQHG ZH UHFRPPHQG

(1) that the wording be changed from “fear violence will be used” to “fear violence
might be used”; and

(ii) that the current alternate result of “serious alarm or distress” be collapsed
into the fear result, i.e. “serious alarm or distress or fear violence might be used”.

Recommendation 6

Causing “a substantial adverse impact on his or her usual day-to-day activities”
should be an independent stand-alone result and severed from its current connection
to “serious alarm or distress”.



Recommendation 7

6HFWLRQ VKRXOG EH DPHQGHG DV IROORZYV

0] Include threats by the perpetrator to harm themselves as an illustrative
example;

(i) Include repeated threats and abuse as an illustrative example; and

(iii) Replace the current illustrative example “pestering a person” with “attempting
to make repeated, unwanted contact with a person or any other repeated, unwanted
behaviour towards a person”.

Reporting to An Garda Siochana

The focus of our recommendations here is on improving training for An Garda
Siochana to enable them to conduct their investigative duties fairly and in line
with the demands of justice. Recommendations 9 and 10 are equally relevant to
any frontline services who deal with those who have experienced stalking and/or
harassment.

Recommendation 8

The current law on harassment must be explained to members of An Garda Siochana
to ensure that it is being applied correctly by them. When the new offences are
LQWURGXFHG WUDLQLQJ PXVW EH JLYHQ RQ WKHLU GH2QLWLRQTC

Recommendation 9

Gardai need training on the process of stalking and harassment. This will help An
Garda Siochéana to identify potential risks and should prompt immediate action by
the authorities both to protect the person being stalked and/or harassed and to deal
effectively with the perpetrator.

Recommendation 10

Gardai need training on the effects of stalking and harassment. The harms caused
by both behaviours are serious and An Garda Siochana need to view the behaviour
in the round rather than as isolated incidents. This training should be repeated on a

regular basis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In early February 2021, Cork Circuit Criminal Court sentenced a man to seven years

in prison, suspending the last two years. A newspaper report at the time (Heylin,

2021) described the 52-year-old male as having become obsessed with a woman

who he went on to harass and threaten to rape. He was arrested when he attempted

to break into the woman’s home, armed with what was described as a rape Kkit.
-XGJBHIQA 'RQQDEKIG®VFULWKBULPIMGUDPDWQ&RUUD2FEDLG
WKDWHQWLJQL?2FDEHVROQIFDVRIKDUDVVPHRWLQ 7KDIMRPDQ
was Una Ring, one of two women whose experiences of stalking have led them to

campaign for the introduction of a new offence of stalking separate from that of

harassment. The second is Eve McDowell, whose stalker was arrested and convicted

after he attacked her roommate upon breaking into her apartment (Healy, 2020).

‘H GRQORWHWDYBVSHFLYWDORLQHQEQUHODAXGFORVIRVIWQEN
harassment, which is criminalised by section 10 of the Non-Fatal Offences Against

the Person Act 1997 (1997 Act). The harassment offence was introduced into Irish

law with little debate, but it is clear from the 1994 Law Reform Commission Report,

which informed the contents of the 1997 Act, and from the words of then-Minister

for Justice Nora Owens when she introduced the Bill that became the 1997 Act

that the harassment offence was intended to criminalise harassing and stalking

EHKDY LRX&J 'iILOHEDWHV$SULO +RZHYMNMWK RYKRKDYH
experienced stalking argue that they are not adequately protected by this offence.

This is in part because they do not know that the harassment offence is intended

to protect them. The Law Reform Commission in its more recent 2016 Report was

convinced by this and other arguments to recommend the introduction of a new

10



VWDORLIR FHB & > @5LQDQOBF'RZHOQ&® W WE HHLMWUBPR QI XVLRQ
around whether an offence existed to protect them from the behaviour they were

experiencing. It is also the case that those whose responsibility it is to investigate

allegations of stalking do not always recognise the seriousness of its consequences

for the person stalked or that stalking behaviour is criminalised by the offence of

harassment. While Ring had very positive experiences with An Garda Siochana,

McDowell believes that earlier intervention could have prevented some of the harm

that she subsequently suffered (McGrath, 2022).

Ireland is not unique in grappling with these issues. In Scotland, arguments by
anti-stalking advocates that stalking is a qualitatively worse experience than
harassment convinced legislators to introduce a stalking offence in 2010 (LRC
2016). This new offence led to a dramatic increase in the number of prosecutions
for harassment and stalking. In the 10-year period prior to the introduction of the
new stalking offence, there were 70 harassment prosecutions. Within four months
of the new offence being introduced, the Strathclyde region saw 150 prosecutions

/15& > @(QJODDQ@GDOHMOORXKEW TKHHQWURGXFIWLRQ
the new offence there also led to a dramatic upsurge in reports of harassment and
stalking. Reports to the police trebled between 2014 and 2018 (BBC, 2018). In 2019
the number of charges was double that of 2015 (Crown Prosecution Service, 2020).
These dramatic increases in reporting and prosecutions do not suggest a sudden
upsurge in stalking and harassing behaviours. Instead, they support the proposition
that those being stalked did not recognise the harassment offences as applying to
the behaviour that they were experiencing and did not report it. Northern Ireland
introduced a new stalking offence in 2022.

The Irish Government has committed to introduce new stalking and non-fatal
strangulation offences as part of their zero-tolerance approach to domestic, sexual

and gender-based violence. The introduction of these new offences, proposed

in the Criminal Justice (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill 2022 (2022 Bill), is being
spearheaded by the Minister for Justice Helen McEntee TD as a direct response to
WZRDLEDWDOYKWYVIWAHIITHFWOARHE\IFQILQDQGBF' RZHOXSSRUWHG
initially by the SVCC and by Senator Lisa Chambers who tabled a Private Member’s

Bill that sought to introduce a new stalking offence. 1 The second is the Kkilling of
Ashling Murphy in 2022 which, along with the killing of Sara Everard in the UK, has

re-ignited the conversation on gender-based violence. We welcome this initiative

and one of the purposes of this Report is to provide evidence that will help ensure
WKMNKARUGLRIWKEGHZVWDORILIHIQ EMV X12FLH GWR G D S W X\NUKH
behaviours and recognise the harms experienced by those who have been stalked

in Ireland.

L Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person (Amendment) (Stalking) Bill 2021. 7KH 2UVW DXWKRU ZDV LQYROYHG LQ WKF
drafting of this proposed legislation.

11



TKHRWKHRUHLRIWKEMSRUW R KD WHKZH VWHRIZQ G L QIIUR BV KWHX U Y H\
VSHFL2FDRDOQWLWIDWMHHDUGWRBURFHR/IWWD O MNMIQE KWDUDVVLQJ
behaviours experienced by people in Ireland. To date, there have been no general

population studies with those who have been stalked and/or harassed in Ireland. We

donotknow prevalence rates here, the forms the behaviours take or the consequences

for the person being stalked and/or harassed. Internationally, research tells us that

women are more likely to be stalked than men and that most stalking is connected

to abusive relationships (e.g., Crown Prosecution Service, 2020). We do not know

the gender of those being stalked and/or harassed or the relationship between the
SHUVERLQWDODGG KODUDVDR@® KSHUSHW UBWSRHS RUW KHJVW
step in the process of providing answers to some of these questions in an Irish

context. Finally, the Report provides an initial snapshot of the reasons for reporting

or not the behaviours to An Garda Siochana. The answers to these questions will

help inform policy beyond the introduction of a new stalking offence by identifying

the barriers to reporting stalking behaviours.

In Part 2 of the Report we will provide a brief literature review of research on stalking

and harassment including that which has been conducted in Ireland. We will also

look at international and national literature on reporting stalking and gender-based
YLROHOQWHKFROLKEBDUWHZLOPOSO MIDRIJXBPERLAHGH2QLPAWHUPV
used in this Report. In Part 4 we will set out the methodology used to generate the

data that forms the basis for this Report. A selection of our results will be presented

in Part 5, evaluated in Part 6, and some concluding remarks will be offered in Part 7.

12



2. LITERATURE REVIEW

As will be discussed in section 3.2 below, although stalking and harassment share

similarities, there are differences in both behaviours with stalking generally regarded

as worse because of its prolonged and persistent nature whereas harassment can

include more minor forms of pestering. In a growing number of jurisdictions, stalking

and harassment are separate offences. However behavioural research literature

looking at the ways in which people are stalked or harassed and its impacts has

tended to utilise the word stalking. Accordingly stalking is the term that will be

used predominantly in this section. The popular culture image of stalkers is that

they are strangers to the person they stalk who is sometimes a celebrity (Schultz,

ORRUH6SLW]EHUJ ,QGHHMGKAHIVIMQWL VWO BNLNMODWKRERRU QG V

introduced in 1989 in California following public outcry after the murder of Rebecca

6FKDHIDHOUDFWRWHUWDOBXWFBOWKEPXOOHQS$ 6WDONNQJ

also represented as a behaviour that is committed and experienced roughly equally

by women and men (Schultz, Moore & Spitzberg, 2014). Studies however tell us that

WKHHQHWBLD®R2&@HDVWDANMKIMKHAUPDOM J%MHUUHJDDUGHOR\
DQWKHQHUINB®2HWSHUVRIL QIVD OINW & WK HDDUHH P D ZHH U H

in a relationship with and younger than their stalker. A meta-analysis of 175 studies

on stalking involving 122,207 individuals by Spitzberg and Cupach (2007) indicated

that women are more likely to experience stalking victimisation than men with a
OLIHWLPH ULVN IRU IHPDOHV YHUVXV DQ OLIHWLPH ULVN I

It must however be acknowledged that this disproportionate representation of
women being stalked and men as stalkers could in part be due to the gendering
of stalking and harassment as a behaviour. Generally speaking, men are less likely

13



to identify as victims of crime because victimisation is seen to be gendered as
feminine (Fitz-Gibbon & Walklate 2018). This tendency is exacerbated in the
context of stalking where the perpetrator is female or a former intimate partner
(Langhinrichsen-Rohling, 2012). Men may also have limited understandings of what
constitutes stalking, or they may not recognise unwanted pursuit by a person of
the opposite sex as dangerous in the same way that women do due to socialisation
scripts (Langhinrichsen-Rohling, 2012). Englebrecht and Reyns (2011) found that
men had higher thresholds than women before they recognised their experience as
stalking, for example requiring their stalker to physically attack them.

Little is known about the stalking process in its entirety given there is not a clear
SUR?2DWR/ KNVQRBEHKDYLRODW.WQRZIWKUVWDONERUR@HKDYLRXU
that unfolds over months or years (e.g., Meloy, 1999). While each behaviour on

its own may not merit any cause for alarm, it is the compound effect of multiple

nuisance, threatening and harassing behaviours that has a devasting impact on those

who are subjected to them. The consensus in the literature is that certain types of

conduct may be considered common stalking behaviours. These behaviours include

loitering nearby, following, harassing by telephone or mail, ordering goods on the

victim’s behalf, making threats, committing physical and sexual assaults, and even

attempting or succeeding to kill (Harmon, Rosner & Owens, 1995; Meloy & Gothard,

1995; Mullen & Pathé, 1994; Zona, Palarea & Lane, 1998). Literature has also revealed
FHUWDLWWHEHKDYLRXWXYUYRN VHOI GHAUHG/ RPWW D O NQWKH
United Kingdom found a pattern of repeated intrusions with being watched and

followed emerging as the most frequently reported intrusions (Sheridan, Davies &

%RRQ

Research on what prompts stalking has found that anger, jealousy, abandonment,
UDJBQOGQHHIRSRZHNQGRQWLDNWRHRPPRRBRWLYDWGRQWLHHIE. QLFDO
studies of male stalkers (Meloy & Gothard, 1995). Strangers or acquaintances are

more likely to be targeted by psychotic stalkers than a person with whom they

shared a prior intimate relationship (Kienlen, Birmingham, Solberg & O’Regan, 1997;

Meloy, 1996; Meloy, 1998; Zona, Sharma, Lane & O’'Regan, 1993; Zona, Palarea & Lane,

1998). Those who have been stalked perceive the most likely goal of stalkers is to

control them (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1997). A meta-analysis by Churcher and Nesca

(2013) of 23 studies from six countries examined predictors of violence. When the
GDWDVHWHKMRPELQHG n=1,059) of the 2,995 offenders (2,277 males, 668
IHPDOB®G ZLWXQVSHFLPHGGHWD EHHQYLROWR WD WEAMHH U VW& H \
were stalking. Of the 2,119 victims (285 males, 1,833 females, and one married couple
FRXQWHWMBVLQJI®MHUWLFLSDQ W =604) had been physically harmed by
WKEHUVR® DO MWMKHRKXUFKWHUWEHYVFD (LIKWLVDFWRUWYH
LGHQWLVWG ONHUGHUSULRQWLPOMBIDW LRWQKBUSVH®FH[SOLFLW

14



threats, presence of psychosis, presence of personality disorder, criminal history,
YLROHQAMNRBRQOBKLVWRIVXEVW DEXKNAHNKHH VHDKIFKR Q2UPWE®D W
a prior relationship with the person stalked is predictive of violence. Ex-intimates are

the most likely to be attacked, strangers the least (Budd & Mattinson, 2000; Purcell

& Pathé, 2002; Sheridan & Davies, 2001; Thomas, Purcell, Pathé, & Mullen, 2008;

Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998).

The prevalence of post-relationship stalking (PRS) has led to a research-focus on

WKLRURIVWDONEOGHD¥Y¥HHGQGH2QHGODSDWWRIWQUJIJHWHSHD \D B G

unwanted intrusive acts which occurs after a romantic relationship has dissolved

that can be reasonably expected to cause apprehension, distress, or fear in the

person stalked (Douglas & Dutton, 2001; McEwan, Mullen & Purcell, 2007; Mullen,

Pathé & Purcell, 2009). Spitzberg and Cupach’s meta-analysis (2007) found that
RIYLFWDARWRVVVWXGEHVBFTXDL QM WB KHLW D OANHKD @RI

all stalking cases originating in romantic relationships. Across 82 studies in which

VRPHVWLPRWHROHRDFVEURYLGHGRIVWDORDOYHWYROSK\WLFDO

YLROHD®E LQYROWVH[XDIOROHIREHORMRBHUHDNGRZIMQA QWLPDWH

relationship. Tjaden and Thoennes (1998) found that ex-husbands who stalked were

VLIQL2FIPRWEAL NWE DX HQRIQ VWD®OHNH@AR D YHQIJDIJHERQWUROOLQJ

and emotionally abusive behaviour toward their partner during the relationship.

Stalking in this context can be understood as a form of male-perpetrated domestic

abuse and coercive control toward female partners (Mullen et al, 2009; Stark, 2007;

Walker & Meloy, 1998). Ornstein and Rickne (2013) found that women who reported

being subjected to controlling behaviour by their partner were more likely to be

stalked later.

An EU wide survey on Violence against Women (European Agency for Fundamental
Rights, 2015) was conducted across the then-28 member states with 42,000
women. While the survey focused on women’s experiences of physical, sexual
and psychological violence in the main, it also asked respondents about stalking,
harassment, intimate partner violence, and whether new technologies were utilised
in women’s experiences of abuse. The study uncovered extensive abuse of women
that is systematically under-reported to the authorities. The EU survey reported

WKDODWRPRVKBIJIHR I RIZRPHDYBHHQWDORNRG RIZRPH®DG
been stalked in the 12 months prior to the survey interview (European Agency for
)X Q G D P H GW DIOW V 7KLFNRUUHVSRW@ERXW LOOZRPHQ QVKH

(8 HISHULHQMROKLWBOSHULRIG PRQWRQH. Q ZRPHQ KDV

been stalked by her previous partner. Repeated offensive or threatening messages

RUSKRQFD OIWWRPVKWMDPISHUVRERBUMHFHLEMNG RIWKHHVSRQGHQWYV
2QHLQ@YH KDOGNRFKDQMWKHEKRQ®XPEHRJUH P DDA G UHDMD

result of the most serious incident of stalking. Cyberstalking — stalking by means
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of e-mail, text messages or the internet — was experienced more commonly by

WR \HDU RARPHQALWK H[SHULHQRN@WKHPR QWK ULRIEI R WHK H
survey interview. 2 Eight percent of the women who were stalked have been followed
RH[SHULHYRPGHERGRLWHMXWVMWKXHKLRPHRWZRUNSODGS8 KDYH
experienced stalking that involved the same person repeatedly damaging their
SURSHUWUVURSHRIGIQFNRYXQGDPHQGWDKON V JRUIRQH 2IWK
of the women who were stalked, the experience lasted more than two years. Three
TXDUWHUVRIVWDORDYHEHURAHYHBHWSRUWRGEGSROLEFGFOXFR@H
of the most serious cases of stalking experienced by the respondents (European
$IJHQF\ IRU )XQGDPHQWDO 5LJKWV

In England and Wales, the Crown Prosecution Service analysed a sample of stalking
FDVHWYRP DQGRXQWKDW LQY R OFRIFGS O D DQ VIV V8 D U W QVHKW\H H
quarters of whom had been abusive during the relationship (Crown Prosecution

6HUYLFH ,Q6FRWOGBQ®WDRMDUFK ODUFK IRXQWKDW RI
stalking charges originated in a domestic violence context (Scottish Government,
, Q WKH 2JXUH ZDV 6FRWWLVK *RYHUQPHQW

In Ireland there has been little research on stalking or harassment and what little there

LWKDVRFXVRQVSHFLSRSXODWXRIURRIWSHFLFHFUPRIKDUDVVPHQW

Nwachukwu et al looked at the experiences of 274 Irish psychiatrists and found

WKDW RIWKHIWUWLFLESP@QW\G WKWK HKDEHHQYWDONHGZHUH

EHL QWD ODNWKW L PRHIWKWXUYBQG KDEHHQWDONRIGM KR FH
TKHSDUWLF LB RNMAHGH U S §UF KR O R GLADNMOD KDWY K WK H

behaviour negatively impacted on their work, social life and their partners/spouses.

2Q0\ ZHUBZD UHWKH[LVWHRIFHFW L RRJW K1997 Act (Nwachukwu

et al

Online harassment has been the focus of some research, with Irish data/case studies

being included in larger samples. A three-year study of 50,000 participants from

22 countries including 1,112 from Ireland, found that women were more likely to be

sexually harassed online while men were likely to report being physically threatened

(Thomas et al ,YVYWOVRXQWKPWPEHWRIWKH%74, FRPPXQLW\
faced higher levels of harassment. In the 15 countries where it was safe to collect
VXFKQIRUPDWLRRIWKH%74, UHVSRQGKID®NHQYXEMHRPWRIGOLQH
KDWHRPSDUWR RIFLV JHQGHVWSRQGBQ®W N ® JUHDWHWN
being sexually harassed (Thomas et al $Q,UL¥FRVHDWOMULRFOXGHG
LOVPDOWXRIWKUKHIK SURPQ& XFFHVGIKXKROVHFXWLRQELYLGXDOV
who harassed journalists online in Finland, France and Ireland (McCully, 2019).

. 7KLV FRPSDUHG ZLWK Rl ZRPHQ ZKR DUH \HDUV ROG RU ROGHU
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Of particular interest to this study was the targeting of female journalists and the
chilling effect online harassment can have on journalism. Various legal reforms were
proposed to better protect journalists whilst also protecting the right to freedom of
expression.

The third level sector has been the subject of several reports. The Union of Students in

Ireland conducted an online survey of students’ experiences of harassment, stalking,

violence, and sexual assault with 2,752 respondents (1,811 women, 926 men and 15

other). While the report, Say Something (2013), focused primarily on physical and

VH[XPOROHQYRPINHYQGLQDVBRWHZRURKWKDQ RIZRPHRWRWKHU

respondents reported being harassed or intimidated at their current institution (USI,
THEHUFHRQWKARPH@KRFRPSOHWHKHBXUYHUHSRUWHKBW H\

had been made to feel afraid or concerned for their safety as a result of obsessive

behaviour. Five percent of men reported that they too had similar experiences.

7TZHOYSHHUFHRIWKRVYBHQWDNVEGHUSHWURMEVWYVVENKDY LRXKUH

described as acquaintances. Three-in-ten of those who disclosed being subjected

to obsessive behaviour believed that it had negatively affected their mental health

DQGZHOO EHIRUMKDQ RIUHV SR Q GUHHSARW Q/HHID WLLPY$D FRVOW KH L U

relationships and a similar number believed that their studies were affected (USI,

As part of an inquiry into levels of sexual violence and harassment in the third level
sector, the Higher Education Authority (HEA) conducted extensive and separate

VXUYHRNWDII DQEWXGHQWYV 2QHIWRIWKWW X G HAKWNVK R WHR
answer a question about whether someone continued to ask them for a date after
they said “no” selected the “often” or “many times” options (MacNeela et al %

7TKRVAKRSUHIHUQRMERDWKHHQGHU DQGHPDOHV ZHUWKH
most likely to experience these levels of repeated unwanted attempts to establish a
URPDQWH[XDBODWLFQWRKIHEDOREHREIWK RIQRQ ELQYDMNKGHQWYV

Seven percent of male respondents had the same experience (MacNeela et al %
$OPRRWHQOQRXUHVSRQGHQWK/D¥H[XD®PRXWS/UHDBR XK HP
via electronic means (MacNeela et al % $SSUR[LPDDHWRIIHPDOH

QRQ ELQDU\DQ® KRY¥KRSUHIHUURMER D\ UHV SR QGAKRW V
chose to answer the question were subjected to unwelcome sexual comments, jokes
or pictures by electronic means “often” or “many times” (MacNeela et al %
158). Five percent of male respondents had this experience.

The concurrent HEA study of third level staff experiences of sexual harassment and
sexual violence found that, for those who answered the question on the identity of
WKS8HUSHW WPHWQRHWUMW DUJHRMRHIGEN ZRPHQ DQZRPH@®RU I\
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PHQ OHQDPFFRXQWHG RIWKRVHVSRQVRBWKWH[XDRDUDVVLQJ
behaviour (MacNeela et al $ 21l WKH SDUWLFLSWRDWW Z H UMKGH
TXHVWRRAKXHWKWKEBEHUSHWUDWRRHPEHRIVWDII DOVZHUHE
There have also been other studies of workplace (sexual) harassment, typically with

a focus on workplace policies and civil protections. For example, McMahon (2000)

conducted a cross-border study of hospitality workers in Ireland and Northern

,JUHODLDQG ‘RPHQZHUWKHODLPD@QWV RIWKWH[XBOUD VYV FRDYWM V
WDNH@QUHODQGQ RIWKRWB NH®RUW KHUWH®DIFO®DKRQ

It was also found that the harasser was predominately male and predominantly the

claimant’s superior, where that information was provided.

JREFXVLQIHFL2FBQONODWLRQRIOIHZAMQRZURPRPHQ-YLGWKDW
between 1996 and 22 January 2023, 256 women have died violently in the Republic
RLUHORQGBHVROFHVGIYV ZHUNLOEGHESDUWRUHY SDUWJIHROPRVW
QLQHWHQ ZRPHQUQHWKHNIWOQORPHQ-3L.GQHPLFLAWFK
A review by An Garda Siochana of offences committed between 2019 and 2021
IRXQBDGRPHVWERVAHRWLY® RIWKNLOORWIRPH@QGLUDYG&Q
RIDMDONWHPSWYV WRXHBGWW VD XIOWMWMWVVPBQ® WO DRIHKEQFHYV
$Q*DUGBtRFKIQD (OHYBOUFHRQPWHQZHUM KWMLFWRIFRQHR |
these offences in a domestic abuse context. It was also found that women were
WKWLFWIRRRRVWDUDVVPHIBWHODWHIBEBQFHY RYHWKMWLPFHHULRG
$Q*DUGEXRFKIiQD 7KIRIITHQRIFRHUFERBWIURWRPPHQFHG
January 2019 and between 2019 and 2021 259 incidents were reported to An Garda
6tRFKIiQD $Q *DUGD 6tRFKIiQD

TKHQDDUHWEHFDQYDVNWEXH[SHULHRIEM SRUWUQBWRVKSROLFH
There is extensive literature on the negative experiences of those who report

gender-based violence to law enforcement. The acceptance of rape myths by the

police has been found to result in aggressive questioning of complainants and in
RIZFHWYKLELVWILQYEHDQKKIRYVWLGOCHOQ\ +RKOB6WDQNR 5DSH
P\WWKXHUHUVGBH2Q HEG % XUW DVSUHMXGYWIHIUAHRWRSBGE¥HOLHIV
about rape, rape victims, and rapists. They include inaccurate beliefs such as rape

is primarily committed by strangers, that rape is violent, endorse victim-blaming

narratives that the person raped is responsible for their rape if they are dressed in a

particular way or consumed alcohol/drugs, and that women lie. Rape myths can be

both subtle in their expression, yet complex in their structure. For example, someone

may be entirely sympathetic and supportive towards a rape victim, yet still question

her form of dress or her alcohol consumption at the time. As was highlighted

by Kelly and Staunton (2021), the impact of such rape myth acceptance has far-

reaching consequences which can impact upon a person’s physical, emotional, and

psychological health and well-being with extended socio-economic effects.They can
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DOVR:XHGROUWU~AH SRYRH GQWHUDZWWRGFEW LA VQHPD :KLOH
Sleath and Bull’'s meta-analysis of 24 studies involving seven jurisdictions published
EHWZHHQ DQG IRXQWKBWOLRFIFFHGRQRKWROKE JKBH Y IROM SH
myth acceptance than other populations (2017), their endorsement of such myths

is particularly problematic because they are the gatekeepers to the criminal justice

system and thus may contribute to the high level of attrition in rape cases (Lathan

et al, 2021; Hine & Murphy, 2019).

To challenge these beliefs, it has been recommended that police are given trauma-
LQIRUPMGD L QULFH WK RUHFRJ QA KIHP S D RWV U D XPD® Q V XW K DWK H
environment in which they take reports feels safe, that they communicate respect

for the complainant, and empower those reporting sexual violence. The result is that
DFFXUPMWRR U IHOWWHWUL HOfFH® L VWD IW E QLIONYMH VW L JPDLW KR Q

However not all trauma-informed training is equally effective. Lathan et al found
WKIMWKHIUHVQ RNV LIQL2F®IQ W U H@EFHH UDDSHAWKR FFHSWEQAGMWEZHHQ
RIZFHUKRKD®HFHLWH® XPD LQIRUPH®RIQ@W KRYKRKD ® RW

13). This concords with other research that rape myths are highly resistant to change.

This is likely because they can stem from deeply entrenched cognitive distortions or

maladaptive beliefs that are often used by perpetrators of sexual violence to justify

their actions (e.g. Ward, 2000). From a societal perspective, it has been posited

that rape myths can also be fostered within the gender inequality that exists in a

patriarchal society whereby the perpetration of sexual violence against women is
MXVWLRHHBD\QHRQVZD\)LW]JHUDOG6 XDUH}FDGDOOD DQG/KDW
this is then reinforced through cultural and family norms (e.g. Polaschek & Ward,

2008; Ward, 2000; Woods & Riggs, 2008). Lathan et al (2021) did acknowledge
WKDWKWUDXPD LQIRWPH®@IGPLQLVWAVKIKBLIWX GL @RWSHFL2FDOO\
address or challenge rape myths and noted that training that does has been found

to be more effective.

There is less research on the experiences of those who have reported their stalking
experiences but, like those who report gender-based violence, they describe not
being believed, being victim-blamed, their experiences being trivialised as merely
“domestics”, and not being treated sympathetically (Morris, Anderson & Murray,
2002; Purcell et al, 2002; Sheridan, 2001; Taylor-Dunn, Bowen & Gilchrist, 2021;
Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998). Recent research from Wales found that the police
seemed to require that the stalker use physical violence before they would intervene

or would prioritise physical harms over longer patterns of psychological abuse

.RUNRGHLORX7KLWQGLQYXSSRUWVHDIWRKQJIJODQGGDOHWKDW

there was poor understanding and inconsistent application of the then-governing
legislation by the police and other criminal justice professionals (Harris, 2000) and
that this poor understanding survived the introduction of the new stalking offence
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in 2012 (Taylor-Dunn, Bowen & Gilchrist, 2021). Moreover, it suggests that police
have adopted stalking myths (e.g. that stalkers are strangers and stalking consists of
violent physical attacks) that operate to limit the credibility of complainants in the
same way that rape myths do (Korkodeilou, 2016). It is also highly likely that these
same myths are endorsed by those who experience stalking and/or harassment with
the result that they fail to recognise or label their experiences as such.

Research has also suggested that the unusual nature of stalking and harassment

offences as compared to other offences, where it is often the repetition of behaviour

rather than the behaviour itself that is illegal, may partially explain poor police

responses to them (Taylor-Dunn, Bowen & Gilchrist, 2021). Drawing on research on

coercive control, Taylor-Dunn, Bowen and Gilchrist note “that the incident-based
QDWXRUSFROLFMYHVX@W2FHBVV YV LGID W WRHD BXWHK B\RQ R3WL. Q W R
traditional crime categories™ (2021). For this reason they recommend that police

are educated about the impacts of stalking and harassment and connect that to the
GH2QLWUIW®WBIHOH YO (HQ FAKWL FIKQ F O XEHP RW L RIHIVG R QURHIRVK RV H
who experience it (Taylor-Dunn, Bowen & Gilchrist, 2021).

To our knowledge there has been no Irish research on the experiences of those who

report stalking and/or harassment to An Garda Siochana but there has been some

research on the experiences of those who have reported gender-based violence.

Hanly, Healy and Scriver’s research, though dated, is the leading study in this area.

In their survey of the then extant research on reporting of sexual violence they

LGHQWMHR/ KHPHYV TKHRUVMWWKDIDWPHDUGHSXUVERB®WUXWK

over proof” investigative strategy, i.e. focus on establishing whether the complainant

is telling the truth instead of looking for evidence that supports or not the allegation.

The second is that initial contact with An Garda Siochéna is often positive, but lack

of follow-up information provision reduces complainant satisfaction. One of Hanly,

+HDMQGFULYHUVHDAUFKLQIAVWKDIWKPIDMRURIWKRYKRUHSRUWHG

had positive initial experiences with An Garda Siochana but their satisfaction with

WKHMYHUB[GO ULHADRE R Z TKHPSDRWKEB W LJQL?2FDOLQWK
VHULRRRQVLGHUMWXKIGUDY KEGRRP SODRRWARPPRQOGXM/ BRRU

WUHDWPHRPWKIDUGDKHIH@AUVEHO ULRXIQ@KHUR FHMM2F XBOQNG L G

QRW UHFHLYH VXI2FLHQW LQIRUPDWLRQ FRQWDFW +DQO\ +HDO\

In the context of domestic violence, Mazzone (2019) similarly found that satisfaction
depended on which garda happened to deal with their case. Factors that resulted
in a positive experience included the garda understanding the dynamics and risks
of domestic violence, taking the respondent’s safety seriously, continuity of contact
with an individual garda, and referrals to support. Negative experiences included
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LQVKHDNBQBLQLPLVIRMWLREE XVH BIRWNHVERVKHPD]]RQH

7). Respondents also noted that gardai lacked understanding of the complexities of
GRPHVWILROHMFEHFRPPHQWHOLQUDOYJRQH OD]]JRQUWDWHG
WKBWW ®@REV X0 WID/GHRAHW KO L P LWDRMDRQ\Q F L GBDQYWNG VW H.®)
SURYLGULROVWRBHL.FWLRWVY]RQH TKLMFKRMAKREVHUYDRNLRQ
Taylor-Dunn, Bowen and Gilchrist (2021) above and suggests that a similar incident-

focused approach is likely operating and impeding the investigation of the current

offence of harassment in Ireland.

The most recent report in this area is by O’Malley et al, which focused on reviewing

how vulnerable witnesses were treated within the criminal justice system in the

investigation of sexual offences. It was emphasised that a person against whom an

offence has been committed is entitled to be treated with consideration, courtesy

and respect (O’'Malley et al > @/KHDOWRDYBULJRWNM XV WAKH- K
requires An Garda Siochana to investigate allegations promptly and effectively. To

meet this obligation it was recommended that all gardai, trainee and serving, should

be given training on victims’ rights and best practice in dealing with those who

report crime (O’'Malley et al > @7KLMEHFDXMVAPHPEHRI$SQ*DUGD
6tRFKIiGEXEGWKH VIRLEWRQWDFBMSHUVRDNL@ID. QLWRBOSODLQW
This training would include information on how trauma and stress may impact on

when and how those subjected to sexual violence report and would challenge rape

myths (O’Malley et al > @, QO LIJRW HV H DAMLKFKX J J H WMKVEWK HIU\H
a gendered dimension to stalking and harassment and the trauma experienced by

those against whom these offences are perpetrated, these recommendations are

equally applicable to the investigation of stalking and harassment.
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DEFINITIONS

3.1. Respondent and Perpetrator

There is some debate within the literature on what are the most appropriate terms
to use when describing the person engaging in the problematic behaviour and the
person experiencing it (Thomas et al, 2021). This debate mirrors that evident in
discussions of sexual violence. Should the person who experienced the behaviour be
described as a victim or a survivor? Given the strong reactions to victim (potentially
disempowering) and survivor (failing to respect the ongoing trauma) we have
elected to use the word respondent to identify the participants in our survey.

With regard to the person who engages in the problematic behaviour we have
chosen the term perpetrator. This is because this survey was designed to elicit
responses from people who self-identify as having experienced stalking and/or
harassment. From their perspective, the behaviour that they have been subjected to
was perpetrated against them. We determined that this term was more appropriate
than accused because formal legal actions were not taken against the majority of the
perpetrators. Fifty-seven percent of respondents did not report their experiences to
An Garda Siochana and many of those who did either did not want the matter dealt
with formally or charges were not pursued for a variety of reasons.

3.2. Stalking and Harassment

The terms “stalking” and “harassment” are sometimes used interchangeably and the
EHOMHKDWK HDUM\QR Q\P RIX\E X LODOWRKE H2Q LWVRIR/ A HU LK UDVVPHQW
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offence. In recommending the introduction of a new harassment offence the Law
5HIRURRPPLVVIVRDWHEFWMDUDVVPAHKQWKQWHUVYHUHR XV WK
person’s right to a peaceful and private life should be captured by the criminal law

and not simply those which give rise to a fear of violence. An offence of harassment

would capture, for example, the acts of the infatuated psychotic who follows a
ZRPDQQRUGWRBDLIQHDIIHFWLRER/ 2 ) 7TKLMRQ3DWRIRQYDONLQJ
and harassment was also evident in the then-Minister for Justice’s introduction of

the various provisions contained within the Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person

Bill 1997 which became the 1997 Act

SV@QHFWISRIRY L GRHW KHP SR U WDPH®/I |HQ RHK D U D V V PZHKQ WKV
DLPHmWKDWRPPRQODO ®HGVDONH @3B M@ZD URHKLJBUR20OH
cases of stalking but such behaviour is not necessarily peculiar to people in the

spotlight. Unfortunately, it can occur in everyday life when a person, usually

a woman, becomes the object of the stalker’s affection — perhaps obsession

is a better word — and that person is subjected to sustained harassment and

intimidation in a perverted attempt by the stalker to gain the attention or

affection of the unfortunate person concerned. This harassment can have a

profoundly detrimental effect on the life of the victim (Dail Debates (15 April

1997)).

However, anti-stalking advocates argue that while harassment and stalking share
similarities, stalking is a qualitatively worse experience. Ann Moulds, an anti-stalking
advocate and founder of Action Scotland Against Stalking, has explained the
GLVWLQIFQWKIRRODORZIQ®>V@RPHERBIKD UDD/YRWEBHUVRIFD XV H
they are not happy with them or whatever, but that is slightly different from the
LQWLPDMHD W L RN\ 8W D OWMIH\WI L WKLY LFWEZRHUHKMWD QHPRWLRQDO
UHODWLERRWEKHMZBHRSOAGWD XQHTXH®WDWLRPEKLS?2> @
The Law Reform Commission in Ireland were convinced by this and other arguments
and recommended that a new stalking offence be created as an aggravated form of
KDUDVVFHHWD XWO YRODAQYWHREWHVVRR[(@WLRQVN KEHD LIRVW KH
perpetrator which creates an unwanted intimacy between the stalker and victim”

/15& > @5HVHDUFKAWKWBUHOD YBO\DRJJ X AWK YW D ONYZRUVH
than harassment, suggesting that when harassing behaviour persists for more than
two weeks it shifts into stalking (Purcell et al, 2004A). Respecting the insights of
those who have experienced stalking, aware of the risk that only utilising the word
stalking might operate to exclude potential participants from partaking in the survey
due to the connotations of the word, cognisant that Ring and McDowell's early
confusion around whether the harassment offence applied to them suggested that
using that term exclusively might similarly reduce the number of survey participants,
and wanting to capture as broad a range as experiences as possible, we adopted
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VHSDUBWHOLWRRQW DO NDIQQE DUDVVPHRMMXUYHKHGH2QLWRIRQ
harassment was connected to the text of the 1997 Act ZKLOWKGH2Q LWRINRWDONLQJ
ZDVGUDIWVHID ZLIRBH2QLWVYRBVDQWL VWDOXRBDIRAR X SQOW K H
survey we were clear that we were interested in experiences of both behaviours.

The survey was released and concluded prior to the decision of the government to

a introduce a new stalking offence.

'"H2QLWLRQ RI +DUDVVPHQW

7KHIHIHUHSFHRW KEH2QLWRIRRUD VYV PMHIQIMW X VHG@R XV XU YHY
section 10 of the 1997 Act as amended by the Harassment, Harmful Communications
and Related Offences Act 2020

10. (1) Any person who, without lawful authority or reasonable excuse, by any
means including by use of the telephone, harasses another by persistently
following, watching, pestering, besetting or communicating with or about
him or her, shall be guilty of an offence.

(2) For the purposes of this section a person harasses another where

(a) he or she, by his or her acts intentionally or recklessly, seriously
interferes with the other’s peace and privacy or causes alarm, distress
or harm to the other, and

(b) his or her acts are such that a reasonable person would realise that
the acts would seriously interfere with the other’s peace and privacy or
cause alarm, distress or harm to the other.

The actions that constitute harassment are set out in section 10(1). The use of the

word “persistently” conveys the requirement that one or more of these actions must

occur more than once, but it is broader than this. In People (DPP) v Lynch > @ ,5
434 the Court of Criminal Appeal held that a prolonged single incident could meet
WKSHHUVLVWHQWHIUKIERR X RGEFXAUR QRIWZRD\V7KRUVIWZ KH UMK H
events in question could be separated out into discrete incidents because of the

length of time involved. The second is where a continuous act had the quality of

persistence as would be understood by the ordinary person. The Court gave this
HIDPSOHROORRLMSHUVRQRQHRQWLQRRXBW EURNRXURNMHL
prolonged distance” (Lynch: > @

, QVHFWLRQLWSURYLGHOWMSHHUIRUPIRQRER WPRURIWKWSHFL2HG
persistent actions must be accompanied by either intention or recklessness. An
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accused’s recklessness is judged according to the standards of a reasonable person
(section 10(2)(b)). Section 10(2)(a) requires that the perpetrator’s intentional or
reckless conduct has the result of seriously interfering with the victim’s peace and
privacy or causes alarm, distress or harm to the person harassed.

TKHGH2QLWRIRQUDVVPHIQIWLQFOXGRVMKXKEG6W XBXHUYLIBSDINKDW
LOQWURGXFHG RXU VXUYH\ ZDV

Harassment is when someone behaves in a way that interferes with your
peace and privacy or makes you feel alarmed, distressed or threatened, and
this has happened either several times or has been for a prolonged single
period (e.g., following you for half an hour). The harasser could be someone
you know or a stranger.

$SVFDEHHHRXGH2QLWIDRQPSOLYHGY RRMKVHHFWLRQUGLIRFXVLQJ
RQWKUHHVRXROKDUDVVPHWOHFL2H@HFWLRQD :H DOVRFOX®KE
FULWHRICE® UV LVWHEOQWEH2Q LWVEDRRLGRXVLEODL@QIOLVYBGUHZ
from the Lynch judgment to give an example of what persistently could encompass.

We departed from section 10(1) by using the phrase “behaves in a way” instead of

specifying behaviours. We did not want prospective respondents to self-exclude

EHFDXRHD GH2QLWIRPW\ EHWRRLPLWHKGYDVSDUWLFAX®SBBOWDQW
when one of the original aims of this survey was to determine if the existing offence

of harassment was broad enough to capture the range of behaviours engaged in

by stalkers, an aim since superseded by the legislative decision to introduce a new

stalking offence. We also did not utilise any language around the perpetrator’s state

of mind when they engage in the harassing actions as the focus of this survey was

on the respondent’s experiences of harassment and/or stalking.

'"HZQLWLRQ RI 6WDONLQJ

2XWGH2QLWRIRYDONDQIHUL LHED UWRRVKEH2Q LWILR QE) WKMH Z
SHIRUPRPPLVYVEREW D QKLYRIDUHYW HRBAHH V \RIA QW LR@V KS-D (RW
the perpetrator which creates an unwanted intimacy between the stalker and victim”

/15& > @:H ZHUBOWRIRUPHGVKEH2QLWRRQWDO BURYLGHG
by prominent anti-stalking advocacy groups. Action Scotland Against Stalking have
HPSKDVLWHKG®G?2 8 5FKDUDFWHRLWWD G WL KRDLW Fixated, Obsessive,
Unwanted and Repeated. 2 F.O.U.R. is also utilised by the Suzy Lamplugh Trust, which
UXQWKHDWLR&DDO NHHIIS OL@BAIJIOD Q& HI X UW IKGHHIQWW D O DMO D
SDWWRIE@WHR REVHVWHHKD Y LRKIUWFIKMHSHDWHGVLVIWHWQWXVLYH

3. KWWSV Z7ZZZ DFWLRQDJDLQVWVWDONLQJ RUJ VWDONLQJ
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and causes fear of violence or alarm and distress in the victim.” 4 Paladin National
6WDOMGQRFDFHNUY LFOINE® VHEGQIJODNRGEOHGH2QWWD O BMIZID @
SDWWHUQ RI XQZDQWHG 2[DWHG DQG REVHVVLYH EHKDYLRXU ZK
fear of violence or serious harm or distress.” 5

7KH GH2QLWLRQ WKDW ZDV XVHG LQ RXU VXUYH\ ZDV

Stalking is a pattern of repeated, unwanted and intrusive behaviour that
WA\SLFDQUORODLQYWHREWHVVRBR®WLRQWVKS&D URNWKWHWWDONHU
The stalker could be someone you know or a stranger.

‘H XWLOWKME 8 SFKDUDFWHIURXWHFYLWHRDOVRFOXWHKBULWHULD
that the stalking be intrusive and involve a pattern of behaviour from the Suzy
/IDPSOXIKX\DWGBDODGHIQLWLRQMFOXGMH®BUH IHUHWRHIHFRVY
WKSEHUVR{BSHULHQFWQ OO DMYKHLQUFOXVYRRREH2QLWKRE®B\ WKH
6X]\/DPSOXJKXVWGEDODEBGDYEHHHRQIRUPHGVKBHJIBGB2QLWLREQ
WRWDONRQKDM ULV GLHWAIRMK HWWGOHDWHKHGHQWL2FDIWLRIGWR

the respondents by providing a range of effects that could be selected from and by

allowing for additional qualitative responses.

4 KWWSV Z7ZzZZ VX]\ODPSOXJK RUJDP L EHLQJ VWDONHG WRRO
5. KWWSV Z7ZzZZ SDODGLQVHUYLFH FR XN
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4. METHODOLOGY

An online survey consisting of 38 questions (including 10 questions where the
respondent’s consent to begin, proceed with, and submit the survey was sought)
was designed. These questions, which were a combination of closed quantitative
DQG RSHQ HQGHG TXDOLWDWLYH TXHVWLRQV ZHUH GLYLGHG LQ!

BHFWLRQ
BHFWLRQ
BHFWLRQ
BHFWLRQ
BHFWLRQ

&RQVHQW )RUP

'HPRJUDSKLF LQIRUPDWLRQ

7KH 6WDONLQJ +DUDVVPHQW 3URFHVV
,PSDFW RQ <RX B6RFLDO )LQDQFLDO 3K\VLFDO D
<RXU 5HVSRQVHV WR WKH 6WDONLQJ +DUDVVPHQ

7TKHBWDONLQJ +DUBYVRPHADNW UHV HQDWBI\GH RIEHKD Y L R XAWHD2@Q®I\G
actionsincludingunwanted behaviours, threatsand abuse, malicious communications,
DQGHSXWDWDPEPDBKHRFXREHKDYLRXBH*QEDF W LRDW KRV MWR
ensure that respondents reported all of the repeated incidents that they experienced

and not just those which corresponded to preconceived understandings of stalking

or harassment. Effects on the respondent were considered in terms of social,
2QDQFISKOVL PN V\FKRORBLADFWKWHHS HYVSRQVHVWEBQQFOXWRG
try to establish the kinds of actions that respondents took to avoid the experiences

WKMWKHEHUWXEMHBPMYWRH @& K$HH U S HW UDRMHRUFFXR/QGEH KD Y L R XA H>XQOI\G
actions was chosen because we were interested in the experiences of respondents

6. Please see the Appendix for the complete set of survey questions.
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rather than in the motivations of the perpetrator. Open-ended qualitative questions
were also included to allow for additional responses from the respondents and
the answers provide a rich source of data that will be examined in detail in future
research. Our primary focus in this Report is on the responses to 12 quantitative
TXHVWLRQV ZKLFK ZLOO EH LGHQWL2HG EHORZ

A draft version of the survey was shared with Dr Maria Mellins, an Independent
Stalking Advocacy Caseworker trained by Paladin and researcher in the area of
stalking and coercive control, for her input. Following revision, an online version of
the survey was produced on Microsoft O365 Forms. This survey platform was chosen
because it accords with the University College Cork (UCC) Policy and allows for
anonymous submissions. This draft was shared with Ring and McDowell and with the
SVCC. They tested the survey by going through the questions, providing feedback
on its readability, suggesting wording amendments, and providing completion
time information. The survey received ethical approval from UCC’s Social Research
Ethics Committee (SREC) in November 2021. The survey was launched on the 25 th of
November as part of the “16 days of Action against Domestic Violence” campaign, an
international initiative which was developed to support businesses and companies
to act against domestic abuse and violence.

The survey was hosted on the Centre for Criminal Justice and Human Rights

webpage, a research centre within the School of Law, UCC. A survey overview was

provided on this page along with a link to the survey. In order to target a general

population sample of self-identifying and self-selecting victims of stalking and

harassment, a multi-prong recruitment strategy was adopted. The SVCC, which has

DZHOO HVWDPEQ®HWHSH FSWERDIBR2CGH) R P R W.NWEQL WAHE V L W IQ\G
VRFUIDHOGGLDZDW O\DRFEWLYSHUR\WPRVENBLOQDQGBGF' RZHOD@Q G\ WKHJ VW
author through similar channels. The SVCC additionally engaged with the NGO and

civil society sector in Ireland to further disseminate the survey. As the study accords

with the government initiative to tackle sexual violence in the third level sector

it was also shared through the network established as part of the Framework for

Consent in Higher Education Institutions. Staff in UCC were asked to share it with

their students and their networks. The second author promoted the survey through
6WXGHQWY 8QLRQV DI2OLDWHG ZLWK WKH 8QLRQ RI 6WXGHQWYV |

The survey closed at the end of February 2022 with 1,018 responses. The submissions
of respondents who answered “no” to any of the 10 consent questions were removed
leaving 957 entries. One of the consent requirements was that participants had to
be 18 years or older. One respondent’s survey was removed on the basis that they
were 17 years old. Finally, submissions were screened to ensure that the behaviours
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GHVFULEMHRUGTHGBGHKL W KHGH?2Q LWURDU D VYV RHYDWD O B MHRVX WQ
the opening section of the survey. Entries were removed, for example, because the

behaviour was a once-off incident but would not meet the persistence criterion or

because the behaviour experienced occurred exclusively in another jurisdiction or

because answers other than the consent permissions and demographic information

were left blank. This left 892 responses to be analysed for this Report.

The results presented in this Report focus primarily on the responses to the following
TXDOQWLWDWLYH TXHVWLRQV

Q6. Gender

Q7. What is your current age?

Q8. What is your nationality?

Q11-Q14. stalking Process

Q16. Identity of Perpetrator

Q25. Social and Financial Consequences

Q27. Psychological and Physical Consequences

Q30. Actions taken in response to the stalking or harassing behaviour

Q32. Do you describe your experience as stalking or harassment?

As patrticipants could select more than one option for many of the quantitative
questions, the totals for variables on various graphical representations of the results
exceed the 892 submissions considered in this Report.

Some qualitative responses that detail the effects of stalking and/or harassment
will be included for illustrative purposes and to honour our intention to give voice
to those who have experienced these behaviours in each output from this research.
In addition, preliminary analysis of the answers to the questions asking respondents
why they chose to report or not to An Garda Siochana (Q35-Q37) and respondents’
explanation for their answer to Q32 will be supported with reference to qualitative
responses. To respect the respondents’ contributions, we have made the editorial
decision not to correct any grammatical or other errors in these responses and have
QRW LGHQWL2HG DQ\ VXFK HUURUV XVLQJ >sic@
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5. RESULTS

5.1. Demographic Information

The majority of the 892 respondents whose responses are analysed in this Report
LGHQWWKIKEPVHDMYMHWPDOH n =789). Nine percent (n LGHQWDAHG

male 7KHUHPDLQLQA4 = 25) declared themselves as non-binary, transgender

07) 7UDQV 0ODOH RU JHQGHU3XLG 7ZR SDUWLFLSDQWYV SUHIHUUH

25 2

female

B nae

non-binary, transgender MTF,
7UDQV 0ODOH RU JHQGHU3XLG

unknown

789

Figure 1: Gender of Respondents

Respondents were aged between 18 and 75 with a mean age of 35 and a median age
RI' \HDUSHVSRQGHEWHUHGRPLQDIQWR\ n =802). Four percent (n
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ZHUXURSHD@G n =29) were from the UK. The remaining nationalities
mentioned were South American (n =5), Russian (n =3), African(n =1),Asian(n =23),
and Other (n  =5). Some respondents claimed dual nationalities. These respondents’
QDWLRQIZOIUWWR M Q WHA. FHK H°P D M R U L W \n = 875) of respondents were
residing in Ireland. Fourteen respondents indicated that they were not but that the
behaviours reported occurred either in full or in part in Ireland.

5.2. The Stalking/Harassment Process

The survey asked respondents a series of questions about the types and frequency

of unwanted behaviours, threats and abuse, malicious communications, and
reputational damage which can all form part of the stalking and/or harassment
process. Most respondents experienced multiple behaviours. The data is
presented in Figures 2-5 in count form. What can be seen from the graphs is the
prevalence of myriad forms of nuisance behaviours at one end of the spectrum

to standalone criminal acts such as physical and sexual assaults at the other.
More than a third of our 892 respondents experienced physical assaults (n = 311),
and nearly half sexual (n = 391) assaults and/or threats from the perpetrator to
harm them or those close to them (n = 393). Property damage was reported 172
times with a further 74 reports of homes being broken into. There were also 367
reports of the perpetrator threatening to harm themselves around the respondent.

. made unwanted approaches to
you (e.g. at home, at work, in
public places)

followed you (e.g. on foot, by
car)

loitered around your home or
other places you frequent

spied on you or tracked your
movements whether online,
using technology or in person

509

made unwanted approaches to
your friends, family or colleagues
about you

interfered with or damaged your
property (e.g. car)

507

broken into your home

Figure 2: Unwanted Behaviours
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. threatened to harm you or those
close to you, directly or indirectly

[ sexually assaulted you

threatened to harm themselves
around you

physically attacked or tried to
attack you

Figure 3: Threats and Abuse

Malicious communications in the form of inappropriate texts, WhatsApps or e-mails

(n =623); unwanted approaches (n =509); being followed (n =509); the perpetrator
loitering around the respondent’s home or other places (n = 507); and being spied
upon in person or using technology (n = 506) were the most common actions

LGHQWEAHIBHIVSRQGHERMPIOGLDOVMRDWXMVMWE R QIWKHHSXWDWLRQDO
damage category. Being the target of inappropriate or malicious social media

contacts (e.g., Twitter, Facebook) was mentioned 268 times, the second highest

form in that category. Having pictures or recordings taken without consent was

mentioned 270 times with 170 reports of private images of a very personal nature

being shared.

sent you inappropriate letters,
faxes, texts, WhatsApps, or
e-mails

made inappropriate or malicious
telephone calls to you

sent or delivered unwanted gifts

Figure 4: Malicious Communication
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130

Figure 5: Reputational Damage

5.3. The Perpetrator

taken pictures / recordings of
you without your consent

engaged in inappropriate or
malicious social media contacts
(e.g. Twitter, Facebook)

shared private images of you
that are of a very personal nature
(e.g. nude images, sexual images)

made false complaints to
agencies

I initiated false legal action

against you

distributed malicious material
DERXW \RX H J 3\HUV

posters, newspaper ads)

Respondents were asked to identify the person who carried out the behaviour,
focusing on their relationship to the respondent. More than one category could be
selected. In some instances, respondents selected multiple options to indicate that

they had been stalked by more than one perpetrator. In others they selected one
FDWHIJEXMWKSHUSHWEBBW®® \KO YHM. QVRRVKHRIMD QD FTXDLQWDQFH
was subsequently described as a work colleague or a stranger.

Of the 892 respondents whose submissions were analysed for this Report, over half
n = 468) reported that the behaviours were perpetrated by their partner or ex-
SDUWRMWUDQ@QDHIUIGHQWDAW&FHHUSHWUDWRBPHEANLOHUHVSRQGHQWYV
did not know who was stalking them. Twenty-three per cent (n =206) of respondents
UHSRUWKGBWDW QDFTXDLQWOPRDFURROOHZDMIGHQWL2HGLPHYV

friend 131 times and neighbour 74 times.

ZHEVLWH
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468

257
206
131
107
|
A & & 2 N Sl
RS I RS ®
A GRS <
XY 9 &
& ?S,Q

Figure 6: The Perpetrator

5.4. Effects on the Respondent

In section 4 of the survey, respondents were asked a series of questions regarding

the effects that experiencing harassing and/or stalking behaviours had on them.

The survey listed several behaviours that were categorised according to four

themes — Social, Financial, Psychological and Physical — and asked respondents to

indicate which ones they had experienced. They could identify as many as were

relevant. We also included an “other” option to allow respondents identify any

additional behaviours that were not captured in both lists. A thorough analysis of

these responses will be completed in the future. Our focus in this report is on the
IRXWKHPWYXKZWLGHQWLURBVKOILWHUDKMKXQHR UP DSWHR\QH Q@ IGH
following graphs is in count form.
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5.4.1. Social and Financial Consequences

TKRUVIWKKHVWLWXK VWU FWRROKWUXUYHW\ DVNHGBEHVSRQGWBWVFULEH
WKMRFLD@QGQDQFLPSDPPWKDVWKH[SHULHRIFMW D O MDIQEE KIDUDVVLQJ
behaviours had on them. The results, excluding the “other” and blank responses, are

DV IROORZV

401
385 _—
314
308 ST
247
209 0.
170 165 159
137
103 97 97

61 51

Hm L
[ ]

suffered the expense of counselling/ . changed jobs
therapies/legal advice/installing
security systems . changed e-mail address
. changed your route home from work . shopped outside of your local area
or school
stopped/reduced walking your
. gave up social activities dogs
. stopped leaving the house alone installed closed-circuit television
(CCTV)
. had work performance adversely
affected reduced working hours
. reduced contact with family and repaired damaged property
friends

changed or sold your car
changed phone number
changed school/college

(if this happened while you were at
school/college)

lost contact with family and friends

moved house

changed identity

Figure 7: Changing habits and behaviours

7TKHVHQGLQEVIKOLKRMWMHVSRQGH[BWMYLHYWKBKHQRPHQRYKHLU
daily life, how the behaviour informs their internal coping strategies, and how such

VW UDWHD QHI\ D W LYIHKDRWMK FOLDJL@LDH) GHO O EHK®UILIJQL2RQDOWFLDO
impactis highlighted with 401 respondents indicating that they sought psychological
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help in the form of counselling or other therapies, which can be expensive, as does
seeking legal advice, or the installation of security systems.

Definitely a huge expense was becoming unemployed, lost my
income which was devastating. Then counselling because | wasn't
in college at the time | didn’t receive any “free” counselling. (ID 85)

"KDWLVHYLGHQRPVKHOQGLQUIW KWV SRQGBWWHWMIMR S L WK K H

perpetrator’s behaviour by making changes to their own lives, habits and routines.

This self-regulation of behaviour consists of various strategies respondents employ

to avoid the perpetrator (e.g., changing jobs, n = 170; changing routes home, n = 385;
moving house, n = 193).

With the instances seeing him around my college and work, | changed
up buses and walking routes to see if that ever through anything off
(and found it worked) (ID 69)

The data shows that self-regulation as a means of coping with the perpetrator’s
behaviour has social and psychological consequences for respondents, including
social isolation and apprehension. At a low level, this is indicated by changing
behaviours such as shopping outside of their locality (n =159) or reducing or stopping
altogether walking their dogs (n = 137). At a more severe level, change behaviours
included a reduction their working hours (n = 97), a reduction in contact with family
and friends (n = 290) and giving up social activities (n = 370). It is highlighted most
starkly by the fact that 17 respondents went to the effort of changing their identity
WRYRMWXKHHUSHWURBMOMKHEHKDYLRXQ®IOIQL2FDUIFW D QJIPADM\
have the desired effect of avoiding the perpetrator, they also have the immediate

effect of social isolation and the longer-term effect of psychological distress.
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5.4.2. Physical and Psychological Consequences

The following table, based on the answers to Q27, shows the psychological and
physical consequences that respondents reported. As with the previous section, it
excludes the “other” and blank responses.

Count

Depression

Panic attacks

Weakness

Q HQJDJLQJ

Table 1: Physical and Psychological consequences
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The emotional and psychological consequences of the experience of stalking and

harassment are severe and prolonged. The stark reality of this is evident from
WKHQGLQSVHVHQWIHDE O H L WIKQ [L HEMLQUKPRVWHTXHQWORUWHG
consequence of the experience (n =750). Fear (n =584) and increased distrust (n =

558) were the next most frequently reported consequences.

'"HSUHVVARWHQWLRQHWLPHENL GBH QDMWWDANMIGHQWL2HWLPHYV
Most worryingly, suicidal thoughts and self-harming behaviours were mentioned

265 and 148 times respectively. Suicide attempts were reported 92 times. These

indicate the serious psychological sequelae of the experiences respondents suffer

which impacts their mental health.

Effects on physical health such as fatigue are not uncommon with tiredness

mentioned 433 times and sleep disturbances 511 times. Physical changes such as

weight changes (n = 319) and appetite changes (n ZHUBOVYBHQWULTHG/ HD

(n = 218), weakness (n = 191) and purging (n = 48) were present. Physical injuries

LQ3LFWHG E\ WKH SHUVRQ HQJDJLQJ LQ WKH EHKDYLRXU DFWLRQ

5.5. Actions and Behaviours of the Respondent in response to the Stalking
or Harassing behaviours

The next section of the survey asked participants to describe how they responded to
the behaviours of the perpetrator, whether they regarded the behaviours as stalking
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or harassment, and sought additional information on their choice to report or not
to An Garda Siochana. Respondents were presented with a set of possible actions
and behaviours and could select as many as were applicable to their experience.
Respondents were also given the opportunity to describe other actions and
behaviours in a follow-up question. These qualitative responses will be analysed in
subsequent research outputs from the survey.

Ask the person engaging
[ in the behaviour/actions to
leave them alone

Confront the person
. engaging in the behaviour/
actions

114

[ Report to the police

B Collect evidence

277

369 [ Keepalog

I Have a safety plan

299 Answered the phone; replied
to e-mails; replied to text

messages

. Asked the person engaging
in the behaviour/actions why

349

. Report to other agencies

Carry a weapon

Figure 8: Actions and Behaviours of the Respondent

Asking the person engaging in the behaviours/actions to stop was the most
I[UHTXH@WQW L RERXGJR B FW IWRIN EH\Q RIUHV SR Q GHHLbp06) while
DFWL FHRQIURQWHUFNG LY LADAPIDQ W L REQH G n =369). There were 349
reports of collecting evidence of the stalking behaviours and 343 of keeping a log

of the incidents.
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5.6 Difference Between Stalking and Harassment

Participants were asked in Q 32 whether they would name or identify their experiences

as Stalking or Harassment but also given the options of “I don't know” and “both”.

The most popular selection was “both” (n = 426), greater than the combined total of
harassment (n = 270) and stalking (n = 72). One-hundred and sixteen respondents
selected “I don’t know”.

426

72

Figure 9: Naming as Stalking or Harassment

Q33 asked if respondents wished to explain their selection. As we were interested to

see if Irish respondents agreed with advocates in Scotland and England and Wales

that stalking is a qualitatively worse experience than harassment, we decided to

focus in this Report on the respondents who selected “stalking”, “harassment” or

“both” to describe their experiences. This was because respondents who selected

these options were more likely to differentiate between stalking and harassment and
WKXWHOBQVZMKIXHVWIREQGLQEVMORYUW KHHV)>ROMSUHOLPLQDU\
analysis of these selected responses. A thorough analysis of all submitted responses

will be conducted in future research.

Of the 72 participants who had selected “stalking” as the term that best described

their experience, 17 elected not to answer the follow-up question. Many of those who
did respond relied upon elements of the F.O.U.R. acronym to explain their selection,
demonstrating its resonance for our respondents in describing their stalking
experience. Others used emotive language to explain their selection, describing
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feeling like prey, being hunted, controlled, persecuted and targeted. These word
choices suggest that, for these respondents, stalking is regarded as worse than
harassment. A number explicitly stated that they regarded stalking as being worse
because of the nature of the behaviour and its effects on those who experience it.
([DPSOHV RI WKHVH UHVSRQVHV DUH

. It is more than harassment when a stalker stays outside your
house, jumps out of the bushes as you approach your car, waits at
your place of work etc., several times over years. (ID 25)

However, a small number of respondents seemed to regard stalking as being less
VHULRXV WKDQ KDUDVVPHQW

Well it has been continous for three years and he hasnt actually done
anything harrassing, he just stared at me and follows me. (ID 669)
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One-hundred and six of the 270 respondents who selected “harassment” explained
their choice. As with those who selected “stalking”, the implication from many of
the responses is that stalking is worse than harassment. For many the difference
between the two was the form the behaviour took and its duration. For them, stalking
involved being physically followed, being spied upon or behaviour that lasted for a
prolonged period. For others, the determinative features were who engaged in the
behaviour and where. For example, harassment occurred in the workplace or online
while stalking related to one’s personal life. For some harassment was selected as
they felt it would be easier to prove than stalking.

Three participants described the behaviour as stalking in their qualitative responses

despite having selected “harassment” in the previous answer, one stating “I would

not have considered it stalking until my friend sent me this survey and | discovered

W K D3WVW KHU L W HAKULIY X J J H WWKWDRWY K UM VS R Q GV HAQDAD NYZR LU WMK D Q
harassment. A small few were explicit in their ranking of stalking as worse than

harassment, one writing “It didn’t get a chance to escalate to stalking” (ID 134). This

meant that a number of respondents felt uncomfortable describing their experiences

DV VWDONLQJ

However, as with the respondents who selected “stalking”, there was not uniformity
in responses. While a number who selected “harassment” described feeling irritated
or uncomfortable rather than afraid or that the behaviour was threatening but
manageable rather than dangerous, others were frightened by their harassers. One
respondent regarded harassment as being worse than stalking.

“Both” was the most popular selection with 426 respondents choosing this option

to describe their experience. Nearly a third of these respondents (n =139) chose not

to answer Q33. A review of the responses of those who did revealed that many of

the answers were an elaboration on the experience and its effects on the respondent

rather than an explanation for the selection of the “both” descriptor. For some “both”

ZDV VHOHFWHG EHFDXVH WKH WZR EHKDYLRXUV ZHUH LQWULQVL
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For others the selection was because they had more than one experience of
unwanted behaviour with more than one perpetrator. It was not always possible to
discern from these responses how the respondent was differentiating between the
two experiences. When it was possible, stalking was typically described as involving
being physically followed and harassment was conducted via text or online. The
same was true for those who distinguished between different behaviours being
perpetrated by one person.

It was stalking as she physically pursued me. It was harassment as
she made death threats, screamed at me, was a general nuisance
and made me fearful and anxious. (ID 33)

As with the “stalking” and “harassment” selections though, there was not uniformity

in responses so a small number reversed these understandings of stalking and
harassment, e.g. “I feel a stalker doesn’t go into physical actions where harassment
does” (ID 114).

It was not possible to judge from most of the “both” responses whether stalking

was perceived to be worse than harassment. Five implicitly suggested that stalking

was worse, three linking it to the prolonged duration of the behaviour. Two

explicitly stated that it was worse, with one describing it as “a more insidious form

of harassment” (ID 692). Four respondents thought harassment was worse than

stalking. The consensus across responses where both behaviours were mentioned
ZDWKEWWIKHUBDPDIL@IRHVH\RQWGWDORIQ@EHLXIDUDVVW®\WLIH
and soul destroying” (ID 885).
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5.7. Reporting to An Garda Siochana

To ascertain the extent to which the incidents described by survey respondents were
reported to An Garda Siochana and to learn something about the thought processes
behind decisions to report or not, respondents were asked a few questions about
whether they had reported these incidents, their experiences of reporting and, if
they had not reported the incident(s), their reasons for not doing so.

1%

42% M o
I yes
. blank

Figure 10: Report to An Garda Siochana

A sizeable proportion of respondents to this survey did report their experiences to
$Q*DUGIXRFKIQD , @D GG LWINVRAR UWR W WXKID WV K HDLQV Z HUR/
considered above, 170 respondents indicated that they reported to other agencies,
although it is not known which agencies are being referred to here.

5.7.1. Experiences of Reporting to An Garda Siochana

In order to give voice to the experiences of our respondents in this Report, an

initial examination of the qualitative responses to these questions was conducted.
MWHYHDYAMMHUHDVR&VUHV SR Q GHKRVMIRR HSRUBMQ*DUGEXRFKiIQD
These are that the respondent had reached the limits of their tolerance, they were

afraid because of the nature of the behaviour, because the perpetrator’s behaviour

escalated, on the advice of a trusted other to report, and out of concern for others.
7TKLAQDOHDVRQRRWZRRUPWKSHUSHWUBEMWKRNY-MRXMD RZQHIDWLYHO\
impacting others known to the respondent or not wanting future-unknown-others

to suffer the same fate at the hands of the perpetrator.
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This preliminary reading of the qualitative responses also suggests that negative
experiences of reporting to An Garda Siochana outnumber positive experiences

although it should be noted that some of the negative experiences pertain not to

the gardai themselves but to issues with the prosecution/court processes. Quite a

number of respondents criticised limitations in the law — that the gardai wanted to
KHOBSXWRX GRQRWKISQNKAHNUBR L FIMW KW LPHEXW R ® 8 W K HAR X G®R
very little...so nothing was done” (ID 303). However, from some of the respondents’

comments, it is clear that the law was misunderstood by the members of An Garda
6tRFKIiQD

They said they couldn’t do anything until he did something to me or
one of my children. (ID 326)

Many did not want to press charges. They wanted matters dealt with informally.
While An Garda Siochana accommodated this choice for some respondents and
they attained the desired outcome — the cessation of the behaviour — for others
this choice resulted in the gardai downplaying or losing interest in their case. Cases
were also reportedly downplayed in some instances by the garda categorising the
behaviour as a domestic issue. A number of respondents described being victim-
EODPHG IRU H[DPSOH

Really disheartening. | saw his face change when | said I'd slept
with the person harassing me. He started making excuses on the
harasser’s behalf. He did not do enough & made me feel like | was
just being hysterical. (ID 81)

6HYHWBO SR Q GHSRMY¥H J D W LYEHFRONWK H UWWH S R U W[LSQHIU L HEXAWHK H Q

glowingly about subsequent members of the force that they dealt with.
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First garda was a disaster. Basically took the view that he fancied
me and | should take the compliment and block him. Then told me
3 times that | was putting him in an awful position. Made contact
a few weeks later with a friend of a garda and asked to be put in
contact with someone who would take it seriously. Totally different
experience as this female garda had been through the stalking
experience with a friend. She was thorough, caring and professional
from the start. (ID 288)

Being taken seriously and believed was a consistent refrain from those who had
positive experiences of reporting as was being followed up with after the initial
UHSRUWLQJ

The strength of these and other positive experiences shows that it is possible for An
Garda Siochana to deal with stalking and/or harassment complaints effectively with
some training. Indeed, a number of respondents explicitly or implicitly recommended
EHWWBHWGIE XFDWRRHO DWRRED UPDXVEGYWDONQGIJRDUDVVPHQW
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Not ideal. They didn’t have enough education on what goes on here.
Inexperienced and unprofessional at times. (ID 903)

5.7.2. Reasons for Not Reporting to An Garda Siochana

A preliminary review of the responses of those who chose not to report to An Garda

Siochana and who explained that choice reveals six main reasons. One of these can
EHGLVUHJDIRGMHKFIXUSRRHWWVKENSREBWFD XWKFHKRLEB\QRWH3HFWLYH
of respondents’ perceptions of the utility of reporting to An Garda Siochana or of

respondents’ own perceptions of harassment and/or stalking. This was the choice

not to report because the issue was resolved through other means, for example the

perpetrator was approached by a family member and desisted.

2IWKHWHPDLQGQYOGUHDVRQRIMZRRVARPPRQOQHDVRRWRWHSRUWHQH

the fear that they would not be believed or the perception that the behaviour(s)

lacked seriousness because the perpetrator had not physically attacked them. The

ODWWHHDWVWR RMZRRUPVY\®D VH LW KHHF D XWH HVK R X MW MDWKHD UG Dt

would not take the incident seriously (although they personally regarded it as

VHULRXVY RU WKH\ SHUVRQDOO\ WKRXJKW WKDW LW ZDV QRW VHI

These two reasons were often connected to a third reason that the respondent was
\RXQJ DW WKH WLPH DQG GLG QRW UHDOLVH WKDW WKH SHUSHW!

When | was younger | assumed this type of behaviour, although
unwanted and distressing was to be expected from men. Additionally,
lack of confidence in the police, in general, made me believe that
something like intimidating and unwanted attention from a man
would in no way be taken seriously. If anything, | would’ve thought
it could’'ve caused me more problems if the police were informed.
(ID 482)
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A fourth common reason for not reporting was that they had personal or general
knowledge of the experiences of others being dismissed, often connected to
FRQFHUQV DURXQG $Q *DUGD 6tRFKIiQD QRW WDNLQJ JHQGHU EDV

7TKHIWKRPPRQHDVRMW R QFHRIYHAZKDW[S RV XRIMW KEHKD Y LRXXJO G
mean for them. Self-blame, fear of being victim-blamed or the desire to protect their
SULYDF\ zDV D FRPPRQ IHDWXUH RI WKHVH UHVSRQVHV
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6. DISCUSSION

7KH PDLQ DLPV RI WKLV VWXG\ ZHUH

1. To provide quantitative data on the stalking and/or harassment process as
experienced by people in Ireland;

2. to evaluate the wording of the proposed stalking offence with reference to
WKIEXDQWLVEDWILRHMHVXXWKDWY X12FLHQ WRODWGER D S W XWKH
behaviours experienced by those subjected to stalking in Ireland; and

3. toprovide aninitial snapshot of the reasons for reporting or not the behaviours
experienced to An Garda Siochana.

Common to all three aims is the desire to place those who experience stalking

and harassment at the centre of criminal justice responses to this offending. The
2UVRVIQHFR@GEPDUB LQNH®W KWW IOQWKABLYHEGSSHULHRIMWDONLQJ
and harassment can help inform the content of any new offence. The third aim

acknowledges that legal reform without practical changes in terms of education

and training is meaningless.

6.1. Experiences of Stalking and Harassment in Ireland

The results of our survey are consistent with the international research presented in
the literature review. The overwhelming majority of our respondents were female. We
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do acknowledge though that, in light of the gendering of victimisation and stalking

(Englebrecht & Reyns, 2011; Langhinrichsen-Rohling 2012), it is possible that men

may not have self-selected to take a survey that directly asked about experiences of
VWDOPRQ@DUDVYVPHIMRR QV LV MHWWHU Q DWHMHDIIRK BQGLQJ
WKDWWVLIQL2FPORSRUWLRQWHVSRQGHQWWKBHHUSHWUZDWR U
NQRZWRVKHBPWLWKHXUUHRQYW SDUWTKHBQGLQYKRZWKDIMWKHJLVK
H[SHULHRIFMWDOMIQQEDUDVV PPMQEIL WK KB LVWXUE UK GFXUUHQW
UHODWLRQWYRY® UHODWMRDOMIQEIDUDVVPEHXWD Y L RXGUHQ W LTHG
the literature. There were also 367 reports of the perpetrator threatening to harm

themselves around the respondent. This behaviour is indicative of the emotional

manipulation that is intrinsic to coercive control.

The high proportion of (ex-)partner perpetrators is also evidence that popular
FXOWKPBJIJHNI VWD O NHUQUWUDQINODUIJHQDFFXUREHYHU

of respondents reported a stranger as the perpetrator while 26 respondents did

not know who was stalking them. Therefore, it is clear that stalkers and harassers
DURRWKHWHURJHQRXBQEGXUWKRQYHVWLRDWKRIQWR2OWHHGHG
Regarding unknown perpetrators, further analysis of the data is required to see if

these respondents were stalked or harassed via online platforms.

The data also tells us that many of those who have experienced stalking and/or

KDUDVV DHIIWOXAHBP[LVWLRSS RAHWU Y LFHVOPIRUW KIK@ O |

of our respondents were targeted by a current or ex-partner and so could seek the

VXSSRRIWHODWLRQRRH®HFWUWY LFHVZHUBRBRWLPLO ZWKQ MH D WKA\O |
RIRXUHVSRQGHOWWYWLHYAMAMOROHQFKBLGRWKHUHEF\OXGLQJ

them from accessing the services of sexual violence centres. Future analysis of the

data will ascertain if there is some overlap between these two categories, but even

LWKHUWVKLWWDOOIQL2FPURFRURIRK@HYVSRQGAHKRNDN ® RZKHUH

to go. While the SVCC received funding from Tusla to run the “Stalking In Ireland”

website and provide interim support to those who have experienced stalking and/

or harassment, funding to provide dedicated services in this area is necessary. We

therefore recommend the provision of such funding to allow for the training of

service providers on the dynamics of stalking and harassment and to extend the

provision of counselling and other support.

Turning to the stalking/harassment process, it is evident that it encompasses a wide
range of behaviours and the conduction of a public service information campaign
to share this information with citizens to help them recognise that such behaviours
can be illegal depending on context is one of our recommendations. The extent
to which respondents were subjected to criminal behaviours independent of a
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SRWH QRADLWDBDV V FFHKQW IND QDO DUPL@QGELQIKHP RVWRQFHURQGQGLQJIV
pertain to the threats and abuse category. More than a third of our 892 respondents

experienced physical assaults (n = 311) and nearly half sexual (n = 391) assaults.
Further analysis of the data is required to see to what extent there was overlap
EHWZHMROHNBWHIREXW\KHUVHWLIQL2FPURG RUVRIRQWHYSRQGHQWYV
who have suffered harms of the most serious kind. The seriousness of the 393

reports that the perpetrator threatened to harm them or those close to them should

also not be underestimated. Threats of harm are a serious indicator of risk of actual

harm as highlighted in numerous studies (e.g., Budd & Mattinson, 2000; Purcell &

Pathé, 2002; Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998). Predictors of physical attack included the

victim being threatened, being an ex-intimate, and being younger at the time of the

stalking incident (Purcell, Pathé & Mullen, 2002; Thomas et al, 2008).

KHQZHFRQWH[W X\DIOH WG L Q ZY WW K HD FW K IPVR U KV K DKOD GRIT R X U
respondents did not report their experiences to An Garda Siochana it is clear that
PRUERURHHGWEHGRQWRQFUHPMMLIHFQQR2GHQRNKHRUFHDBLOLW\
to respond to such harms. We would also like to note at this point that some of the

responses that were excluded from the analysis undertaken in this Report would seem
WRHHWKEH2QLWRRMHWLERYXYVPLRDBQFHYFOX®WDEMH[XDOVDXOW
DVVDRQW [SRVXUBVKLQUKHIHJFOXVILRRPVKEYWSRUWRWQWHQGHG
to diminish the seriousness of those respondents’ experiences. Their exclusion is

simply because the harms described would not constitute stalking or harassment

DVGH2QHEA XVEHFDXWHKHHWRW[DPSOHURQFH RIFFXUUHRFKH\WLWHG
time-duration.

Our study also found that unwanted behaviours such as being followed, spied on or

approached were more common than direct threats of harm towards the respondent

or those known to them. These methods induce fear and impose control, hallmarks

of stalking behaviour. Similarly, the use of indirect stalking and harassment methods,

such as spreading untruthful information about the person being stalked or harassed,

have the effect of jeopardising respondents’ sense of security. The prevalence

of social media and modern technology as a means through which stalking and
KDUDVVEHXDY LFDXUAD UURK&/WD ZRUU\LWOUHQEWRQGLQUQGLFDWHG
that inappropriate texts, WhatsApps or e-mails and being spied upon in person or
XVLOQMHFKQR2RUHRPPROQRUPRIPDOLFLARRPPXQLFDWGRIQWEAHG
respondents. Being the target of inappropriate or malicious social media contacts

(e.g. Twitter, Facebook) was the second highest form of reputational damage
LGHQWL2HG E\ UHVSRQGHQWYV

This raises questions warranting further research, including the extent to which
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social media contributes to stalking and harassment. For example, is the stalking
and/or harassment that is perpetrated online a continuation of other forms of
malicious communication, or are there qualitative differences in the use of social
media as a means and method of stalking and/or harassment. Does the anonymity
that online platforms afford make it easier for those who wish to perpetrate these
kinds of stalking/harassing behaviours? It also begs the question as to context and
WRKDWRPHRQOBENHQWHQWHRBWKHJVSWODFHUHWKH3AHVLJQRG
the purpose of inducing fear, or have they been perceived in this way by the person
receiving the communication? It is not possible to elicit this detail from the current
data set as this research focuses on the experiences of respondents rather than the
motivations of the perpetrators. We accordingly recommend further research be
undertaken to answer these questions.

Regarding the effects of stalking, international research has shown that the majority
of those who are stalked experience symptoms of traumatic stress (Pathé & Mullen,
1997) and other forms of psychological, social and vocational damage (Blaauw,
Winkel, Arensman, Sheridan & Bjerregaard, %UHZVWHU 2XU2QGLQJV
conform with this international research. Our respondents who self-identify as having
been stalked and/or harassed report a full range of psychological symptoms from
anxiety and depression to suicidal thoughts, self-harming behaviours and suicidal
attempts. Anxiety and fear were the most reported psychological consequences by
DQRG RIUHVSRQGHWSEW FW3LRRRIHQ WKIHD (RXK FR FHHWHRLJIK O\
likely for respondents without appropriate intervention and care and therefore it is
QRWXUSULWK@W P RKDO | n = 401) of respondents suffered the expense
of counselling, therapies, legal advice, or the costs of installing security systems. Our
survey also unearthed a panoply of broader negative outcomes, with respondents
making changes to their lifestyle, impairing their interpersonal and vocational
functioning.

Respondents were also asked about what actions they took in response to the
stalking and/or harassing behaviours. In addition to asking the perpetrator to stop
or confronting them, there were 349 reports of collecting evidence of the stalking
behaviours and 343 of keeping a log of the incidents. This is a good practice
according to Meloy (1999). Those being subjected to unwanted behaviours should
keep alog of each event (i.e., date, time, place, and behaviour) and retain evidence of
its occurrence, such as photos, text messages, e-mails, social media posts, unwanted
gifts, and any inappropriate or frightening items. Careful documentation of this
nature establishes evidence of a pattern of repeated behaviour that may be central
to convincing the judge or jury that stalking or harassment occurred. It would be
important to share this information on the proactive keeping of records with those
who are experiencing stalking and/or harassing behaviours. We recommend that
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this information should be part of a public information campaign on stalking and
harassment.

6.2 New Offence of Stalking

TKHHQGLQDERYWKRAVKDMWDOMIQQIEDUDVV PHUMNHULR)XGLOWUHVVLQJ
experiences for those who are subjected to them and involve harms of various

kinds. This needs to be recognised by everyone and reform of the existing law on

harassment is a step in the right direction. The government’s intention to create

a new stalking offence in the 2022 Bill is welcome and accords with the views of

many of our respondents that there is a difference between the experience of being
KDUDVDIQ&WDODNE GVKDNKEDWMWARUVHD OV R GHUOLQIHNML2FDQW
shift in the government’s commitment to tackling this serious crime. Immediately

following the publication of the 2021 Bill, the private member predecessor to the

government 2022 Bill, the Department of Justice position was that a new stalking

offence was unnecessary and government had no plans to introduce a stand-alone

stalking offence (McGreevy & O’Halloran, 2021).

Section 13 of the 2022 Bill as initiated proposes the substitution of section 10 of the

1997 Act with new text. The new section 10(1) will modify the existing offence of

harassment by simplifying the language and extending it to cover situations where

the victim retrospectively becomes aware of the harassing actions. The new section
ZL@GOI2QBIVHSDURWHQRHWWDOKRKQWKGHAHFWLRQZLADYH

illustrative examples of what constitutes stalking and harassing behaviour. The

UHOHYDQW WH[W LV

10 (1) A person shall be guilty of the offence of harassment where—

(@) the person, without lawful authority or reasonable excuse,
persistently, by his or her acts, intentionally or recklessly, at the time
when the acts occur or when the other becomes aware of them—

(i) seriously interferes with another’s peace and privacy, or
(if) causes alarm, distress or harm to the other,
and

(b) the person’s acts are such that a reasonable person would realise
that the acts would seriously interfere with the other’s peace and
privacy or cause alarm, distress or harm to the other, at the time when
the acts occurred or when the other becomes aware of them.

(2) A person shall be guilty of the offence of stalking where—

(a) the person, without lawful authority or reasonable excuse, by his or
her acts, intentionally or recklessly causes another, at the time when

54



the acts occur or when the other becomes aware of them—

(i) to fear that violence will be used against him or her or another
person connected to him or her, or

(ii) serious alarm or distress that has a substantial adverse
impact on his or her usual day-to-day activities,

and

(b) the person’s acts are such that a reasonable person would realise
that the acts would cause the other, at the time when the acts occur or
when the other becomes aware of them, to fear that violence will be
used against him or her or another person connected to him or her, or
serious alarm or distress that has a substantial adverse impact on his
or her usual day-to-day activities.

(3) Without prejudice to the generality of subsections (1) and (2), the acts

UHIHUUHG WR LQ WKRVH VXEVHFWLRQV LQFOXGH WKH

(a) following, watching, monitoring, tracking or spying upon a person;
(b) pestering a person;

(c) impersonating a person;

(d) communicating with or about a person;

(e) purporting to act or communicate on behalf of a person;

(f) disclosing to other persons private information in respect of a
person;

(9) interfering with the property (including pets) of a person;
(h) loitering in the vicinity of a person;

(i) causing, without the consent of the person, an electronic
communication or information system operated by a person to function
in a particular way;

(j) breaching a court order—

(i) made pursuant to this section or Part 5 of the Criminal Justice
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 2022, or

(ii) otherwise restraining the person from communicating with

IROOR

R WD E R XWKRIW KSHHUVRE LW KM XFG&LVWIIDDQEWMSHFL2HG

in the order, approaching the other or the place of residence,
education or employment of the other person.

The same maximum penalty will apply to both offences, namely a maximum sentence
of 10-years’ imprisonment, pursuant to the new section 10(6). In addition to the

SRVVLER@@EYMO QG RBSULVRQRFHOWLRQZLDOORAWKIHP SRVLWLRQ

of an order restraining the convicted person from communicating with or about

RIEHLQ@ILWKLQYSHFL?GGYVWDRIMKSEHUVRYDORK®UDVIDOMDULRXYV

venues.



Separately, and importantly, section 16 of the 2022 Bill as initiated will allow a person
experiencing harassment or stalking to apply for a similar order without the necessity
RIDFULPLEP@QYLFWKRD QRUGHD @ DVRUXSWRYH \HDD® & UHDRK
WKRIUGBAUGOGDFULPLRIDOQVHEMMWRIYQHD QG PWHUWPALPSULVRQPHQW
up to 12-months (section 32 as initiated). Although the focus of this Report is on

the wording of the new stalking offence, we welcome this addition to the law as it

provides an opportunity for legal intervention before the behaviour escalates and

better security for those who are subjected to these criminal behaviours. It is also
ZHOFREHFDXDNRXGDWXRZXSWR RIRXUHYV SR Q GHRXNVDOER BWH
able to avail of similar orders under the Domestic Violence Act 2018 because the
perpetrator is not a current or ex-partner. ’ However, we would like to repeat the
warnings made by campaigners in England and Wales that is it is important that the

issuance of such orders does not become an alternative to prosecutions (Townsend,

2020). Where prosecutions are warranted, they should be pursued to ensure the

safety of the person being stalked/harassed.

7TKH/LPSOL?2FRWILKWWHRWKKIDUDVV RHIHWQ EGVKFHURSRWHEWLRQ
is welcome; the fact that Supreme Court judges could not agree on the meaning
RIYDULEXKDYLRROFO XGCGAVKEH2QLWIRDUD VYV AHY KIFH97 Act was
recognised by them to be a cause for concern (People (DPP) v Doherty > @
IESC 45). The creation of a stand-alone stalking offence, which is more serious than
harassment, is also welcome. While causing “alarm, distress and harm” will ground a
harassment charge, “serious alarm or distress that has a substantial adverse impact

on his or her usual day-to-day activities” is required for a stalking offence if fear that

violence will be used is not felt. This wording is very similar to that used in the stalking

offence in England and Wales, 2 and replicates the language used in section 39(2)(b)

of the Domestic Violence Act 2018 which introduced the offence of coercive control

into Irish law. This recognition that stalking is worse than harassment accords with

the general tenor of the responses of those who answered Q33.

The new stalking offence will require that a person stalked experience one of two

results as part of proof of the offence. These are that the perpetrator’s actions

create fear that violence will be used against them or another person connected to

them (s.10(2)(a)(i)) or cause serious alarm or distress that has a substantial adverse

impact on their usual day-to-day activities (s.10(2)(a)(ii)). We have several concerns
DERWKIHUDPLRWKHWHRHV XOKUVMWWNVKHQFOXRLRIGIDUWDQGDUG
DWO®BLOHDIDWH[SHULH@KFHG n =584) of our respondents and, as the

7. Further analysis of the “other” responses to Q16 is required to see if the perpetrator could fall into one of the
other categories of person against whom a safety, barring, interim, emergency and protection order can be
taken under the Domestic Violence Act 2018.

s.  The only difference is that the word “effect” is used instead of “impact” in England and Wales; s. 4A,
Protection from Harassment Act 1997 as inserted by the Protection of Freedoms Act 2012.
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UHVHDDERYHR Q2UMMHDRIYLROHQFRQUHVSRQGHWQWRWLVYSODFHG
Dietz and Martin (2007) have questioned why the person stalked must feel fear

when such emotional responses are not required for other serious crimes. Stalking

and harassment are clearly serious crimes given the extent of the effects outlined
LRXUQGLQDERYHMH DIJUHHWKHWIQGDUWL@QEHFRPPHWIBHPRYD O
of the fear result but acknowledge that their criticism was made in the context of

stalking offences for which fear was the sole required result. The proposed offence

in Ireland does permit an alternate result so the retention of a fear result here may
EHSRVVLEXWMQ @QKHWAKHOWHU QUMW K@ I12F L HQWION UK@WH D&V

will be discussed below, we do not think this is currently the case.

If a fear result is to be retained, the question must be why the person must fear
that violence will be used. In England and Wales, the use of similar language in the
context of an aggravated form of harassment (putting another in fear of violence)
that pre-dated the introduction of the stalking offence was interpreted strictly by
the courts. In Rv Henley > @& UL WKERXRWMSSHBO OMGKBWXVLQJ
someone to be seriously frightened about something that might happen is not the
same as fear that violence will happen. As Finch (2002) observed, this narrows the
parameters of the offence greatly because many of those who are subjected to
stalking fear that violence might be used. In our view, the fear that violence might
be used can be debilitating and it is a harm that is worth recognising. The fact that
section 10(2)(b) requires that the acts must be such as a reasonable person would
recognise their capacity to cause those results protects against concerns regarding
over-criminalisation or overly-sensitive complainants. Accordingly we recommend,
at minimum, that the word “will” be replaced with “might” in section 10(2)(a)(i).

We also have concerns about the alternate result being “serious alarm or distress

that has a substantial adverse impact on his or her usual day-to-day activities”. Our

concern derives from research on the fear standard, research that we believe applies

equally to the result of “serious alarm or distress”. This is because we do not consider
WKWK HIUBYV X12FLKBQWHUH@FHHD QLERW ZHMHI@ DO G VH U LIRXYB P
distress” to warrant them as the sole alternative results captured by the offence. In

the US the fear standard has been criticised for failing to accommodate the gendered

and racial dimensions of fear and to recognise that not every person who is stalked

feels fear. In a study looking at the subset of respondents to a US national Violence

Against Women survey who reported experiencing stalking behaviours, it was found

that women who were stalked by current or former intimate partners were more

likely to feel fear than those stalked by others and that Black women were less likely

to report a fear response than White women (Dietz & Martin, 2007). A quarter of all

the women who self-reported stalking behaviours did not report fear. In another US
VXUYHOYROVHRDOKY 8D OWHY SRQGIHADNR X QWKDW RIUHVSRQGHQWYV
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ZKR UHSRUWHG EHLQJ SHUVRQDOO\ DIUDLG ZHUH ZRPHQ 2ZHQV

S RXUWXBQIHDVLGHQWDAMSB/\FKRORBRIED/M T X HEQ FH n=385)of
respondents and was the eighth most popular selection from the 23 options offered
in Q27. Very few respondents selected anger as their sole emotional response. For
the majority, anger co-existed with fear and other equivalent responses. However,
when fear, serious alarm or distress are the only options, there is a risk of excluding
those whose predominant emotions are anger or annoyance. A solution can be
found through severing “a substantial adverse impact on his or her usual day-
to-day activities” from “serious alarm or distress” and creating it as a separate
alternative result for a victim. This result was an independent result in the 2021 Bill
since superseded by the 2022 Bill. As our survey shows, respondents dramatically
change their lives, habits and routines in order to avoid the perpetrator. These
strategies to cope with the perpetrator’s actions compound the social, economic
and psychological consequences for respondents. Accordingly, we recommend that
if fear is retained as a result, it should appear as part of the result of causing serious
alarm or distress. It should also appear as the third of these three effects, i.e. after
serious alarm and distress, to prevent inadvertently setting too high a threshold
before the offence is perceived to be triggered. This threshold point will be returned
to below. We also recommend that causing a substantial impact on a person’s day-
WR GDFWLYED/QOWKRXBPHMIHIDUGMXI2FLHEWWOLNRRAD U U EMWQJ
a standalone result worthy of legitimating a conviction once the other elements of
the offence are met. This would also reduce the threshold risk.

A potential gap in the current wording in section 10(2) regarding the result that

the person alleging stalking must fear for themselves or a “person connected to

him or her” is that this would not always cover situations where the person being
threatened with harm is the perpetrator themselves. It would be important to clarify

this by means of an illustrative example in section 10(3) as such threats were the

third most selected option in Q12, selected by 367 respondents, shortly after threats

against the respondent and those close to the respondent (n = 393) and sexual
assault (n = 391).

The provision of illustrative examples in subsection 3 of what constitutes stalking is
a positive from the perspective of a person who is experiencing stalking and who
wonders if what they are experiencing is a crime that can be reported to An Garda
Siochana. It is also useful from a legal certainty perspective. In some jurisdictions
in the US where statutes have provided closed lists of what constitutes stalking, it
has been argued that this serves as notice to prospective perpetrators and thus
protects the offence from constitutional challenge due to vagueness (Walker, 1993).
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However the risk of a closed list is that it excludes novel forms of stalking behaviour.
7TKHEHQHRW Q@ O O X VWALDMNIHUHH LRAVKIDWD OD QWH@HH ®VYCH[LELOLW\
and notice.

The illustrative examples provided in subsection 3 capture most of the categories of
EHKDYLRKEZWUARDQYDVNVN@MREVXUYBQGERQ2UPPSEHLQM[SHULHQFHG
in Ireland — unwanted behaviours (Q11), malicious communications (Q13), and
reputational damage (Q14). The one category that is not captured is that of threats
and abuse (Q12). This category is instead partially covered by section 10(2) which
provides that fear that violence will be used against them or another can be relevant

to the commission of the offence. However, we would express concern that this
wording is too narrow and the focus on violence may inadvertently be seen as a
threshold by those experiencing stalking behaviours and deter them from reporting

to An Garda Siochéna until the behaviour has escalated to dangerous levels. There
is some evidence that this is already the case regarding the current offence of
harassment, as outlined in section 5.7.2.

There is also a risk of a threshold being imposed by members of An Garda Siochana.

The preliminary reading of the responses to Q36 on experiences of reporting to An

Garda Siochana suggests that many respondents felt that the gardai underestimated

the effect that stalking and/or harassment had on them and/or stated that their hands

ZHUWLEKK® WLKEHHKDY LIRXED O DMMHKAD SDUW L FXBDUOYQIG L @MW
suggests that individual members of An Garda Siochana failed to recognise that the

current offence of harassment does not require constant surveillance or the use of
SK\VLFRBOHQRHGHU W R HDMKKEIH?2Q LW IHROHPPG R MYKKIDUDVVPHQW
offence. In this regard, we see An Garda Siochana replicating the confusion and
IDLOWRIFWDO FFRUG XQMMKKEH2QLWUIWRRITHQBNH[KLELBAMBROLFH
RIZFHUYQJODRGEG OHWDUULY .RUNRGHLORXD\ORU "XQRZHQ
& Gilchrist, 2021). It is therefore important that the current law on harassment is

correctly explained to members of An Garda Siochana in the interim and that no such

erroneous threshold is inadvertently created in the new harassment and stalking

offences. If, as recommended above, the effect on a person’s day-to-day activities

becomes a separate result element in section 10(2) this would reduce the threshold

concern, but it would still be important to provide explicit reference to lesser threats

and abuse of a repetitive nature in section 10(3).

In light of the resonance of the F.O.U.R. acronym for our respondents, it may also

be worth including within the proposed section 10(3) wording that references those

criteria. An example of such wording was utilised in the earlier 2021 Bill ODWWHPSWLQJ
to make repeated, unwanted contact with a person or any other repeated, unwanted
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behaviour towards a person”. This wording may be a more meaningful guide for
someone experiencing stalking and/or harassment than “pestering a person”.

6.3. Reporting to An Garda Siochana

As Korkodeilou observes, “legal reform does not necessarily entail that stalking

victims will be taken seriously and their cases will be properly dealt with by the
FULPLQROWLFWHP?2 J)RUNKUWI D VIR P SR U WDRYMDIW® RV KH
experiences of those who reported and to uncover barriers to reporting. Forty-two

percent (n = 371) of respondents indicated that they reported the incident(s) to

An Garda Siochana. Over half did not report. The responses of participants on the

reasons for choosing to report or not to An Garda Siochana will be analysed in more

detail in future research, but some preliminary observations and recommendations

can be made. For those who did report, experiences of reporting were more likely

to be negative than positive but key features of positive experiences included being

believed, being taken seriously and having the report followed up. These features

were also highlighted by respondents to research commissioned by Her Majesty’s

Inspectorate of Constabulary Fire and Rescue Services (Taylor-Dunn, Bowen &

Gilchrist, 2021) and in the Irish context in the studies on rape (Hanly, Healy & Scriver,

2009) and domestic violence (Mazzone, 2019). For those who did not report, and

who gave reasons, there seems to be a general lack of trust in the gardai regarding
gender-based violence and/or a fear that they would not be believed because of
DZDUHQHVV RI GH2FLHQFLHYVY UHJDUGLQJ JDUGD UHVSRQVHV WR J

In addition to the recommendation in the previous section that An Garda Siochana

should be provided training regarding the content of the current law on harassment

and on the future law when it is enacted, it is clear from the responses of our survey

participants that more general training on the process and effects of stalking
DQ&EDUDVVPHQDOWNMRRHHGHEBLVWXBDVLGHQWMWKWB\SHVQ GILQ RV
behaviours commonly associated with the stalking and harassment process and

frequently reported by respondents. Consistent with previous research, the stalking
DQ&DUDVVRBHRWHWBHQWKHUGQ FOXCHAD QWHGDYLRXBBR\EHLQJ
approached, followed, or spied on and malicious communications via email, text or

WhatsApp. Not only does this mean that it may take time for the person who is being
VXEMHRMMIGEWM KDY LWR U FR JQULWAH U L R X VEQXKFAWXO \BRVHML I2FXOWLHYV
for police in determining the point at which attention changes from nuisance into

threatening behaviour (Taylor-Dunn, Bowen & Gilchrist, 2021).

It is essential therefore that An Garda Siochana are educated on what can be the
slow unfolding process of non-threatening nuisance behaviours to serious acts
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of criminality including physical and sexual assaults and murder. This will help An
Garda Siochana to identify potential risks and should prompt immediate action by
the authorities both to protect the person being stalked and/or harassed and to deal
effectively with the perpetrator. The introduction of the new court order without the
necessity of a criminal conviction in section 16 as initiated should also allow for a
quicker response on the part of An Garda Siochana and should indicate to them that
escalation is not needed for action.

Similarly, An Garda Siochana should receive training on the effects of stalking and/

or harassment. Any repetitive behaviour that threatens a person’s sense of safety
VKRXPDEDFDXVRFRQFHYHWVGRFXPHQBAHRXUHVSRQGWEBWBGWRH YV
QRWHHWEHWKHDVHAKHIHJIDWLRHLDQ® Q FISIKOV L FD@SV\FKRORJLFDO
impacts experienced by many of our respondents were dismissed and downplayed.

This again demonstrates a failure by members of An Garda Siochana to recognise

that the offence is not just focused on the offender’s behaviour but consists of their

behaviour and its emotional impact on the victim. Without proper training on the

parameters of the offence, it is unsurprising, as Taylor-Dunn, Bowen and Gilchrist

write in the context of the law in England and Wales, “that victims are still being

advised that sitting outside someone’s house is not a criminal offense ... ” (2021).

The need for education and training of An Garda Siochana is particularly important
in light of the experiences of other jurisdictions when new stalking offences were
introduced. Targeted legislation on stalking, and the publicity that will surround it,
will likely have the immediate effect of helping those who are subjected to it to
recognise stalking for the serious criminal offence that it is. With this recognition
will come the inevitable increase in reports of the crime. As noted previously, when
VSHFLYVWDORLHOQFAVUHQWURGXGBHEWODQGJQJODODQRGDOHYV
there were dramatic increases in reporting of this behaviour. It is essential that the
good work in introducing the legal reforms is not undone by poor or uninformed
treatment at the hands of the member of An Garda Siochana who happens to be at
the desk when the attempt to report is made.

A connected point is that many of those who chose not to report made that choice
on the basis that they were afraid that they would not be believed or because
they have general concerns about An Garda Siochana’s handling of and attitudes
towards gender-based violence. Our survey shows that this fear was not ill-founded.
It was borne out by the experiences of many of those who did report. Training on
the effects of stalking and harassment should go some way towards improving
the experiences of those who report, and the ripple effect when they share those
positive experiences with others, but it is important too to emphasise that it is not
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GLI2ZFXVRDNBDSHUVRHJSHWULHQBHSRUWERV L WRIQHW. W) RWRIRX F K
to ask that a person making a complaint about behaviour that threatens their sense

of personal safety is treated with courtesy, has their complaint taken seriously, and

that they are contacted at regular intervals to be updated with the progress (if any)

on their complaint. More than this, it is a matter of justice (O’Malley et al, 2020).

Research on trauma-informed policing in the context of sexual violence shows
that such policing not only improves the experience for the complainant but also
improves the detection of crime. This is because

>SD@VHV>XROWUDXRDFWEZKWRYGRQRWHFHEYWUDXPD LQIRDBHG @
may exhibit inappropriate affect; switch topics, make little to no eye contact;
RUWDSSHDRIUWIHWIX®OROLRHFHDWMWUDLQYWERRRWLQGLFDRMRUV
psychosis, drug abuse, and fabrication; posttraumatic stress behaviors may

mimic these ... . As a result, a negative feedback loop can be activated in
ZKLFKDSHUHLFWIDRQMEROLFHBFHWWJIDJIHGLVWUX8WIXQV RYWH
FRQIURQWDWLRQDO H[FKDQJHV 5LFK

However, in light of the possibility that stalking myths have developed and operate

in a similar fashion to rape myths (Korkodeilou, 2016), it is important that any such

myths are challenged as part of the training programme. It is also important that

this training is not once-off. As Lathan et al note, studies have found that those who

participate in sexual assault education and prevention programmes often have an

attitudinal rebound, i.e. revert to their prior rape myth acceptance level over time
S5SHIUHVWHDL QWXKHUHLRSRUWDWQW WK& & -VQGLQWKDW

UDSH\WKOFFHSWIDQMHRQQHFWRGFHBEXURXVER QVLGH UDMH GR

be given to workload management and to the types of emotional support that must

be put in place to ensure that members of An Garda Siochana can conduct their

investigative duties fairly and in line with the demands of justice.
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/. CONCLUSION

The fundamental goal of this research has been to give voice to those who have

endured stalking and/or harassment. Legislative changes cannot be delivered in a

vacuum and this study has addressed a gap in our knowledge around the impact

of stalking and harassment through the lived experience of the respondents. The

research lends support to the discourse on gender-based violence in that women are

most at risk from their current or ex-partners. But the study shows that men too are
VWDONGI&DUDVVH®RU RIWKWHVSRQGAHHMWVQ ,VDOGRHPRQVWUDWHYV
the extent and severity of the harms suffered by those who are subjected to stalking
DQG&DUDVVHHBAYPGLF MWKBWMK HDBHWEH2FLHQE®HRZ$SQ*DUGEXRFKIQD
handle reports of such behaviours.

%DVHEGRXUQGLQIWPDNMKIROORAMAQYHFRPPHQG D WMLRXBOHGQGWR
three categories.

Information Campaign for the Public

Recommendation 1

We recommend that the Department of Justice should conduct an information
campaign for the public on stalking and harassment. This campaign should include
information on the process and effects of stalking and harassment in order to help
those experiencing these behaviours recognise them and so encourage them to
seek help either from support services or from An Garda Siochana.
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Recommendation 2

This campaign should also advise those experiencing stalking and/or harassment
to document and record all incidents to establish evidence of a pattern of repeated
behaviour should they decide to report to An Garda Siochana.

Recommendation 3

It is likely that this campaign will lead to more people seeking help from support

services. We acknowledge that many of those who are stalked or harassed will be
able to seek help from relationship violence or sexual violence support services, but
many will not because the harms that they experience do not fall within either of

these spheres. Accordingly, we recommend that dedicated funding be put in place

to support the provision of counselling and other services for those who experience

stalking or harassment.

Wording of Stalking Offence

Recommendation 4

We recommend the removal of the fear result from the proposed stalking offence.

Recommendation 5
, D IHDU UHVXOW LV UHWDLQHG ZH UHFRPPHQG

(i) thatthe wording be changed from “fear violence will be used” to “fear violence
might be used”; and

(i) that the current alternate result of “serious alarm or distress” be collapsed
into the fear result, i.e. “serious alarm or distress or fear violence might be
used”.

Recommendation 6

Causing “a substantial adverse impact on his or her usual day-to-day activities”
should be an independent stand-alone result and severed from its current connection
to “serious alarm or distress”.

Recommendation 7
6HFWLRQ VKRXOG EH DPHQGHG DV IROORZV
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() Include threats by the perpetrator to harm themselves as an illustrative
example;

(i) Include repeated threats and abuse as an illustrative example; and

(iif) Replace the currentillustrative example “pestering a person” with “attempting
to make repeated, unwanted contact with a person or any other repeated,
unwanted behaviour towards a person”.

Reporting to An Garda Siochana

Recommendation 8

The current law on harassment must be explained to members of An Garda Siochana
to ensure that it is being applied correctly by them. When the new offences are
LOQWURGXFHG WUDLQLQJ PXVW EH JLYHQ RQ WKHLU GH2QLWLRQEC

Recommendation 9

Gardai need training on the process of stalking and harassment. This will help An
Garda Siochéana to identify potential risks and should prompt immediate action by
the authorities both to protect the person being stalked and/or harassed and to deal
effectively with the perpetrator.

Recommendation 10

Gardai need training on the effects of stalking and harassment. The harms caused
by both behaviours are serious and An Garda Siochana need to view the behaviour
in the round rather than as isolated incidents. This training should be repeated on a
regular basis.

$VKLIKOLIKPMKPHWKRGROWXKIMQGLQSVHVHQVONEEWVMSRBWRYLGH
an initial snapshot as to the process, impact and consequences of stalking and/or
harassment on those who experience it in Ireland. Further more detailed analyses of
both the quantitative and qualitative data will be completed in due course. In addition,
we intend to conduct interviews with persons who have experienced stalking and
harassment to enrich our understanding of the impacts of these behaviours and
to continue to give voice to those who have experienced them. This is an under-
researched area in Ireland and we invite other researchers to build on this Report
and contribute to knowledge creation in this area. This will provide an evidence
base from which we can draw in order to improve the support and services made
available to those who are stalked and harassed.
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SUPPORT SERVICES

If you have been affected in any way by the contents contained in this report, support
is available via the following services.

Service Website

An Garda Siochana KWWSV 77zZ JDUGD LH HQ FRQWDFW XKV VWDW
ryl

Crime Victims Helpline KWWSV Z7Z7ZZ FULPHYLFWLPVKHOSOLQ|H LH

Stalking in Ireland KWWSV 727Z VWDONLQJLQLUHODQG LH VWDON

,(JNRXWKLYKDRXKDYHHHYWDORBDGUEBHLQIWDONRKED QQGPRUH
information on stalking in Stalking in Ireland. This site is a resource run by the Sexual
Violence Centre Cork and funded by Tusla.
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APPENDIX

Stalking and Harassment in Ireland — Overview of Study

Thank you for considering participating in this research project. This is an anonymous
survey designed to investigate the prevalence of stalking and harassment in Ireland.
To date there have been no studies on the prevalence, process or impact on victims
of stalking and harassment in Ireland. This research, with its focus on your experience,
ZLOO KHOS 200 WKLV JDS

TKHWWHURVWDODNQQYKBDUDVVPHBEBRPHWLRWNIGQWHUFKD QEXWEK®OI\
can be very different.

Harassment is when someone behaves in a way that interferes with your peace and
privacy or makes you feel alarmed, distressed or threatened, and this has happened
either several times or has been for a prolonged single period (e.g. following you for
half an hour). The harasser could be someone you know or a stranger.

Stalking is a pattern of repeated, unwanted and intrusive behaviour that typically
LOQYRODHQ WHREWHV VRRO® W LR QN K$&HD LIRMW KV MW D OMNKHWW D GFNREXWD G
be someone you know or a stranger.

Survey Design
7KH VXUYH\ LV GLYLGHG LQWR VHFWLRQV DV IROORZV
Section 1: Consent Form

Section 2: Demographic Information
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Section 3: The Stalking/Harassment Process
Section 4: Impact on You (Social, Financial, Physical and Psychological)

Section 5: Your Responses to the Stalking/Harassment

There are 38 questions in this survey which will take approximately 15-20 minutes
WHERPSOHIWH WLFLSODWKRWXEWROXQVEDHDV AV ZAKHU VA H
TXHVWMRIQNMY GLFRWHERQVHYPB/D UWLF IKRDXIMCHYHIXWHD QVZIBQ\
other questions that you are not comfortable with or you can decide to withdraw

from the survey at any point. To do so, simply click “no” to any question asking if you

wish to proceed to the next section of the survey.

Support

WE DO NOT INTEND TO CAUSE ANY DISTRESS TO PARTICIPANTS. SOME OF
THE TOPICS BROACHED IN THE SURVEY, HOWEVER, ARE OF A SENSITIVE AND
PERSONAL NATURE. Questions are asked around your experiences of unwanted
behaviours that could constitute stalking and/or harassment.

If you are affected in anyway by the content of this survey, we recommend
that you contact the Sexual Violence Centre Cork for appropriate support
info@sexualviolence.ie / CALL 1800 496 496 / TEXT 087 1533 393

Further Information

Please note that respondents must be over 18 years of age but the experiences you
discuss may have happened to you before the age of 18.

If you have any queries about this research, please contact c.staunton@ucc.ie

Link to Survey

If you agree to take part in this study, please click on the link below to be brought to
WKH &RQVHQW )RUP WKH 2UVW VHFWLRQ RI WKH VXUYH\

<LINK TO SURVEY>

SECTION 1: Consent Form

7TKHWDHJH 2YKHVW LRQWKHFWLRQ LQFOXGLQJ WXHREHWM KGTUOHY RIUL R Q
The purpose of this section is to ensure that you have given informed consent to

participate in this survey. It is not possible to proceed with this survey unless you

respond to all questions.
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Q1. I understand that the purpose of this study is to uncover the prevalence of
stalking and harassment experienced by both males and females in Ireland and
to gather data on the form these behaviours take. | understand that the results
of this study will be published and shared (e.g. by article, book chapter, student
thesis, social media publicity of the study’s findings, etc.) and that sections of
my account may be quoted in presentations and publications. | also understand
that any potential identifying features (of myself or others) that | disclose in my
answers will be removed from all publications. | understand that the results of this
research may feed into future national and international research.

<HV 1R

Q2. lunderstand that | must be 18 years of age or older to participate in this survey
but | understand that if | experienced any of the behaviours listed in this survey
when | was younger that | can include these in my responses.

<HV 1R

Q3. | am participating voluntarily. 1 understand that | can withdraw my consent
to participate in the survey at any stage prior to completing it by deciding not to
proceed to the next section. | understand that any data gathered from incomplete
surveys will be deleted and not analysed.

<HV 1R

Q4. | understand that if | submit the survey, my answers will be added to the pool
of answers given by other participants and that my answers cannot be removed at
this stage. This is because the answers | give are being provided anonymously so
my individual data cannot be identified after it is submitted.

<HV 1R

Q5. Are you happy to proceed to the next section? If you wish to withdraw from
the survey please select “no”

<HV 1R
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Section 2: Demographic Information

There are 5 questions in this section, including the withdraw or proceed question

Q6. Gender

Male

Female

Non-Binary

Other

Prefer not to Say

Q7. What is your current age?

Q8. What is your nationality?

Q9. Are you currently residing in Ireland?

<HV 1R

Q10. Are you happy to proceed to the next section? If you wish to withdraw from
the survey please select “no”

<HV 1R

Section 3: The Stalking/Harassment Process

There are 14 questions in this section, including the withdraw or proceed question

Q11. Has one person ever engaged in any of these unwanted behaviours more than
once or in a prolonged single incident or have you experienced a mix of these
behaviours/actions from a single person? Please tick as appropriate. Please tick
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every behaviour that you have experienced.
loitered around your home or other places you frequent

spied on you or tracked your movements whether online, using technology
or in person

followed you (e.g. on foot, by car)

made unwanted approaches to you (e.g. at home, at work, in public places)
made unwanted approaches to your friends, family or colleagues about you
interfered with or damaged your property (e.g. car)

broken into your home

Q12. Hasone person everthreatened or abused you more than once orinaprolonged
single incident  or have you experienced a mix of these behaviours/actions from

a single person? Please tick as appropriate. Please tick every behaviour that you

have experienced

threatened to harm you or those close to you, directly or indirectly
threatened to harm themselves around you
physically attacked or tried to attack you

sexually assaulted you

Q13. Has one person ever engaged in malicious communications with you more
than once or in a prolonged single incident or have you experienced a mix of these
behaviours/actions from a single person? Please tick as appropriate. Please tick
every behaviour that you have experienced

sent you inappropriate letters, faxes, texts, WhatsApps, or e-mails
made inappropriate or malicious telephone calls to you

sent or delivered unwanted gifts

Q14. Has one person ever attempted to cause you reputational damage more than
once or by means of a prolonged single incident or have you experienced a mix of
these behaviours/actions from a single person? Please tick as appropriate. Please
tick every behaviour that you have experienced.

distributed malicious material about you
HJ 3\HUV ZHE VLWHV SRVWHUV QHZVSDSHU DGV



engaged in inappropriate or malicious social media contacts
(e.g. Twitter, Facebook)

initiated false legal action against you
made false complaints to agencies
taken pictures / recordings of you without your consent

shared private images of you that are of a very personal nature
(e.g. nude images, sexual images)

Q15. If there is any behaviour or action that you have experienced more than once
from a single person or in a prolonged single incident that was not included in
questions 11-14, please describe it here

Q16. Who is the person who engaged in any of the behaviours/actions identified
above? If you have experienced stalking or harassment more than once then you
may select more than one option

Partner/ex-partner
Neighbour
Acquaintance
Work colleague
Stranger

Friend

Local youth/teen
Don’t know

Other

Q17. What made you first realise that you were being subjected to one or more
of the unwanted behaviours identified above? If you have experienced stalking
or harassment from more than one person then you may provide more than one
answer here.
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Q18. What age were you at the time? If you have experienced stalking or harassment
from more than one person then you may provide more than one answer here.

Q19. How long did it go on for? If you have experienced stalking or harassment
from more than one person then you may provide more than one answer here.

Q20. What time of the day was the person who was engaging in the unwanted
behaviours identified above most active? If you have experienced stalking or
harassment from more than one person then you may provide more than one
answer here.

Q21. Were other members of your family or friends threatened?

<HV 1R

Q22. If your answer to the previous question was yes, and you feel comfortable
answering this question, could you identify who was threatened and how they
were threatened?

Q23. When did it stop (if applicable)? If you have experienced stalking or
harassment from more than one person then you may provide more than one
answer here.

Q24. Are you happy to proceed to the next section? If you wish to withdraw from
the survey please select “no”

<HV 1R
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Section 4: Effects on You

There are 5 questions in this section, including the withdraw or proceed question

Q25. Social / Financial Consequences

As a result of the experiencing the behaviours/actions above, did you change
your own habits/behaviours? SOHDWHBNDSSURSUL{PXNB\WLPNOUHOHYDQW
options.

stopped leaving the house alone

shopped outside of your local area

changed your route home from work or school
installed closed-circuit television (CCTV)
moved house

changed jobs

changed school/college (if this happened while you were at school/college)
gave up social activities

changed phone number

changed e-mail address

had work performance adversely affected
reduced working hours

reduced contact with family and friends

lost contact with family and friends

changed or sold your car

repaired damaged property

changed identity

suffered the expense of counselling, expense of therapies, expense of legal
advice, or expense of installing security systems

reduced your working hours
stopped/reduced walking your dogs

Other
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Q26. If you would like t o describe any of your experience(s) above in greater
detail, please do so

Q27. Psychological and Physical Consequences

As a result of your experience, have you suffered from any of the following?
S3OHDVH WLFN DV DSSURSULDWH <RX PD\ WLFN PRUH WKDQ RQH |

aggression

agoraphobia (avoid places and situations that might cause you to feel
panicked, trapped or scared)

anger
anxiety
change in appetite
confusion
depression
fear
headaches
increased distrust
irritation
nausea
paranoia
panic attacks
purging (the use of laxatives, forced vomiting)
SK\WWLFDO LQMXULHV LQSLFWHG E\ WKH SHUVRQ HQJDJLQJ L(
self-harming behaviours
sleep disturbances
suicidal thoughts
suicide attempts
tiredness

weight changes
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weakness

Other

Q28. If you would like to describe any of your experience(s) above in greater
detail, please do so.

Q29. Are you happy to proceed to the next section? If you wish to withdraw from
the survey please select “no”

<HV 1R

Section 5: Your Responses to the Stalking/Harassment

7KLMWMW K3HQ DWH FWRRMKWHX U YAKHWHHTXHVW LRQRVHUFWILRGOXGLQJ
the withdraw or proceed question

Q30. Did you do any of the following as a result of the stalking or harassing
behaviours/actions that you experienced? Tick as appropriate. Please tick all
relevant options.

Keep a log

Report to the police

Report to other agencies

Collect evidence

Have a safety plan

Carry a weapon

Confront the person engaging in the behaviour/actions

Ask the person engaging in the behaviour/actions to leave them alone
Answered the phone; replied to e-mails; replied to text messages

Asked the person engaging in the behaviour/actions why
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Q31. Please describe any other actions that you may have taken that are not
described above:

Q32. Do you describe your experience as stalking or harassment?

Stalking Harassment Both | don’t know

Q33. Could you explain your selection?

Q34. Did you report your experience to the police?

<HV 1R

Q35. If yes, could you explain what prompted you to do so?

Q36. How would you describe your experience with the Gardai?

Q37. If you did not report to the Gardai, could you explain what factors influenced
your decision not to do so?

Q.38. This is the end the survey. If you are happy to submit your answers please
select yes. If you wish to withdraw from the survey please select “no”

<HV 1R
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Thank You

Thank you for taking the time to complete this questionnaire-survey. <RXDQVZHUYV
have been submitted. If you decided to withdraw from the survey at any point we
thank you for being willing to attempt to participate in it.

If taking or attempting this survey has upset you in any way, please seek appropriate
VXSSRUW E\ FRQWDFWLQJ WKH 6H[XDO 9LROHQFH &HQWUH &RUN

Email info@sexualviolence.ie / CALL 1800 496 496 / TEXT 087 1533 393

If you would be interested in participating in further research about your experience
of stalking and/or harassment, please click on the link below to enter your e-mail
DQG ZH ZLOO FRQWDFW \RX

<LINK TO SEPARATE PAGE>

We are sending you to a different form in order to protect the anonymity of your
responses in this questionnaire survey.
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