
 

 

Background on figures   

 

Domestic Violence 2012 
 

 

It should be noted that the Domestic Violence Act was amended by section 60 of the 

Civil Law (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act, 2011 which broadened the eligibility criteria 

thus entitling additional categories of persons to apply for safety and protection orders. 

 

Applications to the District Court under the domestic violence legislation increased by 

19% to 12,655 from 10,652 in 2011.   There was a 34% increase in applications for safety 

orders (5,026 as compared to 3,755 in 2011) and a 23% increase in applications for 

protection orders (4,192 as compared to 3,403 in 2011).  Applications for interim barring 

orders showed a slight decrease (648 as compared to 731 in 2011 while applications for 

barring orders showed a slight increase from 2,763 to 2,789. 

 

Spouses remained the primary applicants for relief representing 51% of applicants for 

barring orders, 55% of applicants for interim barring orders, 41% of applicants for safety 

orders and 42% of applicants for protection orders. 

 

 
District Court: Trends 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 

Barring order applications 2,789 2,763 2,726 2,855 3,096 

Barring orders granted 1,165 1,043 1,064 1,106 1,251 

      

Protection order applications 4,192 3,403 2,926 3,134 3,354 

Protection orders granted* 3,849 3,085 2,672 2,867 2,960 

      

Safety order applications 5,026 3,755 3,561 3,322 3,328 

Safety orders granted 2,255 1,513 1,457 1,339 1,502 

      

Interim barring order applications 648 731 530 545 623 

Interim barring orders granted* 520 569 431 451 445 

 
*Some interim barring orders were granted on foot of applications for protection orders. Likewise some protection orders were 

granted on foot of interim barring orders 

 

Figures for prosecutions for breach of barring orders etc are attached.  There could be 

other such incidents but they may have been prosecuted as assaults etc rather than 

breaches of safety/barring orders 

 



 

 

As the figures show there were 1159 allegations of a  breach of such orders last year. A 

high number (530) were struck out / withdrawn as mostly the complaint was not 

proceeded with and struck out due to; the state withdrawing the charge in 75 cases or the 

court striking out cases due to various reasons - (which might include withdrawal of 

complaint or failure to give evidence by the complainant. Reconciliation or another 

course of action or agreement etc may have been reached).  

 

On 15 occasions the cases were struck out as the summons was not served on the 

individual. 

 

Of the 614 cases proceeded with, 79 were dismissed and 68 were dismissed under the 

Probation Act. 

 

119 cases had a prison sentence imposed and 115 resulted in a suspended prison 

sentence. 71 were people were fined, 29 were given a probation order, with 21 entering a 

bond to keep the peace.  

 

11 were ordered to undertake community service in lieu of a prison sentence, and 86 

cases had no order made by the court. One person was asked to contribute to the Court 

Poor Box. 

 

(More than one order can be made in each case) 

 

Report on no of Prosecution/outcomes for breaches of Barring Orders/Safety Orders for 

2012 

 

 
Orders No. of Orders 

Community Service Order 11 

Detention/Imprisonment 110 

Detention/Imprisonment Part Suspended 9 

Detention/Imprisonment Suspended 115 

Dismiss 79 

Dismiss on Probation 68 

Fine 71 

No Order 14 

Peace Bond 21 

Probation Order 29 

Strike Out 455 

Poor Box 1 

Strike Out not Served 15 

Taken Into Consideration 86 

Withdrawn 75 

Grand Total 1,159 

 
 


