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INTRODUCTION

Accurate testimony is essential to maintaining integrity and justice in the
criminal system.! As the Supreme Court stated in In re Michael, all “perjured
relevant testimony is at war with justice, since it may produce a judgment not
resting on truth. Therefore it cannot be denied that it tends to defeat the sole
ultimate objective of a trial.”? Perjurious testimony poses one of the greatest threats
to the judicial system. Although perjury® charges would seem a logical and
uncontroversial solution for addressing false statements, the issue becomes murky
when false statements arise in domestic violence cases. Expressing frustration over
domestic violence cases generally, Judge Atlas commented, “[iJt is simply
unacceptable for our process to turn a blind eye to the dangers of such abuse by
shrugging our shoulders and saying that nothing can be done within the framework
of existing law.™

False statements in domestic violence cases are a significant problem and
considered an epidemic with an estimated 40 to 90 percent of domestic violence
victims recanting.’ Recanting refers to the act of trying to take back or withdraw a
prior statement.’® Because recanting involves an attempt to withdraw a prior
statement, it almost always involves falsity in either the original or latter statement.
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