
SHARED GOALS DIFFERENT
FOUNDATIONS

KEY RISKS OF
RESTORATIVE JUSTICE
IN DV 

Manipulation

Victim pressure

False remorse

Re-traumatisation

Re-privatisation of violence

Weakening criminal accountability

LEGAL FRAMEWORK

Istanbul Convention — Article 48
Mandatory mediation and
alternative dispute resolution are
prohibited in violence against
women cases.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE IS
NOT A CONFLICT
BETWEEN EQUALS

WHEN COULD RJ BE
CONSIDERED?

Can restorative justice be ethically applied in domestic violence cases without
reproducing coercion, victim pressure, or the privatisation of violence?

CORE
QUESTION

Responsibility fully acknowledged

Specialist DV-trained facilitators

No victim-blaming/minimisation

Victim-led participation

Ongoing saftey monitoring

Multi-agency risk assessment

Post-sentence timing only

Diversionary or early-stage RJ is
unethical.
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ACCOUNTABILITY

ROLE OF PERPETRATOR
PROGRAMMES

SHARED AIMS —
DIFFERENT METHODS

CASE STUDY
The Carol Maltesi Femicide
Case (Italy)

Responsibility

Repair

Behaviour
change

Reintegration

RJ = dialogue

PP =
accountability

PP =
structured risk
management

RJ may assume
relational
symmetry

Restoration without accountability risks reproducing abuse.
Perpetrator programmes provide the structured accountability framework

necessary to define when restorative approaches are ethical, safe, and survivor-
centred.

RJ models based on equality risk
minimising violence and reproducing
power imbalances. Perpetrator
programmes start from a different
premise: accountability, not
negotiation.

BEFORE ANY RJ PROCESS

RESTORATIVE JUSTICE AND
PERPETRATOR PROGRAMMES
RESTORATIVE JUSTICE AND
PERPETRATOR PROGRAMMES

RJ must never replace criminal
proceedings or reduce state
responsibility.

Potentials, Boundaries and Ethical Pathways
WWP European Network Position Paper

Dialogue
Mutual
participation
Repair
Reintegration

Coercive control
Fear
Dependency
Structural
inequality

RJ Assumptions DV Realities

Perpetrator programmes can act both
as gateway and boundary.

Victim’s family refused participation 
Court explored “surrogate victim”
restorative pathways 
Public controversy followed 
Critics argued victims were treated as
interchangeable 

Victims are not symbolic substitutes.

WWP EN POSITION

RJ in domestic violence cases must be:

Survivor-led
Highly restricted
Professionally supervised
Embedded in accountability frameworks

RJ must never:

Replace justice
Pressure victims
Function as sentence mitigation
Bypass victim refusal
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