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Introduction 
 
Background 
 
 This is a case study of an allegation of rape. We studied the validity of the allegation and 
answered the question of whether the allegation is either true or false. In this case, 
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Abstract 

 
This paper contains a case study, in which we study the criminal file to address the validity of a 

rape allegation. In this case, a woman accuses her former male partner of raping her repeatedly. 

The criminal file contains exclusive material that helps to answer the question of validity of the 

allegations in an objective manner. The alleged crimes, for instance, were recorded and 

documents that are normally concealed, such as the police journal, were made public. Our 

analysis revealed the professional misconduct of several important actors in the case. It reveals 

a process that could come across as a conspiracy to convict the accused of crimes he did not 

commit, but can be explained by tunnel vision. The police officers and the Public Prosecutor 

were so convinced that the allegations were valid that they were willing to sacrifice the truth to 

get a conviction. Ten arguments were presented to support the conclusion that the allegation 

was false. Falsified evidence, proven false allegations, a deceitful complainant, and lack of 

evidence are but a few of these arguments. This case is a perfect illustration of the devastating 

effects of a false allegation of rape. To date, the accused still suffers from the dire consequences 

of these accusations. 
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Fietje1 accused her ex-partner Ferry of systematically raping her during their relationship. Ferry 
claims that the allegation is false. He asked us to analyze the case and assess the validity of the 
allegation. The current case is rather unique because we received the entire case file. This means 
that we did not only receive the entire criminal file but also other documents from the police 
department and the Prosecution, which normally remain concealed. We received the documents 
as a consequence of Dutch Law. That is, the law of public nature of the Dutch government of 
October 31st, 1991, can in certain cases following strict rules allow citizens to claim concealed legal 
and government documents. Therefore we were able to look behind the scenes, and this allowed 
us to answer our research question.  

The question of validity for this case is still relevant, since Ferry continues to suffer the 
consequences of the allegations made by Fietje. His children, who lived with Ferry, were taken 
from him, and Ferry is still not allowed any contact with his children. Therefore this case might 
prove to be a perfect example of the devastating effects of a false allegation of rape, in the event 
we should conclude that the allegation of rape is indeed false. We will first present the case as 
objectively as possible without any analysis or evaluation. We took this approach so the reader 
could have the opportunity to formulate their own questions, which may then be clarified in our 
analysis of the case. 
 
Her Story 

 The first allegation: September 28, 2005.  
 
 According to Fietje, Ferry hit, kicked, and humiliated her from the beginning of their 
relationship. Fietje also stated that Ferry constantly, and without any provocation, kicked her in 
the shins under the table. As a result, she developed permanent scars. Ferry allegedly insulted her 
constantly, and called her whore, dog, and pig. In times of stress, Fietje claimed that Ferry began 
consuming a lot of alcohol and that the battering became more severe and more frequent. She 
claimed that over time he started hitting her with his fists, all over her body, which caused 
pronounced bruising. She alleged that these beatings often took place in the presence of their 
children, Frits, their son, and Bettine, their daughter. At the time of the first allegation, the 
children were seven and eight years old, respectively. According to Fietje, Ferry also battered the 
children and she claims to have repeatedly seen the impression of Ferry’s hand on Bettine’s body. 
Fietje also claims that Ferry once he threw Frits head-first into a wall. This event was witnessed by 
Fietje’s mother’s life partner.  
 The most severe battering occurred on August 2nd, 2005. On this day Ferry found out that 
Fietje had committed adultery with Pascal and allegedly inflicted several injuries on Fietje, a black 
eye, swollen lip, strained shoulder, and bruises on her neck and arm. These injuries were said to 
have been observed by others. At the end of the relationship, Fietje claimed the battering 
escalated. She reported that Ferry forced her to sit on her knees in a corner for 15 minutes, and 
when she faltered, he would hit her with a baseball bat and extend the punishment for 15 
additional minutes. He documented the battering with his camera by taking pictures.  

Although Fietje’s first allegation was mainly about physical abuse, she also mentioned 
sexual abuse at this time. She claimed that Ferry forced her to pose for naked pictures and to 
perform oral sex acts. On one occasion, Fietje stated that she was made to stand naked in the 
garden for 15 minutes and that Ferry forced her to write lines addressed to the children. She 

                                                        
1 Although we obtained written consent to publish the case we altered all names, including witnesses, police officers, the psychologist, GP and 

Public Prosecutor for confidentiality reasons. 
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claimed she was forced to write 500 times: “To Bettine and Frits. Mummy is a whore. Mummy is a 
pervert. Mummy fucked Pascal. Mummy is a whore. Mummy is a pervert. Mummy engaged in 
sexual intercourse with Pascal”. Fietje claimed that Ferry kept the lines in his safe along with the 
nude pictures and amateur porn he had allegedly forced her to engage in. She stated that Ferry 
blackmailed her by threatening to make the content of his computer public if Fietje did something 
wrong. 

During what Fietje reported as a forced holiday in France between August 28 and 
September 5, 2005, Ferry allegedly battered Fietje on a daily basis. She claimed that he hit her all 
over her body and pushed her face in the sand. He also allegedly forced her to model for nude 
pictures and amateur porn. During the holiday she claims that she was forced to sleep in the car or 
in the front bell end. On the way back to the Netherlands, on the night of September 5, Ferry is 
reported to have dropped Fietje off at Pascal ’s house and she stated that she had to walk home 
alone in high heels and scantily dressed through secluded areas in the pouring rain.  

The final battering mentioned in the allegation is said to have taken place on September 
14, 2005. Fietje stated that Ferry took her car and house keys. She claimed that she had to sleep in 
the boiler-house as a result, and that he battered her black and blue in there. After this final 
beating, Fietje told the police officers that Ferry broke up with her. Fietje claimed that she then 
went to live with her mother and left the children with Ferry because her mother’s home was too 
small to accommodate them all. Four days later, on September 18, she attended a neighborhood 
barbeque with Ferry. Fietje claimed that it was here that she dared to talk for the first time with 
their neighbors about the battering. She also showed them her injuries, scars, and bruises. 

 
The second allegation: November 9, 2005.  
 
Fietje filed a second allegation that she had been battered again by Ferry on November 6, 

when she went to pick-up the children. She claims that they had an argument about Frits’ clothing. 
She alleges that Ferry insulted her and took out his camera to film her. She said that she asked him 
to stop, but that he continued and injured her hand in the process. Fietje told the police officers 
that she went to the hospital and the GP of the Emergency Room diagnosed her with a contusion 
and stretched ligaments. They treated her hand by taping and applying a splint to her fingers.  

 
The third allegation: December 14, 2005.  
 
Fietje filed an allegation of rape. She claimed that the rapes were committed between 

January 1st, 1997, and September 14, 2005. During that period, Fietje claimed that Ferry raped her 
repeatedly through forced oral, vaginal, and anal sex. She stated that Ferry raped her everywhere 
in their house as well as in locations outside the home (e.g., the balcony, the kitchen table, and 
the boiler-house). Fietje also claimed that Ferry forced her to penetrate herself with various 
objects (i.e., clothes hangers, hand mirrors, bananas, courgettes, cucumbers, and bottles), and 
that he also participated in penetrating her with foreign objects. The rapes were allegedly filmed 
and photographed by Ferry. 
 
His Story 

 Ferry claims that all the allegations are false, and that his relationship with Fietje had been 
normal until his GP diagnosed him with a venereal disease (VD). Ferry stated that since he knew 
that he hadn’t had sex with anyone other than Fietje, he was certain that he got the disease 
from her. According to Ferry, when he confronted Fietje, she lied about how she had caught the 
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VD. Ferry claimed that Fietje fabricated a rape story to cover up her love affair with Pascal. Ferry 
also stated that he simply did not trust her anymore. Ferry sought help by consulting several 
health professionals, doctors, psychologists, and social workers.  

Ferry also claimed that he asked Fietje to move in with her mother in July 2005 and that 
he then became the children’s primary care taker.  He said that he was no longer 
 prepared to share his bed with Fietje, and that he wanted to end the relationship. According to 
Ferry, Fietje tried to save the relationship by writing lines to show him how much she regretted 
her misconduct. She also wrote him several love letters in which she asserted that he was the 
love of her life, and that she absolutely wanted to spend the rest of her life with him. He claims 
that she proposed to spice up their sex life by photographing and filming it. Ferry stated that 
he told her repeatedly that he felt uncomfortable with it, but she convinced him every time to 
do it anyway.  

Ferry alleged that he wanted to go to France on his own to contemplate his relationship 
with Fietje; however, Fietje insisted that they go together as a couple to test whether they still 
had feelings for each other. During that holiday, Ferry reported that Fietje constantly wanted 
to have sex with him. He admitted that they took several nude pictures, and filmed their sexual 
activities during that holiday. Ferry stated that he found the holiday relaxing and pleasant, but 
that something was broken inside of him. On the way back to the Netherlands, Ferry claims 
that he told Fietje that he wanted to end the relationship, and that he could no longer bear her 
presence. It was then that he dropped her off at Pascal ’s house. 

Ferry stated that after the holiday in France Fietje visited him and the children regularly. 
He claimed that she helped him move, and that she dined with the family on a regular basis. 
Ferry also stated that even after Fietje handed over her house keys on September 14, 2005, 
she continued to visit him and their children. Ferry corroborated that he and Fietje attended 
the neighborhood barbeque together on September 18, and that they also attended the 
parents’ evenings at the children’s school. Ferry also reported that he was one of the 
accompanying parents at Frits’ camp, and that Fietje stayed in Ferry’s house to take care of 
Bettine while they were away.  

 
The Police Investigation  
  
 Fietje filed three consecutive allegations against Ferry. The first allegation was filed on 
September 28, 2005, at which time the police officer noticed bruises on Fietje and included it in 
her report. The officer’s remark in the report, however, bears the wrong date. Police officer 
Verpaalen wrote “On September 20th police officer Verpaalen established several bruises on her 
body.”2 (Criminal File, 2009, p. 16). On October 3rd, an additional statement from Fietje was 
recorded. In this statement, Fietje also reported an incident of extortion with violence and 
stated that Ferry allegedly forced her to withdraw money from her account, and give it to him.  

In the second allegation Fietje talked about the assault on November 9, and also about 
being raped by Ferry. The rape allegation meant that this complaint would now be taken over 
by the Vice department. The allegation was recorded on November 28, and according to the 
Vice officers, the conversation was chaotic. The Vice officers wrote in the police journal: “We 
couldn’t make head or tail of it.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 1368). That is, Fietje did not provide a 
coherent, logical, or chronologically sound allegation; therefore, the Vice officers could not 
understand what actually transpired. In an attempt to rectify this, the Vice officers made an 

                                                        
2 We translated the citations from Dutch and tried to translate as consistent with the original as possible 
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appointment with Fietje for December 6, to make a second attempt to record the allegation. In 
the meantime Fietje was instructed to construct a timeline, and write down her story in a 
coherent, logical, and chronologically sound manner. It should also be noted that the meeting 
of November 28, was categorized as an informative interview, but no written report on the 
content of the interview was filed by the officers. 

Based on the two allegations, and the additional statement, the police started their 
investigation, which included interviewing several witnesses. Fietje’s mother and her mother’s 
boyfriend were interviewed simultaneously and they confirmed Fietje’s story. The police 
officers also interviewed the family’s GP, Fietje’s psychologist, and Fietje’s social worker. 
Friends and neighbors of the family were also interviewed: Marcia, Paulien, and Elly. 

On December 5, the police officer who recorded the first allegation, the second 
allegation, and the additional statement, conducted a final interview with Fietje. The police 
officer wrote down in the police journal that Fietje severely hesitated to file the allegation of 
rape against Ferry, but that he successfully convinced Fietje to file the allegation of rape 
anyway.3 No other record of the interview was found.  

On December 6, Fietje did not show up for her appointment with the Vice officers. One 
of the Vice officers called Fietje for an explanation and Fietje stated that she had forgotten the 
appointment, but that she had written down her story for the police. A new appointment was 
then made for December 14 and the third allegation was recorded by two certified vice squad 
officers. Fietje and her lawyer, consulted with the police about the case on several occasions. 
 
The Arrest and Judicial Outcome 
 

On February 13, at 9.10 am, Ferry was arrested during a class trip to the library with his 
son Frits. Ferry was transported to his home and was notified that a search of the premises 
would be conducted. During the search Ferry directed the police officers to two laptops which 
were confiscated. On the laptops several pornographic pictures and movies were found. 
Several written statements were also found and confiscated during the search of the premises. 
Ferry was transported to the police station where he was taken into custody. On February 13, 
2006, 12.30 p.m., Ferry was charged with rape and assault on Fietje. Ferry was questioned six 
times on different occasions by the police officers. Five weeks later, on March 24, the 
temporary custody was suspended indefinitely.  

On April 16, 2009, the full court of Breda, The Netherlands, handled Ferry’s criminal case. 
Three years had passed since the last investigative act of the police officers, and April 24, 2009, 
Ferry was acquitted on all charges. The aforementioned case contained many allegations of 
violence and rape that needed to be investigated by the police. Throughout the investigation, 
various statements were made, witnesses were interviewed and pieces of evidence were 
recovered. In the remainder of this paper, we will describe our own analysis of the case and 
detail our conclusions about the validity of these allegations. 

 
Method 

Analysis of the Case 
 
 We studied all the materials received from Ferry on our first and only meeting on 

                                                        
3 The police journal is a document, a diary, for internal use. Police officers use it to document their own investigative actions and learn about each 

other’s actions and progress in a case. It is one of the documents that usually does not reach the public domain, and remains concealed. 
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Thursday, March 31st, 2011, and also the additional material that was subsequently sent to us by 
Ferry.4 The material Ferry sent us on his own initiative was never about the original case, but 
always about other procedures, such as the custodial procedure. Sometimes we noticed that 
information was missing and requested the information. Ferry fulfilled all our requests.5 We 
worked 14 months in total on our analysis of the case.  
 
The Criminal File 
 
 The original criminal file contained 466 pages and was the basis for our analysis; however, 
we also received additional material pertaining to the case. In total we studied 1512 pages to 
complete our analysis. Ferry provided us with all the documents he had in his possession. These 
documents consisted of the complete criminal file, the memorandum of oral pleading, the closing 
speech of the public prosecutor, the verdict, the police journal, the allegations of Ferry against 
Fietje, an investigation by the Unit of Safety and Integrity of the Dutch police, a report of the 
National Expert group Special Vice Cases, disciplinary procedures against Fietje’s GP and 
psychologist, the verdicts of the disciplinary procedures, the documents of the article 12sv-
procedure6, the emails and letters to all the different agencies involved (e.g., the Public 
Prosecution, the Dutch police, and the National Ombudsman), and the confiscated pictures and 
movies. Our analysis is as chronological as possible; however, it was not always possible to 
maintain the timeline in order to make sense of the analysis. Additionally, references to 
documents that are not part of the criminal file are made only in situations where it would clarify 
the point. 

Results 
The Discovery of the VD 
 
 Ferry’s discovery of the VD seems to be the starting point of the case. In May 2005 Ferry 
visited the family’s GP due to genital secretion. The GP diagnosed Ferry with chlamydia. Ferry 
testified to this according to the official records7:  
 

I knew I had never cheated, and I did not contemplate that Fietje might have. Initially, I 
did not wonder how I became contaminated with the VD. Later on Fietje told me that 
she was the source of the VD. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 184).  
 

Fietje told Ferry that she met a man with whom she went walking in the forest. First they drank 
a cup of coffee, and subsequently he penetrated her in the forest. Ferry stated: 
 

Later on at the GP’s office the story changed. At that point she declared that she actually 

                                                        
4 We agreed to meet Ferry to hand over the material, due to its extensive nature, and to take the opportunity to make some agreements. The main 

agreements were that we promised confidentiality and objectivity. We explained that an objective analysis of his case meant that Ferry, nor 
someone else, could execute any control on the process, conclusions or outcome of our analysis. We never discussed the content of the case with 

Ferry, nor did we communicate about the progress or content of our analysis. The agreements were later confirmed by email.  
5 We requested additional material by email, sine we noticed, while we studied the file that that some pages were missing. It was imperative that 

we studied all the material, and not a selection by Ferry.  
6 In the Netherlands citizens have the opportunity to resist a decision by the Public Prosecutor not to prosecute someone for an offence, the 

procedure is called a 12sv-procedure. In the current case, the Public Prosecutor decided not to prosecute Fietje for filing a false allegation of rape 
against Ferry. Subsequently Ferry started a 12 sv-procedure against the decision. 
7 The source of every quotation is the official records unless otherwise specified. For reasons of parsimony we will not repeat it every quote we 

use. 
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did not want intercourse with that man. She said that she had intercourse once with that 
man. At the GP the involuntary part was highlighted while this was not the case the first 
time Fietje told me the story. Because now it appeared that Fietje was raped once by 
that man, Fietje called the police station at the Blauwe Kei. She told her story on the 
phone. It appeared that Fietje could not file an allegation in that specific police station, 
therefore an appointment was made. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 184). 
 
After Fietje made the appointment with the police to file an allegation of rape, she 

wanted to talk to Ferry. She told him that she was not raped but that she cheated on Ferry once 
with Pascal. Later on she retracted her story again, and told Ferry that she had also had sex with 
Pascal on another occasion. She states on December 14, 2005: 

 
When it was discovered that Ferry was contaminated with chlamydia I made up a story 
based on something I read somewhere. Out of fear, and later on I also told that story at 
the GP, and the GP already looked at me a bit disbelievingly. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 127). 
  
Ferry as well as Fietje both testified that Fietje tried to file a false allegation of rape 

against a man she allegedly went walking with in the forest. It becomes clear in the criminal file 
that the primary motivation for the false allegation of rape was not fear of her partner, but an 
attempt to protect her lover and his family. Fietje officially stated “I made up the story to 
protect Pascal and his family because I did not want to harm that family. Eventually I realized 
that this was not possible without telling the truth.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 127). As we 
reviewed the file, it became clear that the retraction of Fietje’s lies seemed to proceed gradually 
and under pressure. That is, the lie is maintained by Fietje until it becomes untenable, and is 
then replaced by another lie until eventually the truth is discovered.  

A falsehood given by a complainant is certainly not an indisputable indication that an 
allegation of rape is false. True victims of rape may also lie. For example, a victim may conceal or 
distort information in an attempt to conform to cultural standards (Bletzer & Koss, 2004). 
However, Fietje’s attempt to falsely accuse someone of rape warrants a critical stance towards 
the allegation against Ferry.. Moreover, criminal justice professionals tend to count an allegation 
as false when the account of the rape is not entirely true, the complainant has lied on some 
aspects, or made mistakes (Saunders, 2012). The police officers in the current case seem to 
exhibit an opposite reaction to Fietje’s behaviour. Instead of questioning her about why she was 
prepared to lie about being raped, they instead ask Ferry about her courage in telling the truth 
“You ask me what I think of the fact that Fietje nevertheless had the guts to tell the truth about 
Pascal” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 186). In his response, Ferry refers to Fietje’s lying and attempt to 
file a false allegation “Fietje didn’t have the guts. She continued lying until she had to confess 
the truth, because otherwise she had to go to the police to file an allegation of rape. She should 
have been frank immediately.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 186). Despite Ferry’s statement, Fietje 
was never challenged or cross-examined about her lies and the previous false allegation of rape 
during the entire process. 
 
The Injuries 
 

Several witnesses testified that they had noticed bruises on Fietje’s body. The 
testimonies seem to support the allegations of assault. The first witness is Fietje’s mother: 
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At a certain point I noticed that Fietje also was hit by Ferry, I saw bruises on a regular 
basis, I saw bruises all over her body, I saw the bruises when Fietje went in the shower or 
was standing in the shower. I asked her regularly how she became bruised. She always 
told me some pretext that she bumped into something. I had my own idea, and I thought 
she was battered by Ferry. The bruises always were on parts of the body that are usually 
covered up by clothing. I, actually never asked Fietje how she became bruised, but I knew 
for certain that she was battered by Ferry. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 74). 
 

Statements can contain inconsistencies. Inconsistencies in a statement do not necessarily 
threaten its validity. However, the testimony from Fietje’s mother contains a contradiction, 
which is a special form of inconsistency because at least one claim is false. The term 
contradiction stems from logic and refers to the process that if the first claim is true then the 
second must always be false and vice versa (Osherson & Markman, 1975). At the beginning of 
her quote the mother testifies that she regularly asked Fietje where her bruises came from. At 
the end of the quote she states that she never asked Fietje where her bruises came from, which 
is clearly a contradiction. The police officers do not challenge the contradiction.  

Marcia, a neighbor of Ferry’s family, and Paulien, an acquaintance of Fietje’s also 
testified that they witnessed bruising on Fietje. They both attested that during a neighborhood 
barbeque on September 18, 2005 they saw a bruise on Fietje’s upper left arm. It was at the 
barbecue that Fietje disclosed for the first time that Ferry battered her. However, Elly, a former 
neighbor of the family, gave an alternative explanation for the bruise. Elly testified to the police 
that Fietje told her that the bruise was a consequence of the family moving residences. 
According to Elly the police officers challenged her statement of the bruise. She testified to the 
judge:  

 
Likewise I told the police officers that Fietje had stated that the bruise was a 
consequence of the moving. The police officer told me that I should think again about 
the cause of the bruises. He pointed out that in case the bruises would have been a 
consequence of the moving it would be much more logical that the bruises would be at 
the fore arm. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 394).  
 

Jennifer, Fietje’s friend, also saw several bruises but they were located on Fietje’s legs. But again 
she gave an alternative explanation for the cause of the bruises. She testified that she thought 
the bruises were the consequence of varicose veins. In Fietje’s confiscated agenda, several 
appointments for operations to remove varicose veins were noted; however, the explanation 
that the bruises were caused by surgery or varicose veins was ignored by the police officers.  

The last witness of bruises was the initial intake officer. That is, the police officer who 
recorded the first allegation indicated that she noticed bruising. In an entry in the police 
computer of September 20th, 2005, she wrote:  

 
I, police officer, saw that pc 1 [pc 1 = party concerned 1] had bruises on her lower back, 
her right shin, on her left upper arm. I, police officer, also saw that pc 1 had a blue nose 
iv [iv = in the vicinity of] the nasal bone pc 1 also had a somewhat swollen lip. The area, 
where pc1 was hit on her head is also swollen. This iv her right ear (Criminal File, 2009, p. 
225).  
 

Not only was the police officer the only one who noticed the bruises, she also immediately 
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interpreted the bruises to be the result of violence, thereby ignoring alternative explanations. 
The police officer also neglected to photograph the bruises. In doing so we could not check 
whether the bruising were there. This is a relevant point because two days earlier, on 
September 18, 2005, the facial bruises were not seen by Marcia and Paulien during the 
neighborhood barbeque. Supposedly, the bruises were the consequence of a battering which 
occurred four days earlier, on September 14, 2005. Thus, the witnesses should at least have 
seen Fietje’s facial bruises. The judges noticed this discrepancy as well:  
 

Striking is the fact that police officer Verpaalen noticed bruises which were not noticed 
by witnesses Marcia and Paulien8 two days earlier (while the battering took place on 
September 14, 2005, so before) with the exception of a bruise on the upper left arm. 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 463). 

 
The Visual Material 
 

During the search of Ferry’s house, a large amount of visual material was confiscated. 
The pictures and movies were studied by the police. Some of the pictures and movies were 
recordings of sexual activities between Fietje and Ferry as well as nude pictures. Fietje testified 
on September 28, 2005, “On August 7, in the evening, while the kids were sleeping, Ferry forced 
me to pose for nude pictures. He forced me, he told me that otherwise I would never see the 
children again, I found it very humiliating.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 61). Ferry told the police 
officers something different:  

 
We also photographed each other with the digital camera. Whenever we had sexual 
intercourse, we both enjoyed it. Fietje for instance photographed me while I was 
masturbating. I also photographed Fietje naked. She undressed herself then. I did not 
satisfy her. She did that herself. I was present then. She found it exciting when I was 
present. I sometimes photographed that. Fietje found that exciting too (Criminal File, 
2009, p. 187).  
 
Fietje and Ferry’s opinions differ on how the photographs were taken and whose 

initiative it was. We studied all photographs, but we saw no photographs on which Ferry was 
masturbating. We compared all lists with the numbers of the photographs from the police with 
the numbers of the photographs which were handed over to us by Ferry and concluded that we 
possessed all photographs listed in the police records. The police wrote “On the confiscated 
pictures which were found on one of the suspect’s pc’s we found some pictures on which 
apparent injuries on both knees were visible” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 44). We judged the 
pictures. The first author found 29 pictures out of the 634 pictures with visible blue colorations. 
There are 12 pictures with visible blue colorations on the knees. There are 15 pictures with 
visible blue colorations on the right upper leg. Finally there are two pictures with a visible blue 
coloration on Fietje’s right shin. The bruises on the pictures do not correspond to most of the 
batteries reported by Fietje “ I regularly had contusions on my arms” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 57), 
“if he hits me he usually hits me on the head with his clenched fist” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 57), 
and “one time I was severely battered by hitting me with force on my head and my body the 
other time the battery consisted of a slap in my face” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 57). The bruises 

                                                        
8 In the original transcript Marcia and Paulien’s last names were used. Since we altered all names for confidentiality reasons we changed it in our 
pseudonyms of the women. 
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however are consistent with kicking her in the shins under the table, and two varicose vein 
operations that Fietje underwent in that time period. Fietje testified to the judge “In the past I 
suffered somewhat from varicose veins, but not anymore. The varicose veins were in the vicinity 
of my knee. I had them removed surgically, but I can’t remember when that was” (Criminal File, 
2009, p. 380). Fietje noted in her agenda that surgeries were on May 31st, 2005 at 15.30 p.m. 
and on June 14 at 14.20 p.m.  
 From August 28, 2005, until September 5, 2005, Fietje and Ferry went on a reconciliation 
holiday. Fietje testified “Over there I was also battered, He punched and kicked me wherever he 
could reach me. By doing so veins in my lower left leg popped” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 62). That 
story can be checked. During the holiday lots of pictures were taken, 156 pictures in total. The 
pictures show no visible bruises consistent with the batteries described by Fietje. This too was 
overlooked by the police. 
 The pictures and movies prove that there were sexual acts involving Fietje and Ferry. 
Fietje claims that she was forced to perform these sexual acts, and that she was not enjoying 
them. The digital investigators confirm Fietje’s statement “The pictures as well as the movies 
evidently show that complainant never enjoyed the sexual acts. All of the pictures show the 
complainant with a sad/dejected look in her eyes. None of the pictures show her smiling; joyful 
or enjoying.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 37). Contrary to what the digital investigators seem to 
believe, it is not easy to determine whether someone is enjoying something. A large variation of 
facial expressions of enjoyment between individuals exists (Nowicki & Duke, 1994). In order to 
determine Fietje’s expressions of enjoyment, baseline measure of her usual facial expression of 
enjoyment should be established, and then that expression should be compared with the 
pictures and the movies. People in general are on average 39 % accurate in judging the emotion 
from the facial expression (Zuckerman, Lipets, Koivumaki, & Rosenthal, 1975).  

Accuracy in judging the correct emotion also varies between emotions, strongly depends 
on the intensity of the emotion, and relies heavily on individual differences (Nowicki & Duke, 
1994). Context, motivation, and culture also affects accuracy in judging the emotion (Forsyth, 
Kushner, & Forsyth, 1981; Ito, Masuda, & Hioki, 2012; Tanaka-Matsumi, Attivissimo, Nelson, & 
D'Urso, 1995). Beliefs, and expectancy also color our perception especially in case one 
experiences tunnel vision (Darley & Fazio, 1980; Findley & Scott, 2006; Kassin, Dror, & Kukucka, 
2013; Nickerson, 1998). The conclusions from the digital investigators seem to stem from 
Fietje’s allegation on December 14 2005 “I can’t imagine that there have been taken pictures 
that I was smiling or enjoying myself, unless he had forced me to do that. No. I did not enjoy 
that I was disgusted by it and detested it” (Criminal File, 2009, pp. 139-140). In the same 
allegation, Fietje contradicts herself “Then again I had to pretend that I liked it very much and 
enjoyed it” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 139). Fietje also testified about the pictures in her allegation: 

 
You also see naked pictures of me while I have something lying on my head. I wanted to 
cover my face because I was so ashamed. When I see these pictures again I get these 
feelings of anxiety back. I was so extremely terrified. I was horrified by the fact that Ferry 
took such pictures of me. I still get the shivers of it. If you see how I am looking while 
these pictures are taken then you can see how horrific I found it. It was pure misery. I 
only did this out of physical and psychological duress. I was simply suffering. He knew he 
could make me do everything as long as he blackmailed me with the children (Criminal 
File, 2009, p. 164). 
 

There are 593 naked pictures or with a sexual content. On 121 pictures Fietje’s face is visible. 
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There are 9 pictures where Fietje’s face is not visible because she is hiding.  
 
The Transcriptions of the Visual Material 
 
 The discrepancies in the transcriptions 
  
  There has been a lot of discussion about the transcriptions of the movies. The movies 
seized from Ferry’s residence were transcribed by the lead Vice investigator on the case. Ferry’s 
lawyer reviewed the tapes and transcribed some of them. He compared his transcriptions with 
the transcripts of the lead Vice investigator and believed that the discrepancies he found 
between the two were a consequence of investigator bias and not coincidence. He therefore 
asked the public Prosecutor to allow the movies to be transcribed a second time by a detective 
not linked to the case. His request was honored. Another detective transcribed the movies 
again. For the purpose of this analysis, our research team also transcribed the movies. A student 
and the first author independently watched the movies and transcribed them. We watched 14 
movies with a minimum length of 3 seconds and a maximum length of 88 seconds (M = 34.43, 
SD = 28.77). We transcribed seven movies because seven movies contained no conversation at 
all. In these movies only sexual behavior could be observed. Two movies contained one word 
“Fietje: Ok.” or one sentence “Ferry: I want to stop filming.”. Afterwards the two transcriptions 
were compared and no discrepancies were found. Subsequently the transcriptions were also 
compared with the transcriptions made by the lawyer and no discrepancies were found. The 
interrater reliability of 100 % between the three independent raters might seem surprising, but 
is probably due to the straightforward nature of the movies. The conversations or parts of it 
were either basic and well pronounced or totally inaudible which apparently cannot lead to 
variability between independent transcribers. Therefore, the discrepancies between our 
transcriptions and the transcriptions of the police officers’ transcriptions seem to indicate a bias 
on the part of the police officers. One could off course argue that the bias was on the part of our 
research team and the lawyer. We can only argue that we took as much precautions as possible 
to prevent a bias in our research team9. Furthermore the 100 % agreement with the lawyer’s 
transcription cannot be due to coincidence, and would require fraudulent intent on our part.  
 A movie which was made on August 7, 2005 was transcribed by the lead Vice officer on 
the case as follows:  
 

S. [s stands for suspect] Pascal also loved to take pictures didn’t he?  
F.[f stands for Fietje] No come on I’m attracted to you. 
S. Look at me Fietje. 
F. No I don’t like that. 
S. Don’t you like it! 
F. (inaudible) 
S. Open your shirt Fietje. 
F. I don’t like it.  
S. Open it Fietje. 
S. Open it (Criminal File, 2009, p. 311) 

 
The transcription of the second independent detective was:  

                                                        
9 For example we regularly held discussion with our research team, and people who were not familiar with the case. These people contradicted, 
challenged, and evaluated our analysis with scepsis. 
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Male: Pascal also liked to take pictures. Or didn’t he. 
Female:...(inaudible) 
Male: Look at me Fietje. 
Female: I don’t like that. 
Male: Do you not like it 
Male: Open your thingy for a while 
Female: The way you ask it I won’t comply. 
Male: You will get it in a minute. 
Female:…(inaudible) 
Male: Open it for a while. 
Female: Like that it is pretty 
Male: Open it for me (Criminal File, 2009, p. 410). 

 
Own transcription: 
 

Ferry: Pascal also liked to take pictures. Or didn’t he. 
Fietje: No come on I’m attracted to you. 
Ferry: Look at me Fietje. 
Fietje: I don’t like it. 
Ferry: Don’t you like that? 
Ferry: Open up your thingy for a while. 
Fietje: It is just sexy like this. 
Ferry: Open it up. 
Fietje: It is just pretty like that. 
Ferry: Open it up for a while. 
Fietje: As such it is pretty isn’t it. 
Ferry: Open it up Fietje. 
 

In the first transcription Fietje is referred to by the first letter of her name while Ferry is referred 
to by the first letter of suspect. In the second transcription the detective uses the more 
objective words male and female. In the first transcription the attention is drawn mostly to the 
fact that Fietje does not like it. Ferry’s coercing character also seems apparent from the 
transcript; because he constantly gives orders while she does not respond or states that she 
does not like it. The second transcription seems more neutral and objective, but is not either. 
The sentence “No come on I’m attracted to you.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 311) is absent from the 
transcription. The police officer probably deleted the sentence because he believed it was an 
exculpatory sentence. Police officers are often misguided by stereotypical beliefs about rape 
when they make investigative decisions (Jordan, 2002, 2004). A rape victim spontaneously 
affirming that she is attracted to her rapist does not conform to stereotypical beliefs concerning 
rape that people hold (Burt, 1980; S. McMahon & Farmer, 2011; Norfolk, 2011). However, under 
coercion rape victims might affirm such things, which are called pseudo-intimacy (Canter, 2000, 
2004; Canter, Bennell, Alison, & Reddy, 2003). The sentence does not contradict a scenario in 
which a cheating spouse tries to win back her man. Especially, since Ferry raises the topic of her 
lover Pascal in the beginning of the transcript. Again Ferry’s coercing character is stressed, Fietje 
responds to a request with “The way you ask it I won’t comply” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 410), and 
Ferry answers “You will get it in a minute.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 410) which could indicate a 
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battery is eminent. The reaction by Fietje is transcribed as inaudible. By doing so all context is 
absent and all interpretations are possible. The last sentence “Open it up for me” (Criminal File, 
2009, p. 410) confirms the coercive atmosphere. In our transcription the relationship seems 
more balanced. Ferry requests something, she argues that it is more pretty or sexy the way it is 
and ends up doing what she wants to do, namely denying his requests.   
 Another example is the transcription of a movie that was recorded on August 26, 2005. 
First transcription by Lead Vice officer: 
 

Fietje is lying completely naked on the bed. She has half a cucumber in her hand, and 
tries to put it in her vagina. This does not succeed. She holds the cucumber against her 
vagina. The television is playing in the room. The following is said during the recording. 
F. First she says something inaudible 
Afterwards 
F. It’s so cold that cucumber. Add a little warmth it’s so cold 
F. Says something inaudible again, and subsequently hides her face with an arm. 
F. Says something inaudible again. 
S. What do you say? Recording is interrupted (Criminal File, 2009, p. 319).  

 
The second transcription: 

(A variety of background sounds from radio or TV)  
Female: This is pretty, hey A cucumber. 
Male: Pretty. 
Female: It makes it more white. It’s so cold. It needs a bit of warmth. Not so 
cold…(inaudible) all at your cock…(inaudible) 
Male: Say you (Criminal File, 2009, p. 411). 
 

Own transcription: 
 

Fietje is lying naked on the bed and grabs a cucumber. She holds it in front of the camera 
and says: Pretty hey, such a cucumber. 
Ferry: Pretty? 
Fietje puts the cucumber in her mouth, Ferry films it. 
Fietje: Not my face (she hides her face with her hand) 
Fietje: It’s so cold, it needs a little bit of warmth (she rubs with the cucumber over her 
vagina) 
Ferry moves Fietje’s leg. 
Fietje: No that way I cannot reach your cock (she hides her face with her arm) 
Fietje: (inaudible) 
Ferry: What do you say? (end of the movie) 
 

In the first transcription the whole scene in which Fietje presents the cucumber, and says it is 
pretty, is absent. Omitting this information is not as innocent as it might seem, because it is not 
consistent with Fietje’s allegation of rape where she stated that “I was simply suffering” 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 164) but in the movie she states that the cucumber that will violate her is 
pretty. Although participation by the victim in true cases of rape is well-documented, the 
participation is coerced (Canter et al., 2003). In the described scene this is not the case. In the 
second transcription, the question mark is absent. By doing so Ferry affirms that the cucumber is 
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pretty while the question mark reflects Ferry’s doubts. The transcriptions reflect a suffering 
victim that is abused not only by the sexual acts but also by the discomfort of the cold 
cucumber. In our transcript, which provides the reader with the entire context, a different image 
emerges. In our transcript the initiative for the cucumber comes from Fietje, and the discomfort 
of the cold is cured by Fietje by rubbing it on her vagina. She also complains that by moving her 
leg she is deprived of touching Ferry’s penis which is not included in either transcription by the 
police. The selective nature of the first transcription becomes apparent through the fact that the 
hiding of the face is transcribed.  
 The transcription of a movie that was also recorded on August 26, 2005 is a final example 
of an investigative bias on the part of the police officers. It seems that the officers are trying to 
prove that the allegation of rape is valid. First transcription: 
 

Fietje is lying on the bed with half a cucumber, and tries to put it in her vagina. This does 
not succeed, which is not to Ferry’s liking. The following conversation between both 
takes place. 
S. Don’t be silly, missy 
F. He does not go any deeper 
S. Shall I try it? 
F. No Ferry you will hurt me. It is very hard and thick 
S. Take something else then 
F. Says something inaudible 
S. No, no take something else 
F. No, I find that not fair 
S. Grab a banana or something 
F. I don’t have it 
S. Well come on then, go away 
F. No I am not going away 
S. Come on clean it (cucumber), and grab something else. You should not ruin it then. 
S. You have to insert at least half of it 
F. says irritated. That is not possible 
S. Then you have to take something else, something less thick 
F. I have nothing else 
S. Ah come on. Grab a bottle of wine, or something. What do I know 
F. May I also put it in your ass, then? 
S. No 
F. No! We had an agreement 
F. We nevertheless had an agreement 
S. Well, come on? 
F. Well come on what? 
S. I don’t know what you want to insert. You were to buy fruit. 
F. I don’t have time for that. 
S. Well Fietje come on. I find what you’re doing now filthy. Recording is interrupted 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 320). 

 
Second transcription: 
 
 Male: Don’t be silly missy 
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 Female: … (inaudible) 
 Male: May I try once. 

Female: No Ferry you will hurt me. It is very hard and thick. 
Male: Well then. Grab something else. 
Female: … (inaudible) 
Male: No, no, no. Grab something else. 
Female: No, I find that not fair 
Male: Grab a banana or something 
Female. I don’t have it 
Male. Well come on then, go away. 
Female. No I don’t know. 
Male: Come on clean it. Grab something else. You should not ruin it then. I think. You 
have to insert at least half of it. 
Female: That won’t work. 
Male: Then you have to take something else, something less thick. 
Female: I have nothing else. 
Male: Ah come on. 
Female: Come on Ferry. 
Male: Then, just grab a bottle of wine. What do I know. 
Female: May I also put it in your ass. 
Male: No 
Female: No, we had an agreement … (inaudible) 
Male: …(inaudible) … Fietje …(inaudible) 
Female: We nevertheless had an agreement. 
Male: Well come on then. 
Female: But what then. 
Male: I don’t know what you have … (inaudible) You were supposed to buy a car 
Female: I didn’t have time for it 
Male: Yes. That’s what you’re saying. 
Female: … (inaudible) 
Male: Well Fietje. Come on. 
Male: Come on Fietje. Do you have to with your foot? Or rub in (Criminal File, 2009, p. 
411). 

 
Own transcription: 
 
 Fietje is penetrating herself with a cucumber while she is thumb sucking. 

Ferry: Don’t be silly missy 
 Fietje: … (inaudible) 
 Ferry: May I try once? 

Fietje: No Ferry you will hurt me. It is very hard and thick, it’s not euh 
Ferry: Well then. Grab something else. 
Fietje: … (inaudible) put it in your ass 
Ferry: No, no, no. Grab something else. 
Fietje: No, I find that not fair 
Ferry: Come on, grab a banana or something 
Fietje: I don’t have it 
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Ferry: Well come on then, go away. 
Fietje. No I am not going away 
Ferry: Come on clean it, and grab something else. You should not ruin it then. I think, you 
have to insert at least half of it. 
Fietje.: That won’t work. 
Ferry:: Then you have to take something else, something less thick. 
Fietje.: I have nothing else. 
Ferry:: Ah come on, you have something else. 
Fietje: Come on Ferry. 
Ferry:: Then, just grab a bottle of wine. What do I know. 
Fietje.: May I also put it in your ass, then? 
Ferry:: No 
Fietje: No? We had an agreement (inaudible) 
Ferry: Come on Fietje. 
Fietje: We had an agreement, didn’t we? 
Ferry: Well come on. 
Fietje: Well come on what? 
Ferry: No, I don’t know what you want to insert. You were supposed to buy a vibrator. 
Fietje: Well, I don’t have time for that, you know. 
Ferry:: Yes, that’s what you’re saying. 
Fietje: (inaudible) 
Ferry:: Well Fietje come on … Come on Fietje. Don’t do that with your foot, I find that 
filthy.  
Fietje: (inaudible) End of movie 
 

By adding “This does not succeed, which is not to Ferry’s liking.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 320) in 
the first transcription a coercive atmosphere is created. Both transcriptions create an unequal 
relationship with a dominant Ferry and a submissive Fietje while our own transcription shows 
the opposite. Ferry respects Fietje’s objections, proposes to take something less thick, and does 
not insist when his request “Shall I try it?” is denied by Fietje (Criminal File, 2009, p. 320). 
 The context of Fietje sucking her thumb is absent in both transcriptions. By doing so the 
first sentence “Don’t be silly, missy” gets a totally different connotation, especially in the first 
transcription in which a displeased Ferry is created. The subjective nature of the transcriptions is 
best exemplified by the fact that one can hear clearly that Fietje was supposed to buy a vibrator 
which would probably be easier to insert, while the first police officer transcribes it as fruit and 
the second as a car. A car is somewhat farfetched given the context. There are too many 
aberrations in the same incriminating direction for Ferry to attribute it to coincidence. If the 
deviations were a coincidence, one would expect as many exculpatory deviations as 
incriminating ones, but that is not the case. The judges described it as follows in their judgment: 
 

The suspect has played in court (behind closed doors) the audio of one of the movies 
the Public Prosecutor based her argument of guilt on. Contrary to what the Public 
Prosecutor argued for the court, a disrespectful, unequal situation is out of the 
question. [Fietje]10 says that something is hurting her, and the court hears the suspect 
saying that she should take something else. Later on [Fietje]reminds the suspect that 

                                                        
10 In the original transcript Fietje’s last name is used. Since we altered all names, including witnesses, police officers, the psychologist, GP and Public 
Prosecutor for confidentiality reasons we changed it in our pseudonym of her. 
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she fulfilled her part of the agreement, and therefore he should do the same. She 
literally says Agreement is agreement. In summary, the suspect bears in mind how the 
sexual behaviors affect [Fietje], and [Fietje] does not act submissive in that movie. Also 
on the other movies the court has watched, an unequal situation is not depicted 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 463).  
 

The filmed battery 
 
  There is yet another movie that, according to Fietje, proves her point. In the movie a 
battery committed by Ferry on November 6, was recorded and Fietje filed an allegation on 
November 9 2005. Fietje testified “Subsequently, I called to the police, and went to the ER. Over 
there my finger appeared to be contused and my ligaments stretched. My fingers were taped 
and splinted” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 107). However, if Fietje had gone to the ER, a report would 
have been made and such a report is not included in the criminal file. Thus, Fietje’s story cannot 
be checked. An alternate explanation of events was offered by Ferry. Ferry stated that on the 
day in question, “Fietje was cursing. I, then, took my digital camera to film her ranting and 
raving. That totally escalated. Fietje attacked me because I wanted to document her ranting and 
raving.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 195). The police officers challenge Ferry’s point of view: 
 

You’re telling me that there are indeed movies, but that they don’t show Fietje ranting 
and raging. They do however show that Fietje does not want to be filmed, and holds her 
hand in front of the camera. According to Fietje I then took her hand and turned her 
fingers around. No that is not true. Fietje did not hold her hand in front of the camera, 
but wanted to grab the camera and knock it out of my hands. I prevented that from 
happening (Criminal File, 2009, p. 196). 
 

The lead Vice officer transcribed all the movies except this one. Ferry’s lawyer wrote a letter to 
the Public Prosecutor that apparently the police officer saw the movie and drew conclusions 
based on it but that he had not made a transcription of it. Subsequently the independent 
detective transcribed the movie as follows: 
 

Several background noises. Several persons are all talking at the same time. An 
automatic carport is moving. Female: … (inaudible) 
Female: Hello … (inaudible) 
Child: Hi. 
Female: Watch out, or I will knock the camera out of your hands. Let’s see what happens 
then. Yes. Pig. Do you like to film me after you insulted me with everything ugly. 
Female: He’s wearing his arch supports and his good shoes. 
Female: Are you giving those to your own child or are you neglecting your children the 
whole time. 
Child: What are you doing now. 
Female: Making a movie. That’s what he does. He finds that amazing. Probable sound of 
touching camera/microphone. 
Male: The sound is recorded. You stay out also. 
Child: Jeez man. (Criminal File, 2009, pp. 412-413). 
 

The transcription seems to support Ferry’s scenario. The judges described it as follows in their 
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judgment: 
 

The imagery of the events on November 6, 2005, which the court saw in session, do not 
represent the facts as depicted by [Fietje]. The imagery seems more consistent with the 
suspect’s statement (Criminal File, 2009, p. 463). 
 

Again, it seems that Fietje filed a false allegation, but this time it was a false allegation of assault. 
The police officer who saw the video, however, seems to have been suffering from tunnel 
vision11. Tunnel vision refers to a process in which police officers focus only on the suspect. The 
police officers so desperately want the suspect to be guilty that a set of prejudices and biases is 
activated that make the police officers ignore any exculpatory evidence and see proof of guilt 
everywhere (Martin, 2001). One of the driving forces of tunnel vision is a phenomenon called 
confirmation bias. Confirmation bias is the tendency of people to seek affirming information 
concerning a previously held hypothesis (Nickerson, 1998). Another such driving force is belief 
perseverance. Belief perseverance is people’s tendency to keep believing that their hypothesis is 
true even in light of evidence that completely dismisses the hypothesis (Findley & Scott, 2006). 
In the current case the police officer probably firmly believes that Ferry is a rapist who also 
physically abuses Fietje, he then sees a movie that shows the opposite but still believes that 
Ferry attacked Fietje and confronts Ferry with his faulty conclusion.  
 
The Lines 
 
 During the search of Ferry’s premises on February 13, 2006, written documents were 
found in the basement, and were confiscated. One of the documents supposedly contained the 
lines Fietje supposedly was forced to write for Ferry. Fietje stated “He forced me to write lines 
[…]”(Criminal File, 2009, p. 64). Ferry stated “You’re telling me that I forced her to write lines. 
Fietje wanted to do that herself.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 194). Fietje and Ferry disagree on the 
source of the lines, but that's not all. The lines were found in the basement while Fietje stated 
“He would keep them, and put them in the safe […]”(Criminal File, 2009, p. 146). It might seem a 
trivial difference were it not that according to Fietje, Ferry used the lines to blackmail her. Now 
that the lines were found in the open in an easily accessible part of the house, the blackmailing 
part seems implausible. Fietje also stated “I had to deliver the lines to the ex-wife of Pascal”, 
which also contradicts the validity of the blackmail story (Criminal File, 2009, p. 64). Fietje’s 
statements are also contradictions of each other and her statement “I had to deliver the lines to 
the ex-wife of Pascal” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 64), does not seem valid since these lines were 
found in the basement and not in the possession of Pascal’s ex-wife. When Fietje is confronted 
by the police officers with the confiscated lines and the contradiction with previous statements 
by Fietje to the police officers, she stated:  
 

You tell me that in my original allegation I testified that I had to deliver the lines to the 
ex-wife of Pascal? Yes that’s right. I did not do that, but he threatened me for days that I 
should do that. I had to ring at her door, and give her the lines so that she could see that 
I was a really bad woman (Criminal File, 2009, pp. 146-147). 
 

                                                        
11 The filmed battery is posted on http://www.npo.nl/de-vijfde-dag/27-02-2013/EO_101196101. The fragment starts at 11minutes 28 seconds. It is 

embedded in a television program that was made about the case. The program as well as the fragment is in Dutch.   
 

http://www.npo.nl/de-vijfde-dag/27-02-2013/EO_101196101
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The police officers did not ask Fietje why she dared to resist Ferry or how he reacted to her 
disobedience. 
  There is also confusion about whether the confiscated lines are authentic. Fietje stated:  
 

You’re telling me that I handed over a note with lines I was forced by Ferry to write. You 
ask me whether I still had that note at home or that I wrote that note myself when I 
intended to file allegations of assault and rape? I wrote the lines again after I already left 
Ferry, and lived with my mother. I thought that that it might be important, and therefore 
I wrote the lines once again.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 160).  
 

The quote gives the impression that Fietje handed over a set of lines to the police. There is, 
however, just one set of lines in the criminal file, and according to the police that set was found 
and confiscated in the basement. If Fietje also handed over a set of lines to the police, then the 
police withheld exculpatory evidence. Based on the criminal file, it is impossible to reveal the 
truth about the lines. Additionally, rewriting the lines could be construed as an effort to forge or 
tamper with evidence. What can be concluded, based on the criminal file, is that Fietje 
confessed a crime, and once again, the police officers did not do anything about it. 
 
An Analysis of a Narrative from Fietje 
 
 Fietje testified to the police that after the reconciliation holiday in France, Ferry dropped 
her off at the house of Pascal , and that she had to walk home under awful circumstances: 
 

I forgot to tell you that on the day we returned from the holiday he threw me out of the 
car. He dropped me off in front of the door of Pascal. It was around 00.30 a.m. He told 
me that I had to ring the door at Pascal’s and ask him whether I could sleep over there. I 
told him that I did not want to do that. Subsequently he told me that I had to walk home 
then. Which is a walk of at least 20 minutes. In high heels, in summer wear, in the 
pouring rain and at night (Criminal File, 2009, p. 147). 
 

The police officers did not ask Pascal about the circumstances of that night, not even when 
Pascal seemed to spontaneously testify about that night: 
 

I moved out. Once I was over at my wife’s home to help put the children to bed when 
suddenly Fietje was at the door. She said that Ferry dropped her off. I told her tough luck 
because I did not live at that address anymore, and I certainly did not want to continue 
any relationship with her (Criminal File, 2009, p. 167). 
 

The first discrepancy between Fietje and Pascal’s story is when Pascal stated that Fietje rang the 
doorbell and asked whether she could sleep over, whereas Fietje told the police that she did not 
want to ring the doorbell. The second discrepancy is not as apparent and concerns the time of 
day, 12:30 a.m. seems a bit late to put young children to bed; however this is the time Fietje 
claims she arrived at Pascal’s door. Pascal did not offer a time, and the police officers did not ask 
him what time Fietje showed up in order to corroborate her story. The third discrepancy 
concerns the weather that night; however, the police officers did not inquire about this. The 
weather is important because Fietje stated that she walked home in the pouring rain. On the 
website of the Royal Dutch Meteorological Institute it is noted that on September 5, 2005 the 
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day of the events 0 mm of rain was measured, just like on September 4, and 6, (KNMI, 2016). 
The fourth and final discrepancy concerns Fietje’s walking route. , the police officers did not 
inquire about the shoes Fietje was wearing since she always wore sneakers on the holiday 
photos, which makes it unlikely that she wore high heels on the way home. Fietje stated that 
she had to walk for at least 20 minutes. The distance between the house of Pascal and the 
house of Ferry is 1.3 km. A walker with an average tempo could walk that distance in 
approximately 10 minutes, and a slow walker would not exceed 15 minutes (Supratak et al., 
2016). Although, one cannot exclude that Fietje who wore sneakers on the in total 156 pictures 
of the holiday would wear less comfortable high heels on the way home, it seems unlikely that 
even high heels would make her exceed the minutes needed for a slow walker to walk that 
distance by more than five minutes. To make a comparison, Supratak et al. (2016) found that a 
patient with multiple scleroses could walk the distance in 15 minutes and 30 seconds. Fietje 
states “I had to walk past isolated areas ….” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 147). The distance between 
Pascal’s house and Ferry’s house is approximately 1.3 km and is densely populated. There is 
about 200 meters of viaduct which is vacant. Thus, there is only one distance of 200 meter, a 
viaduct that crosses a highway, that could fit the description of isolated areas by Fietje, the rest 
is densely populated with one house build next to the other. The police officers, however, did 
not investigate all these points despite obvious contradictions between the stories of Fietje and 
Pascal. 
 
Battered Woman Syndrome 
 
 Some of Fietje’s behaviors described in the following paragraphs or earlier in our analysis 
might seem consistent with the construct of Battered Woman Syndrome (BWS), Stockholm 
Syndrome or the Traumatic Bond (Adorjan, Christensen, Kelly, & Pawluch, 2012; Anderson et al., 
2003; Bletzer & Koss, 2004; Craven, 2003; Demaris, 2005; D. G. Dutton & Painter, 1993; M. A. 
Dutton, 1996; Faigman & Wright, 1997; Fernandez, 2007; D. L. Graham, E. Rawlings, & N. Rimini, 
1988; D. Graham, E. Rawlings, & N. Rimini, 1988; Martin, 2001; M. McMahon, 1999; 
Muehlenhard & Peterson, 2005; O'Neal, Spohn, Tellis, & White, 2014; Ryan, 2004; Savage, 2006; 
Stubbs, 1991; Stubbs & Tolmie, 1999; Walker, 1984, 2006). Because Stockholm Syndrome and 
the Traumatic Bond are branches from the same tree, BWS, we will only discuss BWS in the 
context of this case. BWS is a syndrome that is used to explain the behavior of battered women 
in an abusive romantic relationship (Craven, 2003). BWS is most commonly used as a self-
defense strategy in criminal cases in which the battered woman kills the abusive partner 
(Savage, 2006). BWS serves as an explanation for why some women opt for killing their partner 
rather than fleeing the abusive relationship by leaving their partner (Fernandez, 2007). Fietje 
has not killed Ferry, so at first sight BWS could not apply to Fietje. It might, however serve as an 
explanation for why Fietje did not leave Ferry for 23 years and was hiding the abuse all these 
years.  

Two core constructs of BWS are learned helplessness and the Walker cycle theory of 
violence (Faigman & Wright, 1997). Learned helplessness is a theory that was proposed by 
Seligman (1972) following his observations of the behavior of animals in his experiments. 
Seligman and Maier (1967), and Overmier and Seligman (1967) observed that escape or 
avoidance learning was impaired in dogs in case the dogs were first confronted with inescapable 
aversive experiences. The researchers administered electric shocks to dogs in their experiments. 
The dogs could escape or avoid the shocks by exhibiting certain behavior (e.g. by pressing a 
panel or by jumping over a barrier). The dogs quickly learned the appropriate behavior to avoid 
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the shocks, unless the dogs were first submitted to inescapable electric shocks. The theory of 
learned helplessness by Seligman (1972), posits that the majority of organisms that are 
confronted with numerous uncontrollable traumata will not exhibit adaptive behavior when 
confronted with a new trauma.  

The Walker cycle theory of violence states that there are three distinct stages in a 
recurrent battering cycle. Stage one is the tension building stage, stage two is the acute 
battering stage, and stage three is the loving contrition stage. During the first stage the tension 
builds gradually and the batterer displays hostility and dissatisfaction but not in an extreme 
form. The friction continues to escalate until the second stage, the acute battering, becomes 
inescapable. The third stage is characterized by remorse and loving behavior on the part of the 
batterer. The third stage according to Walker (1984) is the stage that provides the 
reinforcement for the battered woman to stay in the relationship.  

BWS and the associated theories of learned helplessness and the Walker cycle of 
violence could explain Fietje’s behavior. In case the allegations are valid, Fietje sustained the 
rapes and batteries for 23 years without seeking any help or disclosing the abusive nature of her 
relationship to anyone. However, the validity of the construct of BWS is criticized (Craven, 2003; 
D. G. Dutton & Painter, 1993; M. A. Dutton, 1996; Faigman & Wright, 1997; Fernandez, 2007; M. 
McMahon, 1999; Savage, 2006; Stubbs, 1991; Stubbs & Tolmie, 1999). Due to several 
methodological problems M. McMahon (1999) concluded that the construct of BWS lacked 
sufficient scientific basis for its use. An extensive evaluation of the methodological flaws of the 
studies on BWS is beyond the scope of our analysis, we will cite Faigman and Wright (1997) 
instead: 

 
The battered woman syndrome illustrates all that is wrong with the law's 
use of science. The working hypothesis of the battered woman syndrome was 
first introduced in Lenore Walker's 1979 book, The Battered Woman. When it 
made its debut, this hypothesis had little more to support it beyond the clinical 
impressions of a single researcher. Five years later, Walker published a second 
book that promised a more thorough investigation of the hypothesis. However, 
this book contains little more than a patchwork of pseudo-scientific methods 
employed to confirm a hypothesis that its author and participating researchers 
never seriously doubted. Indeed, the 1984 book would provide an excellent 
case study for psychology graduate students on how not to conduct empirical 
research. (Faigman & Wright, 1997, p. 68).  
 
Besides the question of validity, BWS does not seem to apply to Fietje. On August 23rd 

Fietje’s psychologist, Penny, tested Fietje extensively. Fietje filled the NVM, SCL-90, UCL, NPV, 
MMPI-II and ZAT in (NPV; Nederlandse Verkorte MMPI-II, Dutch Shortened MMPI-II, SCL-90; 
Symptom Check List, UCL; Utrechtse Coping Lijst, Utrecht Coping List, NPV; Nederlandse 
Persoonlijkheidsvragenlijst, Dutch Personality Questionnaire, MMPI-II; Minesota Multiphasic 
Personality Inventory 2, ZAT; Zin Aanvul Test, Sentence Completion test). The validity and 
reliability of NVM, SCL-90, UCL, NPV, and MMPI-II are well tested and the tests proofed to be 
valid and reliable measures (Kloens, Barelds, Luteijn, & Schaap, 2002). The ZAT is a projective 
test. In her test report the psychologist does not mention any characteristics of BWS as defined 
by Walker (1984) or the revised characteristics of BWS as defined by Walker (2006). Nor does 
the psychologist mentions any sign of batteries, rapes or an abusive relationship. The 
psychologist states in her report that the current psychological problems originate in Fietje’s 
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early childhood and were probably caused by her mother’s problematic nature. The psychologist 
states that “Client would fare well in an environment that walks along with her, and when 
necessary adjusts, blow the whistle on or corrects her.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 241).  
 
The Witnesses 
 
 The GP 
  
 On September 28, 2005 a request form was sent by the police officers to the GP of Ferry 
and Fietje to obtain medical information. Either the police officers or the GP noted on the form 
that Fietje was battered on September 28, 2005. The next day the GP wrote in a brief report 
that several bruises were observed on Fietje’s body. The report did not mention where on the 
body the bruises were located, what might have caused the bruises, the age of the bruises, or 
the date they were observed. 

The GP then wrote a new report on November 4 that stated, “I regularly saw madam 
because of the disrupted relationship with her husband. During these contacts she told me that 
she constantly was abused psychologically as well as physically. She illustrated this by several 
hemorrhages all over her body.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 244). The reason for the new report is 
unclear; however, it is more incriminating for Ferry than the previous report. The GP started the 
report with the sentence “Following a request by the aforementioned client I send you this 
report.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 244). The report is written following a request by Fietje. The GP 
also testified that Fietje was the only source for the conclusions “In the police report I already 
described this. It’s not my job to check whether there is indeed violence, and who causes this 
violence, but I assume that the client tells the truth” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 244). That is, the GP 
trusted Fietje to tell the truth even after the GP found out that Fietje had already lied about 
being raped. Fietje apparently convinced the GP: 

 
I told the GP in the presence of Ferry that I lied. Later, I visited the GP alone and told the 
GP what was really going on. I showed him my bruises, and told him everything. Then the 
GP told me that a drowning man will clutch at a straw, and I understand that well now. 
[…] Ferry constantly thought that the GP was on his side, and that the GP also thought 
that I was very bad, but I had very good talks with the GP, he saw that Ferry went about 
things the wrong way, and that it was an alarming situation, and that Ferry had extreme 
sadistic traits. Although he found the situation very disturbing he could, as a GP, not do 
anything about it at the time. He was, however, prepared when asked by the police, to 
put his diagnosis in a medical report. He saw that I had hemorrhages, and in a 2nd report 
to the police he showed that the situation is disturbing and that he finds that in the 
interest of myself and the children the situation should be interrupted as soon as 
possible. (Criminal File, 2009, pp. 128-129). 
 

This fragment of Fietje’s statement demonstrates that she gradually won the GP over, and that 
the initiative to write the report stems from Fietje which is also corroborated by the GP’s 
statement “Following a request by the aforementioned client I send you this report.” (Criminal 
File, 2009, p. 244).  

The GP wrote “That’s why I, by writing this report express my concerns about the current 
situation that has to be discontinued one way or the other. At the moment I have no means to 
intervene.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 244). It is not clear what the GP means by the current 
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situation. Fietje had already moved in with her mother on July 20. Every visit from Fietje into the 
home of Ferry from that moment on would have been voluntary. The GP seems to suggest to 
the police to arrest Ferry by adding that “the current situation that has to be discontinued one 
way or the other. At the moment I have no means to intervene.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 244)..  

Fietje also seems to have been thinking that the GP would incorporate anything she 
wanted: 

 
You tell me that I testified that I told Dr. Clovis everything that happened so also the 
sexual abuse. You’re telling me that Dr. Clovis does not speak of the sexual abuse in his 
report? Yes, that’s right. He does not mention that in his report. I think that this GP is 
very reserved and prudent on that matter. I have an appointment with Dr. Clovis at noon 
because Ferry bruised my fingers so severely that I ended up in the ER. This battery was 
also again in the presence of the children. My fingers still hurt a lot, so I will return to the 
GP, and I also will discuss this, the sexual abuse, with him. I will tell him that in the mean 
time I visited you, the police. I will ask him to put, what I told him about the sexual 
abuse, in the report. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 129). 
 

Thus, any comment concerning sexual abuse from the GP would always have Fietje as a source, 
and would not be the consequence of any physical examination by the GP. Fietje, however, 
seems wary of a refusal by the GP and takes precautions: 
 

I’m not really certain whether I told this to my GP, because I told so many people about 
it. You’re telling me that I should ask him whether I discussed the sexual abuse in the 
past with him, and to put that in the report. I will ask him.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 129). 

The police officers seem to hand over the police investigation to Fietje. The process of finding 
out the truth would probably have been better served by investigating the matter themselves. 
For instance, they could have studied the medical records.12  
 

The psychologist 
 
 Fietje’s psychologist, Penny, was interviewed by the police on Friday December 2nd, 

2005: 
I met Ferry once during therapy. From this meeting, the stories of Fietje combined with 
my knowledge of personality disorders I am extremely concerned about the safety of 
Fietje and her children. Besides that I am also concerned with Ferry namely with the way 
he develops himself (Criminal File, 2009, p. 129).  
 

                                                        
12 It should be noted that after his acquittal, Ferry pressed charges against the GP for the disciplinary tribunal. The disciplinary tribunal 

reprimanded the GP: 
It’s important that defendant was the GP of complainant as well as his (ex-) wife. The defendant therefore was responsible for both. On 
the basis of the documents and the session of the disciplinary tribunal, the disciplinary tribunal sees no other option than to conclude 
that the defendant completely relied on what was told to him by the (ex-) wife. He did not verify anything with the complainant. It is 
remarkable that following his reporting to the policeman on the beat on August 15 2005, there were no facts or circumstances that 
warranted his fear for escalation, but he still expresses his fear in the letter of November 4th 2005, without asking complainant what the 
current situation was. During the session of the disciplinary tribunal it became apparent that contrary to the testimony of the defendant 
that the request to write the letter came from the police, the request actually came from the ex-wife and not directly from the police. 
Moreover, the statement in the letter of November 4th 2005, is not neutral, now defendant testifies that he assumes that his client is 
telling the truth. The defendant also never mentioned that the complainant denied outright that there was  any domestic abuse 
whatsoever. The disciplinary tribunal judges that there was absolutely no reason to write the report. The charges are therefore judged 
valid. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 699) 
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On the basis of one meeting with Ferry, the psychologist expressed her concern about the safety 
of Fietje and her children to the GP and the police; however, it is a violation of the code of 
conduct to express such judgments without thorough investigation (Boelhouwer & Koene, 
2007).Although her concern for Fietje was probably unwarranted since Fietje had been living 
with her mother for more than six months at the time, her concern for the children could have 
been valid, since Fietje left the children with Ferry: 
 

On September 14, around 21.30 or 22.00, he literally kicked me out of the house. The 
children were sleeping. I decided then and there to leave my children anyway. I could not 
take them with me. They were sleeping, and I was thinking 
‘I’m not going back’ and ‘I can’t go back’ and ‘I’m not going back anymore because that 
man will kill me’ (Criminal File, 2009, p. 140). 
 
About leaving the children to live with Ferry, Fietje stated “As soon as I have my own 

place, I want to offer my children decent, fulltime shelter” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 142), “I did 
that among other things, because I can’t be there for my children at the time, and can’t take 
responsibility for my children” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 129), and:  

 
I would like to have my children with me as soon as possible. I know that I’m capable 
enough to take care of them. The problem is that I don’t have a place of my own, and my 
mother’s has no space for 2 children (Criminal File, 2009, p. 143). 
 

The statements from Fietje seem to indicate that Fietje left her children with Ferry due to 
practical considerations. 

When the police officers contacted the housing association to plead her case and stress 
the urgency of the matter, the response was clarifying “At this time little support from the 
housing association is to be expected, because Fietje did not act upon any of the advice.” 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 1368).  

The police officers also noticed that Fietje left her children in an allegedly life-threatening 
situation: 

 
You ask me whether I wasn’t afraid or maybe still am that Ferry, considering his 
aggressive behavior, and considering that I myself have seen bruises on the head of 
Bettine, and considering the excessive alcohol consumption by Ferry, that he actually 
also is not capable to take care of the children? He has a lot of feelings of responsibility, I 
think. He wants to do it all well, but there is something inside him that makes that 
impossible. And of course he also has an extreme badness. And that extreme badness, I 
think, must be helped very much [Fietje expressed it like that. We think that she means 
that he must be treated for his bad character] (Criminal File, 2009, p. 143). 
 

It seems a difficult combination, an aggressive alcoholic with a lot of feelings of responsibility. 
Yet the police officers did not ask how to combine all these traits or what about the safety of the 
children.  

Let us return to the psychologist. There is uncertainty about the validity of the police 
report of the psychologist’s statement. The end of the police report reads “After clear reading 
aloud of the statement the witness persevered and signed in concept” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 
129). But the signature of the psychologist is lacking. In her reaction to the charges Ferry 
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pressed against her at the disciplinary tribunal, her lawyer states “The defendant has never seen 
the report of her conversation, and did not agree with his version of the conversation, let alone 
that she would have signed it.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 1031). As a result of her conversation 
with the police officer, the psychologist decided to clarify some things in a letter on December 4, 
2005. She addressed the letter to the GP, but sent a copy to Fietje and the police. The 
psychologist wrote: 

The potential primary narcissistic personality combined with underlying vulnerability, 
could with increased tension result in first instance in fierce breakthroughs of impulses 
(anger), and in second instance to breakthroughs of anxiety (confusion, derealisation, 
depersonalization, paranoia). The breakthroughs of anxiety will not be damaging for the 
environment, but the breakthroughs of impulses will. Not seldom, it leads to the 
destruction of the source of anger (wife and children), with the goal to eliminate all 
humiliations, and subsequently to end the own conscience and unbearable suffering 
(being alone, being abandoned, being afraid to live on) with suicide. It is estimated that 
actual danger for client is eminent, especially in case the partner is addressed judicially 
or is corrected for his behavior (Criminal File, 2009, p. 237). 

The far-reaching statements were, as stated before, not based on any investigation, but on one 
meeting with Ferry. The psychologist wrote in the beginning of her letter: 

The hypotheses I have about partner stem from a single observation, and are deducted 
from the stories of client, combined with theoretical knowledge of my profession. 
However, these assumptions should be handled with care, since one can never diagnose 
personality disorders without thorough investigation (as is done with client) (Criminal 
File, 2009, p. 233). 

The psychologist admits that she never did any serious investigation into Ferry. When she was 
confronted by the lawyer of Ferry about her conduct, she responded: 

The lawyer confronts me with the fact that I write in the beginning of my report of 
December 4, 2005 that one can never diagnose personality disorders without thorough 
investigation. That is correct, but I decided nevertheless to dedicate a consideration on 
Ferry because the story of [Fietje] concerned me and I did not dare to exclude that actual 
danger would arise for her (Criminal File, 2009, p. 388). 

The report apparently was established in consultation with the police and Fietje: 
The lawyer confronts me with the last sentence of my report of December 4, 2005. 
Herein I state that I estimated that actual danger for client is eminent, especially in case 
the partner is addressed judicially or is corrected for his behavior. At that time I already 
knew that Brand had filed an allegation. Earlier I told you that I also knew that the police 
was going to elevate the pressure on Ferry. You confront me with the fact that at the 
time of the report of December 4, 2005 Ferry already was addressed judicially by [Fietje]. 
You ask me whether I took that point into consideration. I find that a difficult question to 
answer. I knew that Ferry already received a letter from a lawyer In my recollection the 
police told me that they would really show him a trick or two. I was more concerned over 
that than the single fact that he had received a letter from a lawyer (Criminal File, 2009, 
p. 388). 
Fietje stopped seeing the psychologist immediately after Fietje had received the report. 

In the psychologist’s reaction to the charges Ferry pressed against her, her lawyer states: 
The treatment of Ms. B. was closed by the defendant in March, 2006, after she had seen 
her for the last time in the end of December, 2005. Madam B. did not respond to any of 
the invitation letters. Possibly she did not receive these because she would go to a 



 
 
 

Copyright © 2017 International Investigative Interviewing Research Group                              II-RP, 8(1), 59-97 (2017)            84 

 
   

Zutter et al.                                                                                A relationship, a Venereal Disease, and its Aftermath 

domestic violence shelter. The defendant does not know whether that actually was the 
case (Criminal File, 2009, p. 1031). 

As the psychologist wrote it in her report Fietje was in eminent danger, she could have been 
killed by Ferry. The fact that Fietje suddenly disappeared without any explanation or warning 
should have worried the psychologist, at least if the psychologist believed that her own report 
was valid. The psychologist, however, did not take her own warnings to heart. She did not alert 
the police officers or any other officials when she lost contact with Fietje. The psychologist did 
not check whether Fietje was living safely in a domestic violence shelter. For Fietje all treatment 
goals seemed fulfilled after she obtained the report because she discontinued the therapy. The 
psychologist testified on that matter: 
 

At this moment I’m no longer treating [Fietje]. In December, 2005, I saw her last. She 
then suddenly stood in front of my door with a box of chocolates. On April 4, I wrote her 
a letter with the question whether she wanted to close the file. I never received a 
reaction to the letter (Criminal File, 2009, p. 388). 
 
The other witnesses 
 
The GP and the psychologist could be considered direct witnesses, which is why their 

statements were analyzed separately. The police officers also questioned witnesses who could 
only offer statements based on hearsay. The day after the neighborhood barbeque Fietje had 
contact with Judith Kerkhof, a social worker. The police officers asked her to write a report:  

 
As a result of your request by telephone on 4-1-2006 to provide information of the 
content of the contact of Ms [Fietje] with the I.M.W. [Institute for Social Work], I inform 
you that F. [Fietje] presented herself at our office on 19-7-2005. In the conversation I had 
with her, she declared that there was a matter of long-term relational problems, to the 
extent that she could no longer live with him under the same roof. He supposedly called 
her a whore and pound and kick her. She supposedly tried for a long time to cope with 
the situation, but she now realized that she can’t anymore. Ms gave permission to 
provide this information to you. I hope to have informed you sufficiently.  
 

Because the police officers and Fietje situate the conversation on September 19, and no trace 
was found of a contact on July 19, it seems fair to conclude that the social worker was mistaken 
about the date. In the Social Worker’s report only psychological and physical abuse is mentioned 
and not rape. On January 4, 2006, the allegations of rape had already been filed by Fietje, but at 
the time of the conversation with the social worker only an allegation of assault was filed. At the 
neighborhood barbeque Fietje only talked about assault and there was no mention of rape. 
 The previously mentioned witnesses Marcia and Paulien also provided hearsay 
testimonies. They did not know Ferry. But they also only testified about physical abuse and not 
rape. They were interviewed twice by the police officers, on October 13 and on December 21st, 
2005. The first statements are brief. Paulien’s statement consists of 15 lines and Marcia’s of half 
a page. The first statements do not contain a character sketch of Ferry nor a reference to sexual 
abuse. Marcia, however, states: 
 

I saw that Ferry was very drunk. I want to mention that in my witness statement because 
I think Ferry abuses his children psychologically. He does not take proper care of the 
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children. Fietje told me that Ferry is mainly aggressive when he drinks. He drank a lot at 
the barbeque, and was very drunk. I found it not a pleasant situation for the children 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 85).  
 

The police officers did not ask how he abused his children, or what Marcia based her judgment 
on. Her source was Fietje. 
 The statements of December 15, are much more elaborate, two pages for Paulien and 
three pages for Marcia. Now the statements do include references to sexual abuse. Paulien 
stated:  
 

You’re asking me whether I heard something about sexual abuse. I heard from Marcia 
that Ferry also took naked pictures of Fietje. I did not hear that from Fietje herself. Apart 
from that I heard nothing about sexual abuse. I did gather from Fietje that the batteries 
were sexually tinged (Criminal File, 2009, p. 82). 
 

Marcia stated: 
 

You’re asking me whether Fietje said something about sexual abuse. She told me that 
Ferry took naked pictures of her. She had to assume different positions, and Ferry 
photographed her then. She was very ashamed of it. Apart from that she never said 
anything about sexual abuse. That does not mean that it did not happen. That man is 
dangerously ill, and has Fietje totally in his power. (Criminal File, 2009, p. 88). 
 

The statements do not contribute anything about the crime or the validity of the allegations. 
They do, however, create a negative atmosphere vis–à–vis the suspect. Although Paulien denied 
knowing anything about the sexual abuse, she ended with the phrase “I did gather from Fietje 
that the batteries were sexually tinged” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 82). The police officers did not 
ask what sexually tinged batteries were. Marcia also denied knowing anything about sexual 
abuse, but she stated that Ferry was capable of it.  
 One could wonder why Paulien and Marcia suddenly are talking about sexual abuse now 
and not in their first statement. There seems to be an explanation within the file. At the time 
first allegation, only an allegation of assault was filed, while at the time of the of the second 
allegation, Fietje also had filed an allegation of rape. Thus, the police officers, in light of the rape 
allegation, questioned the witnesses on the topic of sexual abuse. 

 

The gist of the statements 

 Paulien stated on December 21st, 2005, “I find the situation troublesome. I’m afraid that 
the children suffered permanent psychological damage. This, because I heard from Fietje that the 
children were present when Fietje was battered.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 83) and “I think that the 
children and their father urgently need help” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 83). Paulien also declared: 

During the barbeque I saw that Ferry was pretty sloshed. I saw that he was not drinking out 
of a glass, but out of the bottle. He was drinking in such an extreme way that the other 
neighbors were talking about it. Ferry also was brought home by the neighbors, and he was 
laid down in the hallway of his home. While he had two children lying in their bed. The 
night of the barbeque Fietje had put the children in bed, and had to hand over her keys to 
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Ferry and leave. The children were alone in the house for hours while Ferry was pretty 
sloshed (Criminal File, 2009, p. 83).  

Marcia declared “Beforehand Ferry always looked in proper trim. Nowadays he looks sloppy. He’s 
unshaven, and has red eyes.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 88) and “I suspect that Ferry regularly drinks 
and drives. I always see him with bloodshot eyes. Recently Frits said that daddy bought a lot of 
boxes of wine with grandfather” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 88). She also declared about the night of 
the barbeque: 

Ferry drank so much the night of the barbeque that he could no longer talk normally. My 
husband had a bottle of Bacardi. Everyone took a little bit of Bacardi with cola. Ferry 
poured almost his entire glass full of Bacardi and added a little bit of cola. He drank that 
with incredible ease. Ferry was brought home by the neighbors that night between 02:00 
and 02:15 a.m. The children were at that moment home alone from 21:00 p.m. In the 
mean while Ferry did not walk home once to look at his children (Criminal File, 2009, p. 88). 

 The statements by Marcia and Paulien resemble each other. They declared approximately 
the same on both occasions. Consistency between eyewitnesses, however, does not say anything 
about the validity of the statement, because eyewitnesses often discuss the event with each other 
(Vredeveldt, van Koppen, & Granhag, 2014). Due to an imperfect memory this discussion can 
include erroneous aspects of the witnessed event. One witness’s errors can become part of the 
statement of the other witness, which in turn can lead to miscarriages of justice (Wright, Memon, 
Skagerberg, & Gabbert, 2009). We know for certain that Marcia and Paulien discussed the events 
with each other, because they were interviewed simultaneously by the police officers.  

Marcia testified on that matter on March 17, 2009 “The police has taken a statement from 
each of us. We were sitting together at that moment, and we therefore heard each other’s 
statement.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 383). By doing so, the police officers created an illusion of 
consistency between two seemingly independent witnesses. As noted before, the statements do 
not contribute anything about the validity of the allegations. They do, however, evoke an image of 
an alcoholic who is neglecting his children and puts them in life-threatening situations.  

The police officers, however, seem to believe that this image makes Fietje’s allegations 
more credible. In a report with the heading “Own observation” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 225) the 
police officers wrote “ Be 2 [the police officers mean Ferry] is an alcoholic, he drinks 2 bottles of 
wine a day, and the customary beers. He often starts drinking at noon. When he has been 
drinking, he also drinks and drives with the children in the car.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 225). The 
police officers’ conclusions cannot be based on own observations, since the police officers had yet 
seen Ferry. This means that Fietje is most likely the source of the “Own observation” (Criminal File, 
2009, p. 225). The police officer draws this conclusion twice in the criminal file without any 
evidence for its validity. The phrase “he also drinks and drives with the children in the car.” 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 225) seems incriminating for Ferry; however, he was never arrested for 
drunk driving. Thus, there is no independent observation that confirms that part of the conclusion. 
 The police officers also concluded that Ferry is an alcoholic. Ferry was arrested on February 
13, 2006, and he remained in custody until March 24. He was questioned six times during his 
custody. The first three days, he was questioned daily. In none of the reports withdrawal 
symptoms were mentioned or described. Alcohol withdrawal symptoms are sleeplessness, feelings 
of anxiety, accelerated heart rate, headache, irritation, sweating, trembling, and vomiting (Stewart 
& Brown, 1995). Several symptoms are clearly observable. Thus that part of the conclusion also 
seems to lack validity. 
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 Other witnesses such as Elly, Emma, and Jennifer declared similar things, all with Fietje as 
the sole source. Furthermore, none of the witnesses could testify that Fietje told them about any 
batteries before the first allegation was filed on September 28, 2005. Most witnesses, with the 
exception of Paulien and Marcia, were informed by Fietje in October. Emma declared on 
December 7, 2005, “Later on Fietje and Ferry separated. It wasn’t until then that I heard what had 
happened to her. It was somewhere in October, 2005, that I heard something from Fietje.” 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 93). Similar statements were given by the other witnesses with Fietje as the 
only source, and after September 28. The statements of witnesses who knew Fietje and Ferry 
longer than Marcia and Paulien were more exculpatory than incriminating for Ferry “I have never 
observed any dominant behavior by Ferry.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 93). But the police officers 
seemed to be the victim of belief perseverance, and kept on trying to collect incriminating 
statements. 

 The police officers interviewed several witnesses about the children (e.g. teachers, former 
teachers, and the school principal). The principal wrote in a letter: 

In response to your request13 I send you some information concerning the family [of Ferry 
and Fietje] in general and the children of the family in particular. […] Somewhere in 
September (I do not remember the exact date) the mother of both children reports to me 
without an appointment that she left the parental home. She states that the children 
remained in the custody of the father, and that she is living elsewhere. She also expresses 
her concerns about the children’s parenting now they’re with their father. I hear the 
mother without forming an opinion/taking a stance. Because of the responsibility of a 
school organization concerning the welfare of the children, consequently I instructed the 
teachers of both children to keep a close watch on the functioning of the children. On the 
basis of these observations I can report to you that before and after the leaving of the 
mother of the parental home we did not ascertain any significant difference in their 
development (Criminal File, 2009, p. 257).  

The principal does not confirm the scenario of neglect that was risen in some testimonies. But he 
does not contradict the scenario of constant abuse either. If Ferry physically abused his children, 
the teachers would not observe a difference because the situation has not changed in that case. 
Therefore, it seems a logical next step to interview the children. According to Fietje, the children 
were, after all, victims as well as witnesses of the batteries by Ferry. One could wonder what 
motivated the police officers not to hear these key witnesses, because the children were never 
interviewed.  

Independent witnesses 

 Independent witnesses do not seem to confirm the allegations of Fietje. Her lover Pascal 
stated: 

I told her about my marital problems, and she told me a lot about herself. She found that 
she could give little meaning to her life. She only had her home and the children. Her 
husband was on the road a lot for his work, and I had the idea that she lacked attention. 
My marriage also was not good, and probably because we experienced the same problems 
we got along so well (Criminal File, 2009, p. 166). 

                                                        
13 The report was requested by the police officers. 
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Pascal stated that he thought that a lack of attention was the problem in the relationship of Ferry 
and Fietje. Apparently Fietje never talked about the rapes and the batteries. This is evidenced by 
the surprise he expresses when he is interviewed by the vice squad: 

After approximately 3 months we had sex with each other. I think it was in February or 
March, 2005. In the first three months Fietje only told me that she wanted to be more than 
a housewife, and taking care of the children. Therefore I am surprised that the vice squad is 
intervening. I never heard from Fietje that there more issues at home with her husband. 
This sexual relationship was brief (Criminal File, 2009, p. 166).  

Pascal talked about a lack of sexual contact rather than rape “The first time I had sex with Fietje 
was at the home of Fietje. We were talking about the sexual shortcomings in our own 
relationships. We were comforting each other, and subsequently we had sex.” (Criminal File, 2009, 
p. 166). He testified about the reason to end the relationship as follows “Our sexual relationship 
ended because we both realized that this could no longer continue, and that we had to choose our 
own family.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 166). Fietje testified on that matter: 

I know that I should not have done this, and I think that he had similar thoughts. We were 
very conscious of that fact, and we told each other at a certain moment that this had to 
stop and that we could not continue like this. I told him that I wanted to go for Ferry and 
my children (Criminal File, 2009, p. 125). 

Both statements seem to express a willingness to continue her relationship with Ferry. Her regret 
and willingness to continue the relationship with Ferry is also expressed in the many confiscated 
letters with expressions of love and regret. We will give but two examples “I have remorse, I want 
to fight for our happiness! It hurts me all the way to my soul. It hurts me that you’re in pain. Let 
me make it up the rest of our lives.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 309) and “Ferry, You are the love of my 
life, there is no place for someone else than you and my children in my heart. Kiss Fietje. I am so 
sorry.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 310). The police officers seem to notice that the expressions might 
undermine the credibility of the allegations and confronted Fietje with them. She responded “You 
show me a note on which there is a text that Ferry is the love of my life. I wrote that once but that 
was a long time ago. That was before the relationship with Pascal. We were fighting about 
something then.” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 163). Fietje does not respond with an explanation that 
given the situation speaks for itself, that she wrote the letters out of fear for Ferry, to appease 
him. She testifies instead that she wrote them a long time ago thereby conforming to a stereotype 
of battered women held by lay people (Savage, 2006; Stubbs, 1991). Despite the obvious 
contradictions in the statement the police officers seem satisfied by her response, since they 
stopped asking any questions on the subject and dropped the subject. One contradiction is the 
fact that a lot of the expressions are written in letters on the subject of her relationship with 
Pascal. So while this might be a valid explanation for one expression of love and regret, it cannot 
be a valid explanation for all of them.  

 Pascal is a witness who can testify about the validity of the allegations. He met with Fietje 
in secret, and saw her naked. She could confide in him about the abuse, and he would have seen 
the injuries. Pascal stated on that matter: 

You’re asking me whether I noticed any bruises on Fietje. I only know that one time when I 
had sex with Fietje, I saw blood running out of her vagina. I didn’t think about it any 
further. I haven’t seen any other bruises on Fietje (Criminal File, 2009, p. 168).  
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Vaginal loss of blood can have several causes. Only three seem relevant in this case14. First, blood 
loss can be the consequence of inserting foreign and sharp objects (Bailey, Saavedra, Kushner, 
Welsh, & Janowitzd, 1988). Second, it could be the consequence of rape (Campbell & Alford, 
1989). Third, it can be the consequence of untreated chlamydia (Toth et al., 2007). There is in this 
case supporting evidence for the first as well as for the third explanation, since the insertion of 
objects is filmed, and Fietje as well as Ferry were diagnosed with chlamydia. 
 Pascal did not make any other potentially incriminating statements, but Pascal reinforced 
the negative perception of Ferry by stating at the end “The times that I spoke to Ferry, I found that 
Ferry came across as very dominant and aggressive” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 168). 
 The judges described the statement of Pascal as follows in their judgment: 

What’s left is a witness statement that was decisive for the court. In the period that [Fietje] 
was, according to her allegations, frequently abused, she sought comfort with Pascal , the 
man with whom she shortly afterwards had a sexual relationship. It therefore is an 
independent witness that should have seen, like no other, any potential injury on the body 
of [Fietje]. [Pascal] has stated about that that he hasn’t seen anything […] (Criminal File, 
2009, p. 464). 

Exculpatory statements 
 
Other independent witnesses or witnesses who could potentially provide exculpatory 

statements were not interviewed by the police officers. Ferry told the police officers, for instance, 
that he visited approximately 30 times a company GP, a psychologist, and a social worker. He 
provided their names to the police officers. The police officers did not ask Ferry for permission to 
ask these professionals for a report, and did not do anything with these witnesses. The police 
officers did not interview neighbors, employers, friends, and acquaintances of Ferry. Former 
friends or neighbors of the couple were not interviewed either. These witnesses would not have 
been direct witnesses either but could provide more impartial statements than Fietje’s mother, 
friends, and acquaintances because they would not have Fietje as their only source. Police officers 
have to engage in a process of truth finding rather than trying to prove the case. The psychologist 
of Ferry, for instance, might have conducted a thorough investigation of Ferry and by doing so 
reached valid personality diagnoses about Ferry. Unlike Fietje’s psychologist, this psychologist 
actually saw Ferry more than once. 

The police officers kept exculpatory witnesses or statements as much as possible out of the 
criminal file. It is for instance noted in the police journal, a document that is not part of the 
official15 criminal file and as stated before normally remains concealed, that one witness never 
suspected any abuse whatsoever of Fietje by Ferry. The witness reported that she only saw that 
Ferry was more relaxed now in comparison to before he broke up with Fietje. The police officers 
concluded in the police journal “no witness” (Criminal File, 2009, p. 1365). Two other witnesses 
who could not provide any incriminating statements underwent the same fate in the police 
journal. 
 

 

                                                        
14 The most obvious cause, the menstrual cycle, is excluded. We deemed it irrelevant in this case since Pascal excludes this possibility also, the 

majority of sexually active women do not have sex during their menstrual cycle (Wilcox, Weinberg, & Baird, 1995), and that explanation would be 
exculpatory in itself. 
15 By official criminal file, we mean the criminal file that is handed over to the defense, and that is used in the criminal proceedings before the 

judges.  
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The Public Prosecutor Telling Fibs 

If a team of police officers investigating a crime find little or no supporting evidence for the 
guilty scenario, then they often try to make the suspect confess (Kassin, 2005). In this case it 
seems that the police officers succeeded, because they wrote: 

On February 21st, 2006, the suspect was brought in for questioning from the House of 
Detention. At the start of the interrogation, he announced that he wanted to make a 
general comment. He testified that in the past days he could think ‘things’ over, and he 
came to the conclusion that things went wrong in the past, but that he was accused of 
more than he was guilty of. The suspect testified that he wanted to testify extensively 
about the matter, but only after he had had contact with his lawyer, but apparently she 
was not reachable for him at the time. According to the suspect he had tried several times 
from the House of Detention to reach her, but he had not succeeded. The suspect testified 
that he wanted to take the honorable way out. He testified that he had slapped Fietje once 
and again, but that she had slapped him then too. That took place mostly in 2005 according 
to the suspect. According to the suspect it might have occurred also earlier in their 
relationship. The suspect does not feel that he sexually abused Fietje during their 
relationship. Finally, the suspect testified once again that he first wanted to consult with 
his lawyer, and that he wanted to tell his story then (Criminal File, 2009, p. 41).  

In the summary of the investigation it seems that Ferry wants to provide a full confession, and that 
in the meanwhile he confessed the batteries. At the same time the police officers stress the fact 
that they gave the suspect every chance to consult his lawyer. By doing so they created an image 
of a sly suspect who wanted to consult with his lawyer before he tells the truth about his atrocities 
while the police officers were helpful and tried to facilitate the request of the suspect. The 
summary of the investigation is a good summary of the record of the interrogation on the 21st of 
February, 2006. 

 The confession, as such, was presented to the judges. The Public Prosecutor presented the 
confession as follows in her closing speech: 

The suspect initially testifies about the batteries: We did not have a blazing row. We did 
have frequent arguments. It happened once and again that I did not want to see her, and 
then I pushed her away once and again. She pinched me once and again. I probably 
grabbed her arm firmly once and again. I have never hit her. 

In a later statement he states: I could think the past days, and things went wrong in the 
past (I regret that), but I am accused of more than I am guilty of. (I regret the things I have 
done) Indeed I have done things wrong, but I don’t want to be hanged for things I did not 
do. Where 2 fight, 2 are guilty. I find honesty important. I’ve been lied to. The question is 
posed whether he physically abused her. You ask me whether I physically abused her. Yes I 
hit her, but she hit me too. This happened last year in particular. I just reacted badly to last 
year’s situation. Earlier in our relationship maybe something might have happened too, but 
that was also mutual. Since last year we lived more next to each other than with each other 
(Criminal File, 2009, pp. 446-447). 

The Public Prosecutor continues in her closing speech: 

The defense disputes after having heard the tapes of the interrogations that the suspect 
testified that there was mutual hitting. I listened to the tapes myself. I really heard the 
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suspect say that! I also heard him say multiple times that he regrets the things he has done 
(Criminal File, 2009, p. 447).  

By her closing speech the Public Prosecutor confirmed the content of the abstract and the record 
out of her own observation. She testified that she listened to the interrogations herself and that 
she, by doing so, established the validity of the abstract and the record. While we are writing our 
report it has become impossible to listen to the interrogations because the tapes have been 
destroyed.  

The tapes were destroyed on July 2nd, 2009, a month after Ferry had filed an allegation 
against Fietje for filing false allegations of assault and rape against him. On June 11th, 2009 Ferry 
filed complaints about the investigation and the conduct of the police officers. A part of the 
complaints was about illegal pressure during the interrogations. Therefore, the tapes were 
evidence in the complaints procedure. The tapes were destroyed nevertheless. Therefore, we 
have to trust the judges on the content of the tapes. They resolved the issue of validity, and who is 
lying and who is telling the truth, as follows in their judgment: 

The Public Prosecutor has listened to the recorded interrogation of February 21st, 2006, 
and in her opinion the verbatim transcript is consistent with the interrogation. The lawyer 
also listened to the recorded interrogation, and claims that the transcript is quite 
inconsistent with the statement the suspect made. That’s why the court also listened to 
the recorded interrogation (on the timer of the minidisc-player from the indication of 
69.00) and has established that the verbatim transcript does not correspond to what the 
suspect testified. Supporting evidence will therefore have to come from established 
injuries and witness statements (Criminal File, 2009, p. 463).  

The judges’ opinion is evident.  

Conclusions 

 The scientific relevance of the current criminal case lies in the fact that it illustrates 
perfectly the dangers and devastating consequences of a false allegation of rape. Due to the 
victim-oriented approach of the police officers, the allegation was not sufficiently and critically 
investigated. The allegation of rape contained a lot of lies, contradictions, and indications of its 
falsehood, but the signals were never picked up by the police officers. 
 First of all, the circumstances under which the adultery by Fietje was uncovered were 
suspect. She did not confess the extramarital relations to Ferry out of her own free will. Ferry 
discovered the adultery because he had a VD. He was sure that he did not have any extramarital 
relations and asked Fietje about it. She reacted with a lie and fabricated a rape. She confronted 
not only Ferry with her fabricated rape but also the GP and the police and tried to file a false 
allegation on the basis of this fabricated rape. That behavior is predictive of a false allegation of 
rape; studies on allegations of rape show that a history of filing a false allegation of rape is an 
indicator that the new allegation of rape might be a false allegation of rape (Kanin, 1994; Rumney, 
2006; Rumney & Taylor, 2002). Nevertheless, the indication of falsehood did not lead to 
heightened vigilance or a critical stance on the part of the police officers. Just as little as the fact 
Fietje had lied, did. On the contrary, during the interrogation of Ferry, the police officers praised 
the courage of Fietje to confess the adultery. These are excellent examples of belief perseverance 
and confirmation bias (Crombag, 2010; Findley & Scott, 2006; Martin, 2001).  
 How deep the police officers entered the tunnel is illustrated by the fact that they took 
self-contradicting witnesses seriously and that they did not investigate alternative explanations. It 
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is but one of the consequences of confirmation bias to seek only confirming information (Rassin, 
Eerland, & Kuijpers, 2010). The police officers, however, took it a step further by including and 
adding unsupported remarks to the criminal file. Examples hereof are the bruises that were only 
seen by officer Verpaalen or the fantasy-based observations of alcoholism and drunk driving with 
the children. 
 We found in the criminal file and by seeing the pictures and films no indication of any use 
of force or coercion to film or photograph the sexual escapades of Fietje and Ferry. Yet this 
information was presented as evidence not only by the police officers but also by the Public 
Prosecutor in her closing speech. They also did not notice that the visual bruises did not fit the 
described batteries, nor that pictures that were taken during periods of serious physical abuse did 
not show any visual bruises. Worse is the fact that the movies were obviously transcribed 
fraudulently. By doing so the exculpatory movies seemed incriminating. The police officers were 
prepared to sacrifice the truth in order to maintain a guilty scenario. That attitude was also 
adopted by the Public Prosecutor, who was reprimanded by the judges. In this case, the available 
evidence contradicted the allegation of rape to such an extent that the conclusion seems justified 
that the allegation was false. 
 For the second allegation of assault on November 6, 2005, the conclusion that it is a false 
allegation is inescapable. The judges shared that judgment. The police officers stated that one 
could not hear any verbal abuse by Fietje while a transcription by a police colleague reports that 
she is calling Ferry pig and threatens him. We saw the movie and observed the offensive behavior 
by Fietje. She assaulted Ferry verbally as well as physically. Also in this case the police officers and 
the Public Prosecutor were prepared to sacrifice the truth in order to maintain a guilty scenario.  
 The police officers and the Public Prosecutor used evidence when they knew it was 
falsified. Fietje admitted, after all, that she had written the lines again after she had already left 
the house. Subsequently the police officers and the Public Prosecutor discovered that the story 
Fietje told about the lines was not valid, since the lines were not found in the vault where Fietje 
claimed that Ferry kept them in order to blackmail her. Because the police did not ask any critical 
questions concerning the falsified lines, the truth about the lines is not revealed. Whether Fietje 
handed them over to the police or hid them in the basement is untraceable. Again, crucial 
evidence remained vague, uncertain, undefined and undetermined, but this still did not lead to a 
critical stance towards the allegations of assault and rape. Moreover, the Public Prosecutor 
presented the lines as highly incriminating evidence for Ferry in her closing speech.  
 The lack of a critical stance on the part of the police officers is further evidenced by the 
way they handled Fietje’s story about her walk home after the reconciliation holiday in France. 
After a quick and dirty investigation on our part, the story turned out to lack validity. We studied 
the pictures, consulted Google Maps and the website of the Dutch Meteorological Institute and 
established that no aspect of the story was in accordance with the truth. The police officers failed 
to investigate the matter. 
 The police officers and the Public Prosecutor were not the only ones displaying 
unprofessional conduct by trusting Fietje blindly. The GP and the psychologist also overstepped 
their bounds in an attempt to support the guilty scenario. The GP diagnosed unsubstantiated 
bruises on the body of Fietje on September 28, 2005, long after Fietje had left the home and on a 
date that no allegation of battery was filed or reported by Fietje. The police officers and the Public 
Prosecutor, again, did not notice this apparent mismatch. The GP and the psychologist also 
concealed exculpatory information. During his consult with his GP on January 16, 2006, Ferry 
denied outright that he abused Fietje in any way. The GP failed to report that. Fietje’s psychologist 
did not report that Fietje broke off all contact with the psychologist and prematurely ended 
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therapy immediately after Fietje obtained the report. The exculpatory evidence was not revealed 
by the police officers, the Public Prosecutor, or in the court’s session, but came to light during the 
complaints procedure against both clinicians. The clinicians were reprimanded and punished for 
their conduct in this case. 
 The police officers systematically interviewed witnesses whom they thought would provide 
incriminating statements concerning Ferry. When witnesses provided exculpatory statements, 
they were simply dismissed as a witness. The police officers added biased and unsupported 
information to the criminal file. The fact that Fietje voluntarily left her children with a man who 
according to her own allegations was a potential murderer and an abusive alcoholic, seemed a 
negligible detail that did not alarm the police officers and the Public Prosecutor. Nor did the fact 
that Fietje failed to follow the guidelines of the housing association so that they could not help her 
change her situation and rescue the children from a supposedly aggressive and murderous 
alcoholic. This exculpatory piece of information was left out of the original criminal file, but was 
revealed by studying the normally concealed police journal.  
 Despite the efforts of the police officers and the Public Prosecutor to get Ferry behind bars, 
there were at least ten arguments that the allegation of rape was false. First, Fietje has an 
evidenced history of false allegations. Second, Fietje was repeatedly caught lying while Ferry was 
not. Third, no witness heard of any physical abuse before September 18, 2005, the day of the 
neighborhood barbeque. Fourth, no witness heard of any sexual abuse before December 14, 2005, 
the day Fietje filed her allegation of rape. Fietje and her mother also did not talk about any sexual 
abuse in their first contacts with the police. Fifth, the only independent witness, her lover, not 
only didn’t confirm her allegations, but actually contradicted most of the allegations. Sixth, Fietje 
seriously doubted whether she should file the allegation of rape, and had to be convinced by the 
police officers to file the allegation anyway. Subsequently Fietje forgot her appointment to file the 
allegation and had to be convinced by the police officers over and over to file the allegation. 
Seventh, the many pictures and movies did not reveal sexual abuse, but consensual sex. Eighth, 
the allegation of assault on November 6, 2005, proved to be a false allegation because the movie 
of the event shows that Fietje was the aggressor and not the victim. Ninth, Fietje falsified 
evidence. Tenth, and finally, Ferry denied the allegations even under pressure and despite the 
manipulations by the police officers to twist his words into a confession. We believe that these ten 
arguments justify the conclusion that the allegation of rape is false. 
 Despite these arguments, the police officers and the Public Prosecutor tried to get Ferry 
convicted. When they found no support whatsoever for their guilty scenario, the police officers 
and the Public Prosecutor lied in their records and during the court session. Only an attentive full 
court and a solid defense were able to save Ferry, and by doing so prevented a miscarriage of 
justice. 
 Despite this judicial success, to date Ferry is still suffering. He still suffers the consequences 
of the false allegation of rape Fietje filed against him. At the time of the allegation his children, 
who were living with him were taken away, and despite numerous efforts and judicial procedures, 
Ferry is still denied contact with his children. The children are still living with Fietje who, in our 
analysis, proved to be deceitful in her allegations. Therefore, Ferry is still fighting for justice. The 
initial reaction of the Public Prosecution was that an acquittal does not mean that one is 
innocent16. According to the Public Prosecution an acquittal simply means that they could not 
prove your guilt. By now the Public Prosecution has modified their stance in the case of Ferry, 

                                                        
16 As we stated in the beginning of our article we also received a lot of additional material. We also studied that material, and the conclusions, 

opinions, and statements we represent here have their source in that additional material. 
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made public apologies towards Ferry, and offered to pay preliminary compensations without final 
discharge of damages10. 
 The Council for Child protection states10 that it is not their duty to find out the truth. This 
stance allowed for the fraudulent report by the psychologist to still be used against Ferry by Fietje 
in the procedures for custody of the children. It was not until the ethical committee condemned 
the psychologist again that she withdrew her report17. This case is a perfect example of the 
devastating effects of a false allegation of rape. It also illustrates the fact that the longer a false 
allegation remains undetected, the more damage it causes. It took Ferry more than three years to 
get a motivated acquittal, but by then the damage was already irreparable. Even though Ferry’s 
story has proven to be right over and over again, and by now, in 2016, most people know that the 
allegation of rape was false, he still is not allowed to have contact with his children.  
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