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Abstract

Purpose Childhood exposure to intimate partner violence (IPV) is a pervasive problem worldwide. In addition to directly
observing or indirectly experiencing IPV, children may be killed because of IPV. To date, research on child IPV-related
deaths exists in various, disconnected areas of scholarship, making it difficult to understand how IPV contributes to child
fatalities. As such, this scoping review located and synthesized research on child fatalities that resulted from IPV, seeking to
understand the state of global research concerning the prevalence and circumstances of IPV-related child fatalities.
Methods Using a combination of keywords and subject terms, we systematically searched PsycINFO, CINAHL Plus,
PubMed, and seven research repositories. We located empirical studies published in English in peer-reviewed journals that
reported findings concerning children (aged 0—17) who were killed because of IPV and/or people who killed children due
to IPV. Among 9,502 de-duplicated records, we identified 60 articles that met review inclusion criteria. We extracted and
synthesized information concerning research methods, circumstances and consequences of the fatalities, characteristics of
people who committed IPV-related homicide of a child, and characteristics of children who died because of IPV.

Results Studies were published from 1986-2022 and analyzed data from 23 countries. Most studies did not focus exclusively
on [PV-related child homicides, and overall, studies reported sparse information concerning the contexts and circumstances
of such fatalities. There were two predominant and distinct groups of children killed due to IPV: children killed by a parent
or other adult caregiver and adolescents killed by an intimate partner. It was often difficult to ascertain whether the demo-
graphic characteristics of individuals who kill a child in the context of IPV and other contextual details might be similar to
or different from child fatalities that occur under different circumstances or for other motivations.

Conclusions This review highlighted that children die because of IPV. Findings indicated that such fatalities, while maybe
difficult to predict, are often preventable if earlier intervention is made available and professionals are alert to key circum-
stances in which fatality risk is high. Future research and practice efforts should attend to understanding child fatalities
resulting from IPV to identify critical intervention points and strategies that will save children’s lives.
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Characteristics of Child Fatalities that occur
in the context of current or past Intimate
Partner Violence: a Scoping Review

Childhood exposure to intimate partner violence (IPV) is a
pervasive problem worldwide that increases the risk of chronic
and severe behavioral and mental health problems across devel-
opmental periods (Finkelhor et al., 2015; Holt et al., 2008;
Moylan et al., 2010). IPV includes sexual, physical, or psy-
chological abuse or stalking within current or former intimate
relationships (Niolon et al., 2017). IPV is a gendered phenom-
enon. Available research indicates that girls, women, and par-
ticularly transgender and gender diverse people are dispropor-
tionately harmed by IPV victimization compared to boys and
men (e.g., Cunningham & Anderson, 2023; Peitzmeier et al.,
2020). Children may be exposed to IPV by directly observing
such abuse or indirectly experiencing it, such as by overhearing
violent incidents or more generally being aware of IPV occur-
ring around them (Kieselbach et al., 2022). Children may also
die in the context of current or past IPV —a devastating and
preventable outcome that is the focus of this scoping review.

Childhood IPV Exposure Prevalence
and Consequences

Globally in low- and lower-middle-income countries, on aver-
age, an estimated 29% of children are exposed to IPV in their
lifetimes (Kieselbach et al., 2022); similarly in the United States
(US), a national study (2013-2014 data) estimated that more
than 25% of children are exposed to IPV (Finkelhor et al., 2015).
Notably, children exposed to IPV often also experience child
maltreatment resulting from adult caregivers’ revenge against an
intimate partner or caregivers’ inability to engage in safe, nur-
turing, and responsive parenting behaviors (Chiesa et al., 2018;
Dekel et al., 2019). A recent systematic review found that the
European prevalence rates of IPV and child maltreatment co-
occurrence reported in nine studies (1999-2019) ranged from
10-90%, with most rates around 30%; past year prevalence rates
for North American community samples were from 1-89%, with
most from 10-30% (Sijtsema et al., 2020).

Evidence of high rates of IPV and child maltreatment co-
occurrence have led to growing recognition of IPV’s wide-
ranging negative impacts on children (Skafida et al., 2022). A
strong evidence base demonstrates that [PV exposure, even as
early as during the perinatal period (Mueller & Tronick, 2020), is
associated with significant, harmful consequences for children’s
well-being at the time of exposure and beyond; interruptions in
typical development due to IPV exposure can lead to life-long
implications. Studies have indicated that such consequences
include but are not limited to children exhibiting mood and eating
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disturbances; delayed and atypical social, emotional, and behav-
ioral development; problematic internalizing and externalizing
behaviors; and additional responses associated with trauma expo-
sure (Holt et al., 2008; Moylan et al., 2010; Mueller & Tronick,
2020; Weir et al., 2021). As the field’s attention to the impact of
children’s experiences of IPV has developed, acknowledgement
and understanding of the heterogeneity of such experiences has
expanded. Evidence exists that impacts on children can be medi-
ated by a range of factors including the child’s gender, the age at
which they were first exposed to violent and controlling behavior,
the length of time that they were exposed to such problematic
behavior, and the nature of the experience itself (Holt et al., 2008;
Moylan et al., 2010; Mueller & Tronick, 2020; Weir et al., 2021).

Research on Child Fatalities in the Context
of Current or Past IPV

Regarding the nature of IPV exposure, over the past several
decades some scholars have investigated the extreme end of the
spectrum of IPV experienced by young people—fatalities that
occur in the context of current or past IPV or, in other words,
when there is evidence of current or past IPV experienced by a
child or to which a child has been exposed that precipitated the
child’s death (also referred to as “IPV-related child fatalities” in
this paper). Although there is some research that examines IPV-
related child fatalities, this literature is not well-developed and
is often contained within somewhat disparate and siloed bodies
of knowledge, such as child maltreatment literature (e.g., Chan
et al., 2021; Frederick et al., 2019; Michaels & Letson, 2021);
domestic/family homicide or familicide scholarship (e.g., Kim
& Merlo, 2023; Truong et al., 2023); and IPV studies concern-
ing corollary victimhood (e.g., Graham et al., 2022; Smith et al.,
2014). Notably, several recent reviews have focused on synthe-
sizing literature concerning domestic/family homicide (e.g.,
Kim & Merlo, 2023; Truong et al., 2023) and familicide (e.g.,
Boyd et al., 2022; Karlsson et al., 2021). Among these was an
umbrella review (Kim & Merlo, 2023) that located 25 reviews
published from 2010-2020 that focused on various aspects of
domestic homicides, in a variety of countries, though primarily
Western nations, including Western Europe and the US. Twelve
of these reviews synthesized literature on intimate partner hom-
icide (IPH) and IPH-suicide events involving adult and/or child
fatalities. Eight of the reviews examined child homicide (within
and outside of the IPV context). Among these eight, only two
focused specifically on child fatalities in the context of “‘domes-
tic homicide” (Jaffe et al., 2012) and “familicide” (Mailloux,
2014), with Jaffe et al. (2012) focused only on studies with US
and Canadian samples and Mailloux (2014) conducting a non-
systematic search of newspaper and journal articles to comment
on possible reasons why children die in the context of famili-
cide. Overall the aformentioned umbrella review demonstrated
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that research on IPV-related child fatalities shows up in various
areas of scholarship that often do not cross-pollinate. Further, it
supports our understanding that individual studies concerning
the global prevalence and characteristics of IPV-related child
fatalities that occur because of IPV have not yet been systemati-
cally located and synthesized across various bodies of literature
to inform related research and practice efforts. Such synthesis
is critical because it can elucidate how IPV contributes to child
fatalities, which can in turn help identify potential interven-
tion points and ways to prevent such child deaths. It may also
help to improve understanding of whether there are particular
risk factors in addition to IPV that indicate that children dying
in the context of IPV are similar to, or different from, other
child maltreatment deaths. Finally, as IPV services are gener-
ally designed for supporting adult victim-survivors of IPV, this
effort can help guide the development of services that attend to
the unique needs of children exposed to and at risk for dying in
the context of IPV.

Current Study

This scoping review sought to systematically locate and syn-
thesize existing global research on child fatalities (among those
aged 0—17 years at the time of death) that occurred within
the context of current or past abusive intimate relationships,
including those ruled as homicides or otherwise legally cat-
egorized (e.g., suicide). Collating such evidence from across
multiple bodies of literature has the potential to guide how the
field conceptualizes the risks that exist in families experienc-
ing IPV and how practitioners and the services they provide
might bridge the gap between adult-focused and child-focused
services that are widely used in formal support systems. This
scoping review sought to answer the following primary
research question: what is the state of global research concern-
ing the prevalence and circumstances of child fatalities in the
context of current or past IPV? More specifically, we attended
to the data sources and research methods used to understand
such child fatalities, circumstances in which such fatalities
occurred, and the characteristics of child victims and those
who killed children in the context of IPV. Given the nascent
state of the research, as well as heterogeneity in the literature,
we used a scoping review approach to systematically locate
and synthesize this body of knowledge (Tricco et al., 2016).

Methods

This scoping review adhered to the Preferred Reporting Items
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses: Extension for Scop-
ing Reviews (PRISMA-ScR) Checklist (Tricco et al., 2018). We
systematically identified and assessed peer-reviewed literature
that analyzed and presented quantitative data concerning child

fatalities that occurred in the context of IPV. We focused on
peer-reviewed articles that reported quantitative information
for this review because such articles were most likely to report
prevalence information, a key focus of this effort, and to help
ensure our ability to meaningfully synthesize information across
a large number of articles. Our team followed a detailed review
protocol developed by the authors that is available upon request;
the protocol is not registered with an outside body.

To be included in this scoping review, articles had to: (1)
be published in English in a peer-reviewed journal during or
before December 2022; (2) analyze and report on primary
or secondary quantitative data; and (3) report findings con-
cerning children aged 0-17 years old who were killed in the
context or as a result of current or past IPV and/or people who
killed children aged 0—17 years in the context or as a result of
current or past IPV. Books, book chapters, audio/visual media,
case studies, systematic reviews, meta-analyses, and qualita-
tive studies were excluded. Articles that did not break down
and report data specific to children ages 0—17 were excluded.

To locate articles, a research librarian who consulted on
our search strategy ran searches in PsycINFO, CINAHL Plus,
and PubMed first in November 2019 and again in December
2022. A research team member also ran searches in seven
research repositories in November 2019: ProQuest Disserta-
tions and Theses Global, Open Grey, National Resource Center
on Domestic Violence publication, WorldCat Dissertations,
National Violent Death Reporting System (NVDRS) publica-
tion list, European Institute on Gender Equality, World Health
Organization publications. These searches were not repeated
in December 2022 due to the focus on peer-reviewed litera-
ture, which was better identified through database searches. No
filters were used in the searches, except for a human subjects
filter in PubMed. We used relevant subject headings in each
database; an incomplete list includes homicide, child, infant,
adolescent, parents, caregivers, and legal guardians (for a full
database search strategy, see the Supplementary Materials). The
three main concepts searched with a combination of keywords
and subject terms were homicide, children, and perpetrators.

In database and repository searches, 9,834 results were
exported to Covidence in 2019 and another 761 were
exported in 2022 for a total of 10,595 records (see Fig. 1 for
the PRISMA flow diagram). Before title and abstract screen-
ing, 1,093 duplicates were removed. At least two research
team members independently reviewed each article title and
abstract in Covidence. Conflicts in screening decisions were
reviewed and resolved through consensus by at least three
team members. At this stage, we excluded 8,491 articles
that did not meet the inclusion criteria. Next, at least two
team members independently reviewed the full texts of each
remaining article, and they recorded their decisions in Covi-
dence. Three senior research team members with extensive
expertise concerning IPV and child fatalities reviewed full-
text screening decisions and reached consensus on additional
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Fig.1 PRISMA flow diagram
for the scoping review process

(k=10,595)

Records identified in database and
research repository searches

Records excluded

A 4

Records after removing
duplicates
(k=9,502)

(k=1,093)

Records excluded

Records after title and
abstract review
(k=1,011)

A4

(k= 8,491)

Records excluded
(k=880)
Reasons for exclusion: Not enough information on
homicide sample (k~=327), no focus on child [IPH

Records after full-text
review
(k=131)

A 4

(k=281), non-English (k=38), qualitative study
(k=47), full text could not be located (4~=103), non-
empirical (k~=37), duplicate (k=33), systematic
review/meta-analysis (k=8), or not a peer-reviewed
article (k=6)

Records after data
extraction
(k=60)

articles that should be excluded at this stage, leaving 131
articles for data extraction. During data extraction, an addi-
tional 71 articles were excluded due to insufficient infor-
mation on the homicide sample, not being a peer-reviewed
journal article, or because it was a duplicate of an article
already located for inclusion. As such, this scoping review
includes 60 articles.

The six team members who extracted data from articles
followed a specific protocol developed prior to complet-
ing full-text reviews and initiating data extraction. They
extracted data into an Excel template that they had piloted
with multiple articles and refined based on this experience to
increase data extraction consistency across extractors. One
person extracted data from each article. For each article,
a second team member independently reviewed extracted
data and updated extracted data if needed to help ensure
accuracy. Team members extracted data concerning research
characteristics and methods, circumstances/context and con-
sequences of the fatalities, characteristics of children who
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A 4

Records excluded
(k=T71)
Reasons for exclusion: Not enough information on
homicide sample, not a peer-reviewed article, or
duplicate

died in the context of current or past of IPV, and charac-
teristics of people who committed homicide of a child in
the context of current or past IPV. We then analyzed and
synthesized data across articles in narrative form.

Results

This scoping review located 60 articles that reported quan-
titative and mixed methods research. These articles were
published from 1986-2022 and reported research on child
fatalities in the context of current or past IPV. Next, we
report synthesized information on research characteristics
and methods, contexts and circumstances in which IPV-
related child fatalities occurred, characteristics of children
who were killed or died because of current or past I[PV, and
characteristics of people who killed children in the context
of current or past IPV. Overall, many of the articles reported
information on multiple types of child fatalities—not only
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those that occurred in the context of IPV; typically, IPV-
related child homicides or fatalities more generally were
not the primary focus of the research. As such, it was often
difficult to extract information specific to IPV-related child
fatalities as opposed to child fatalities that occur under other
circumstances or for other motivations.

Research Characteristics and Methods

Studies analyzed data from 23 countries, with six (10.0%)
analyzing data from multiple countries (see Table 1, col-
umn 2 for countries for each article). Most frequently, article
authors used data from the US (k=23, 38.3%), followed
by Europe (k=21, 35.0%), Canada (k=9, 15.0%), Australia
(k=17, 11.7%), Africa (k=3, 5.0%), and Asia (k=3, 5.0%).
Across all articles, 42 (70.0%) reported only quantitative
methods, and 18 (30.0%) reported mixed methods. Only
one article reported the collection of primary data through
an online survey (Douglas, 2013). Fifty-nine (98.3%) relied
on secondary data, with many using multiple data sources
(see Table 1, column 4 for details on data sources by arti-
cle); the data sources reported by these articles included
national surveillance data (k=21; e.g., US National Violent
Death Reporting System data); police/prison/crime/coro-
ner’s records (k= 16); newspaper articles (k= 10); case files
(k=13); a specific data set (k=35; e.g., Innocents Lost Data-
base, National Suicide Prevention Project); and/or forensic/
medical records (k=3). Twenty-six (43.4%) reported on data
collected after the year 2000 and 14 (23.3%) before 2000,
with the remainder unspecified.

Articles focused on child and/or adult fatalities (e.g.,
homicides, suicides) that occurred in the context of a range
of violence types, including “intimate partner,” “dating,”
“domestic,” “family,” “marital,” and “spousal” violence, as
well as “filicide,” “familicide,” and “femicide,” and these
terms were defined differently across articles (see Table 1,
column 3 for details on focal violence type by article). More
than one-fifth (k=13, 21.7%) of articles did not discuss spe-
cific case inclusion and exclusion criteria. Among those that
did report such criteria, most commonly, articles included
homicide-suicide or familicide-suicide (k= 16, 26.7%), fili-
cide only (k=12, 20.0%), and child homicide only cases
(k=11, 18.3%). Almost all child fatalities examined were
identified as homicides. The exception to this trend were a
small number of children who died by suicide (e.g., Adhia
et al., 2019a examined homicide-suicides committed by ado-
lescents). The number of child fatalities included in articles’
analytic samples was often difficult to discern due to insuf-
ficient or unclear reporting, precluding overall prevalence
estimation in our review; this number ranged from 1 to at
least 324.

Contexts and Circumstances in which
IPV-related Child Fatalities Occurred

Overall, articles reported sparse information concerning
the contexts and circumstances surrounding child fatalities
that occurred in the context of IPV. A quarter of the articles
(k=15; 25.0%) reported some information on where the
IPV-related child fatalities (generally homicides) occurred,
and the level of detail on this topic varied. Among articles
that reported data on the locations of the child fatalities,
most child victims were Killed in their own home, the home
of the person who committed the homicide, or a home in
which both the child victim and perpetrator lived. Over-
all, fewer occurred in public places (Adhia et al., 2019a,
b;Cooper & Eaves, 1996; Fowler et al., 2017). The setting
might vary by type of violent death (e.g., homicide versus
homicide-suicide; Cooper & Eaves, 1996; Flynn et al., 2016)
and/or the age of the victim (e.g., young children versus
older children; Fowler et al., 2017). Five articles explicitly
reported that the majority (>50.0%) of cases included in the
study took place in the victim’s home, although sometimes it
was unclear whether “victim” referred to child and/or adult
victims in cases involving multiple deaths (Adhia et al.,
2019c; Ferrara et al., 2015; Lyons et al., 2021a, b; Tosini,
2017). One article stated that the majority of cases (91.0%
of filicide cases examined) took place in the perpetrator’s
home (Bourget & Gagné, 2005), and another article speci-
fied that in 19 out of 20 familicide cases reviewed, the “ ...
crime scene was the family home” (Frei & Ilic, 2020; p. 4).
Additionally, one article reported that in all but one instance
(of 26), the homicide took place either in the child victim’s
or perpetrator’s home (Cavanagh et al., 2007).

Nearly two-thirds (k=38, 63.3%) of all articles reported
some information about the intimate relationship status
(e.g., current versus former intimate partner and/or relation-
ship type such as boyfriend/girlfriend, cohabiting, spouse)
between the person who committed homicide and the person
with whom they were in an abusive partnership. However,
in multiple articles, it was unclear if the status reported was
specific to the abusive relationship (e.g., the article reported
that the perpetrator was married at the time of the homicide,
but it was unclear if they were married to the person they
killed or someone else). Details on this topic varied across
articles at least in part due to variations in study aims, types
of cases examined (e.g., familicide, filicide, IPV-related
deaths), and how the studies defined relationship type or
status. Most commonly, articles reported that the largest
proportion of partners in an abusive relationship in their
sample were married, or more generally, that the perpetra-
tor was married at the time of the homicide (k=13). Ten
articles reported that the largest proportion were in current
relationships, with one article explicitly noting that just over

@ Springer



Journal of Family Violence

suodar rodedsmoau pue ‘sonsn

palrodarjoN  -e1s [eIIA ‘sprodol JIQUTWEXS [eOIPIJA SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY SN (S007) ‘Te 10 YooIsWo))
SPI0JAI JIOM [BIO0S PUE ‘UOTIeq
poyodarjoN  -oid 91nod ‘9o10d ‘OISUAIOJ/[RIIPIIN PIDIY [BUIIBIA (Suoy] Suoy) rUIYD (9861) Sunay)
Kyreyey 03 Jo11d 1OIJUOD ONSAWO(] @
Joured e
)M SUOTIE[QI [BNXAS JO UOTJRUTULIO)
10 “9010AIp ‘dn-yeaiq/uoneredoge SP10231
9[qnoI} [BIOURUL/SUIIUOD OIWOUOIH @ 1IN0 . JAU0I0Y) PUB 2010 I[0] ERlIE) (QAWNLLER | (Suoy] Suoy) eury) (£002) yog pue uey)
BIRp
ap1o MOTAIQUI PUR SOXOPU] SPIOTWOH
-IWOY PaRIUWOd oYM udw Suowe PUE[I00S pue sa[ep/pue[Sug Sur JUSWIBAN[BW JO JXIUOD
KJISIOAPE POOYPIIYD [EUBISqNS e -PNJoul ‘Bjep ApnIS UIeILIg Ul JOpInA Ul UDIP[IYD JO SOPIOTWOY [euled pueSug (L007) 'Te 12 ySeueae)
uaIp
parrodar joN SPI0J9I QOTAIAS [EIIPAW JISUIO,] -[1yo SUTAJOAUT SOPIOINS-OPIOTWIOH BIfENSNY (6661) Te 10 prekq
Kypeyey oy) papasaid 1o1guod
Jo ‘yuownSIe ‘QWLId SNOLISS JOYIoUY e
Asnoeal/o5uoray e SYAAN AdI U93S3[0pE [e1e] SN (0z07) usng
parrodar JoN SPI0J3I IDUOI0D) SOPIOIL] BIfRNSNY (#107) ‘Te 10 umorg
parrodar jJoN SPI0J3I IUOI0D) SOPIOIY [euIIed epeue) (S007) 9uSen pue joSmog
parrodar JoN SPI0J3I ISUOI0D) SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY BIfRNSNY (0007) seureg
Sp10231 9o170d
PUE ‘S2)BOUT1I0 Ueap ‘sjrodar sopIoIns
pariodar joN JIOUIUIEX? [BOIPAW JO JAUOI0D) pardwane/sopIoIms-opIdTuoH SN (8007) ‘Te 10 12qIeg
9[qnoI} [BIOURUL/SUIIUOD JIWOUOIH @
Ksnoreaf/oSuondy e SOUOTEOS JoUIIU] SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOH 900010 (2200) ‘Te 30 LIpUEX[Y
sosnods Uoam}aq JOIJUO)) @ 90105 2o170d 1f1,] oY) JO
Asnofeal/o3uoady e 19)SISY IO)Y3ne[SUBIA pUR JOPINJA SOPIOII] g (1007) yenjuIipy
SJUIS[OpE
paiodarjoN SYdAN Jo soprorwoy roured dyewnuy SN (Q6107) “Te 19 BIYPY
QPIOINS-PIOTOY
2y} Jo own Ay Je JuownSIy e
sonssI [e39] poje[oI-Ad] @
oumred e
)M SUOTIB[QI [BNXAS JO UOTJRUTULIO)

Jo “0010AIp ‘dn-yeaiq/uoneredog e SYAAN SJUIS[OPE AQ SIPIOINS-IPIOTWOH SN (®B6107) “Te 19 eIypy
pariodarjoN SYdAN SOpIdIWOY PIIYS paje[al-Adl SN (96100) “Te 10 eIYPY
paiodar joN S4dAN soprorwoy Adny SN (6107) T8 10 ULR[OQY

saniele

PIIUD paie[al-Ad] 10} SUONBANOIA

/seourjswnoar) Sunendroaid 9[qIssoq (s)eomog ereq adA7, 90u9[OIA [800] (ser)nuno) Q0UIRJOY

(09 =21) senI[eIR] P[IYO PIAIR[2I-20UI[OIA JoulIed jewnUL I0J SUOTRANIOW/SaoURISWNOID Suneldioald s[qissod pue ‘sa01nos eiep ‘9dA) 90us[OIA [800] ‘SaLNUNO)) :sSUIpuly A9 | 3|qeL

pringer

AQs



Journal of Family Violence

WNOIA JO SSUJ[I [BIISAYJ e
(sonsst Apo)
-sno “*§°9) PIIYD oY) YPIIM SWI[QOI] @
ssou[[I
[BIUQW/SUIIOUOD [I[eaY [BIUIA @
Jouyred e
)M SUONE[AI [BNXIS JO UOHRUILLIO)
10 ‘9010AIp ‘dn-yea1q/uoneredog e
9[qnoI [EIOULRUL/SUISOUOD OIWOUOIH @
WIIOTA JO SSU[[I [eIISAYJ @
Ayreyey 03 Jord Juown3ry e
ssou[[I
[2IUSW/SUIIOUOD [)[eaY [EJUSIA @
1oured e
I SUOTIR[QI [BNXAS JO UOTJRUTULIO)
10 “9010ATp ‘dn-yeaiq/uoneredog e
9[qQnO) [BIOUBUL/SUIOUOD O[WOUOIH e
Asnoreaf/o3uoaay] e
Ayreyey 03 Jorxd yuawystund priy)) e
Aypeyey 03 Jorid Juown3ie [ejuared e
9[qQnOx [BIOUBUL/SUIOUOD O[WOUOIH @

payiodar joN

payiodar joN

Asnoyeal/a3uanay]
Asnoreal/aSuaaay

payiodar joN

Kyeyey 03 Jo11d J1OTJUOD [RI[TWIR,] @
QPIOTWOY PORIWIIOD

oym uosiad 10 WOIA Aq OUI[OTA e
SSou[[I

[BIUSW/SUIIOUOD [I[eY [BIUIA @
Jouyred e
()M SUONE[QI [BNXIS JO UOHRUILLIO)

soronae 1adedsmau pue sp10oax
[e91paU 2010RIJ [BIAUD) ‘YI[edH
[eyuou 3sireroads “eorfod ‘s 10U0100)

sour3us yoIeas pue
‘sa)IsqQaMm Smau ‘saxapul Jodedsmou
JO YOIas QUITUO UE UT PUNOJ SPIOOFY

SPI0J3I 9SBD AMINSU] SUID
-IPIJAl JISUIO, JO INTIOJA BINOSUBRIA
$310da1 QWILIO QUIDIPIA] JISUAIO
Jo oymnsu] Jo preoq pozierodds Uiy

sreuorssojoxd
QIeJ[oMm PIIYD JO A9AINS AUIUQ
elep
MIIAIAUI PUB SOXIPU] SPIOIIOH
pUB[OOS pue safepr/pueduyg ur
-pnjout ‘eyep ApniS urejLIg ur JOpInA
KoAIng OPIOTWOY [enUUe S Ep
-BUR)) SONSNE]S WOl Blep Arewld
BIBP QAIYOIY
OPIOTWOY [eUONEN URIpEUR))

SPI0JI Y)[eay [eIudW Ajrunw

SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOL]

SOpIOIWIR

syIeap
PITYO ur SUnNSax 90UOIA A[Ture,

SOPIOI[Y [BUIBIA

SanIe)ey JUSURAI[EW P[IYD

SOPIOTWOY [BI)JB[[0D PAB[AI-AJ]

SOPIONL]
sjuareddays pue sjuo
-red [earSojo1q £q soprorwoy priy)

So[ep\ pue pue[Sug

Areir

1dA37
Koyang,

SN

SO[EA\ PUE ‘pUB[I00S ‘pue[Sug
epeue)

S9[eA\ PUR ‘puR[SUY ‘epeuR)

(9107) 'Te 10 uug

(S10T) T8 19 BIR1IS]

(6002) T8 19 YeH-1d
(S107) T8 10 d

(€107) se[snoq

(Z107) yseqo( pue yseqo(y
(S107) uosmeq

(661) uos[ip pue Aleq

IO ‘9010AIp ‘dn-yea1q/uoneredog e -WOD pUR OISUAIO) ‘dd1[0d “IoU0I0)) SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY [RI[TWE] epeur) (9661) seaeq pue 10doo)
saniee
PINYD paje[a1-Ad] 10F SUOHBATIOIN
/saoueswndary) Sunedioald 9[qIssoq (s)221n0§ eIRQ 9dAT 90Ud[OIA [800] (sennuno) 0UAIYIY

(ponunuoo) | 3jqel

pringer

As



Journal of Family Violence

parrodar joN soponte 1odedsmoN SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY SpUeIoyION (L00T) IpEeIuQoy] pue Wary
SOATIR[I
10 ‘SPUQLIJ ‘SIOQUSTOU [)IM SMITA
-I9)UI PUB 9OUIJOIA PIJIRUD OYM
uosIad oy} JO $9I0U IPIOIMS WOIJ
UOIRULIOJUT PIPN[OUT YOIYMm ‘SO
rerorpnf pue syrodar £301001x031 pue
parrodar jJoN dorjod ‘ejep snsuad [euoneu 0661 SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOH Qouel (8661) SoUIO] pUE 9JWO0I]
parrodar jJoN sy10daI UOTIBUTIIEXD WNIOW-ISO] SOPIOTWOY KemION #107) ‘Te 10 USSIQJOISITY
payrodar jJoN pueR[UI SONSHIBIS SopIoIY [eurdjed pue [eUIdIBIA pueuL] (0102) ‘T8 10 1ddney]
sworqold diysuonear 1o AJJ e
ssoufr
[EIUSW/SUIIOUOD [I[EaY [BIUIA @ SYAAN SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY SN (1202) TPINDIA pue uepiof
SIOAISoIRD AIBpPU0IasS
pue Arewrrid Suowe AI10)STY [RUTWLIY) @
asnqge/esn oueISqnNs Jo AI0ISIH e
ssouf[r SOLIO)STY SAJTAIAS 9AT}09301d
[BIUQUI/SUISOUOD YI[eIY [IUSIA ® 9seqele(] 150 SIUO0UU] SBPLIOL]  PIIYD YIIM SII[IWE] Ul SonI[ere] pIy) SN (£207) ‘Te 10 pray-uosuof
SonssI [e39] e
ssauj[r
[EIUSW/SUIIOUOD [I[EY [BIUIA] @
Jouyred e
)M SUOTIB[QI [BNXS JO UOHRUTULID)
10 ‘0010ATp ‘dn-yeaIq/uoneredog e
(AdI ‘sonsst Apoisnd ‘sjuowngie SWINOIA
“5-0) swopqoxd reurred arewnuf o SYAAN PITYS WA SOPISINS-pIdIOH SN (8100) 'Te 10 pue[joq
(SVIDIA) WAISAS SisA[euy syuareddals pue syuo
payrodar joN oeyury owr) jud[orp  -Ted [eo130[01q AQ SOpIOTWIOY PIYD epeue) (L00Q) 'Te 10 suIeyq
BIep SONSNEIS YIeoH
Ksnoyeal/o3uaaay 10} 19Ju9)) euoneN pue SYJAN saniele) pareaI-Adl SN (1207) ‘Te 10 weyeln
(SSIAN) washg
pauodorjoN  sonspels§ Anfuf 90Ud[OIA [eUOEN SopIonuoy juejuy SN (6007) 'Te 10 eIEMIM]
ssaufyr
[BIUSW/SUIOOUOD [J[eaY [EJUSJA @ SOOIAIAS
Jouyred e [RUOID1I0D PUB 1INOJ JILISIP
)M SUOTIB[QI [BNXAS JO UOTJRUTULIO) “901J0 S, KUIONY JOINSI(T Y}
JO ‘0010AIp ‘dn-yea1q/uoneredog e woIJ 9soy) SUIPN[OUT ‘SPIOJAI 1IN0D) opIoITWe{ PUBLIOZIIMS (020Q) 911 pue 1o1]
SUAAN PUB ‘WISAS ooue|
Aeeyoygoud  -[roang Ainfuf oruono9[y [eUOEN
JOTUO0D Joujred oyewnuL IO [eI[Iue,] o ‘WISKG $ONSTEIS [BIIA [EUOTEN soLI{ur wIeaIy pooypry) SN (L107) ‘Te 10 Io[moq
sonIeIey
PIYD Pale[aI-Ad] 10} SUOTBATIOIN
/seoueyswnoIr) Sunerdroald 9[qIssoq (s)20mosg eleq 9dA7, 90UQTOTA 800 (senymuno) Q0UAIJIY

(ponunuod) | 3jqeL

pringer

AQs



Journal of Family Violence

poyrodar joN

payrodar jJoN

payrodar joN

payiodar joN

Aperey
0} Jo1d Jorguod Suro3uoyuswngIy e
Asnofeaf/o3uoaay e

SO[ 9SBD pUE SPIOIAI
9sBqEIEp 99)IWWO)) MITANY
1ea(J 9JUS[OIA ONSAUWO(] OLIRIUQ
SO[IJ 9S8O PUE SPI0IAI
9sBqRIEp 9NIWWO)) MITAIY
[Jeo(] 9OUQ[OIA ONSOWO(] OLIBIUQ)
s310da1 UOT)EN[RAD OLIRIYD
-Asd pue ‘sp100a1 20110d ‘USpIMS
SO1SIL)S WOLJ $9JeoyNIad Yled(
saseqejep [eSo] pue
s110doI BIpOW JO [OIeas JIjew)sAS
© ySnoiy) punoj sonsiie)s QW)

SO[IJ 958D PI0IAT
oriqnd pue AneryoAsd orsuaioq

sj10doy opIoTwoy [e)

SOOTAISS 9AT}O9101d PIIYD 1M
PIAJOAUI SQI[TWe] SUoWe SanI[eIe]

ansawop urpnjout ‘sapIowoy pIyd)

SOpIOIWOY PIIYd [eIUSIe]

sapIomwoy pry)

SOPIDIY 93UAJY

epeue)

epeue)

uapamg

eIeISNY
puepoog pue {(3uoy] SuoH)

eury) ‘erpuy ‘s ‘puelSug ‘epeue)
‘K10J11IQ], SBISIOAQ) YSnLIg ‘BIfensny

(1202) "Te 10 Amozs|0

(€£107) Te 12 Amozs|0

(L007) UL, pue punjpioN

(6007) ‘T8 19 UISS[SIN

(1202) 1o 1 s1AN

payodarjoN -usworddng :syrodey owni) uLojiun SOPISTWOY (INOX SN (S007) 'T& 10 ZIIMOYSOIN
ased
9y} 1n0qe 9oupu0dsarIod Jo/pue
‘Sp109921 11N09 ‘so[onte rodedsmau
‘591801120 [jeap ‘syrodar A30[09
-1x0} pue Asdojyne papnyour yorgm
“eur[ore) yuoN ‘I[tH [odey) ur
9seqelep JourueXy [eOIpaJA JIyD SWIIIA APIOTWOY A[BWIDJ (IIM
parrodar jJoN 9y} JO 9OLJ( Y} WOIJ SAY 958D oproms-oprorwoy Jeuyred ayewnuy SN (8661) UOLIOIN
uonoafoy e
193ue/101guo)) °
Asnofeaf/oSuaroy e  SPI10931 11n0d pue so[onte rodedsmoN SOPIOI[Y 93UAY BOLIJY YINOS (£207) InoyuopInzag pue U0
SopIo
payrodar jJoN soronte radedsmoN -Twoy Jeujred djewnuI [RINR[[0D SN (€£107) 1504 pue JoAA
asnqe pIyd pue AJl soronte radedsmoN uawom Aq SOPIOTWOY J1ISowWo( SN (#007) URIo9H pue SUISSIA
SpI099I1
2o110d pue ISUOIOD PAPN[IUT YOIYM
BIRP JTU[) MIIASY [JES(] QOUIOTA
partodar jJoN A1ure,] pue onsowo( pue[suaIn) SOpIOTWS,] eIensny (2207) SUIeH pue Ue[yoe TN
partodar jJoN sp10921 9o1]0d pue ATENIION SOPIOTWOY PIIYo PAIE[AI-AJL BOLIJY JINOS (6107) ‘Te 10 SMayIeIN
paiodar joN S4dAN soprouoy priyD SN (B1207) “'Te 10 SUOAT
payrodar joN SYAAN soprorwoy Jouyred ayewnuy SN (q1207) “Te 30 SuoA
Jouyred 9JeWNUI YIIM WI[qOIJ SYAAN SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOY SN (€107) ‘Te 10 suda1D-Uue30]
saniere
PIIUD Paie[al-Ad] 10} SUONBANOIN
/seourjswnor) Suneyrdroaid 9[qIssoq (s)eomog ereq adA7, 90u9[OIA [800] (ser)nuno) Q0UIRJOY

(ponunuoo) | ajqey

pringer

As



Journal of Family Violence

wasAg Suntodoy yieaq SOUI[OIA [BUOTIBN SYTAN QUS[0TA Joured 9JeWnU] A J7 ‘SALIS PAUN S/7

QOJO SWIOY YsSHLIg dy) pue

pauodarjoN epeue) SonsnelS WOl SpI0dAI AJI[0g soprolIuey epeue) (S661) 'Te 10 UOS[IAM
poyrodar joN soronte radedsmoN SOpIoI[TWe] Aen (L107) 1uIsog,
SQUISUD YOIeas
y3noay payeoo] syrodar eipow
ISY)0 pue ‘spI0daI A)I[eIej 1els SW0d
pauodorjoN  pue 9orjod ‘sorrenyiqo ‘syrodor smoN -JNO PIIYO puUE SAPIOINS-OPIOIWOH e (1102) He[es pue OIS
SMOTADY
pauodarjoN  9se) snouag ysySug woij syodoy SOPIOI[Y [BUIDJBIA pue[Sug (6107) 19Z19y pue WeyjoqapIs
SSoIS [RI[IWE,] ®
Jouyred e
[)IM SUOTJB[I [BNXIS JO UOTIBUIULIY)
10 “9210ATp ‘dn-yeaiq/uoneredsg e SOl OISUIOJ
Asno[eal/o3uoAdy e  QUIDIPIIA [eS9T JO aNU)) AJISIOATU) SOPIOINS-OPIOTWOH PUR[IOZIIMS (0107) 'Te 1° MBIJIYS
SPI0JAI SAIIAIIS
[e1o0s pue ‘Aorjod ‘fesrpawr pue
WIOTA JO SSOU[[T [BOISAYJ @  SIQQUISW AJTWIE] PUB ‘SOATIB[I ‘[oU
1omred e -uosiad a1eoy)[BaY YIIM SMITAIIUIT
UM SUOTIR[AI [BNXAS JO UONBUIULID) wolj ejep papn[our yorym 9o9foig
10 ‘9010ATp ‘dn-yeaiq/uoneredog e UONUIAAIJ SPIOING [BUOLIBN] Y} UI
9[qNOI) [BIOUBUY/SUIIUOD JTWOUOIT @  PIOI[[0d vlep Asdone [edrSo[oydhsq SOPIOINS-OPIOIWOY pueurj (LOOT) 'Te 10 eAQRS
BJEp ANSISAI [BOIPAW ‘SJBOYILID
payodar joN Jeap ‘sp10991 3d1[0d puE 19U0I0D) SopIoI[I pueuLj (1102) ‘Te 30 uduoyIng
SPI0JI SNSUAD pue Aifeliowr Sur
pauodorjoN  -pnjour ‘eyep 110yo)) [BUONIBN SSIMS SOPIOINS-OPIOIWIOY PUBLIOZIIMS (£102) 'Te 10 Yezoueq
soniereq
PIIYD Paje[aI-Ad] 10} SUOnBANON
/seoue)swnoir)) Suneirdioald 9[qissoq (s)901n0§ erRq 9dA], 0Ua[0IA 890 (sen)nuno) 0URIJY

(ponunuoo) | sjqey

pringer

AQs



Journal of Family Violence

half of the IPV-related cases in their sample involved cur-
rently married partners (Alexandri et al., 2022). Four articles
reported that the largest proportion were cohabiting at the
time of the violent death(s) (Cavanagh et al., 2007; Dobash
& Dobash, 2012; Flynn et al., 2016; Kauppi et al., 2010),
and two of these articles explicitly described that these
individuals were both cohabiting and married (Flynn et al.,
2016; Kauppi et al., 2010). Though not always clear, most
articles appeared to focus on mixed-sex/heterosexual part-
nerships, most of them reporting on child and adult fatalities
that resulted from IPV committed by men against women.
A minority of articles specifically addressed separation
and/or divorce (e.g., Brown et al., 2014; Cooper & Eaves,
1996; El-Hak et al., 2009; Frei & Ilic, 2020). For example,
Cooper and Eaves (1996) found that nearly one-third of the
homicide victims in their study who were killed following
marital separation were children who were murdered by their
fathers. Although we sought to extract data on whether a
child victim was living with the person who killed them at
the time of death, we found that no articles reported clear
information on this topic.

More than half of articles (k=37, 61.7%) reported some
information on the timing (e.g., past, present, ongoing) of
IPV (also called domestic, family, or marital violence) expe-
rienced by any portion of their samples. In some articles
it was unclear whether this history of violence was with
a partner and associated child who was killed or a differ-
ent relationship unconnected to the homicide(s) included in
the research (e.g., Ferrara et al., 2015; Flynn et al., 2016).
Though the details varied, collectively, the articles indicated
past and/or ongoing IPV precipitated some portion of vio-
lent child deaths and should be attended to as a risk factor
for such deaths; however, it was not possible to estimate
how commonly IPV precipitated child homicides from this
sample of articles and our review. Five of the 37 articles
reported that in most of their sample, IPV between parents
was present prior to and/or at the time of the child homicides
(Adhia et al., 2019a, c; Bush, 2020; Cavanagh et al., 2007;
Dobash & Dobash, 2012). Among articles that did not focus
exclusively on cases involving IPV, a few mentioned that
their estimate of the presence of IPV is likely an underes-
timation (e.g., Brown et al., 2014; Dawson, 2015). Some
articles also reported on familial behaviors that might or
might not constitute IPV but precipitated child homicides
(e.g., heated arguments between parents; e.g., Eke et al.,
2015; El-Hak et al., 2009). Also, as noted by Dobash and
Dobash (2012), it might have been hard for study authors to
disentangle violence that was directed toward children and
that toward adult partners.

Less than half of articles (k=25, 41.7%) reported data
on precipitating circumstances or motivations for IPV-
related child fatalities, although we could not always iden-
tify when such motivations or circumstances were specific

to incidents that involved child fatalities and/or other cases
included in each study (see Table 1, column 5 for more
information on this topic). Across articles, four such rea-
sons commonly surfaced. First and most often, multiple
articles described revenge/jealousy as a motivation for such
fatalities, including having suspicion of extramarital affairs,
jealousy concerning a new partner, or related issues toward
(most often female) partners (Adhia et al., 2019b; Adinkrah,
2001; Alexandri et al., 2022; Dawson, 2015; Graham et al.,
2021; Myers et al., 2021); jealousy or resentment toward
women because of their attention on children (Dobash &
Dobash, 2012); or unspecified jealousy (Alexandri et al.,
2022; Bush, 2020; Ferrara et al., 2015; Moen & Bezuiden-
hout, 2023; Shiferaw et al., 2010). Second, some articles
highlighted economic concerns or financial trouble as a
potential motivation for such child fatalities (Alexandri
et al., 2022; Chan & Beh, 2003; El-Hak et al., 2009; Ferrara
et al., 2015; Flynn et al., 2016; Saleva et al., 2007). Third, a
few articles discussed separation/break-up and divorce from
a partner or termination of sexual relations as potential moti-
vation for these child fatalities (Adhia et al., 2019a, b; Chan
& Beh, 2003; Cooper & Eaves, 1996; Ferrara et al., 2015;
Flynn et al., 2016; Frei & Ilic, 2020; Holland et al., 2018;
Saleva et al., 2007; Shiferaw et al., 2010). Fourth, mental
health issues or mental illness, sometimes including sub-
stance abuse, were identified among potential motivations
or precipitating circumstances in multiple articles (Cooper
& Eaves, 1996; Ferrara et al., 2015; Flynn et al., 2016; Frei
& Ilic, 2020; Holland et al., 2018; Jonson-Reid et al., 2023;
Jordan & McNiel, 2021).

Characteristics of Children who were Killed
or Died in the Context of IPV

Additionally, we sought to identify key characteristics of
children who were killed or died in the context of IPV.
Among articles reviewed, there were two predominant and
distinct groups—children killed by a parent or other adult
caregiver; and adolescents killed by an intimate partner.
Most articles (k=34, 56.6%) found that murdered children
were either biological or stepchildren of the person who
killed them, with the larger proportion being biological chil-
dren. For example in one study, 95% of the child victims
were biological children and 5.0% stepchildren of the person
who killed them (Barnes, 2000). In another study, 89.0%
were biological children and 11.0% stepchildren of the per-
son who killed them (Sillito & Salari, 2011). In Wilson et al.
(1995), 89.3% of child victims from Canada were biological
children and 10.2% stepchildren of the person who killed
the children, and 83.1% of child victims from the United
Kingdom were biological children and 16.9% stepchildren
of the person who killed them.

@ Springer
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Studies investigated a variety of different types of cases,
including incidents involving one or multiple fatalities. In
studies that investigated cases in which there were multiple
deaths of children and adults, frequently, these incidents
involved a male perpetrator killing their adult female inti-
mate partner together with one or more people under age
18 (e.g., Abolarin et al., 2019; Barnes, 2000; Bourget &
Gagné, 2005). Further, in many situations in which chil-
dren were killed, violence was also used against female
intimate partners (e.g., Cavanagh et al., 2007; Dobash &
Dobash, 2012). Notably, Daly and Wilson (1994) found
that men who killed their biological children were also
more liable time than men who killed their stepchildren to
kill their spouses at the same time (p <0.05).

Across articles, child victims’ ages ranged from O to
19 years. A variety of age ranges were found in different
articles (e.g., 0-11 in Cheung, 1986; 0-5 in Daly & Wil-
son, 1994; 5-19 years in Moskowitz et al., 2005); however
‘under 18 years of age’ was common among those that
reported age (e.g., Brown et al., 2014; Messing & Heeren,
2004; Morton, 1998). Regarding the potential influence of
age on risk for child fatality, Brown et al. (2014) suggested
that an older age might protect against child homicide
victimization given that over one-third of child victims
in their study were under the age of 4 years. Relatedly,
child homicide by biological mothers often occurred in
the first 12 months after childbirth and among those aged
3 to 6 years old at the time of death (e.g., Cheung, 1986;
Eke et al., 2015).

Regarding child victim sex, findings were mixed. Out
of the 18 (30.0%) articles that reported the sex distribu-
tion of child victims within their samples, 10 indicated a
majority (>50.0%) of male victims, while six indicated a
majority (>50.0%) of female victims (Adhia et al., 2019a,
b; Alexandri et al., 2022; El-Hak et al., 2009; Lyons et al.,
2021a; Tosini, 2017). Additionally, in two articles, the sex
distribution was evenly split (Cavanagh et al., 2007; Frei
& Ilic, 2020). Notably, several of these articles reported
similar proportions between females and males (Abola-
rin et al., 2019; El-Hak et al., 2009; Lyons et al., 2021a,
b; Moen & Bezuidenhout, 2023). For example, EI-Hak
et al. (2009) reported that about 48.0% were male and
52.0% female, with no statistically significant difference
in sex. On the other hand, several studies found larger
differences. Brown et al. (2014) found that child victims
killed by adults were more often male (70.0%) than female
(30.0%), as did Douglas (2013) with 65.2% male and
34.9% female. Additionally, in multiple articles (k= 13,
21.7%), the sample included adolescents under age 18
who were in abusive intimate relationships with the person
who killed them (e.g., Adhia et al., 2019b; Bush, 2020;
Graham et al., 2021; Mathews et al., 2019; McLachlan &
Harris, 2022; Moskowitz et al., 2005). Among articles that

@ Springer

reported details about child victim sex, child victims killed
by their dating or intimate partners were largely female
adolescents. For example, Adhia et al., (2019b) found that
of the 2,188 homicides of children aged 11-18 years, 150
(6.9%) were classified as IPH, of whom 90.0% (n=135)
were female. Other information, including child victims’
race, ethnicity, and education level, was not considered in
most articles reviewed.

Characteristics of People Who Killed
Children in the Context of IPV

As previously noted, many articles reported information
on multiple types of child homicides—not only those that
were the result of IPV-related. As such, it was often dif-
ficult to ascertain whether the demographic characteris-
tics of individuals who kill a child in the context of IPV
and other contextual details might be similar to or dif-
ferent from child fatalities that occur under different cir-
cumstances or for other motivations. Across all articles
(k=34, 56.7%) that looked at deaths caused by both men
and women, in all but one article (Putkonen et al., 2011)
the majority of child fatalities in the context of current
or past IPV were caused by men, ranging from between
36.3-95.5% of such fatalities. Drawing upon the Statistics
Canada’s annual Homicide Survey, Dawson (2015) found
fathers were more commonly the accused in cases involv-
ing a history of family violence compared to mothers by
almost four to one (79.0% to 21.0%, respectively).

In their study using the US National Violent Death
Reporting System for 2003-2015, Abolarin et al. (2019)
identified 2,425 homicide incidents involving multiple
victims, of which 741 were intimate partners or family
members of the victims. Overall, the most common pat-
tern in these incidents was a male offender who killed
their intimate partner as well as one or more children (182
incidents, 24.6% of incidents examined). A similar pattern
emerged over a period of 20 years (1973-1992) across
five Australian states where 73 children were killed by a
parent (55 children killed by their father) who then died
by suicide. This represented 73 deaths of children in the
context of murder-suicides in 188 incidents during this
period (Barnes, 2000).

In their study of IPHs of adolescents, Adhia et al., 2019b
analyzed data from the US National Violent Death Reporting
System for 2003-2016. Overall, 134 (89.9%) of those who
committed homicide were male, with 15 female (10.1%).
One hundred and two people who killed their current or
former intimate partners (77.9%) were aged 18 years and
older (M =20.6 years; SD=5.0 years), and 94 (62.7%) were
current intimate partners of the victim. Those who commit-
ted homicide were more likely to be Black and non-Hispanic
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(48.2%) or White and non-Hispanic (31.2%), compared to
victims who were most likely White and non-Hispanic
(42%) or Black and non-Hispanic (40.7%).

Relationship to the Child

Articles captured by this review indicated that for child
homicide in the context of IPV, there were three distinct
groups of individuals who caused harm. First, the largest
group were men who were current or former intimate part-
ners of a child’s mother, either biologically related to the
child or not, who harmed the child (k=56, 93.3%). Next,
there was a smaller group of women who were current or
former intimate partners of a child’s father, either bio-
logically related to the child or not, who harmed the child
(k=11, 18.3%; Adhia et al., 2019c; Cavanagh et al., 2007;
Dawson, 2015; Ferrara et al., 2015; Logan-Greene et al.,
2013). Finally, as indicated previously, studies demon-
strated that female adolescents are at times killed by their
current or former male intimate partner (k=13, 21.6%;
e.g., Adhia et al., 2019a, b; Ferrara et al., 2015; Meyer &
Post, 2013; Nielssen et al., 2009).

Method of Death

Barnes (2000) noted that men who killed were more likely
to use more violent ways of committing both murder and
suicide. Notably, most studies were undertaken in national
contexts with wide ownership or access to firearms. As such,
many of the deaths in the articles reviewed were caused by
firearm injuries (k=7, 11.7%; Abolarin et al., 2019; Adhia
et al., 2019b, c; Bourget & Gagné, 2005; Byard et al., 1999;
Dawson, 2015; Sillito & Salari, 2011), including the deaths
of adolescents under age 18 years killed by their current or
former intimate partner (Adhia et al., 2019b). Drawing upon
the North Carolina Violent Death Reporting System for
2004-2013, Smucker et al. (2018) highlighted that for men
who killed, IPH with a gun averaged 1.58 victims, compared
with 1.14 victims in IPH with other weapons (p <0.001).
This pattern was much less pronounced for women, where
IPHs committed with firearms had just 1.09 victims, com-
pared with 1.01 victims for non-firearm cases (p <0.10).

In contexts with less access to firearms, stabbing with a
sharp implement, strangulation and blunt trauma were the
most common methods used (Chan & Beh, 2003; EI-Hak
et al., 2009; Ferrara et al., 2015). However, for most of these
studies, the distinction between children killed in the context
of IPV from more general child homicide was unclear, apart
from instances where the current or former adult intimate
partner was killed as well as the child.

Homicide-Suicide

Multiple articles indicated that some portion of people who
committed homicide died by suicide after they murdered
one or more children and often other family members (Bar-
ber et al., 2008; Barnes, 2000; Ferrara et al., 2015; Saleva
et al., 2007; Shiferaw et al., 2010; Smucker et al., 2018).
Abolarin et al. (2019) highlighted that suicide following
homicide increases with the increasing number of homicide
victims, with Wilson et al. (1995) reporting that the inci-
dence of suicide in familicides substantially and significantly
exceeds that in non-familicidal, IPHs only, and filicides. For
those who killed a current or former intimate partner under
18 years, 16.0% (n=24) of them died by suicide (Adhia
et al., 2019b).

Characteristics of the Perpetrators’ Personal History

Many of the articles (k=50; 83.3%) included some infor-
mation on the background of adults who had killed chil-
dren, including adversity experienced in childhood (e.g.,
Cavanagh et al., 2007; Cheung, 1986), prior criminal convic-
tions (e.g., Cavanagh et al., 2007; Dobash & Dobash, 2012),
and history of mental illness and/or problematic substance
use (e.g., Bourget & Gagné, 2005; Brown et al., 2014; Flynn
et al., 2016). However, this information was generally not
disaggregated for children who died in the context of IPV.

Context

Notably, in many of these fatal assaults the child victim was
in the sole care of the person who killed them, mothers hav-
ing left fathers with temporary responsibility for the care of
the child. The data from Cavanagh et al. (2007) indicated
some men appeared unable or unwilling to discharge their
limited parenting responsibilities without enacting violence.
Findings suggested that violence seemed to be a preferred
choice for many who killed children, and trial judges high-
lighted their propensity to use violence to resolve problems.
Alternatively, Sillito and Salari (2011) highlighted that an
estranged relationship between parents may actually be a
protective factor for child survival, especially if the child
spent time with a parent in another household.

Discussion

This scoping review sought to systematically locate and syn-
thesize existing global research on child fatalities (among
those aged 0-17 years at the time of death) that have
occurred within the context of current or former abusive
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intimate relationships, including those ruled as homicides
or otherwise legally categorized. In doing so, we sought to
identify what is known about such deaths, and what is still
unclear, to characterize the state of global research concern-
ing the prevalence and circumstances of IPV-related child
fatalities.

In our review, we identified several key themes and points
of learning. First, to better understand and describe the
prevalence and circumstances in which children die in the
context of IPV, we need to distinguish between the deaths
of young people who are killed or die by suicide within their
own intimate relationships and child fatalities that occur in
the context of IPV among adults who are responsible for car-
ing for those children. Recognizing these distinct groupings
has the potential to ensure that policy and practice responses
aimed at both prevention and intervention are sensitive to
the specific context and needs of each group. However, to
date, only a few studies have adopted this approach (e.g.,
Adhia et al., 2019a, b and address IPV-related homicides and
suicides among adolescents; Adhia et al., 2019¢c examines
deaths among children ages 2—14 who die in the context of
IPV among parents).

Second and relatedly, this review demonstrates that the
existing literature that paid attention specifically to IPV-
related child fatalities is very limited; most studies identi-
fied did not aim to conduct investigations of these deaths
specifically, making prevalence estimation impossible.
Research has tended to treat children who die in the cxon-
text of IPV as either collateral victims of adult IPV (e.g.,
Graham et al., 2021); or to merge the deaths of children in
the context of IPV with the wider pool of deaths resulting
from child maltreatment or homicide more broadly (e.g.,
Cavanagh et al., 2007). However, in doing so, the deaths of
children in the context of IPV are less likely to be identi-
fied and treated as a primary research focus on their own.
This lack of targeted research hinders our understanding of
the unique dynamics surrounding IPV-related child fatali-
ties. Accordingly, conducting such investigations would
help ascertain what professional and service responses are
required to support these children and address their distinct
needs. In the United Kingdom and elsewhere, there is grow-
ing acceptance that not only are children victim-survivors
of IPV but that their experiences and needs may differ from
that of adult victim-survivors (e.g., Giesbrecht et al., 2023).
Conversely, systemic responses to managing the risks of
IPV for children needs to attend to the most appropriate and
effective ways to work with the child’s safe parent/caregiver
(Hale et al., 2024), as well as account for the benefits of the
child-mother relationship in terms of being protected and
nurtured in both the immediate- and long-term (Skafida &
Devaney, 2023).

@ Springer

Research, Practice, and Policy Implications

Several implications arise from these findings. Our review
covered studies undertaken across five decades. As such, it
is unsurprising that terminology and concepts have changed
over such a lengthy period. However, it is also clear that time
alone cannot explain the diversity of terms used to refer to
deaths of adults and children resulting from various forms
of familial violence. Greater consistency and transparency in
how deaths are defined, along with the adoption of an agreed
core dataset or set of indicators that reflects current theo-
retical frameworks and empirical findings related to deaths
of children in the context of IPV would allow for greater
pooling and comparison of data between and across stud-
ies, contexts, and countries. Such efforts would increase the
potential to then explore the intra-group commonalities and
differences of sub-groups of children, such as comparisons
between those killed in the context of family separation and
those killed due to other motivations or under other circum-
stances. One promising example of such a dataset that is
being used to study IPV-related deaths among young people
is the National Violent Death Reporting System, a surveil-
lance system that captures a wide array of data on violent
deaths among individuals of all ages across all US states,
districts, and territories. Though not without limitations
and flaws (see AbiNader et al., 2023), national surveillance
systems of this type can shed light on the circumstances in
which children die in the context of of IPV. There is clearly
need for additional studies that focus specifically on the IPV-
related child fatalities, and to develop methodologies that
gather quantifiable, comparable data alongside qualitative
studies that seek to understand such incidents.
Additionally, several current practice and policy dis-
courses align with and are supported by our findings. There
is increasing recognition that young people may experience
IPV or even homicide in their dating relationships, need
focused support to recognize the harm they are experienc-
ing and/or causing, and would likely benefit from having
tailored support (Bundock et al., 2020; Debnam & Kumodzi,
2021). Such discourses and findings from this review further
demonstrate the need to engage young people in programs
that seek to reduce and prevent the incidence of adolescent
dating violence (Reyes et al., 2021) and explore the ways in
which IPV among adolescents contributes to homicide and
suicide mortality (Graham et al., 2022; Kafka et al., 2023).
Further, the field is beginning to acknowledge that children
can be victims of and harmed by parental/caregiver IPV
and need to be included in discussions about related ser-
vice responses (Turner et al., 2017). Relatedly, the field is
also more deeply examining whether and how to approach
children’s experiences of parental/caregiver IPV as potential
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child maltreatment, an area deserving of careful attention
to contexts and systems of care, with input from those with
lived experience and professionals from across disciplines
and service sectors. A recent systematic review (Lewis et al.,
2018) of research on child, parent, and professional per-
spectives concerning child IPV exposure identification and
early response highlights the need for such processes to be
trauma-informed and tailored to the specific dynamics and
presentation of IPV. Others have underscored the importance
of taking great care in such processes to ensure that the vic-
tim parent is not placed at greater risk or otherwise harmed
by being made responsible for the risk posed to children by
their partner’s behavior (Hale et al., 2024).

Strengths and Limitations

This review is the first to systematically search for and synthe-
size existing quantitative literature concerning child fatalities
in the context of IPV. The study has benefitted from a rigorous
approach to searching and analyzing the relevant literature.
However, this review is not without limitations. Had the study
included a wider range of literature types, including work pub-
lished in other languages and using qualitative designs, our
understanding of these issues may have been fuller. The field
would benefit from future reviews that identify and collate
qualitative research, non-peer reviewed reports/documents,
and literature written in languages other than English to assist
with creating an even more comprehensive understanding of
the state of global research on this topic, particularly given that
culture and place have significant implications for how IPV is
defined and manifests (e.g., Sokoloff & Dupont, 2005). Addi-
tionally, it is possible that we missed or misinterpreted some
details in the large body of research reviewed; however, our
rigorous approach that employed a protocol, multiple review-
ers, and research team with a depth and range of IPV-related
research and practice experience helped address this potential
issue.

Conclusion

This review has highlighted that children die in the context
of of IPV. There is a danger of viewing these deaths as the
result of extreme violent incidents; however, the literature we
reviewed demonstrates that IPV and related death of children
and others is often the most extreme culmination of a much
longer pattern of violence, abuse, and coercive control that
adult and child victims commonly have been living with for
some time. Therefore, such deaths, while maybe difficult to
predict, are often preventable if earlier intervention is made
available and professionals are alert to key circumstances in
which risk may increase significantly, such as before and after
periods of separation or in high conflict disputes about child

contact. Future research and practice efforts should attend
very specifically to understanding IPV-related child fatalities
to identify critical intervention points and strategies that will
save children’s lives.
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