
 

Domestic violence (DV) of all types1 has declined dramatically over the past two decades.  
Nonfatal DV declined 64% from 1994 to 20122 with homicide rates for female victims killed by 
family members declining by nearly 60% between 1980 and 2012.3  Research indicates that these 
declines are likely due to a number of factors, including the long-term reduction in marriage 
rates, the improved economic status of women, and the increased availability of services and 
programs for DV victims at the state and local levels.4 

The relationship between DV rates and the ownership and possession of firearms has also been 
studied, although not as extensively as other aspects of the issue.  Of particular interest, Vigdor 
and Mercy5 published a 2006 article in Evaluation Review which examines the impact of state 
DV laws on the rate of intimate partner homicides (IPHs) from 1982 to 2002.6  In particular, they 
compared the efficacy of state laws which:  

1) prohibit ownership of firearms to persons under a restraining order 
2) prohibit ownership of firearms to persons convicted of a DV misdemeanor 
3) require police officers responding to a DV incident to confiscate firearms while at the 

scene of the disturbance. 

Their findings are instructive.  Their analysis shows the effect of a restraining order law (1 
above) reduces IPHs committed with a firearm by 2.0 persons (men and women combined) per 
year (on average) at the state level.  Importantly, when analyzing the impact on females alone, 
passing such a law reduces IPHs by 1.6 females per year (on average) at the state level.  Since 
many of the states included in their analysis have homicide counts well into the hundreds, these 
reductions are substantively insignificant, although statistically valid.  Difficult to argue, 
perhaps, but true nonetheless. 

Moreover, the authors find no effect whatsoever for the other two forms of regulation studied (2 
and 3 above).  In their analysis, firearm prohibitions based on state-level DV misdemeanor 
convictions have no effect on IPH nor do laws which require police officers to confiscate 
firearms at the scene of a DV disturbance call. 
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The results of this study were provided to illustrate that even if we are to accept the data from 
researchers who are clearly opposed to NRA on firearm issues, DV “fixes” do not address 
homicides rates as argued.   


