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January 2016 
 
 
The year 2015 was an impactful year for the Adult Violent Death Review Team (AVDRT). Were 
convened after a two year break which included several community assessments, the beginning 
of family interviewing, and many new team members. If this is your first introduction to the 
AVDRT, let me provide a brief history. Each month a group of passionate advocates and 
investigators meet to review domestic violence homicides/suicides that have taken place in the 
Houston/Harris County community. The purpose of these meetings are to conduct a formal, 
confidential, and system-wide review; with the end-goal of creating and sustaining change in the 
άǎȅǎǘŜƳǎέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ IŀǊǊƛǎ /ƻǳƴǘȅ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦ /ƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ŀǊŜ 
difficult to duplicate; this team has been meeting routinely since 1996 and its members are 
committed to seeing the end to domestic violence homicides and suicides. 
 
Homicides and suicides are not easy to read about; this is an important report and I encourage 
you to review this with care knowing that we as a community still grapple with the loss of life, 
the impact of violence on children, and the impact on those advocates who assist surviving family 
members during the most difficult time of their lives. 
 
This report marks the end of my tenure as the Chair of the AVDRT. My ten years of chairing this 
team has been an honor and an amazing learning experience. I have been surrounded by 
professionals from many different walks of life, each bringing their own passion and expertise to 
the table. I have been forever changed by this work and these people. 
 
 
Donna Amtsberg, LCSW 
AVDRT Chair 
Clinical Assistant Professor 
Director, Child Trauma Program 
Graduate College of Social Work 
University of Houston 
dkamtsberg@uh.edu 
713-743-1491 
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(ÁÒÒÉÓ #ÏÕÎÔÙ 
$ÏÍÅÓÔÉÃ 
6ÉÏÌÅÎÃÅ 
#ÏÏÒÄÉÎÁÔÉÎÇ 
#ÏÕÎÃÉÌ 
Adult Violent Death Review Team 

)ÎÔÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÏÎ  
 

EŀŎƘ ȅŜŀǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ¢ŜȄŀǎΣ IŀǊǊƛǎ /ƻǳƴǘȅ όŀǎ ǘƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ 

county) has the highest number of women who are killed by their 

intimate partners.  In 2014, 132 women in Texas were killed by their 

intimate partners.  Twenty-eight of those deaths occurred in Harris 

County, (Texas Council on Family Violence, 2015).  Harris County 

Domestic Violence Coordinating Council (HCDVCC) gathers 

information yearly related to service delivery from our local 

partners.  We know that there are over 35,000 calls to law 

enforcement on an annual basis in Harris County, and more than 

82,000 calls to domestic violence hotlines within the county 

(HCDCVCC annual collection of data from domestic violence 

systems, 2012).  Harris County is the third largest county in the 

United States with a population of more than 4.1 million people.  It 

is estimated that 1 in 3 women are victims of domestic violence in 

their lifetime (Catalano, S, 2007).  

 

 

 

άL ƴŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƘŜ 

would hurt her, up 

until the very end 

when they separated 

ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǘƛƳŜΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ 

when I started 

believing he would 

actually hurt her, 

because . . . he had 

tried everything, 

there was nothing left 

ŦƻǊ ƘƛƳ ǘƻ ǘǊȅΦέ           

ς±ƛŎǘƛƳΩǎ aƻǘƘer, 

Family Interviewing 

Project 
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According to Futures without Violence: 
 

¶ On average, more than three women are murdered by their husbands or boyfriends 

in this country every day.   

¶ Of females killed with a firearm, almost two-thirds were killed by their intimate 

partner. 

¶ Women are much more likely than men to be killed by an intimate partner. In 2005, 

intimate partner homicides accounted for 33 percent of the murders of women but 

less than four percent of the murders of men.  

 

Harris County Domestic Violence Coordinating Council Background  
 
Harris County has a 20-year history of working toward creating community collaborations that 

impact systemic change for survivors of domestic violence.  The Harris County Domestic 

Violence Coordinating Council (HCDVCC) was formed in 1996, in response to identifying 

collaboration as an essential building block to establish a coordinated and systemic response.  The 

efforts to coordinate have evolved out of frustrations with the fragmentation of the policies and 

activities of the various agencies serving victims of domestic violence.  These frustrations have 

been expressed by victims, the community and the service providers themselves.   

HCDVCC serves as the coordinated community response for domestic violence and plays a 

central role in increasing collaborations among service providers.  Because there are more 

than 100 different organizations from various systems responding to victims of domestic 

violence, collaboration building was identified as an essential building block to addressing the 

barriers to increasing safety for victims, and decreasing violent deaths. HCDVCC is 

distinguished by its strong, volunteer board of local leaders, which include representatives 

from the Harris County District Attorney's Office, Houston Police Department, Harris County 

SherriŦŦΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜΣ tŀǎŀŘŜƴŀ tƻƭƛŎŜ 5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΣ ŀƴŘ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ various victim 

service agencies. HCDVCC is positioned to be an agency whose sole interest is working to 

create strong collaborative partnerships in the community that increase communication 

among services providers to effect positive change. 

 

Intimate Partner Violence Fatality Review 
 

As domestic violence work progressed across the United States, it became clear in many 

communities that there was a need to form fatality review teams; the purpose of which is to 
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review domestic violence-related homicide cases and identify needs within each community 

with the ultimate goal of decreasing the incidence of preventable adult deaths. 

In 2001 the Texas Legislature passed Senate Bill 515 amending Chapter 672 of the Texas 

Health and Safety Code to allow for the formation of adult fatality review teams in Texas 

counties. In August of 2003 the AVDRT was designated as the official Harris County adult 

fatality review team by Harris County Commissioners Court.  

 

Each month the AVDRT conducts system-wide reviews of selected cases of adult unexpected 

deaths that have been caused by intimate partner violence occurring in Houston and Harris 

County.   

 

Goals of the DVDRT include: 
 

¶ To conduct formal, confidential and systematic evaluation and analyses of 

adjudicated cases of family violence occurring in Houston and Harris County, focusing 

on the flow of each case through the various agencies in the system to identify areas 

for improvement or strengthening of agency contacts and interagency response. 

¶ To evaluate policies, protocols, and practices to identify gaps in service within 

agencies and the community.  

¶ To build a database for analysis of aggregate population of deceased persons and 

perpetrators. 

¶ To disseminate information on prevention strategies through a bi-annual quantitative 

and qualitative report to the AVDRT, HCDVCC, and as required to the Texas 

Department of Protective and Regulatory Services and to the community at large. 

 

άǎƘŜ ǿŀǎ ƘƛƎƘ ǎǇƛǊƛǘŜŘΣ ǾŜǊȅ ƘƛƎƘ ǎǇƛǊƛǘŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ ǾŜǊȅ ŀƳōƛǝƻǳǎ Φ Φ Φ ŀƴŘ 

ǎƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƘŜŀǊǘΣ ŀ ƘŜŀǊǘ ƻŦ ƎƻƭŘ Φ Φ Φ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǳŘŘŜƴΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǇƛǊƛǘ Φ Φ Φ 

ŎŀƳŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ Řƻǿƴ Φ Φ Φ ƛŦ ǎƘŜ ǿŀƭƪŜŘ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƻǊΣ ǎƘŜ ƘŀŘ ǘƻ Ŏŀƭƭ 

ŀƴŘ ƭŜǘ ƘƛƳ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘŜ ǿŀƭƪŜŘ ƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƻǊ ŀƴŘ L Ǝƻǘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎΣ 

ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƴƻǘ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ Φ Φ Φ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƘŜŀƭǘƘȅ 

ǊŜƭŀǝƻƴǎƘƛǇ ƛŦ ȅƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ Ŏŀƭƭ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǝƳŜ ȅƻǳ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ƳƻǾŜέ    

ς±ƛŎǝƳΩǎ aƻǘƘŜǊΣ CŀƳƛƭȅ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
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Overview 
 

The case review data described in the 2015 report includes information from 17 cases of 

intimate partner homicide in Harris County, TX from 2010-2012. The data is based on the 

number of cases reviewed by the team this year and does not reflect the total number of 

intimate partner homicides for the time period.  

¶ 15 Cases Reviewed from 2012 

¶ 1 Case Reviewed from 2011 [^Evidence was presented to a Grand Jury who 

determined that the person acted in self-defense so the case was no-billed. Decedent 

was the main aggressor with a long history of DV.] 

¶ 1 Case Reviewed from 2010 [*Charges were dismissed because the body has never 

been found but the defendant was convicted on a Federal gun charge.] 

 

 
Harris County, TX: The purple markers represent the zip codes of the 17 cases we 

reviewed and the blue markers represent the 6 cases provide to us that we did not 

have time to review.  
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Case Review Selection Process 
 

Intimate partner homicides are identified by the relationship between the victim and the 

perpetrator as being current or former spouses or current or formerly dating relationships. 

This definition includes all intimate partner homicides regardless of the gender of the 

perpetrator, including same sex couples.   

The case list for the review ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ IŀǊǊƛǎ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ !ǘǘƻǊƴŜȅΩǎ 

Office.  The list only includes cases where charges were filed by the police agency and 

ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻǎŜŎǳǘƛƻƴ ōȅ ǘƘŜ IŀǊǊƛǎ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ !ǘǘƻǊƴŜȅΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ.  The list may or may 

not include murder/suicide cases.   The total number of cases on the list to be reviewed by 

the team during this time period was 23.   Due to time constraints only 17 went through the 

entire review process. 

 

Family Interviews 
 

In hopes of learning more about the lives of these victims and additional opportunities for 

interventions and system changes, we spent the better part of the year developing the 

process and policies for the inclusion of family interviews in our yearly review.  

 

Of the 17 cases reviewed we only had contact information on 9 of the families, with most 

information being outdated and no longer available as most of the cases were 3+ years old.  

Of the 3 families that were contacted, only 2 agreed to meet with select team members.  The 

third family ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƭƻǾŜŘ ƻƴŜΩǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƴǘƛƳŀǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ ƘƻƳƛŎƛŘŜΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 

case documents indicated that it was a same-sex relationship.   

 

The family interviews provided insightful information into the challenges the victim and the 

family experienced leading up to the murder and the strength that has carried them forward 

since then. Not only did they provide us helpful details about the history of the violence in the 

relationship, but of the relationship itself, ǘƘŜ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΩǎ ǇŜǊŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ Ƙappening to 

their loved ones, and their reflections on what needs to change in order to prevent this from 

happening to others. We are humbled by the graciousness and openness of the families that 

allowed us to interview them and most of all we are awed and inspired by their strength and 

resilience.  
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Limitations  
 

Our findings align with the current nationwide data 

available on intimate partner homicides, however, we 

recognize that the data we captured is only a snapshot of 

these homicides. Our review process does have several 

limitations, including:   

Access to Relevant Case Information: Not everyone that 

we would like to be at the table is currently there.  Our 

access to a case is limited to the information current 

team members are able to gather and share.  While 

everyone at the table is open and honest with their 

information many unanswered questions remain.  

 

Accessing Data: The databases of team member agencies 

were not designed to pull data for the purposes of the 

review and can often be a cumbersome process for 

already time-constrained agencies and team members. 

There is additional data we would like to access for the 

review, but we must be cognizant of the time and effort 

each additional request places on team members and 

their agencies. Additionally, the State of Texas does not 

have a system in place to collect statewide and county 

level data on intimate partner homicides. A statewide 

tracking system would allow for easier access to data and 

information.  

  

Access to More Current Cases: The majority of the 17 

cases reviewed in 2015 were from 2012, with one being 

from 2010 and one from 2011. The District Attorney 

provides us access to cases that have gone through the 

first stage of disposition, meaning the defendants have 

pled guilty or were found guilty. These reviews have 

allowed us to identify gaps within systems and identify 

areas for improvement within our community. However, 

because these cases happened 3+ years ago, it can limit 

our ability to provide up to date recommendations as 

some issues we identify in the review have already been 

resolved by the time we reviewed the case.   

 

άL ǿŀǎ ǘŜƳǇǘŜŘ ǘƻ Ŏŀƭƭ 

him over, hit her 

myself and set him 

up . . . to just end the 

madness . . . for 

somebody like me to 

even start thinking 

like that, it has gotten 

really bad and you 

feel like there is no 

other way out . . . 

ǿŜΩǊŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƪŜ 

that, but us not doing 

something cost her 

ƭƛŦŜΦέ 

ς±ƛŎǘƛƳΩǎ aƻǘƘŜǊ, 

Family Interviewing 

Project 
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3ÕÍÍÁÒÙ $ÁÔÁ ÏÆ #ÁÓÅÓ 2ÅÖÉÅ×ÅÄ  
 

Fatality Details 

 

The majority of the homicides from our case reviews fall within three categories, with gunshot 

wounds resulting in two-fifths of the homicides (7 of 17), followed by more than one-fifth 

from stab wounds (4 of 17), and nearly one-fifth from strangulation (3 of 17).   

In two of the seventeen cases reviewed, the perpetrator committed suicide after killing the 

victim. In both cases the perpetrator was a male and the method of suicide was a gunshot to 

the head.  

In nearly one-fifth of cases reviewed (3 of 17), there were collateral victims resulting in two 

ŘŜŀǘƘǎ όǾƛŎǘƛƳΩǎ ŎƻǳǎƛƴΣ ǾƛŎǘƛƳΩǎ ōƻȅŦǊƛŜƴŘύ ŀƴŘ ƻƴŜ non-ƭƛŦŜ ǘƘǊŜŀǘŜƴƛƴƎ ƛƴƧǳǊȅ όǾƛŎǘƛƳΩǎ 

ŦǊƛŜƴŘΩǎ ōƻȅŦǊƛŜƴŘύΦ !ƭƭ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ƎǳƴǎƘƻǘ ǿƻǳƴŘǎΦ 

In the cases reviewed, more than two-fifths of perpetrators (7 of 16) had drugs and/or alcohol 

in their system at the time of the homicide (^2011 self-defense case not included). 

 

Ȱ7ÈÅÎ ÓÈÅ ÄÉÅÄȟ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÁÔ ÔÈÁÔ ÐÏÉÎÔ ×ÈÅÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÌÉÃÅ ÁÓËÅÄ 
ÍÅ ×ÁÓ ÓÈÅ ÁÂÕÓÅÄȢ Ȭ7ÈÁÔ ÄÏ ÙÏÕ ÍÅÁÎȩȭ 3ÈÅ ÈÁÄ ÍÁÒËÓ 
ÁÎÄ ÔÈÉÎÇÓ ÏÎ ÈÅÒ ÂÁÃË Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ×Å ÎÅÖÅÒ ËÎÅ× Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÙ ÔÈÁÔ 
ÈÅ ÄÉÄ ÈÅÒȟ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÖÉÏÌÅÎÔȟ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÖÅÒÙȟ ÖÅÒÙ ÖÉÏÌÅÎÔȱ 
ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ -ÏÔÈÅÒȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

41%

23%

18%

6%

6%
6%

Cause of Death

Gunshot Wounds

Stab Wounds^

Strangulation

Blunt Force Injury

Strangulation, suffocation, &
blunt force injury

Unknown*
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8 

 

In more than half of reviewed cases (9 of 17), the homicides occurred at a shared residence.  

 

 

 
 

In eighty-eight percent of cases reviewed (15 of 17), the murders occurred between Friday 

and Monday. In more than three-fourths of the cases reviewed (13 of 17), the murder 

occurred between 12am and 10:30am. In nearly one-fifth of the cases reviewed (3 of 17), the 

murder occurred between 5:00pm^ and 7:30pm and in 1 case, time of death is unknown*. 

 

67%

17%

8%
8%

Place of Incident

Shared Residence^

Victim's Residence

Perpetrator's Residence

Parking Lot
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When did the murders occur?

Early/Morning (12am to 12 pm) Afternoon/Evening (12pm to 12am)
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Victim & Perpetrator Demographics 
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Victims Of the cases reviewed, more than three-fourths of the victims were female (13 of 

17). Of the male victims, one was the main aggressor in the self-defense case. About half of 

the victims were African-American (9 of 17), while twenty-nine percent were Hispanic (5 of 

17) and eighteen percent were White, Non-Hispanic (3 of 17).  More than half of victims were 

between the ages of 20 and 39 at the time of the incident (10 of 17). The average age for a 

female victim was 32 years and the average age for a male victim was 56 years.  

 

Perpetrators Of the cases reviewed, more than four-fifths of the perpetrators were male (14 

of 17). Of the female perpetrators, one was included from the self-defense case. Nearly half 

of the perpetrators were African-American (8 or 17), while about two-fifths were Hispanic (7 

of 17) and about one-tenth were White, Non-Hispanic (2 of 17).  About two-thirds of 

perpetrators were between the ages of 30 and 49 at the time of the incident (11 of 17). The 

average age for a male perpetrator is 39 years and the average age for a female perpetrator 

was 51 years. 

53%
29%

18%

Race/Ethnicity: Victims

African American

White Hispanic

White Non-Hispanic

47%

41%

12%

Race/Ethnicity: Perpetrators

African American

White Hispanic

White Non-Hispanic
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Relationship 

Relationship Status Of the cases reviewed, about three-fifths of relationships were dating 

(10 of 17), while about two-fifths were married (7 of 17), including common law and those 

who were separated with no divorce pending. One of the 17 cases was a same sex 

relationship.  

 

Living Arrangement In more than three-fourths of the cases (14 of 17), the victims and 

perpetrators were living together at the time of the incident. 

  

Ȱ-Ù ÄÁÕÇÈÔÅÒȭÓ ÎÁÍÅ ×ÁÓÎȭÔ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÓÅȢ 0ÅÏÐÌÅ ÓÁÙ ÔÈÅÙ 

ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ÅÖÅÎ ËÎÏ× ÓÈÅ ×ÁÓ ÔÈÅÒÅȢ 4ÈÁÔȭÓ ÈÏ× ÉÓÏÌÁÔÅÄ ÉÔ 

×ÁÓȢȱ ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ -ÏÔÈÅÒȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

41%

59%

Relationship Status at Time of Death

Married [Including, common
law marrige and separated
with no divorce pending]

Dating

76%

24%

Living Arrangements at Time of Death

Living Together

Not Living Together
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Age Difference Nearly half of all victims were younger than the perpetrator (8 of 17). 

Females were on average 12 years younger than the perpetrator while there were no male 

victims younger than the perpetrator. More than one-third (6 of 17) of the victims were older 

than the perpetrator (including all male victims) and on average female victims were 4 years 

older and male victims were 8 years older than the perpetrators. Additionally, eighteen 

percent of victims were the same age as the perpetrator (3 of 17). 

 

 

ȰÈÅ ×ÁÓ ÓÕÃÈ Á ÎÏÒÍÁÌ ÇÏÏÄ ÇÕÙ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ÙÏÕ ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ÓÅÅ ÔÈÉÓȟ ÁÔ 

ÆÁÍÉÌÙ ÆÕÎÃÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÂÉÒÔÈÄÁÙ ÄÉÎÎÅÒÓȟ ×ÈÁÔÅÖÅÒ ÉÔ ×ÁÓȟ ÙÏÕ 

ÃÏÕÌÄÎȭÔ ÈÁÖÅ ÁÓËÅÄ ÆÏÒ Á ÂÅÔÔÅÒ ÇÕÙ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ×Å ÄÉÄÎȭÔ  ËÎÏ×ȟ 

×Å ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ËÎÏ×ȱ  

ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ !ÕÎÔȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

20 to 29 Years Younger

10 to 19 Years Younger

1 to 9 Years Younger

No Age Difference

1-9 Years Older

# OF VICTIMS

Victims Age Difference from Perpetrator
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Ȱ3ÈÅ ÌÏÖÅÄ ÈÉÍȟ ÙÅÓ ÓÈÅ ÄÉÄȟ ÂÕÔ ) ÒÅÁÌÌÙ ÔÈÉÎË ɍÓÈÅɎ 

ÐÒÏÂÁÂÌÙ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÈÁÖÅ ÅÎÄÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÒÅÌÁÔÉÏÎÓÈÉÐ ÌÏÎÇ 

ÂÅÆÏÒÅ ÓÈÅ ÄÉÄ ÉÆ ÉÔ ÈÁÄ ÎÏÔ ÂÅÅÎ ÆÏÒ ÈÅÒ ËÉÄÓȱ 

 ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ -ÏÔÈÅÒȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

 

 

 

 

Children 

 
 

Of the cases reviewed, 9 of them included children, equating to more than half of the victims 

having children. In five of the nine cases, all children were in common between the victim and 

the perpetrator. In two of the nine cases, the victim had a child in common with the 

perpetrator and a child that was not the perpetrators biological child. In one of the nine cases, 

there were no children in common, but the victim had an adult child/children that was not 

the perpetrators biological child. In one of the nine cases, the victim had step-children who 

were the biological children of the perpetrator.  

 

Yes
53%

No
47%

Did the victim have children?

Yes

No
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Children Who Lost A Parent Of the nine cases, 23 children lost one or both parents [*2010 

case not includedτnumber of adult children of victim is unknown]. Nearly three-fourths of 

the children were minors (17 of 23) when they lost their parents and one-fourth were adults 

(6 of 23). Additionally, thirteen percent of children lost both parents (3 of 23), as the 

perpetrator committed suicide after the murder.  

 

Children Present During Incident In four of the nine cases (44%), the murder occurred 

while children were present in the home, with 8 children being present at the time of the 

homicide (35%). Of the children present, half of them witnessed the event or discovered the 

body (4 of 8). *Based on 9 cases and a total of 23 children. 

 

Ȱ7Å ɍÃÈÉÌÄÒÅÎɎ ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ÔÁÌËȟ ×Å ×ÅÒÅ ÓÃÁÒÅÄ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ×ÈÁÔ ÈÅ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÄÏ ÔÏ 
ÕÓ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ÈÅ ×ÏÕÌÄ ×ÈÏÏÐ ÕÓȟ ÂÕÔ ÉÔ ×ÁÓÎȭÔ ÌÉËÅ ÔÈÅ ÎÏÒÍÁÌ ×ÈÏÐÐÉÎÇȟ ÉÔ 
×ÁÓ ÌÉËÅ ÆÏÒ ÒÅÁÌȱ ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ $ÁÕÇÈÔÅÒȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ  

17

4

23 Childern Lost a Parent

Number of minor children who lost
a parent

Number of adult children who lost a
parent

15
65%

8
35%

Children Present During Incident*

Children Not Present During
Incident

Children Present During the
Incident



 

 

 

 

 

 

H
a
rr

is
 C

o
u

n
ty

 D
o

m
e
st

ic
 V

io
le

n
ce

 C
o

o
rd

in
a
tin

g
 C

o
u

n
ci

l
 

 

15 

Perpetrator History 

 
 

Criminal History About two-thirds of perpetrators had a non-domestic violence related 

criminal history (11 of 16). More than half had a prior history of violence shown by 

documented involvement with the legal system, law enforcement, or a protective order (9 of 

16). More than two-fifths had contact with the police in the year prior to the homicide (7 of 

16) and nearly one-third had prior reports to the police by the victim alleging domestic 

violence (5 of 16). Less than two-fifths had a known criminal history of domestic violence (6 

of 16). ̂ 2011 self-defense case not included 

 

 άΦ Φ Φ ƘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǝƳŜ Ƙƻǿ ƭƻƴƎ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛŎŜ ƻŶŎŜǊǎ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ 

ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘŜƭƭ ƘŜǊ Φ Φ Φ ΨL ŎƻǳƭŘ Řƻ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ȅƻǳ ŀƴŘ 

ƎŜǘ ŀǿŀȅ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ǘŀƪŜǎ ǘƘŜƳ Ȅ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǝƳŜ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ƘŜǊŜΩ Φ Φ Φ ƛǘ 

ǿŀǎ ŀǎ ǎƛƳǇƭŜ ŀǎ Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǊŘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ƻǳǊǎ Φ Φ Φ ǿŜ ǎǝƭƭ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜƳ Φ Φ Φ ƛŦ 

ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƘŀǇǇŜƴŜŘ Φ Φ Φ ǿŜ ƴŜŜŘ ŀ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ Ƙƻǿ Ƴŀƴȅ ǝƳŜǎ ǿŜ 

ǘǊƛŜŘΣ ǘƘƛǎ ōƻȅ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǘŀƭƪƛƴƎ ǳǎέ      

ς±ƛŎǝƳΩǎ aƻǘƘŜǊΣ CŀƳƛƭȅ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Had contact with police in previous year

Prior reports to police by victim alleging DV

Known criminal history of DV

Prior history of violece (documented involvement
with system)

Non DV related criminal history

# OF INDIVIDUALS

Perpetrator Criminal History^

Unknown No Yes
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Risk Factors In eighty-eight percent of cases, the perpetrators had a history of violence (14 

of 16), while the other two are unknown. In more than two-fifths of cases, the victim had 

previously attempted to leave the abuser (7 of 16), while the other nine are unknown.  In one-

fifth of the cases the perpetrator had previously threatened to kill the victim (3 of 16) and in 

one-fifth of cases, the perpetrator had access to firearms (3 of 16), while the remainder of 

cases are unknown. In all of the unknown cases, we were unable to determine if there was a 

history of violence, attempts to leave, threats to kill, or access to firearms. ^2011 self-defense 

case not included. 

 

 άL ƪƴŜǿ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ώƎǳƴǎϐ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ 

ƻǳǊ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀƴƎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ 

Ƙƛǎ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎΦ ²Ŝ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŘƛŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƻǳǎŜΣ 

ǿŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿΦέ  

ς±ƛŎǝƳΩǎ 5ŀǳƎƘǘŜǊΣ CŀƳƛƭȅ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿƛƴƎ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Victim: Previously attempted to leave

Perpetrator: Access to firearms

Perpetrator: Threatened to kill victim

Perpetrator: History of violence

Risk Factors^

Yes Unknown



 

 

 

 

 

 

H
a
rr

is
 C

o
u

n
ty

 D
o

m
e
st

ic
 V

io
le

n
ce

 C
o

o
rd

in
a
tin

g
 C

o
u

n
ci

l
 

 

17 

Ȱ×Å ÊÕÓÔ ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ÓÅÅ ÉÔ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ÁÎÄ )ȭÍ ÐÒÅÔÔÙ ÓÕÒÅ ÁÎÄ ) ÂÅÌÉÅÖÅ ÉÎ 

ÍÙ ÈÅÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÈÅÁÒÔÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÈÅ ÔÏÌÄ ÈÉÍ Ȭ)ȭÍ ÒÅÁÄÙ ÔÏ ÇÏȟ ÊÕÓÔ 

ÌÅÔ ÍÅ ÇÏ ÂÁÃË ÔÏ ÍÙ ÍÏÍÍÁȟ ÌÅÔ ÍÅ ÇÏ ÈÏÍÅȭ Ȣ Ȣ Ȣ ) 

ÇÁÔÈÅÒÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÈÅ ×ÁÓ ÐÒÏÂÁÂÌÙ ÔÏÏ ×ÅÁË ÔÏ ÅÖÅÎ ÒÕÎȱ  

ɀ6ÉÃÔÉÍȭÓ -ÏÔÈÅÒȟ &ÁÍÉÌÙ )ÎÔÅÒÖÉÅ×ÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

 

 

Sentencing 

 

In the cases reviewed, sentencing ranged from 20 years to life without parole for the murder of 

an intimate partner. About two-thirds of charged cases resulted in a plea deal (9 of 13). The 

average sentence for a plea deal (not including the 2 life sentences) is 36 years. Nearly one-third 

of charged cases resulted in a jury trial (4 of 13). The average sentence for a jury trial is 31 years. 

In 2 cases, no charges were filed because it was a murder/suicide. In one case, charges were 

dismissed because the body has never been discovered and the defendant was convicted on a 

Federal gun charge* and in one case the evidence was presented to a grand Jury who determined 

that the person acted in self-defense so the case was no-billed̂ . 

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

#
 O

F
 C

A
S

E
S

Sentencing

Plea Jury No Sentence



 

 

 

 

 

 

H
a
rr

is
 C

o
u

n
ty

 D
o

m
e
st

ic
 V

io
le

n
ce

 C
o

o
rd

in
a
tin

g
 C

o
u

n
ci

l
 

 

18 

,ÅÓÓÏÎÓ ,ÅÁÒÎÅÄ !ÂÏÕÔ ÔÈÅ 2ÅÖÉÅ× 0ÒÏÃÅÓÓ ÁÎÄ /ÕÒ 
#ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ 

 

¶ Family interviewing is able to provide invaluable information for the team related to 

the history and context of abuse experienced by the victims.  Having the ability to 

ǎƘŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ǎǘƻǊȅ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴǎ ǘƘŜ ǘŜŀƳΩǎ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŜŀŎƘ 

other, as well as leads to identification of systemic problems without judgement or 

defensiveness.  It allows us as a team to think beyond our own discipline. 

¶ Having a family interviewing protocol in place before conducting the interview 

provides structure and support for the process and keeps the interview on purpose. 

¶ Providing the team with team evaluations at the end of each meeting is helping to 

keep the team focused on the process and purpose of the review, as well as allowing 

the team to define what is working well: 

o Communication 

o Participation from law enforcement 

o Feedback from different systems 

o hǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭŀǿ ŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 5!Ωǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ 

o Having input from CPS about past of victims as well as offenders 

o Opportunity to explore context of the violence and other perspectives related 

to the violence 

¶ Partnership with Law Enforcement and having investment from Houston Police 

5ŜǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ IŀǊǊƛǎ /ƻǳƴǘȅ {ƘŜǊƛŦŦΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǘǊǳŜ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘΦ  [ŀǿ 

Enforcement leads the case review process by providing a power point presentation 

that includes the 911 call, excerpts from the offender interview, a time line of the 

incident, and any known history of the relationship. 

¶ [ŀǿ 9ƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ άǇǊƻŎŜǎǎέ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜŀƳ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ǘƘŜƳ 

as investigators to think differently about the collection of information for future 

ŎŀǎŜǎΦ  hƴŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƻǊ ǎŀƛŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ŀ ǊŜǾƛŜǿΣ άL ǿƛǎƘ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ŀōƻǳǘ 

ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻǳǘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴΦέ   

¶ We are learning there is a need for follow-up, trauma informed services for families 

who lose their loved ones due to domestic violence homicide.  We are also wondering 

if there is an opportunity to provide connections among families who have experience 

the loss of a loved one due to domestic violence homicide. 

¶ The presence of Adult and Child Protective Services offers insight from both a victim 

and an offender perspective. 
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¶ The diversity, experience, and wisdom of the individuals on the team bring collective 

knowledge, wisdom, and insight to the case review. 

¶ It has been enlightening to learn of the limitations due to protocols practiced by law 

enforcement, and this also brings knowledge of how that system functions and the 

role of law enforcement in homicide investigations that was not present to all 

members and systems represented on the team. 

¶ There is great value in having Battering Intervention and Prevention Programs 

present as a team member.   

¶ HPD has already implemented a change to the letters sent to victims from the family 

violence unit to include the National Domestic Violence Hotline as an additional 

resource. 

¶ HPD changed their internal computer system for the ability to assign investigators to 

assault cases in a more timely way. 

 

 

 

άΦ Φ Φ ƛŦ ȅƻǳ ŦŜŜƭ ƛǘ Φ Φ Φ ȅƻǳ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
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