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Methodology:
Methods: keyword search on databases, snowball based on results
Databases: scholar.google.com, library.universiteitleiden.nl, heinonline.org
Keywords: combinations of gun/firearm, women/partner, (domestic) violence, law (reform), intervention


Findings:
First, it must be noted that this annotated bibliography does not purport to fully survey and represent the breadth of the literature on intervention strategies aimed at curbing firearm violence against women. Still, the sources it covers should offer a reasonable overview of the current state of the knowledge on the topic, as well as a few effective legal reforms. However, an asterisk must be placed here since most of the research focused on the United States, and the effectiveness of the interventions outlined may differ in other contexts.
Overall, what the literature points to is the importance of restricting firearm access and possession in contexts where there is a high risk of violence. Most of the research examined focused on two particular avenues for intervention, on which a scientific consensus as to their effectiveness appears to exist. Restrictions on firearm access and ownership, as well as an increased difficulty to buy firearms (e.g. through background checks) have been found to help decrease both firearm possession in at-risk households, as well as generally reduce intimate partner firearm homicides. There are a number of elements that the literature also highlighted as potentially being important in fighting gun violence against women, such as cracking down on illegal access, keeping better track of guns, ensuring the surrender or removal of firearms from high-risk situations, training for the judiciary and other involved state agencies, and more reporting and monitoring mechanisms. Of course, all this must of course be placed within the context of a judiciary and state agencies that are able and willing to correctly implement and enforce this legislation.
Literature:
Brown A., ‘This Time I'll Be Bulletproof: Using Ex Parte Firearm Prohibitions to Combat Intimate-Partner Violence' (2019) 50 Columbia Human Rights Law Review 159.
In his article, Brown discusses the intersection between reducing domestic violence-related homicides and firearm regulation in the US. This is especially important in the US which is a world leader in firearm violence against victims of domestic violence. He finds that ex parte order for protection prohibitions on firearms enjoy both bipartisan support -- making them more politically viable – as well as a reasonable degree of empirical support for their effectiveness. However, he concludes that protection of intimate partners from firearms must go beyond enforcing existing laws, but must also include the creation of new laws that even further protect potential victims. 
Chao T., and M. Crandall, ‘"Evidence-Based Firearm Injury Prevention: Legislation Matters’ (2020) 30 University of Florida Journal of Law and Public Policy 217.
Chao and Crandall explore avenues for the prevention of domestic firearm-related injuries. In relation to the role of state legislation, they conclude that this must include “limitations on licensing for rearm purchasing and ownership, restriction of certain firearm enhancements, mandates regarding safe storage and locks, and development of community-based violence prevention programs.”[footnoteRef:1] Furthermore, they find some evidence supporting government buy-back programs, concealed-carry laws, a more aggressive form of policing and incarceration, and “hospital-based violence prevention programs.”[footnoteRef:2]  [1:  p. 217]  [2:  Ibid] 

Diez C., R. Kurland, E. Rothman, M. Bair-Merritt, E. Fleegler, Z. Xuan, S. Galea, C. Ross, B. Kalesan, K. Goss, and M. Siegel, ‘State Intimate Partner Violence-Related Firearm Laws and Intimate Partner Homicide Rates in the United States, 1991 to 2015’ (2017) 167 Annals of Internal Medicine 536. 
This study outlines the need to remove firearms from domestic violence situations at risk of recidivism. In that trend, it examines the effectiveness of laws restricting firearm possession by people subject to domestic violence restraining orders. Although it does not look into the laws’ implementation, the study finds that these laws are linked to reduced rates of intimate partner homicide compared to states lacking such laws. The research also underlines the importance of requiring the surrender of firearms already in the abusers’ possession. 
Gildengorin L., ‘Smoke and Mirrors: How Current Firearm Relinquishment Laws Fail to Protect Domestic Violence Victims’ (2016) 67 The Hastings Law Journal 807.
In her article, Gildengorin emphasizes the need to restrict abusers’ firearm access to protect victims of domestic violence. In that trend, she examines federal and state approaches, finding that at the federal level laws fail to protect victims by insufficiently pushing for the surrender of firearms. However, since it is the state level that mostly deals with situations of domestic violence, protection for victims is most necessary here. State approaches vary greatly, from offering very much to nonexistent protection. 
Because of this, Gildengorin outlines a number of possible reforms to maximize the protection of victims. These are firstly, the increasing adoption of firearm relinquishment laws as a minimum standard, with the added elements of the empowerment of law enforcement to seize firearms at the scene, improved training of the judiciary and other involved agencies, judiciary oversight and notice of relinquishment, and allowing law enforcement officers to search homes if there is probable cause to believe an offender possesses a firearm. On top of this, Gildengorin even proposes the creation of a specialized local unit of law enforcement officers. Next, she outlines the importance of guidelines stipulating how to actually implement these laws, including a description of the correct legal procedure. Finally, she finds that the system of background checks used when selling guns as well as firearm registries must be overhauled to allow for the effective restriction of firearms from offenders. 
Issa Y., ‘“A Profoundly Masculine Act”: Mass Shootings, Violence Against Women, and the Amendment That Could Forge a Path Forward’ (2019) 107 California Law Review 673.
In her note, Issa examines the Lautenberg amendment to the Gun Control Act, which barred those convicted of misdemeanor domestic violence from possessing firearms. Issa argues that this amendment was not far-reaching enough, and should be expanded to covering those convicted of sexual assault and stalking, since those crimes often are indicative of “a potential for future mass violence.”[footnoteRef:3]  Furthermore, she finds that the amendment also ought to cover dating partners, and non-intimate partner family members.  [3:  p. 673] 

McPhedran S. ‘An Evaluation of the Impacts of Changing Firearms Legislation on Australian Female Firearm Homicide Victimization Rates’ (2018) 24 Violence Against Women 798.
McPhedran’s article examines Australian firearm legislation, finding that female firearm homicide victimization rates may have been affected by legal changes, but that male rates probably were not. This is likely due to the restriction of firearm access for perpetrators of domestic violence. Substantively, what changed was an increase in legal uniformity and detailedness. This was alongside an increased reliance on background checks, a lowering of the bar for refusal of firearm licenses, and generally more mandatory rather than discretionary action in response to domestic violence. That finding is echoed by the wider literature which has consistently found that increased background checks and restrictions for offenders’ help reduce intimate partner homicides. However, the article also touches upon the role of illegal firearms in firearm homicides, which limit the effectiveness of any legal intervention.
McPhedran S., and G. Mauser, ‘Lethal Firearm-Related Violence Against Canadian Women: Did Tightening Gun Laws Have an Impact on Women’s Health and Safety?’ (2013) 28 Violence and Victims 875.
McPhedran and Mauser analyze the impact the tightening of Canadian firearm laws had on the protection of women. Unfortunately, they find that increased legislation actually was not associated with a reduction in gun-related female domestic homicide, contrary to popular belief. The only law linked with a potentially statistically significant reduction was Bill C-51 from 1977, which set out a required background check for past convictions when selling firearms. That seemingly underlines the importance of ensuring that domestic violence perpetrators cannot access guns. 
Moracco K., K. Clark, C. Espersen, and M. Bowling, Preventing Firearm Violence Among Victims of Intimate Partner Violence: An Evaluation of a New North Carolina Law (CH2004-IJ-CX-00025, 2006).   
This study examines a 2003 North Carolina law on domestic violence protective orders (DVPOs) barring firearm ownership and possession. Although the authors encountered information issues with regards firearm confiscation or surrenders, they found that in the 350 study participants compliance was lacking and that in general, court-ordered protection was insufficient. Overall then, the research’s findings point to the importance of including firearm prohibitions in all DVPOs, better information collection and storage, improved enforcement of firearm restrictions, reporting and monitoring mechanisms, and more resources for the training of officials. Moreover, it indicates that involved agencies should seek to ensure applicants’ understanding, increase transparency and consistency, and improve implementation and enforcement. 
Negin J., P. Alpers, N. Nassar, and D. Hemenway, ‘Australian Firearm Regulation at 25 - Successes, Ongoing Challenges, and Lessons for the World’ (2021) 384 New England Journal of Medicine 1581.
Although this study only looks into gun violence against women in passing, notably it highlights a multi-pronged intervention strategy to fight gun violence. It does this on the basis of lessons drawn from Australian firearm legislation. In relation to the topic at hand, this strategy includes gun registration and licensing, which are important components for the effectiveness of potential laws restricting firearm possession for perpetrators of domestic violence.
Prickett K., A. Martin-Storey, and R. Crosnoe, ‘Firearm Ownership in High-Conflict Families: Differences According to State Laws Restricting Firearms to Misdemeanor Crimes of Domestic Violence Offenders’ (2018) 33 Journal of Family Violence 297.
This article examines the relation between US state laws prohibiting perpetrators of domestic violence from firearm ownership and “firearm ownership in two-parent families with high-conflict male partners” with histories of arrest.[footnoteRef:4]  It finds that the presence of such legal firearm restrictions strongly reduced the gun ownership rate in families with high-conflict males, diminishing even more in the face of stronger restrictions. One important element in these laws is the length of prohibition, with the study suggesting that federal legislation setting out permanent prohibitions may prove effective. [4:  p.297] 

Roberts D., ‘Intimate Partner Homicide: Relationships to Alcohol and Firearms’ (2009) 25 Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice 67.
In his study, Roberts examines intimate partner homicide and its relation to alcohol and firearms. His research suggests that most intimate partner firearm homicides are committed using guns already present in the household. Furthermore, significantly, he finds an increased incidence of intimate partner homicide in counties with longer waits or bans on carrying firearms. However, a so-called ‘cooling off’ period between 2 and 7 days was found to decrease the incidence.
Sorenson S., and R. Schut, ‘Nonfatal Gun Use in Intimate Partner Violence: A Systematic Review of the Literature’ (2018) 19 Trauma, Violence, & Abuse 431.
In their literature review, Sorenson and Schut explore the state of scientific knowledge on nonfatal firearm use in intimate partner violence. Regarding legal interventions, they underscore the dangers of non-implementation of legislation -- especially between the federal and state levels of government. Furthermore, they find that the relinquishment and seizure of firearms in domestic violence situations should be a priority. Alongside this, they also highlight the importance of more accurate information about firearms in situations of domestic violence, the “efficacy and improvement of purchase and possession prohibitions” in relation to restraining orders, and the increased use of background checks as a prevention strategy.
Vigdor E., and J. Mercy, ‘Do Laws Restricting Access to Firearms by Domestic Violence Offenders Prevent Intimate Partner Homicide?’ (2006) 30 Evaluation Review 313.
Vigdor and Mercy look into the effectiveness of placing firearm restrictions on perpetrators of domestic violence in preventing intimate partner homicides. They tentatively conclude that a state passing a restraining order law with firearm restrictions has an impact by decreasing intimate partner homicides. However, no statistically significant effect was found between intimate partner firearm homicides and laws allowing firearm confiscation by the police at domestic violence scenes, or domestic violence misdemeanors.
Zeoli A., R. Malinski, and H. Brenner, ‘The Intersection of Firearms and Intimate Partner Homicide in 15 Nations’ (2020) 21 Trauma, Violence, & Abuse 45.
Zeoli, Malinski and Brenner explore the use of firearms in intimate partner homicide, as well as the existence of legislation keeping guns out of abusers’ hands. Such laws existed in 7 of the 15 countries surveyed, where domestic violence ranged from being a factor in allowing gun ownership to serving to disqualify ownership. The authors do not make any real, statistically significant conclusions yet, focusing instead on lessons for future research. Notably, they find that there cannot yet be a global understanding of the problem of firearm usage in intimate partner homicide.
Zeoli A., R. Malinski, and B. Turchan, ‘Risks and Targeted Interventions: Firearms in Intimate Partner Violence’ (2016) 38 Epidemiologic Review 125.
The study presents a systematic review of the state of the knowledge on the risks of firearm access and use in domestic violence, as well as the effectiveness of interventions specifically targeted to mitigate those risks. On the basis of the literature examined, it finds that firearm access increases the severity and deadliness of intimate partner violence. Furthermore, regarding interventions it finds that domestic violence restraining orders with firearm restrictions have a positive effect, but certain elements such as judicial unwillingness to order firearm restrictions may undermine their effectiveness. However, this study does come with the asterisk that it does not examine more sweeping gun violence interventions. 
Zeoili A., S. Frattaroli, and K. Roskam, ‘Removing Firearms from Those Prohibited from Possession by Domestic Violence Restraining Orders: A Survey and Analysis of State Laws’ (2017) 20 Trauma, Violence & Abuse 114. 
The authors analyze US state laws relating to firearm prohibitions in relation to domestic violence restraining orders. They examine the contents of these legislations, and their implementability and enforceability. The article’s overview of these laws may prove a useful tool in advocacy.
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