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Executive Summary
Continuing with the work launched in 2000 with publication of the Wisconsin Coalition Against Domestic 
Violence’s ,rst Wisconsin Domestic Violence Homicide Report, this edition details domestic violence-related 
homicides in the calendar year 2010.1 -is brief accounting in no way represents the victims’ full lives. -at 
would require a far more detailed inquiry, in-depth study of o.cial case records, and conversations with fam-
ily and friends left behind. Within the limitations of readily available public information we have endeavored 
to construct as accurate a description as possible of key events and circumstances related to each homicide. 
Readers should note that there may have been homicides that were unreported or unidenti,ed and are there-
fore not represented in this report.2

In 2010 there were 39 domestic violence homicide incidents resulting in 58 deaths: 51 homicides and 7 per-
petrator suicides. Domestic violence homicides were 29% of all homicides in Wisconsin in 2010.3 Six homi-
cides were the result of legal intervention by responding law enforcement.4 Six multiple homicide incidents 
accounted for 18 of 45 homicides (excluding homicides as a result of legal intervention). 
  

�����FRPSDUHG�WR������5 ���� ����

,QFLGHQWV�RI�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�UHODWHG�KRPLFLGH �� ��

9LFWLPV�RI�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�KRPLFLGH��H[FOXGLQJ�E\�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ� �� ��

+RPLFLGHV�E\�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ��UHVSRQGLQJ�ODZ�HQIRUFHPHQW� � �

$OO�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�UHODWHG�KRPLFLGHV �� ��

3HUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH��H[FOXGLQJ�E\�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ� � ��

7RWDO�GHDWKV��YLFWLP�DQG�SHUSHWUDWRU�� �� ��

Other aspects of domestic violence-related homicide during 2010 include: 
• -ere was an average of four domestic violence homicide deaths per month in Wisconsin. When 
perpetrator suicides and deaths in conjunction with homicides are included, the rate was almost ,ve 
domestic violence–related deaths per month.  

• Perpetrators of domestic violence homicide incidents were overwhelmingly male: 86% (30 of 35, 
excluding homicides by legal intervention). 

• When all homicides are considered, 57% of victims were female (29 of 51). When homicides ex-
cluding legal intervention are considered, 64% of victims were female (29 of 45). Males were victims 
in all of the homicides by legal intervention. Most males who were murdered were killed by another 
male—81% (10 of 11)—either by their father, in the case of child homicides, an adult son, or in 
conjunction with an attack on or in relation to a current or former female partner.  

• Intimate partner violence characterizes the majority of domestic violence homicides included in this 
report: 30 of 39 incidents (77%). Victims were current or former partners, children or family mem-
bers of a current or estranged partner, or someone connected to a former female partner.   
• Half of the intimate-partner-related homicide incidents (16 of 30) involved a victim or someone 
close to the victim who had left the relationship or was taking action to end the relationship, such as 
moving out or ,ling for divorce. 

1 Homicides were considered “domestic” if the victims and perpetrators were spouses or partners, former spouses or former partners, adults with children in common, adults 
or teens who had been in a dating relationship, or adult family members (e.g., parents killed by an adult child). Homicides of others were also included if the circumstances 
of the murder included a perpetrator’s attack on someone connected with a current or former partner, such as a new partner or friend or family member. -e report also 
includes homicides of domestic violence perpetrators that occur as their victims acted in self-defense, as well as those that occurred as a result of legal intervention (i.e., police 
killing a suspect). See Methodology for additional information on de,nitions and criteria. 
 
2 Primary sources include news media (print and Internet editions) and Wisconsin Circuit Court Access records.

3 -e domestic violence homicide rate of 29% is based on 45 of 156 homicides statewide, using data from the Wisconsin O.ce of Justice Assistance (OJA). OJA uses 
Uniform Crime Report data submitted by law enforcement agencies and excludes homicides by legal intervention. See Methodology.
 
4 “Legal intervention” is when a suspect is killed by law enforcement o.cers responding to a domestic violence-related call, i.e., where they have legal authority to use deadly 
force. -is is the highest number since 2005, the year for which homicide report data can be most readily retrieved. In comparison, there were three homicides by legal 
intervention between 2005 and 2009.

5 See the 2000 through 2010 comparison and statewide maps at the conclusion of the report.
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• Victims re/ected the span of life, from less than one year old to 87.   
• Victims were from 17 counties across all regions of the state.  
• At least 12 minor children were left orphaned or without a mother as a result of a domestic violence 
homicide.  
• Past history of domestic violence involving either the victim, a victim’s family member (e.g., a 
daughter or sister) or friend, or another person remains largely unknown and unexplored in published 
accounts of domestic violence homicides. In 2010, there was a known prior history of violence with 
the homicide perpetrator and victim in seven incidents and between the perpetrator and other victims 
in four. -ere was a known history of domestic violence by all six of the suspects killed by legal inter-
vention.  
• When perpetrators had a record of arrest on domestic abuse–related charges (e.g., battering, re-
straining order or harassment order violations, or intimidating a victim) such charges were often dis-
missed or reduced to disorderly conduct, which may mean the perpetrator was not subject the federal 
domestic violence ,rearms prohibition. 
• Excluding homicides by legal intervention, 61% (20 of 33) of domestic violence homicide incidents 
involved a ,rearm as the primary method of killing or a related weapon. In three of the six homicides 
by legal intervention, the suspect ,red a weapon at responding o.cers. 
• Together the 2010 cases re/ect the factors that research has found to be particularly associated with 
lethal violence and the risk of violence.6 -ese include, among other factors: stalking, strangulation, 
threats to kill the victim and threats to kill that the victim believes, threats to kill that are conveyed to 
others, serious injury to the victim, access to or use of weapons, violence outside the home, a victim 
who is attempting a permanent break, obsessive jealousy, and prior arrests, police calls and/or restrain-
ing orders. Active restraining or no-contact orders were in place at the time of seven of the homicide 
incidents. 

While intimate partner homicide rates overall have declined nationally for all race and gender groups in the 
past thirty-,ve years, the decline has varied signi,cantly for di0erent populations. According to data compiled 
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, between 1976 and 2005, “the number of black males killed by intimates 
dropped by 83%, white males by 61%, black females by 52%, and white females by 6%.” -is downward 
trend has been attributed to increased awareness, services, and intervention. Nevertheless, of all female murder 
victims, the proportion killed by an intimate partner has been increasing and for white women in the relation-
ship of girlfriend the intimate partner homicide rate is higher than it was in 1976.While the rate has declined 
for black women in the relationship of girlfriend, it remains higher for them than for any other group, fol-
lowed by American Indian/Alaska Native women.7

Several key themes emerged across the 2010 cases and are addressed in detail in the report. -ese include: the 
reach of domestic violence homicide into later life; homicides occurring as or after leaving a relationship with 
an intimate partner; the persistent role of ,rearms in domestic violence homicides; help-seeking by victims 
of ongoing abuse and the e0orts of family members to protect; missed opportunities to intervene; and the 
wide reach of domestic violence into all corners of the state and into all kinds of lives. -ese themes have been 
common since the report was ,rst published in 2000. A distinctive theme in 2010 was the high number of 
cases where the homicide occurred when law enforcement o.cers responded to a domestic violence-related 
emergency call. -e 2010 report also updates cases included in prior years where ,nal disposition of criminal 
charges was pending at the time of publication.

Our intent with this report is to honor the victims of domestic violence homicide and help Wisconsin com-
munities create opportunities for intervention and prevention. We want to expand the understanding of the 
dynamics of domestic violence among Coordinated Community Response Teams, Elder Abuse Interdiscipli-
nary Teams, and other critical systems where victims and perpetrators might seek help, assistance, support, and 
treatment. We hope to inspire community members to get involved in e0orts to prevent domestic violence. 

6 For a summary of key factors, see the “Practitioners’ Guide to Risk and Danger in Domestic Violence Cases,” in !e Blueprint for Safety: An Interagency Response to Domes-
tic Violence Crimes, Praxis International, 2010; www.praxisinternational.org.

7 Bureau of Justice Statistics, Homicide Trends in the U.S., Intimate Partner Homicide, available at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/homicide/intimates.htm.
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A CALL TO ACTION

WCADV has published the domestic violence homicide report since 2000. In that time, at least 532 people 
lost their lives as victims of homicide, suicide, or legal intervention related to domestic violence, with 425 of 
those deaths from homicide. Over the past decade, domestic violence homicides have comprised anywhere 
from 18% to 36%of all homicides in the state. Since 2008, one-third (31%) of all homicides in the state have 
been domestic violence related.8 Headed into another decade, we are drawing on what we have learned to 
issue a call to action—a call to action to help prevent homicide and to prevent and diminish the overall harm 
cause by violence and abuse.

Fortunately, not all domestic violence ends in homicide. If it did, our state would see thousands of deaths 
each year. But many people—mostly women in heterosexual relationships, but others as well—live each day 
with intense, ongoing intimidation, coercion, and physical and sexual violence that erode their safety, health, 
and well-being. Children must navigate this reality alongside their mothers and fathers, learning many lessons 
about adult relationships, power and control, and the strategies and consequences of trying to resist and stay 
safe. -e “near-homicides” that the report has begun to examine have opened the window even farther onto 
the pervasive presence of everyday violence and abuse in people’s intimate lives and families. 

Below are ,ve essential areas of change that can be readily articulated—i.e., “counted on one hand”—and 
that have both institutional and individual dimensions. For any one battered woman or other person trying 
to survive violence and abuse at the hands of an intimate partner or family member, the individual response 
of family, friends, advocates, police, prosecutors, and courts can make a di0erence. -e systemic response of 
institutions—from legal to health to economic—must in turn provide meaningful help that accounts for vic-
tims’ distinct and diverse identities, experiences, and needs. To change the cultural and social underpinnings 
of domestic violence—the assumptions about relationships, gender, roles, power, and violence—requires at-
tention to both institutional and individual change. 

ENGAGE AND CONNECT 

Isolation is both a core tactic and a primary impact of abuse. -e extent to which that isolation can be inter-
rupted is a large part of building a foundation of safety. Engaging and connecting with those who are living 
with abuse—from the kinds of daily restriction and domination that often go unrecognized by anyone else to 
obvious acts of physical violence—is essential. A respectful, nonjudgmental approach can go far in persuading 
someone that a particular individual or institution can be trusted to understand what they are facing and will 
stand alongside them and take action.

To engage and connect means that we stop judging survivors and start listening to and talking with them—
not at them. It means letting go of our assumptions about “the classic battered woman” and desires for an 
uncomplicated “good victim” or an “easy case.” It means building dialogue at every turn and opportunity and 
staying engaged over time. It means asking: Tell me about . . . How are you? What do you need? What are you 
concerned about? What are you afraid of? What have you tried? What ideas do you have? Who can you count 
on among your friends, family, and community? How can I help? How can this agency or organization help? 
What can we do together? 

To engage and connect also means that we recognize the ways in which peoples’ unique cultures and identities 
can both strengthen and impede safety from abuse and violence, sometimes simultaneously. It requires that 
we recognize and challenge oppression and how forms of oppression—including gender, race, ethnicity, sexual 
orientation, ability, class, age—interrelate to create systemic social inequality that impacts the safety and well-

8 Based on data compiled by the O.ce of Justice Assistance and WCADV.
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being of individuals facing domestic violence, as well as entire groups of people and communities. While no 
one person is entirely immune from the possibility of abuse—particularly as it extends across the life span—
oppression and social standing and life circumstance have a great deal to do with the options for safety and the 
availability and impact of interventions.

PAY ATTENTION 

We are learning more and more about the signs of potentially lethal violence and ongoing abuse, particularly 
in intimate partner relationship—from stalking and obsessive jealousy, to carrying or having access to weap-
ons, to escalating frequency, severity, and types of violence. We know that attempting to make a permanent 
break in the relationship and violence with a pattern of coercion—whether ,nancial, physical, sexual, or in 
relation to children—are serious markers of high risk violence. Too often, however, we are inept at “connect-
ing the dots” and see only individual, isolated incidents, rather than the pattern of ongoing coercion, intimi-
dation, and violence. We must get better at building recognition of and attention to risk and danger into every 
point of intervention, and crafting strategies to respond and to engage and problem-solve with those who are 
at risk.

We must also get better at approaching safety planning as a process and not a product or a piece of paper to 
be carried around in a pocket or purse. Risks and threats are constantly changing according to events and the 
complex circumstances of people’s lives. Safety planning cannot be limited to a paper form and the expecta-
tion that a victim will be able to locate and carry with her or have readily available everything from birth 
certi,cates to bank records to children’s immunization school records.

Safety planning must ,t an individual victim’s needs and life, designed via a process of engagement, connec-
tion, and partnership. It must also be understood and structured as a responsibility not only of community-
based advocates, but of the many institutions that victims and abusers encounter, from law enforcement and 
courts to health care and welfare. It must include widely available information to friends and family members 
on the most helpful and protective ways to play a role.

MAXIMIZE OPPORTUNITIES FOR ADVOCACY AND INTERVENTION

Every door that a victim opens, however slightly, should be an open door that leads to survivor-centered advo-
cacy, accurate information, and well-informed intervention. Every door that an abuser opens, however slightly, 
should be on open door to opportunities for change, along with certain and fair consequences for the harm 
that has been done. -is includes seizing opportunities to intervene in ways that ,t an individual victim’s 
needs or to utilize legitimate sanctions and consequences for violent and abusive behavior. In the past decade, 
the domestic violence homicide report has cited far too many examples of missed opportunities, including: 
misinformation about restraining orders and who could obtain one, underutilizing enforcement of no-contact 
orders and restraining orders, and a range of settings—from restraining order hearings to family court to con-
ditions of pretrial release—where well-established signs of danger went largely unexplored and unheeded. 

Maximizing opportunities for advocacy and intervention also requires providing and sustaining the resources 
that anchor many aspects of safety and opportunities to change, from emergency shelter and legal advocacy to 
housing and employment support and help for individuals in examining and preventing abusive behavior. 
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UNDERSTAND THE INTERSECTING ISSUES AND DYNAMICS

In building attention to what we have come to call “domestic violence” over the past thirty years, we have 
tended to include many kinds of violence involving intimate partners and family members under that phrase, 
without necessarily understanding its di0erent dimensions. Yet a one-size-,ts-all kind of response can impede 
our intended interventions. We must develop a more nuanced understanding of what we mean by domestic 
violence and how it is intertwined with other types of violence and oppression in order to provide meaningful 
support and safety planning to victims, place legitimate sanctions on abusive behavior and provide oppor-
tunities to change that behavior, and ensure an overall e0ective response. Such awareness includes not only 
the familiar range of tactics and dynamics that characterize patterns of ongoing intimidation, coercion, and 
violence—often referred to as battering—but what resistance to that violence can look like. Such awareness 
includes understanding how violence within intimate and family relationships can have di0erent meanings, 
intents, and impacts—and the interventions that are likely to be most protective and to have the greatest 
impact on preventing violence and abuse, for individuals and for the next generation. 

SPEAK UP

We have the responsibility—individually and institutionally—to speak up and to hold one another and our 
communities accountable for the ways we intervene or fail to intervene. -is collective speaking up has made 
a di0erence in the past thirty-,ve years. Wisconsin has built a foundation of emergency assistance and shelter, 
ongoing legal advocacy, and civil and criminal legal system intervention that has made a di0erence in the lives 
of many survivors of intimate partner violence and their children, as well as in the lives of survivors of abuse 
across the life span. Sanctions and consequences for violence against an intimate partner or family member are 
routinely and widely used, beyond anything that was possible in 1976. 

We have accomplished much, but our work is by no means complete, as the stories in this report reveal. As 
a proportion of all homicides in the state, domestic violence homicides have been steadily increasing. Dur-
ing the ,rst three years of this report (2000 – 2002), they comprised 21% of all homicides; over the past 
three years (2008 – 2010), 31% of all Wisconsin homicides were domestic violence related. We are still a 
society /ooded with images and tacit if not outright acceptance of violence and abuse in many forms. Im-
ages of men’s violence against women are still readily found in media and popular culture, as is reinforcement 
of violence and degradation based on age, race, ability, and sexual orientation and gender identity. Avenues 
of support and safety are being closed to victims and survivors as public resources are withdrawn or frozen 
and economic inequality expands. -ere remains a persistent assumption that “just leaving” is the solution. 
Domestic violence is a learned behavior supported by multiple messages and norms in our society. We as in-
dividuals, communities, and society can speak up for replacing these violent norms with positive and healthy 
messages. Domestic violence—and its multigenerational impact—can be prevented before it even starts. 

None of the ,ve action points stand alone, nor are they a sequential set of steps. -ey are intertwined and 
interconnected, in the same way that our response and solutions must be. 
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KEY FINDINGS – 2010 
-e following tables provide snapshots of the number and characteristics of victims and perpetrators, homi-
cide methods and location, and factors related to domestic violence homicide, such as prior history of domes-
tic violence and whether the victim tried to leave the relationship. 

Overview
'RPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�KRPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV ��

9LFWLPV�RI�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�KRPLFLGH��H[FOXGLQJ�E\�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ�� ��
+RPLFLGHV�E\�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ��UHVSRQGLQJ�ODZ�HQIRUFHPHQW� �
$OO�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�UHODWHG�KRPLFLGHV ��
+RPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�ZLWK�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH �
7RWDO�GHDWKV��YLFWLP�DQG�SHUSHWUDWRU�� ��
+RPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�ZLWK�WZR�RU�PRUH�YLFWLPV �
)HPDOH�YLFWLPV ��
0DOH�YLFWLPV ��
)HPDOH�SHUSHWUDWRUV �
0DOH�SHUSHWUDWRUV ���
�
� • -e six multiple homicide incidents accounted for 18 of 45 homicides
  (excluding legal intervention). 
 • Most male victims were killed by a male perpetrator acting alone (11) or responding law  
 enforcement (6).  
 -ree of the 22 male victims were killed by a female acting alone; two (both children) were killed by  
 multiple perpetrators in the same incident (two male and one female). 
 • Perpetrator count (35) includes multiple perpetrators and excludes responding law enforcement o.cer

 
Age and gender of victims                                  OH�������������������������������������7RWDO�E\�DJH

����\HDUV � � �
���� � �� �
����� � � ��
����� � � ��
����� � � ��
���DQG�ROGHU � � �
7RWDO �� �� ��

• Includes homicides by legal intervention (6). 
• Of the victims age 60 or older, one was 79 and one 87. 
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Age and gender of perpetrators  
$JH )HPDOH 0DOH 7RWDO�E\�DJH

XQGHU��� �� � �

����� � �� ��

����� � �� ��

����� �� � �

���DQG�ROGHU �� � �

7RWDO � �� ��

• Perpetrator count excludes homicide by legal intervention (6).
• Of the perpetrators age 60 and older, one was age 83.

Race or ethnicity of victims and perpetrators
����������������������������������9LFWLPV�����������������������������������������������3HUSHWUDWRUV

)HPDOH 0DOH )HPDOH 0DOH

&DXFDVLDQ �� �� � ��
$IULFDQ�$PHULFDQ �� � � ��
0XOWL�UDFLDO � � �� ��
$VLDQ � �� �� �
/DWLQR�RU�+LVSDQLF � �� ��
1DWLYH�$PHULFDQ � �� �� ��
2WKHU�RU�XQNQRZQ �� �� �� ��

 • Race and ethnicity listed according to identi,cation in an o.cial record or news report. 
 • Perpetrator count does not include responding law enforcement o.cers.

Methods of killing 

A homicide often involved multiple methods of assault. -e following ,gures re/ect the primary method 
contributing to the victim’s death.

%\�QXPEHU�RI�YLFWLPV�NLOOHG�E\�HDFK�PHWKRG
6KRW��RWKHU�WKDQ�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ� ��
6WDEEHG �
%HDWHQ�RU�DVVDXOWHG�E\�EHLQJ�SXQFKHG��SXVKHG��EOXGJHRQHG �
6WUDQJOHG�RU�DVSK\[LDWHG �
8QVSHFL¿HG �
6KRW�E\�UHVSRQGLQJ�ODZ�HQIRUFHPHQW �

• Excluding legal intervention, 20 of 33 incidents of homicide and homicide-suicide  
involved a ,rearm as a primary method of killing or a related weapon. In 3 of 
6 homicides by legal intervention, the suspect ,red a weapon at responding o.cers.
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Relationship of victim to male perpetrator
:KHQ�SHUSHWUDWRU�ZDV�PDOH��YLFWLP�ZDV�

&XUUHQW�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU ��

)RUPHU�RU�HVWUDQJHG�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU �

3HUSHWUDWRU¶V�FKLOG��DQG�FKLOG�RI�FXUUHQW�RU�IRUPHU�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU� �

)DPLO\�PHPEHU�RI�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU �

1HZ�PDOH�SDUWQHU�RU�PDOH�RWKHUZLVH�NQRZQ�WR�WKH�SHUSHWUDWRU¶V�IRUPHU�RU�
HVWUDQJHG�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU

�

0RWKHU �

)DWKHU �

1LHFH �

&RXVLQ �

6RPHRQH�ZKR�KDG�UHEXIIHG�SHUSHWUDWRU �

 • Perpetrator count does not include responding law enforcement o.cers.

Relationship of victim to female perpetrator
:KHQ�SHUSHWUDWRU�ZDV�IHPDOH��YLFWLP�ZDV�

&XUUHQW�PDOH�SDUWQHU� �

&XUUHQW�IHPDOH�SDUWQHU �

:RPDQ�ZKR�KDG�D�PDOH�LQWLPDWH�SDUWQHU�LQ�FRPPRQ�ZLWK�WKH�SHUSHWUDWRU��KHU�
WZR�FKLOGUHQ�ZHUH�DOVR�NLOOHG���)HPDOH�SHUSHWUDWRU�ZLWK�WZR�PDOH�DFFRPSOLFHV��

�
�

• Perpetrator count does not include responding law enforcement o.cers.

Homicide-suicide 

+RPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�ZLWK�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH �

1XPEHU�RI�YLFWLPV�LQ�KRPLFLGH�ZLWK�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH �

+RPLFLGH�VXLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�LQYROYLQJ�¿UHDUPV �

0DOH�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH �

)HPDOH�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH ��

 
 • In 2010, one of the homicide-suicide cases involved multiple homicides (3 victims). 

• In 5 of 7 homicide-suicide cases, the homicide victim was the perpetrator’s current  
or former female partner (and in one case his children, too).
• Two of the homicides by legal intervention have the characteristics of “suicide by cop.”
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Multiple homicides

0XOWLSOH�KRPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV �
1XPEHU�RI�YLFWLPV�LQ�PXOWLSOH�KRPLFLGHV ��
0XOWLSOH�KRPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�ZLWK�SHUSHWUDWRU�VXLFLGH �
0XOWLSOH�KRPLFLGH�LQFLGHQWV�LQYROYLQJ�¿UHDUPV �
0DOH�SHUSHWUDWRU��E\�LQFLGHQW� �
)HPDOH�SHUSHWUDWRU� ��
0XOWLSOH�SHUSHWUDWRUV��IHPDOH�DQG�WZR�PDOHV� �

 
Impact on children

&KLOGUHQ�NLOOHG��XQGHU�DJH���� �
&KLOGUHQ�DW�WKH�VFHQH�RI�DQ�DGXOW�KRPLFLGH ��
0LQRU�FKLOGUHQ�RUSKDQHG �
0LQRU�FKLOGUHQ�OHIW�PRWKHUOHVV �
0LQRU�FKLOGUHQ�OHIW�IDWKHUOHVV �

• -e number of children killed is most likely an undercount, as are the numbers of children left 
orphaned or without a parent. See Methodology.

 
Prior history of domestic violence
%\�LQFLGHQW�
.QRZQ�SULRU�KLVWRU\�ZLWK�KRPLFLGH�YLFWLP �
.QRZQ�SULRU�KLVWRU\�ZLWK�RWKHU�YLFWLP�V� �
3ULRU�KLVWRU\�ZLWK�WKLV�RU�DQ\�YLFWLP�ZDV�XQNQRZQ ��
.QRZQ�KLVWRU\�RI�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�E\�VXVSHFW�NLOOHG�GXULQJ�OHJDO�LQWHUYHQWLRQ �
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Ending an intimate partner or dating relationship
%\�LQFLGHQW��LQWLPDWH�SDUWQHU�UHODWHG�
'LYRUFHG��SHQGLQJ�GLYRUFH��RU�VHSDUDWLRQ �
8QPDUULHG�DQG�VHSDUDWHG�RU�HQGLQJ�OHDYLQJ�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS ��
8QNQRZQ�LI�DFWLRQ�WR�HQG�OHDYH�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS ��

• Ending the relationship means that the victim in the homicide or someone the victim was con-
nected to, such as a new partner or family member, had taken some step to end the relationship, such 
as moving out temporarily or ,ling for divorce, or an action that was perceived by the perpetrator as 
ending the relationship.
• In 2010, 30 of 39 incidents were intimate partner related; 10 involved non-intimate-partner rela-
tionships, primarily a parent or parents killed by an adult son.

Homicide location

%\�LQFLGHQW
9LFWLP¶V�KRPH�RU�VKDUHG�KRPH�ZLWK�SHUSHWUDWRU ��
3XEOLF�ORFDWLRQ��H�J���\DUG��VWUHHW��SDUN��PRWHO��SDUNLQJ�ORW��PHGLFDO�IDFLOLW\� �

3HUSHWUDWRU¶V�KRPH� �
+RPH�RI�YLFWLP¶V�IDPLO\�PHPEHU� ����
+RPH�RI�SHUSHWUDWRU¶V�IDPLO\�PHPEHU �
+RPH�ZKHUH�RI¿FHUV�ZHUH�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�����FDOO �
8QNQRZQ��ERG\�IRXQG�LQ�ZRRGV� �
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&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

0DUFHOOD�&ODUN������)ULHQGVKLS�±�-XO\��
/DUU\�&ODUN������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH��KLG�
LQJ�D�FRUSVH��IRUJHU\��DQG�RWKHU�FULPHV�LQ�WKH�GHDWK�RI�KLV�PRWKHU��$XWKRULWLHV�
ZHUH�FRQWDFWHG�LQ�1RYHPEHU������E\�D�IULHQG�RI�0DUFHOOD�&ODUN¶V�ZKR�KDG�
QRW�KHDUG�IURP�KHU�VLQFH�-XQH��,QYHVWLJDWRUV�GLVFRYHUHG�KHU�GHFRPSRVHG�
ERG\�RQ�WRS�RI�D�WUDS�VHW�LQ�D�WUHH�OLQHG�DUHD�RI�WKH�SURSHUW\��

1\MD�6HQJNKDPPHH������3XODVNL�±�6HSWHPEHU���
%HDWHQ�DQG�VWDEEHG�E\�KHU�KXVEDQG��.KD\�6HQJNKDPPHH������ZKR�FRP�
PLWWHG�VXLFLGH��)DPLO\�PHPEHUV�GLVFRYHUHG�WKH�GHDWKV��1\MD�6HQJNKDPPHH�
VXIIHUHG�VHYHUH�WUDXPD�WR�KHU�KHDG��QHFN�DQG�FKHVW�DIWHU�EHLQJ�VWDEEHG�ZLWK�
D�NLWFKHQ�NQLIH�DQG�EHDWHQ�ZLWK�D�WZR�IRRW�OHQJWK�WUHH�EUDQFK��6KH�VSHQW�
WKH�QLJKW�SULRU�WR�KHU�GHDWK�ZLWK�RQH�RI�KHU�FKLOGUHQ�DQG�KDG�UHWXUQHG�WR�KHU�
KRPH�WKDW�PRUQLQJ�WR�UHWULHYH�SHUVRQDO�SURSHUW\��)DPLO\�PHPEHUV�EHFDPH�
FRQFHUQHG�ZKHQ�WKH\�ZHQW�WR�WKH�UHVLGHQFH�ODWHU�WKDW�GD\�DQG�GLVFRYHUHG�D�
YHKLFOH�GRRU�OHIW�RSHQ�DQG�QR�LQWHULRU�OLJKWV�RQ�LQ�WKH�KRPH��
�

.\OH�5\ED������%R\G�±�$SULO��
6KRW�E\�:LOOLDP�$QGUX�%DOO������WKH�HVWUDQJHG�KXVEDQG�RI�D�ZRPDQ�WKDW�.\OH�
5\ED�ZDV�GDWLQJ��7KHUH�ZHUH�HOHYHQ�RU�PRUH�SHRSOH�SUHVHQW�LQ�WKH�KRPH�
ZKHUH�WKH�KRPLFLGH�RFFXUUHG��LQFOXGLQJ�:LOOLDP�%DOO¶V�WZR�\HDU�ROG�FKLOG�DQG�
RWKHU�FKLOGUHQ��+H�DOVR�VKRW�DQG�LQMXUHG�KLV�HVWUDQJHG�ZLIH��,QYHVWLJDWRUV�
IRXQG�HOHYHQ�VKHOO�FDVLQJV�DW�WKH�VFHQH��:LOOLDP�%DOO�FRPPLWWHG�VXLFLGH�E\�
DVSK\[LDWLRQ�ZKLOH�EHLQJ�KHOG�LQ�WKH�&KLSSHZD�&RXQW\�-DLO�SHQGLQJ�VHQWHQF�
LQJ��$�MXU\�KDG�FRQYLFWHG�KLP�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�DQG�¿UVW�
GHJUHH�UHFNOHVVO\�HQGDQJHULQJ�VDIHW\�

2010 HOMICIDES

…she was a person, she wasn’t just a victim of a crime. [Her daughter] wasn’t just some little girl that was killed. 
!ey were people. !ey were so much to so many people.

!ey were people who had lives and people who cared for them.

All accounts and discussions of the homicides included in this report should be read with these words from 
surviving family members in mind. It is far too easy to reduce peoples’ lives to the sensational story. 

-e accounts of the domestic violence homicides included in this year’s report, as in past years, are compiled 
from information that is readily available via public sources and limited follow-up inquiries. -e amount of 
attention such sources pay to one domestic-violence-related homicide in comparison to another varies greatly. 
Hence, the detail available to address each homicide varies greatly. Clearly these brief descriptions in no way 
re/ect the complexity and circumstances of each person’s death, and they certainly do not capture the com-
plexities and fullness of their lives and the impact that each homicide and suicide has on surviving family 
members, friends, neighbors, coworkers, communities, and those responding and attempting to help. 

NOTE: Perpetrators and defendants are identi,ed according to news accounts and public records, includ-
ing persons charged with a crime where the case remains open. Case status re/ects information available at 
the time of publication of this report. -e current status of an open case can be found via Wisconsin Circuit 
Court Access.9 Individuals’ ages are listed as of the date of the homicide. 

�
$GDPV

�
%URZQ

&KLSSHZD

9 To check the status of an open case, search under the defendant’s name at http://wcca.wicourts.gov/index.xsl.
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&KULVWRSKHU�)DUPHU������&DGRWW�±�0D\���
6KRW�E\�:LOOLDP�)��9ROOEUHFKW������WKH�IRUPHU�ER\IULHQG�RI�D�ZRPDQ�&KULV�
WRSKHU�)DUPHU�ZDV�GDWLQJ��:LOOLDP�9ROOEUHFKW�WUDYHOHG�WR�&DGRWW�IURP�1RUWK�
'DNRWD��ZKHUH�KH�KDG�EHHQ�ZRUNLQJ��DQG�ZHQW�¿UVW�WR�KLV�IRUPHU�JLUOIULHQG¶V�
KRPH��+H�¿UHG�D�VKRW�RXWVLGH�KHU�KRPH�DQG�WKHQ�ZHQW�RQ�WR�&KULVWRSKHU�
)DUPHU¶V�UHVLGHQFH��$IWHU�VKRRWLQJ�KLP�LQ�WKH�QHFN��:LOOLDP�VWUXJJOHG�ZLWK�
KLV�IRUPHU�JLUOIULHQG��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�DXWKRULWLHV��ZKHQ�VKHULII¶V�GHSXWLHV�DUULYHG�
DW�WKH�VFHQH�WKH\�IRXQG�KLP�FKRNLQJ�KHU��$�MXU\�FRQYLFWHG�:LOOLDP�9ROOEUHFKW�
RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�DQG�DUPHG�EXUJODU\�DQG�DFTXLWWHG�KLP�
RI�RQH�FRXQW�RI�VWUDQJXODWLRQ�VXIIRFDWLRQ��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�OLIH�LQ�SULVRQ��
ZLWK�HOLJLELOLW\�WR�SHWLWLRQ�IRU�H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ�DIWHU�WZHQW\�¿YH�\HDUV�

.HOO\�-��%LVKHOO������7RZQ�RI�0DUFHOORQ�±�1RYHPEHU���
6KRW�E\�&ROXPELD�&RXQW\�6KHULII¶V�2I¿FH�GHSXWLHV�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�UHSRUW�
IURP�D�IDPLO\�PHPEHU�WKDW�KH�ZDV�WKUHDWHQLQJ�WR�NLOO�KLPVHOI�DQG�KLV�GRJ��
$IWHU�REWDLQLQJ�SHUPLVVLRQ�IURP�WKH�KRPHRZQHU�WR�JR�LQVLGH��GHSXWLHV�HQ�
WHUHG�DQG�IRXQG�.HOO\�%LVKHOO�RQ�WKH�VWDLUV�ZLWK�D�KDQGJXQ��*XQVKRWV�ZHUH�
H[FKDQJHG��RQH�GHSXW\�UHFHLYHG�D�VXSHU¿FLDO�JUD]LQJ�ZRXQG�DQG�WKH�RWKHU�
GHSXW\¶V�VKLUW�ZDV�JUD]HG�ZLWK�D�EXOOHW��7KH�GD\�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH��WKHUH�
ZHUH�WZR�FDOOV�WR�ODZ�HQIRUFHPHQW��RQH�UHSRUWHG�DQ�DUPHG�DQG�KRVWLOH�PDQ�
LQVLGH�WKH�KRPH�ZKHUH�WKH�KRPLFLGH�RFFXUUHG�DQG�WKH�VHFRQG�UHSRUWHG�D�
GRPHVWLF�EDWWHU\�DW�WKH�VDPH�DGGUHVV�LQYROYLQJ�.HOO\�%LVKHOO�DQG�KLV�HV�
WUDQJHG�ZLIH��$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��KH�ZDV�WKH�VXEMHFW�RI�GRPHVWLF�
DEXVH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�ZLWK�D�¿UHDUP�SURKLELWLRQ��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�DXWKRULWLHV��KH�
ZDV�DOVR�WKH�VXEMHFW�RI�RXWVWDQGLQJ�ZDUUDQWV²RQH�KDG�EHHQ�LVVXHG�LQ�FRQ�
MXQFWLRQ�ZLWK�FKDUJHV�RI�GRPHVWLF�EDWWHU\²WKDW�LQFOXGHG�D�FDXWLRQ�LQGLFDWRU�
LQGLFDWLQJ�WKDW�KH�ZDV�DUPHG�DQG�QRW�JRLQJ�EDFN�WR�MDLO��

7ZDQGD�7KRPSVRQ������0DGLVRQ�±�$SULO���
8QERUQ�FKLOG�RI�7ZDQGD�7KRPSVRQ
-LKDG�/DUU\����PRQWKV

.HOHDVKD�/DUU\�����&KLFDJR

.H\VKDL�)LHOGV�����
/HRQD�/DUU\������GLHG�RQ�0D\����
1RWH��7ZDQGD�7KRPSVRQ�DQG�-DPHV�/DUU\�ZHUH�UHVLGHQWV�RI�0DGLVRQ��7KH�
KRPLFLGHV�RFFXUUHG�DW�KLV�PRWKHU¶V�KRPH�LQ�&KLFDJR�
�
-DPHV�/DUU\������IDWDOO\�VKRW�KLV�SUHJQDQW�ZLIH��7ZDQGD�7KRPSVRQ��ZKR�KDG�
DOVR�EHHQ�EHDWHQ�EHIRUH�VKH�ZDV�NLOOHG��+H�DOVR�VKRW�KLV�LQIDQW�VRQ��-LKDG��
PRWKHU��/HRQD�/DUU\��DQG�WZR�QLHFHV��.HOHDVKD�DQG�.H\VKDL��+H�LQMXUHG�KLV�
���\HDU�ROG�QHSKHZ��¿UHG�DW�DQRWKHU����\HDU�ROG�QLHFH�DV�VKH�ÀHG�WKH�KRPH��
DQG�DWWHPSWHG�WR�VKRRW�DQRWKHU�DGXOW�LQ�WKH�KRPH��,Q�1RYHPEHU�������-DPHV�
/DUU\�SOHG�QR�FRQWHVW�WR�D�EDWWHU\�FKDUJH�LQ�'DQH�&RXQW\�VWHPPLQJ�IURP�DQ�
DVVDXOW�RQ�KLV�ZLIH�LQ�D�VWRUH�SDUNLQJ�ORW��:LWQHVVHV�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�KH�JUDEEHG�
KHU�E\�WKH�IDFH�DQG�VTXHH]HG�KHU�FKHHNV��FRYHULQJ�KHU�QRVH�DQG�PRXWK��DQG�
WKHQ�SXVKHG�KHU�DJDLQVW�D�YDQ��\HOOLQJ��³:KDW�ZRXOG�\RX�GR�LI�\RXU�ZRPDQ�
ZDV�DFWLQJ�OLNH�WKLV"´�)DPLO\�PHPEHUV�GHVFULEHG�-DPHV�/DUU\�DV�FRQWUROOLQJ�
DQG�VDLG�WKDW�7ZDQGD�7KRPSVRQ�UHVLVWHG�GUHVVLQJ�DV�KH�ZDQWHG�KHU�WR��7KH\�

'DQH

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

&ROXPELD

&KLSSHZD
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UHSRUWHG�WKDW�KH�ZDQWHG�KHU�DQG�RWKHU�IDPLO\�PHPEHUV�WR�IROORZ�KLV�UHOLJLRXV�
EHOLHIV�DQG�SUDFWLFHV��-DPHV�/DUU\�SOHG�JXLOW\�LQ�&RRN�&RXQW\�WR�PXOWLSOH�
FRXQWV�RI�KRPLFLGH�DQG�DWWHPSWHG�KRPLFLGH��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�¿YH�OLIH�
VHQWHQFHV�LQ�SULVRQ�DQG�DGGLWLRQDO�WLPH�RQ�WKH�RWKHU�FRXQWV�

6FRWW�6WHYHQV������0F)DUODQG�±�-XO\���
6KRW�E\�'DQH�&RXQW\�6KHULII¶V�2I¿FH�GHSXWLHV�ZLWK�WKH�7DFWLFDO�5HVSRQVH�
DQG�+RVWDJH�1HJRWLDWLRQ�7HDPV�ZKR�KDG�EHHQ�FDOOHG�WR�WKH�VFHQH�DIWHU�KH�
KDG�EDUULFDGHG�KLPVHOI�LQ�KLV�KRPH�ZLWK�VHYHUDO�¿UHDUPV��/RFDO�SROLFH�KDG�
JRQH�WR�WKH�KRPH�WR�DUUHVW�KLP�IRU�GRPHVWLF�GLVRUGHUO\�FRQGXFW�LQ�FRQMXQF�
WLRQ�ZLWK�DQ�LQFLGHQW�LQYROYLQJ�KLV�VWHSIDWKHU��,Q�0DUFK�RI������KH�KDG�EHHQ�
FKDUJHG�ZLWK�LQFHVW�DQG�WKLUG�GHJUHH�FULPLQDO�DVVDXOW��DQG�RQ�-XQH����WKH�
FDVH�ZDV�ERXQG�RYHU�IRU�WULDO��ZLWK�DUUDLJQPHQW�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�-XO\�����+H�
ZDV�DOVR�XQGHU�LQYHVWLJDWLRQ�IRU�DQRWKHU�IHORQ\�VH[XDO�DVVDXOW�FKDUJH��6FRWW�
6WHYHQV�¿UHG�RQ�GHSXWLHV�ZKHQ�WKH\�EURNH�D�ZLQGRZ�LQ�DQ�DWWHPSW�WR�ORZHU�
D�YLGHR�FDPHUD�LQWR�WKH�URRP��2QH�RI�WKH�VKRWV�KLW�D�VKLHOG�KHOG�E\�DQ�RI¿FHU�
SRVLWLRQHG�RXWVLGH�WKH�ZLQGRZ��2I¿FHUV�UHVSRQGHG�ZLWK�JXQ¿UH��DQG�RQH�RI�
WKH�IRXU�VKRWV�WKDW�VWUXFN�KLP�ZDV�IDWDO��'XULQJ�WKH�VWDQGRII�KH�VHQW�WH[W�FRP�
PXQLFDWLRQV�WKUHDWHQLQJ�VXLFLGH�DQG�LQGLFDWLQJ�WKDW�KH�GLG�QRW�SODQ�WR�OHDYH�
WKH�KRXVH��

�
:LOOLDP�6RUHQVRQ������7RZQ�RI�'XQNLUN�±�-XO\���
6KRW�E\�'DQH�&RXQW\�6KHULII¶V�2I¿FH�GHSXWLHV�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�GRPHVWLF�
DEXVH�UHODWHG�FDOO�IURP�KLV�HVWUDQJHG�ZLIH��6KH�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�KH�ZDV�LQWR[L�
FDWHG�DQG�FDXVLQJ�D�GLVWXUEDQFH�DQG�WKDW�VKH�ZDQWHG�KLP�UHPRYHG�IURP�
WKH�KRPH��6KH�WROG�����WKDW�KH�ZDV�RXWVLGH�DQG�PLJKW�KDYH�D�JXQ��:KHQ�
GHSXWLHV�DUULYHG��:LOOLDP�6RUHQVRQ�HPHUJHG�IURP�WKH�JDUDJH�ZLWK�D�VKRWJXQ��
'HSXWLHV�ZDUQHG�KLP�WR�SXW�GRZQ�WKH�JXQ�DQG�¿UHG�D�QRQ�OHWKDO�EHDQ�EDJ�
VKRW�LQ�DQ�DWWHPSW�WR�GLVDUP�KLP��+H�¿UHG�DW�GHSXWLHV�DQG�ZDV�NLOOHG�ZKHQ�
GHSXWLHV�UHWXUQHG�¿UH��:KLOH�LQ�WKH�JDUDJH��KH�FDOOHG�D�IULHQG�DQG�VDLG�WKDW�KH�
ZDV�DUPHG�DQG�LQWHQGHG�WR�GLH��+H�KDG�D�UHSRUWHG�KLVWRU\�RI�SULRU�GRPHVWLF�
DEXVH�UHODWHG�FDOOV�WR�ODZ�HQIRUFHPHQW�

(XJHQH�-��:DONHU������7RZQ�RI�0DGLVRQ�±�2FWREHU���
6KRW�E\�D�'DQH�&RXQW\�6KHULII¶V�2I¿FH�GHSXW\�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�UHSRUW�WKDW�KH�
KDG�WKUHDWHQHG�KLV�IRUPHU�JLUOIULHQG�ZLWK�D�JXQ��7KH�ZRPDQ�WROG�SROLFH�WKDW�
(XJHQH�:DONHU�KDG�HQWHUHG�KHU�KRPH�XQLQYLWHG�WKURXJK�DQ�XQORFNHG�GRRU��
DUJXHG�DERXW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKHLU�UHODWLRQVKLS��DQG�SRLQWHG�D�JXQ�DW�KHU�KHDG��+H�
ÀHG�WKH�UHVLGHQFH�EHIRUH�SROLFH�DUULYHG��EXW�ZDV�ORFDWHG�D�IHZ�PLOHV�DZD\�E\�
D�GHSXW\��ZKR�ZDV�RQ�IRRW�VHDUFKLQJ�WKH�DUHD�WKDW�HYHQLQJ�ZLWK�RWKHU�ODZ�HQ�
IRUFHPHQW�RI¿FHUV��7KH�GHSXW\�GUHZ�KLV�JXQ�DQG�(XJHQH�:DONHU�KHDG�EXWWHG�
DQG�NQRFNHG�KLP�WR�WKH�JURXQG��WKHQ�VWUXFN�KLP�LQ�WKH�IDFH�UHSHDWHGO\�EHIRUH�
WKH�GHSXW\�¿UHG�KLV�JXQ��7KH�GHSXW\�ZDV�ODWHU�WUHDWHG�IRU�KHDG�DQG�IDFH�LQMX�
ULHV��(XJHQH�:DONHU�ZDV�XQDUPHG�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI�KLV�GHDWK��$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�
KRPLFLGH��D�QR�FRQWDFW�RUGHU�LQ�D�GLVRUGHUO\�FRQGXFW�FDVH�SURKLELWHG�(XJHQH�
IURP�KDYLQJ�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�KLV�IRUPHU�JLUOIULHQG��

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

'DQH
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$SULO�2OHV�0DJG]DV������6XSHULRU�±�$XJXVW���
/LOD�����PRQWKV
$QQDK��8QERUQ�GDXJKWHU�
0DWWKHZ�0DJG]DV������VKRW�DQG�NLOOHG�KLV�HVWUDQJHG�ZLIH�DQG����PRQWK�ROG�
GDXJKWHU��/LOD��DQG�WKHLU�WKUHH�GRJV�EHIRUH�NLOOLQJ�KLPVHOI��$SULO�2OHV�0DJG]DV�
ZDV�DOPRVW�QLQH�PRQWKV�SUHJQDQW��6KH�KDG�PRYHG�RXW�DQG�ZDV�OLYLQJ�ZLWK�
UHODWLYHV�LQ�WKH�ZHHNV�EHIRUH�KHU�GHDWK��EXW�KDG�JRQH�WR�WKH�KRXVH�IRU�D�PDU�
ULDJH�FRXQVHOLQJ�VHVVLRQ�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�WKDW�DIWHUQRRQ�DW�WKH�FKXUFK�WKH�FRX�
SOH�DWWHQGHG��7KH�GHDWKV�ZHUH�GLVFRYHUHG�E\�KHU�PRWKHU��$V�D�PHPEHU�RI�
WKH�1DWLRQDO�*XDUG��0DWWKHZ�0DJG]DV�YROXQWHHUHG�IRU�D�WRXU�RI�GXW\�LQ�,UDT�
DQG�ZDV�GHSOR\HG�IRU�WZHOYH�PRQWKV��UHWXUQLQJ�LQ�-XO\�������+H�KDG�EHHQ�
WUHDWHG�IRU�SRVW�WUDXPDWLF�VWUHVV�GLVRUGHU�DQG�KDG�EHHQ�ÀDJJHG�DV�D�VXLFLGH�
ULVN�E\�WKH�9HWHUDQ¶V�$GPLQLVWUDWLRQ��,Q�������ZKLOH�OLYLQJ�LQ�0LQQHVRWD��SROLFH�
UHVSRQGHG�WR�D�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�FDOO�DQG�VHL]HG�D�VHPL�DXWRPDWLF�PLOLWDU\�
VW\OH�ULÀH�DQG�RWKHU�¿UHDUPV�EHORQJLQJ�WR�KLP��$�IDPLO\�PHPEHU�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�
KH�FDUULHG�D�SLVWRO�LQ�VSLWH�RI�EHLQJ�GHQLHG�D�FRQFHDOHG�FDUU\�SHUPLW�LQ�0LQQH�
VRWD��,QYHVWLJDWRUV�GLVFRYHUHG�QRWHV�RQ�$SULO�2OHV�0DJG]DV¶V�FRPSXWHU�WKDW�
GHWDLOHG�KHU�FRQFHUQV�DERXW�KHU�KXVEDQG¶V�EHKDYLRU��ZKLFK�LQFOXGHG�VOHHSLQJ�
ZLWK�D�ORDGHG�JXQ�LQ�KLV�EHG��DQG�LQVLVWHQFH�RQ�KDYLQJ�ORDGHG�JXQV�XQORFNHG�
LQ�WKHLU�EHGURRP��

5HQHH�'��0DNL������7RZQ�RI�8QLRQ�±�1RYHPEHU���
5DQGROSK�:��0HOVQHVV������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�
KRPLFLGH�DQG�RSHUDWLQJ�D�¿UHDUP�ZKLOH�LQWR[LFDWHG�LQ�FRQQHFWLRQ�ZLWK�WKH�
EHDWLQJ�GHDWK�RI�KLV�JLUOIULHQG��5HQHH�0DNL��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�
6HSWHPEHU����������/DZ�HQIRUFHPHQW�RI¿FHUV�UHVSRQGHG�WR�D�FDOO�IURP�KLV�
EURWKHU��ZKR�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�5DQGROSK�0HOVQHVV�ZDV�¿ULQJ�D�JXQ�LQ�WKH�EDVH�
PHQW�RI�WKH�KRPH�DQG�ZDV�WKUHDWHQLQJ�KLP�DQG�WKHLU�PRWKHU��$Q�DUUHVW�ZDV�
PDGH�DQG�LQ�VHDUFKLQJ�WKH�SURSHUW\�IRU�ZHDSRQV��RI¿FHUV�IRXQG�5HQHH¶V�
ERG\�RQ�WKH�ÀRRU�RI�WKH�PRWRU�KRPH�ZKHUH�WKH�FRXSOH�OLYHG��

6WHOOD�7ULSOHWW����PRQWKV��(DX�&ODLUH�±�1RYHPEHU���
7\UHHFH�7ULSOHWW������SOHG�QR�FRQWHVW�WR�VHFRQG�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�KRPLFLGH�LQ�
WKH�GHDWK�RI�KLV�GDXJKWHU��ZKLFK�LQFOXGHG�PXOWLSOH�VNXOO�IUDFWXUHV�DQG�LQWHUQDO�
EOHHGLQJ��2WKHU�FKDUJHV�LQ�WKH�KRPLFLGH�FDVH��LQFOXGLQJ�REVWUXFWLQJ�DQ�RI�
¿FHU��DQG�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�EDWWHU\�DQG�GLVRUGHUO\�FRQGXFW�ZHUH�GLVPLVVHG�EXW�
UHDG�LQ�IRU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�LQ�VHQWHQFLQJ��6HQWHQFLQJ�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�2FWREHU�
����������+H�DGPLWWHG�WR�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�KH�ZDV�DORQH�ZLWK�WKH�FKLOG�ZKHQ�
VKH�VWDUWHG�FU\LQJ�DQG�KH�VKRRN�KHU�DQG�WKUHZ�KHU�DJDLQVW�D�ZDOO��$W�WKH�WLPH�
RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��D�QR�FRQWDFW�RUGHU�ZDV�LQ�HIIHFW�EHFDXVH�RI�FKDUJHV�RI�GR�
PHVWLF�DEXVH�EDWWHU\��7KH�RUGHU�SURKLELWHG�7\UHHFH�7ULSOHWW�IURP�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�
KLV�FKLOG¶V�PRWKHU�RU�WKH�UHVLGHQFH�ZKHUH�WKH�KRPLFLGH�RFFXUUHG��7KH�FKLOG¶V�
PRWKHU�KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�QHJOHFWLQJ�D�FKLOG�DQG�REVWUXFWLQJ�DQ�RI¿FHU��
$FFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�FRPSODLQW��ZKHQ�RI¿FHUV�¿UVW�LQWHUYLHZHG�KHU��IROORZLQJ�KHU�
FDOO�WR������VKH�FODLPHG�WKDW�7\UHHFH�7ULSOHWW�KDG�QRW�EHHQ�LQ�WKH�DSDUWPHQW�
DQG�WKDW�VKH�ZDV�KRPH�DORQH�ZKHQ�WKH�FKLOG�IHOO�RII�WKH�FRXFK��
�

(DX�&ODLUH

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

'RXJODV
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$ODLQD�&DXGLOO������.HQRVKD�±�0D\��
$ODLQD�&DXGLOO�ZDV�VKRW�DQG�NLOOHG�E\�KHU�IRUPHU�ER\IULHQG��&KULVWRSKHU�
6WXDUW������DV�KHU�FXUUHQW�ER\IULHQG�ZDV�ZDONLQJ�KHU�WR�KHU�UHVLGHQFH��&KULV�
WRSKHU�6WXDUW�KDG�EHHQ�KLGLQJ�LQ�WKH�JDUDJH�DQG�FRQIURQWHG�WKH�FRXSOH��
SRLQWLQJ�D�JXQ�DW�KHU�ER\IULHQG�DQG�WKUHDWHQLQJ�WR�NLOO�KLP��7KH�ER\IULHQG�ÀHG�
DQG�FDOOHG�SROLFH��&KULVWRSKHU�6WXDUW�WKHQ�VKRW�$ODLQD�&DXGLOO�LQ�WKH�KHDG��
$�IHZ�KRXUV�DIWHU�WKH�VKRRWLQJ��SROLFH�IRXQG�KLP�GHDG�LQ�D�EHGURRP�RI�KLV�
KRPH�IURP�D�VHOI�LQÀLFWHG�JXQVKRW�ZRXQG��$�ZHHN�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH��
$ODLQD�&DXGLOO�KDG�UHSRUWHG�WR�SROLFH�WKDW�KH�KDG�WKUHDWHQHG�KHU�ZLWK�D�NQLIH�
DQG�KDFNHG�LQWR�KHU�FHOO�SKRQH�UHFRUGV��,QYHVWLJDWRUV�IRXQG�HYLGHQFH�LQGLFDW�
LQJ�WKDW�KH�KDG�EHHQ�SORWWLQJ�WKH�PXUGHU�IRU�PRUH�WKDQ�D�ZHHN�SULRU�WR�WKH�
VKRRWLQJ��$ODLQD�&DXGLOO�KDG�SODQQHG�WR�¿OH�D�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU��EXW�UHSRUW�
HGO\�UHFHLYHG�PLVLQIRUPDWLRQ�WKDW�OHG�KHU�WR�EHOLHYH�WKDW�VKH�FRXOG�QRW�JHW�
RQH�EHFDXVH�VKH�KDG�EHHQ�GDWLQJ�&KULVWRSKHU�6WXDUW��EXW�KDG�QRW�OLYHG�ZLWK�
KLP��³GDWLQJ�UHODWLRQVKLSV´�TXDOLI\�IRU�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHUV�LQ�
:LVFRQVLQ�DQG�KDUDVVPHQW�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHUV�DUH�DYDLODEOH�UHJDUGOHVV�RI�WKH�
UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�WKH�SHWLWLRQHU�DQG�UHVSRQGHQW���$FFRUGLQJ�WR�KHU�PRWKHU��
WKH�FRXSOH�KDG�GDWHG�IRU�DERXW�¿YH�PRQWKV�ZKHQ�KHU�GDXJKWHU�HQGHG�WKH�
UHODWLRQVKLS�EHFDXVH�RI�KLV�REVHVVLYH�EHKDYLRU�

0LFKDHO�%��1RYDN������.HQRVKD�±�6HSWHPEHU��
%ULDQ�0��1RYDN������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�
LQ�WKH�EHDWLQJ�GHDWK�RI�KLV�IDWKHU��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�'HFHPEHU����
������0LFKDHO�1RYDN¶V�ERG\�ZDV�GLVFRYHUHG�LQ�WKH�EDVHPHQW�RI�KLV�KRPH�RQ�
6HSWHPEHU����DIWHU�SROLFH�UHFHLYHG�D�FDOO�WR�FKHFN�RQ�WKH�ZHOIDUH�RI�D�PDQ�DW�
WKDW�DGGUHVV��%ULDQ�1RYDN�ZDV�DUUHVWHG�LQ�$QWLRFK��,/��DIWHU�SROLFH�IRXQG�KLV�
FDU�DW�KLV�PRWKHU¶V�KRXVH�

0HUQD�.RXOD������:HVW�6DOHP�±�0D\����
'HQQLV�.RXOD����

(ULF�.RXOD������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�WZR�FRXQWV�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�
KRPLFLGH�DQG�IRUJHU\�LQ�WKH�VKRRWLQJ�GHDWKV�RI�KLV�SDUHQWV��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�
VFKHGXOHG�IRU�'HFHPEHU����������7KUHH�GD\V�DIWHU�WKH�KRPLFLGHV��(ULF�.RXOD�
FDOOHG�����DQG�UHSRUWHG�GLVFRYHULQJ�KLV�SDUHQWV¶�ERGLHV�LQ�WKHLU�KRPH���
)DPLO\�PHPEHUV�KDG�EHHQ�QRWL¿HG�ZKHQ�0HUQD�.RXOD�GLG�QRW�DSSHDU�IRU�
D�VXEVWLWXWH�WHDFKLQJ�DVVLJQPHQW��(ULF�.RXOD�KDV�DOVR�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�
GHSRVLWLQJ�D�IRUJHG�FKHFN�IURP�KLV�IDWKHU¶V�LQYHVWPHQW�DFFRXQW�WKH�GD\�DIWHU�
WKH�KRPLFLGHV��

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

.HQRVKD

/D�&URVVH
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6DOO\�3HUJROVNL������*OHDVRQ�±�-XQH��
&KDVH�0��$��%RUXFK������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPL�
FLGH�LQ�WKH�GHDWK�RI�KLV�PRWKHU��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�2FWREHU�����������
6DOO\�3HUJROVNL�ZDV�SURQRXQFHG�GHDG�E\�UHVFXH�SHUVRQQHO�RQ�WKH�VKRUHV�RI�
/DNH�0RUDLQH�DIWHU�KHU�VRQ�FDOOHG������VD\LQJ�KLV�PRWKHU�KDG�DFFLGHQWDOO\�
GURYH�LQWR�WKH�ODNH�ZKHUH�WKH�WZR�SODQQHG�WR�JR�¿VKLQJ��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�LQYHV�
WLJDWRUV��6DOO\�KDG�D�VHYHUH�EUDLQ�LQMXU\�WKDW�ZRXOG�KDYH�OHIW�KHU�XQFRQVFLRXV�
DW�OHDVW�WZR�KRXUV�EHIRUH�WKH�FUDVK��7KH\�DOVR�UHSRUW�WKDW�DSSUR[LPDWHO\�D�
PRQWK�EHIRUH�KHU�GHDWK��KHU�VRQ�KDG�KHOSHG�KHU�WDNH�RXW����PLOOLRQ�LQ�LQVXU�
DQFH�SROLFLHV�WKDW�QDPHG�KLP�DV�WKH�VROH�EHQH¿FLDU\��&KDVH�%RUXFK�HQOLVWHG�
LQ�WKH�8�6��$UP\�DIWHU�KLJK�VFKRRO�DQG�VSHQW�PRUH�WKDQ�D�\HDU�LQ�,UDT��UHWXUQ�
LQJ�LQ������

0LFKHOOH�-DHJHU������0DQLWRZRF�±�-DQXDU\��
.LOOHG�E\�EOXQW�IRUFH�WUDXPD�WR�WKH�EDFN�RI�KHU�KHDG��+HU�ER\IULHQG��5RJHU�
5RVHQWKDO������SOHG�JXLOW\�RQ�$XJXVW�����������WR�VHFRQG�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�
KRPLFLGH��VWUDQJXODWLRQ�DQG�VXIIRFDWLRQ��DQG�KLGLQJ�D�FRUSVH��$�VHQWHQFLQJ�
KHDULQJ�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�1RYHPEHU�����������0LFKHOOH�-DHJHU�ZDV�PLVVLQJ�
IRU�DERXW�WZR�ZHHNV�EHIRUH�WZR�KXQWHUV�GLVFRYHUHG�D�ERG\�LQ�WKH�ZRRGV�DIWHU�
VHHLQJ�VOHG�WUDFNV�OHDGLQJ�WR�DQ�DUHD�ZKHUH�5RJHU�5RVHQWKDO�ZDV�NQRZQ�WR�
KXQW��7KH�GD\�SULRU�WR�KHU�GLVDSSHDUDQFH��0LFKHOOH�-DHJHU�WROG�D�IULHQG�WKDW�
VKH�ZDQWHG�RXW�RI�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS��$IWHU�QRW�UHFHLYLQJ�D�UHVSRQVH�WR�QXPHU�
RXV�YRLFHPDLOV�OHIW�RYHU�D�SHULRG�RI�WZHOYH�GD\V��WKH�IULHQG�FRQWDFWHG�SROLFH��
$�ZRPDQ�ZKRP�5RJHU�5RVHQWKDO�ZDV�KDYLQJ�D�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�WROG��
LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�KH�KDG�WROG�0LFKHOOH�-DHJHU�WR�PRYH�RXW�

�
6DUDK�5RVLR������:DXZDWRVD�±�-DQXDU\���
6WUDQJOHG�E\�KHU�IRUPHU�ER\IULHQG��%HQMDPLQ�*HUPDQR������LQ�IURQW�RI�WKH�
FRXSOH¶V�RQH�\HDU�ROG�GDXJKWHU��(LJKW�GD\V�ODWHU��KH�FDOOHG�IULHQGV�DQG�WROG�
WKHP�KH�KDG�NLOOHG�KHU�DQG�DVNHG�WKHP�WR�FDUH�IRU�WKH�FKLOG��6DUDK�5RVLR¶V�
ERG\�ZDV�IRXQG�IUR]HQ�LQ�D�VKLSSLQJ�FRQWDLQHU�ZLWK�D�EDJ�RYHU�KHU�KHDG��
%HQMDPLQ�*HUPDQR�ÀHG�WKH�VWDWH�DQG�ZDV�DUUHVWHG�LQ�&RORUDGR�LQ�ODWH�-DQX�
DU\�DIWHU�D�KLJK�VSHHG�FKDVH��$OOHJDWLRQV�RI�VWUDQJXODWLRQ�ZHUH�PDGH�LQ�DW�
OHDVW�RQH�RI�WKH�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�FDVHV�EURXJKW�DJDLQVW�KLP�EHWZHHQ������
DQG�WKH�GDWH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��,Q������KH�ZDV�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�VWUDQJXODWLRQ�DQG�
VXIIRFDWLRQ��WKH�FDVH�ZDV�GLVPLVVHG�ZKHQ�6DUDK�5RVLR�GLG�QRW�DSSHDU�DW�WKH�
WULDO��6KH�KDG�WHVWL¿HG�DW�WKH�SUHOLPLQDU\�KHDULQJ��7KHUH�ZDV�DQ�LQLWLDO�QR�
FRQWDFW�RUGHU�LQ�SODFH�DV�D�FRQGLWLRQ�RI�ERQG�DQG�WKH�FRXUW�ODWHU�RUGHUHG�*36�
VXSHUYLVLRQ�DQG�ZDV�³UHPLQGHG�KH�LV�WR�KDYH�12�&217$&7�ZLWK�WKH�YLFWLP�´�
DFFRUGLQJ�WR�FRXUW�UHFRUGV��5HFRUGV�VKRZ�D�KLVWRU\�RI�¿YH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHUV�
¿OHG�DJDLQVW�%HQMDPLQ�LQ�WKH�¿IWHHQ�PRQWKV�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH��DW�OHDVW�
RI�RQH�RI�ZKLFK�ZDV�REWDLQHG�E\�6DUDK��SHWLWLRQHUV�DUH�XQLGHQWL¿HG�LQ�WKH�
RWKHUV���$�GLVRUGHUO\�FRQGXFW�FKDUJH�KDG�EHHQ�¿OHG�RQH�PRQWK�SULRU�DQG�ZDV�
SHQGLQJ�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��,W�LQFOXGHG�D�QR�FRQWDFW�RUGHU�

0LOZDXNHH

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���

/LQFROQ

0DQLWRZRF
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-RVHSK�'��0F*RZDQ������0LOZDXNHH�±�)HEUXDU\��
6KRW�E\�KLV�FRXVLQ��%ULDQ�$��3DWWHUVRQ������$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��%ULDQ�
3DWWHUVRQ�ZDV�XQGHU�D�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�ZLWK�D�¿UHDUPV�
SURKLELWLRQ��REWDLQHG�E\�D�ZRPDQ�LQ������WKDW�ZDV�GXH�WR�H[SLUH�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�
PRQWK��$�MXU\�IRXQG�%ULDQ�3DWWHUVRQ�JXLOW\�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�KRPLFLGH��
DQG�KH�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�WZHQW\�¿YH�\HDUV�LQ�SULVRQ�DQG�WHQ�\HDUV�H[WHQGHG�
VXSHUYLVLRQ�

3DPHOD�.XFKDUVNL������0LOZDXNHH�±�)HEUXDU\��
5DOSK�.XFKDUVNL����
6KRW�E\�WKHLU�VRQ��&RUH\�.XFKDUVNL������ZKR�WKHQ�FDOOHG�WKH�SROLFH��WHOOLQJ�WKH�
GLVSDWFKHU�WKDW�³WKH\¶UH�LQ�D�EHWWHU�SODFH�´�7KH�KRPH�LQFOXGHG�D�JXQ�FROOHFWLRQ�
EHORQJLQJ�WR�5DOSK�DQG�SROLFH�UHFRYHUHG�D�VKRWJXQ��DVVDXOW�ULÀH��RWKHU�ULÀHV��
SLVWROV��VZRUGV��DQG�DPPXQLWLRQ��&RUH\�.XFKDUVNL�ZDV�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�WZR�
FRXQWV�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�DQG�SOHG�QRW�JXLOW\�E\�UHDVRQ�RI�
PHQWDO�GLVHDVH��,Q�WKH�VHFRQG�SKDVH�RI�WKH�WULDO��WKH�FRXUW�UXOHG�WKDW�KH�ZDV�
DEOH�WR�FRQIRUP�KLV�FRQGXFW�WR�WKH�ODZ�DQG�ZDV�OHJDOO\�UHVSRQVLEOH�IRU�WKH�
GHDWKV��+H�ZDV�IRXQG�JXLOW\�RI�ERWK�FRXQWV�DQG�IDFHV�OLIH�LQ�SULVRQ��$�VHQ�
WHQFLQJ�KHDULQJ�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�1RYHPEHU����������6LQFH�EHLQJ�FKDUJHG��WKH�
FRXUW�KDV�RUGHUHG�WKUHH�FRPSHWHQF\�H[DPLQDWLRQV�DQG�DIWHU�UHYLHZLQJ�HDFK�
HYDOXDWLRQ�KDV�UXOHG�WKDW�&RUH\�.XFKDUVNL�KDV�EHHQ�FRPSHWHQW�WR�SURFHHG��
7KH�FRXUW�KDV�RUGHUHG�DQRWKHU�HYDOXDWLRQ�WR�GHWHUPLQH�KLV�FRPSHWHQF\�WR�
SURFHHG�ZLWK�WKH�VHQWHQFLQJ���

0DH�-��+HOP������0LOZDXNHH�±�)HEUXDU\��
6WDEEHG�E\�KHU�ER\IULHQG��:LOOLDP�-��%RZGHQ������0DH�+HOP�KDG�FDOOHG�
SROLFH�UHSRUWLQJ�WKDW�:LOOLDP�%RZGHQ�KDG�D�NQLIH�DQG�ZRXOG�QRW�OHDYH�WKH�
KRPH��:KHQ�SROLFH�DUULYHG�RQ�WKH�VFHQH�WKH\�IRXQG�KHU�LQ�WKH�UHDU�KDOOZD\�
RI�KHU�DSDUWPHQW��6KH�ZDV�SURQRXQFHG�GHDG�DW�WKH�VFHQH��:LOOLDP�%RZGHQ�
SOHG�JXLOW\�WR�RQH�FRXQW�RI�KRPLFLGH�E\�QHJOLJHQW�KDQGOLQJ�RI�D�GDQJHURXV�
ZHDSRQ�DQG�RQH�FRXQW�RI�DJJUDYDWHG�EDWWHU\��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�FRQVHFX�
WLYH�WHUPV�RI�WKUHH�\HDUV�LQ�SULVRQ�DQG�WKUHH�\HDUV�RI�H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ�
RQ�HDFK�FRXQW�

6KHUU\�-DFNVRQ������0LOZDXNHH�±�)HEUXDU\���
0DULR�%URZQ����
-RQDK�$JQHZ������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�WZR�FRXQWV�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQ�
WLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�DQG�XVH�RI�D�GDQJHURXV�ZHDSRQ�LQ�WKH�VKRRWLQJ�GHDWKV�RI�KLV�
IRUPHU�JLUOIULHQG��6KHUU\�-DFNVRQ��ZLWK�ZKRP�KH�KDG�D�FKLOG�LQ�FRPPRQ��DQG�
0DULR�%URZQ��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�2FWREHU�����������6KHUU\�-DFN�
VRQ�KDG�HQGHG�KHU�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�-RQDK�$JQHZ�LQ�-DQXDU\��EXW�KH�KDG�
NHSW�D�NH\�WR�KHU�DSDUWPHQW�DQG�XVHG�LW�WR�OHW�KLPVHOI�LQ��6KH�ZDV�IRXQG�LQ�
WKH�EHGURRP��ZLWK�WKLUWHHQ�JXQVKRW�ZRXQGV��0DULR�%URZQ�ZDV�IRXQG�LQ�WKH�
NLWFKHQ��ZLWK�WZHOYH�JXQVKRW�ZRXQGV��$FFRUGLQJ�WR�LQYHVWLJDWRUV��-RQDK�XVHG�
WZR�GLIIHUHQW�KDQGJXQV�LQ�WKH�DVVDXOW�DQG�WKUHH�DPPXQLWLRQ�FOLSV�ZHUH�IRXQG�
RXWVLGH�WKH�FULPH�VFHQH��

&RXQW\�����������������������������,Q�WKH�GHDWK�RI���
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5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ������0LOZDXNHH�±�)HEUXDU\���
7RULDQ�7KRPSVRQ�&DUWHU���
-DGHQ�7KRPSVRQ�&DUWHU���
,Q�WKH�GHDWKV�RI�5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ�DQG�KHU�FKLOGUHQ��'HVPRQG�'��/DVWHU������
ZDV�IRXQG�JXLOW\�E\�D�MXU\�RI�WKUHH�FRXQWV�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH��
DUVRQ��DQG�RWKHU�FKDUJHV��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�IRXU�FRQVHFXWLYH�OLIH�WHUPV�
LQ�SULVRQ��$QWKRQ\�(GZDUG�%DUQHV������SOHG�JXLOW\�WR�WKUHH�FRXQWV�RI�IHORQ\�
PXUGHU�DUPHG�UREEHU\�DQG�RQH�FRXQW�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH��
+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�IRXU�FRQFXUUHQW�WHUPV�RI�IRUW\�\HDUV�LQ�SULVRQ�SOXV�
WHQ�\HDUV�RI�H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ��%RWK�PHQ�ZHUH�DOVR�FKDUJHG�DQG�FRQ�
YLFWHG�RI�KRPLFLGH�LQ�WKH�GHDWK�RI�%ULWWQH\�5REHUWVRQ��DQ�DFFRPSOLFH�LQ�WKH�
PXUGHUV�RI�5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ�DQG�KHU�FKLOGUHQ��7ULDO�WHVWLPRQ\�GHVFULEHG�
%ULWWQH\¶V�³YHQJHIXO�MHDORXV\�RI�7KRPSVRQ´�DV�VHWWLQJ�WKH�FULPHV�LQ�PRWLRQ��
%RWK�ZRPHQ�KDG�UHFHQWO\�KDG�FKLOGUHQ�LQ�FRPPRQ�ZLWK�D�PDQ�WKH\�KDG�HDFK�
EHHQ�GDWLQJ��%ULWWQH\¶V�VRQ�GLHG�LQ�'HFHPEHU������DIWHU�D�SUHPDWXUH�ELUWK��
5DFKHO¶V�VRQ�ZDV�VL[�ZHHNV�ROG��7KDW�FKLOG�ZDV�XQKDUPHG�DQG�ZDV�OHIW�RQ�
WKH�VLGHZDON�RXWVLGH�RI�D�FKXUFK�DIWHU�WKH�PXUGHUV��

7KH�WKUHH�WLHG�5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ�DQG�KHU�FKLOGUHQ�ZLWK�GXFW�WDSH�DQG�FRY�
HUHG�WKHLU�H\HV�ZLWK�WDSH��%ULWWQH\�5REHUWVRQ�VWDEEHG�KHU�PXOWLSOH�WLPHV��DW�
RQH�SRLQW�EUHDNLQJ�D�NQLIH�DQG�JHWWLQJ�DQRWKHU�RQH�WR�FRQWLQXH�WKH�DWWDFN��
'HVPRQG�/DVWHU�VODVKHG�5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ¶V�WKURDW�DQG�$QWKRQ\�%DUQHV�
VKRW�KHU�EHIRUH�VHWWLQJ�WKH�KRXVH�RQ�¿UH�DV�WKH\�OHIW��7KH�¿UH�ZDV�UHSRUWHG�
E\�D�QHLJKERU�DQG�WKH�GHDWKV�ZHUH�GLVFRYHUHG�E\�UHVSRQGLQJ�¿UH¿JKWHUV��
7RULDQ¶V�KDQGV�DQG�OHJV�ZHUH�ERXQG�ZLWK�WDSH��D�SODVWLF�EDJ�WDSHG�RYHU�KLV�
KHDG��DQG�WDSH�RYHU�KLV�IDFH��-DGHQ�ZDV�ERXQG�ZLWK�WDSH�DQG�D�SODVWLF�EDJ�
WDSHG�RYHU�KLV�KHDG��7KH�WZR�PHQ�NLOOHG�%ULWWQH\�5REHUWVRQ�WKH�GD\�IROORZ�
LQJ�WKH�PXUGHUV�DIWHU�SROLFH�EURDGFDVW�KHU�SKRWR��VD\LQJ�WKDW�VKH�PD\�EH�LQ�
GDQJHU��
�
$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGHV��%ULWWQH\�5REHUWVRQ�ZDV�WKH�VXEMHFW�RI�D�GRPHV�
WLF�DEXVH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�ZLWK�¿UHDUP�UHVWULFWLRQ��REWDLQHG�E\�KHU�PRWKHU�LQ�
0DUFK������RQ�WKH�JURXQGV�WKDW�KHU�GDXJKWHU�EHDW�KHU�UHSHDWHGO\�DQG�WKUHDW�
HQHG�KHU�OLIH��:KHQ�VKH�ZDV�VL[�\HDUV�ROG��5DFKHO�7KRPSVRQ�ZLWQHVVHG�KHU�
PRWKHU�DQG�JUDQGPRWKHU�VWDEEHG�WR�GHDWK�E\�KHU�PRWKHU¶V�ER\IULHQG�DQG�
VXEVHTXHQWO\�WHVWL¿HG�DJDLQVW�KLP�

$OYLQ�-��%UDGEHUU\������0LOZDXNHH�±�$SULO��
6KRW�E\�KLV�VLVWHU¶V�ER\IULHQG��/DWKPHU�'��7RUUHV������DIWHU�WU\LQJ�WR�FRQYLQFH�
KLV�VLVWHU�WR�OHDYH�KLP�EHFDXVH�RI�KLV�YLROHQFH�WRZDUG�KHU��$OYLQ�%UDGEHUU\�
ZDV�VKRW�DW�OHDVW�HLJKW�WLPHV�DQG�IRXUWHHQ�VKHOO�FDVLQJV�ZHUH�IRXQG�DW�WKH�
VFHQH��+LV�VLVWHU�WROG�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�/DWKPHU�7RUUHV�KDG�EHHQ�YLROHQW�ZLWK�
KHU�DQG�KDG�EHHQ�DUUHVWHG�IRU�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH�EDWWHU\�QXPHURXV�WLPHV��
&RXUW�UHFRUGV�VKRZ�RQH�EDWWHU\�FKDUJH�WKDW�ZDV�GLVPLVVHG�ZKHQ�WKH�YLFWLP�
GLG�QRW�DSSHDU�DW�WULDO��$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��KH�ZDV�WKH�VXEMHFW�RI�D�
KDUDVVPHQW�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�ZLWKRXW�D�¿UHDUP�UHVWULFWLRQ��LVVXHG�LQ������
�SHWLWLRQHU�ZDV�QRW�$OYLQ�%UDGEHUU\¶V�VLVWHU���
�
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(GGLH�/HH�-RQHV������0LOZDXNHH�±�$SULO���
6KRW�E\�0LOZDXNHH�3ROLFH�'HSDUWPHQW�RI¿FHUV�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�GRPHVWLF�
DEXVH�FDOO��3ROLFH�ZHUH�FDOOHG�WR�WKH�KRPH�RI�D�ZRPDQ�ZKR�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�(G�
GLH�/HH�-RQHV�ZDV�WKHUH�LQ�YLRODWLRQ�RI�D�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�LVVXHG�RQ�$SULO����
8SRQ�DUULYDO��WKH�SROLFH�VDZ�KLP�WKUHDWHQLQJ�WKH�ZRPDQ�ZLWK�D�NQLIH�DQG�RU�
GHUHG�KLP�WR�GURS�WKH�NQLIH��:KHQ�KH�GLG�QRW�REH\�WKH�RUGHU��RI¿FHUV�RSHQHG�
¿UH��7HQ�GD\V�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH��(GGLH�/HH�-RQHV�KDG�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�
YLRODWLQJ�WKH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�DQG�XQGHU�D�FULPLQDO�QR�FRQWDFW�RUGHU�LQ�WKDW�
FDVH�

(VWKHU�/��'DZH������0LOZDXNHH�±�0D\���
6KRW�E\�-RKQ�(��&DPP������(VWKHU�'DZH¶V�IDPLO\�WROG�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW��
-RKQ�&DPP�ZDQWHG�WR�WDNH�WKHLU�UHODWLRQVKLS�IDUWKHU�WKDQ�IULHQGVKLS��EXW�WKDW�
VKH�GLG�QRW��7KH�WZR�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�VDPH�UHWLUHPHQW�FRPPXQLW\��2WKHU�UHVLGHQWV�
WROG�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�(VWKHU�'DZH�KDG�WROG�-RKQ�WKDW�VKH�FRXOG�QR�ORQJHU�
WDNH�FDUH�RI�KLP��7KH�GHDWKV�ZHUH�GLVFRYHUHG�LQ�KHU�DSDUWPHQW�E\�QXUVLQJ�
VWDII�DIWHU�-RKQ�&DPP�PLVVHG�D�GRFWRU¶V�DSSRLQWPHQW�DQG�KLV�VRQ�FDOOHG�WR�
IROORZ�XS��

(OPRUH�%HOO������0LOZDXNHH�±�$XJXVW��
6WDEEHG�E\�KLV�JLUOIULHQG��&KDUORWWH�'��%URZQ������,Q�������(OPRUH�%HOO�KDG�
REWDLQHG�D�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�DJDLQVW�&KDUORWWH�%URZQ�WKDW�
ZDV�LQ�HIIHFW�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH�DQG�DFWLYH�XQWLO�1RYHPEHU�������6KH�
WROG�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH�VKH�FRQVXPHG�D�ODUJH�DPRXQW�
RI�GUXJV�DQG�DOFRKRO�DQG�WKDW�(OPRUH�%HOO�KDG�UHIXVHG�WR�JLYH�KHU�DGGLWLRQDO�
PRQH\��6KH�VDLG�WKDW�VKH�JUDEEHG�D�NQLIH�ZKLOH�WKH\�ZHUH�LQ�WKH�NLWFKHQ�DQG�
VWDEEHG�KLP�DIWHU�KH�EHJDQ�KLWWLQJ�KHU�LQ�WKH�OHJ�ZLWK�D�VNLOOHW�DQG�WULHG�WR�
FKRNH�KHU��,Q�0D\�RI������VKH�KDG�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�YLRODWLQJ�WKH�UHVWUDLQ�
LQJ�RUGHU��WKH�FKDUJH�ZDV�GLVPLVVHG�LQ�$SULO�������&KDUORWWH�%URZQ�SOHG�
JXLOW\�WR�DQ�DPHQGHG�FKDUJH�RI�KRPLFLGH�E\�QHJOLJHQW�KDQGOLQJ�RI�D�GDQ�
JHURXV�ZHDSRQ�DQG�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�WKUHH�\HDUV�LQ�SULVRQ�DQG�IRXU�\HDUV�
H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ�

/LVD�/RFN������0LOZDXNHH�±�$XJXVW���
%HDWHQ�DQG�SRVVLEO\�DVSK\[LDWHG�E\�KHU�ER\IULHQG��0LFKDHO�*UDQGEHUU\��
����+H�WROG�LQYHVWLJDWRUV�WKDW�KH�UHPHPEHUV�SXQFKLQJ�KHU�LQ�WKH�KHDG�DQG�
FKHVW�DIWHU�HQWHULQJ�KHU�DSDUWPHQW�EXLOGLQJ�DQG�VHHLQJ�KHU�WDONLQJ�ZLWK�D�
PDQ�ZKRP�KH�VDLG�/LVD�/RFN�RQFH�GHVFULEHG�DV�VRPHRQH�ZKR�³KDG�IHHOLQJV�
IRU�KHU�´�$IWHU�ZDNLQJ�DQG�¿QGLQJ�KHU�XQUHVSRQVLYH��KH�ZHQW�WR�KLV�PRWKHU¶V�
KRXVH�DQG�FDOOHG�SROLFH��0LFKDHO�*UDQGEHUU\�SOHG�JXLOW\�WR�DQ�DPHQGHG�
FKDUJH�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�KRPLFLGH��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�WZHQW\�QLQH�
\HDUV�LQ�SULVRQ�DQG�WHQ�\HDUV�RI�H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ�
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6DEULQD�5��-XQLRU������0LOZDXNHH�±�$XJXVW���
(GGLH�/HH�$QWKRQ\������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�
KRPLFLGH�LQ�WKH�VWDEELQJ�GHDWK�RI�KLV�JLUOIULHQG��$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�
IRU�6HSWHPEHU�����������$FFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�FULPLQDO�FRPSODLQW��WKH�FRXSOH¶V�
HOHYHQ�\HDU�ROG�GDXJKWHU�UHSRUWHG�KLGLQJ�LQ�D�FORVHW�ZLWK�KHU�WZR�\RXQJHU�
VLVWHUV�ZKLOH�WKHLU�SDUHQWV�ZHUH�DUJXLQJ��(GGLH�/HH�OHIW�WKH�UHVLGHQFH�DV�
6DEULQD�-XQLRU¶V�VHYHQWHHQ�\HDU�ROG�GDXJKWHU�ZDV�DUULYLQJ��6KH�GLVFRYHUHG�
KHU�PRWKHU¶V�ERG\�RQ�D�EHG�DQG�KHU�GLVWUDXJKW�\RXQJHU�VLVWHUV�LQ�WKH�URRP��
(GGLH�/HH�$QWKRQ\�ZDV�DUUHVWHG�LQ�,OOLQRLV�

5RVDOLQG�5RVV������0LOZDXNHH�±�6HSWHPEHU���
2Q�$XJXVW�����������0DOLND�:LOORXJKE\������HQWHUHG�D�JXLOW\�SOHD�WR�DQ�
DPHQGHG�FKDUJH�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�KRPLFLGH�ZLWK�D�GDQJHURXV�ZHDSRQ�LQ�WKH�
VKRRWLQJ�GHDWK�RI�KHU�JLUOIULHQG��6HQWHQFLQJ�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�1RYHPEHU�����
5RVDOLQG�5RVV�ZDV�VKRW�DQG�NLOOHG�ZKLOH�WKH�FRXSOH�ZDV�VLWWLQJ�LQ�KHU�FDU�LQ�D�
UHVWDXUDQW�SDUNLQJ�ORW��)DPLO\�PHPEHUV�UHSRUWHG�WKDW�WKH\�KDG�EHHQ�FRQ�
FHUQHG�IRU�5RVDOLQG�5RVV�DQG�GHVFULEHG�0DOLND�:LOORXJKE\�DV�³RYHUO\�SRV�
VHVVLYH�´�7KH�FRXSOH�KDG�EHHQ�DUJXLQJ�PRUH�LQ�WKH�ZHHN�SULRU�WR�WKH�KRPL�
FLGH��DQG�5RVDOLQG�5RVV¶V�PRWKHU�EHOLHYHG�WKDW�KHU�GDXJKWHU�ZDV�HQGLQJ�WKH�
UHODWLRQVKLS�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH��

�
-RVHSK�+DOO������0LOZDXNHH�±�6HSWHPEHU���
%ULDQ�-��$QGHUVRQ������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPL�
FLGH�DQG�XVH�RI�D�GDQJHURXV�ZHDSRQ�LQ�WKH�VKRRWLQJ�GHDWK�RI�-RVHSK�+DOO��
$�MXU\�WULDO�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�1RYHPEHU����������$FFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�FULPLQDO�
FRPSODLQW��%ULDQ�$QGHUVRQ�VKRW�-RVHSK�+DOO�LQ�WKH�FKHVW�ZLWK�D�VKRWJXQ�DIWHU�
FRQIURQWLQJ�KLP�DERXW�D�UXPRU�WKDW�KH�KDG�EHHQ�VHHLQJ�%ULDQ�$QGHUVRQ¶V�
¿DQFp��7KH�WZR�PHQ�ZHUH�URRPPDWHV��DQG�WKH�KRPLFLGH�RFFXUUHG�LQ�WKH�
NLWFKHQ�RI�WKHLU�DSDUWPHQW��

/RQQLH�*UD\������0LOZDXNHH�±�1RYHPEHU��
$QQD�0DULH�+XJKHV������SOHG�JXLOW\�WR�VHFRQG�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�KRPLFLGH�LQ�
WKH�VWDEELQJ�GHDWK�RI�KHU�ER\IULHQG��6HQWHQFLQJ�LV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�2FWREHU�
����������$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�KLV�GHDWK��FKDUJHV�RI�GRPHVWLF�EDWWHU\�ZHUH�SHQGLQJ�
DJDLQVW�/RQQLH�*UD\�DQG�KH�ZDV�RUGHUHG�WR�KDYH�WR�QR�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�$QQD�
0DULH�+XJKHV�DV�D�FRQGLWLRQ�RI�KLV�ERQG��+H�ZDV�DUUHVWHG�LQ�$XJXVW������
DIWHU�$QQD�0DULH�+XJKHV�FDOOHG�SROLFH�WR�UHSRUW�WKDW�KH�KDG�DWWDFNHG�DQG�
VWUDQJOHG�KHU��2Q�$XJXVW����D�GRPHVWLF�DEXVH�752�ZDV�¿OHG�DJDLQVW�KLP�
DQG�GLVPLVVHG�WZR�ZHHNV�ODWHU�ZKHQ�WKH�SHWLWLRQHU�GLG�QRW�DSSHDU�IRU�WKH�
KHDULQJ��
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*UDFH�.UHMFL������:HVW�$OOLV�±�1RYHPEHU���
6KRW�E\�KHU�HVWUDQJHG�KXVEDQG��0DWWKHZ�.UHMFL������ZKR�WKHQ�FRPPLWWHG�
VXLFLGH��7KH�VKRRWLQJV�RFFXUUHG�LQ�WKH�KRPH�RI�*UDFH�.UHMFL¶V�VLVWHU��ZKHUH�
VKH�KDG�EHHQ�OLYLQJ�VLQFH�VHSDUDWLQJ�IURP�KHU�KXVEDQG��7KHLU�WKUHH�\HDU�
ROG�GDXJKWHU�ZDV�LQ�WKH�KRPH�DW�WKH��7KH�GHDWKV�ZHUH�GLVFRYHUHG�E\�*UDFH�
.UHMFL¶V�IDWKHU��ZKR�KDG�FRPH�WR�WKH�KRPH�EHFDXVH�WKH�FRXSOH¶V�¿YH�\HDU�ROG�
VRQ�KDG�QRW�EHHQ�SLFNHG�XS�IURP�VFKRRO��*UDFH�.UHMFL�KDG�¿OHG�IRU�GLYRUFH�
LQ�-XO\��DQG�WKH�¿QDO�KHDULQJ�ZDV�VFKHGXOHG�IRU�'HFHPEHU����$W�WKH�WLPH�RI�
WKH�KRPLFLGH��0DWWKHZ�.UHMFL�ZDV�VXEMHFW�WR�D�KDUDVVPHQW�UHVWUDLQLQJ�RUGHU�
LVVXHG�LQ�6HSWHPEHU������WKDW�SURKLELWHG�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�*UDFH�.UHMFL��+H�ZDV�
DOVR�XQGHU�D�QR�FRQWDFW�RUGHU�ZLWK�D�¿UHDUP�SURKLELWLRQ�DV�D�FRQGLWLRQ�RI�
SUREDWLRQ�DIWHU�EHLQJ�FRQYLFWHG�RI�YLRODWLQJ�WKH�KDUDVVPHQW�RUGHU��+H�KDG�
UHSHDWHGO\�FDOOHG�DQG�VHQW�WH[W�PHVVDJHV�WR�KHU�LQ�YLRODWLRQ�RI�WKH�RUGHU��0DW�
WKHZ�.UHMFL�KDG�PDGH�D�SULRU�VXLFLGH�DWWHPSW�ZKLOH�FDULQJ�IRU�KLV�GDXJKWHU��
DQG�KH�ZDV�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�FKLOG�QHJOHFW��$�MXU\�WULDO�ZDV�SHQGLQJ�LQ�WKDW�FDVH�DW�
WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�KRPLFLGH�

6KDQQRQ�'RUVH\������0LOZDXNHH�±�1RYHPEHU���
6WUDQJOHG�ZLWK�D�EHOW�E\�KHU�ER\IULHQG��*DUURQ�/HZLV������+HU�ERG\�ZDV�GLV�
FRYHUHG�DIWHU�D�IDPLO\�IULHQG�JUHZ�ZRUULHG�DERXW�KHU�DQG�KHU�VWHS�GDXJKWHU�
DQG�VRQ�FDOOHG�WKH�SROLFH�DQG�DVNHG�WKDW�WKH\�FKHFN�RQ�KHU��7KH�SROLFH�ZHQW�
WR�WKH�KRPH�DQG�IRXQG�KHU�GHDG�RQ�D�EDVHPHQW�EHG��*DUURQ�/HZLV�SOHG�
JXLOW\�WR�DPHQGHG�FKDUJHV�RI�VHFRQG�GHJUHH�UHFNOHVV�KRPLFLGH�DQG�VHFRQG�
GHJUHH�UHFNOHVVO\�HQGDQJHULQJ�VDIHW\��+H�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�¿IWHHQ�\HDUV�
SULVRQ�DQG�WHQ�\HDUV�H[WHQGHG�VXSHUYLVLRQ�RQ�WKH�KRPLFLGH�FKDUJH�DQG�D�
FRQFXUUHQW�VHQWHQFH�RI�¿YH�\HDUV�SULVRQ�DQG�¿YH�\HDUV�RI�VXSHUYLVLRQ�RQ�WKH�
RWKHU�FRXQW�

9DQFH�(YDQV������7RPDK�±�$SULO���
6KRW�E\�7DPP\�6��&ROH������ZKR�KDG�EHHQ�LQ�D�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�9DQFH�
(YDQV�ZKHQ�KH�OLYHG�LQ�,OOLQRLV��3ULRU�WR�WKH�KRPLFLGH��7DPP\�FDOOHG�9DQFH¶V�
FXUUHQW�JLUOIULHQG�DQG�WROG�KHU��³,¶P�JRLQJ�WR�NLOO�\RX��,¶P�JRLQJ�WR�VKRRW�\RX�
GHDG�´�7KDW�ZRPDQ�ZHQW�WR�9DQFH¶V�KRPH�DQG�GLVFRYHUHG�KLV�ERG\�QHDU�WKH�
IURQW�GRRU�DQG�QRWLFHG�WKH�VPHOO�RI�OHDNLQJ�JDV��+H�KDG�EHHQ�NLOOHG�E\�D�VLQ�
JOH�JXQVKRW�WR�WKH�EDFN�RI�KLV�KHDG��,QYHVWLJDWRUV�IRXQG�D�GDPDJHG�FRSSHU�
WXEH�DW�WKH�UHDU�RI�WKH�JDV�VWRYH�DQG�OLJKWHG�FDQGOH�LQ�WKH�KRXVH��$�MXU\�IRXQG�
7DPP\�&ROH�JXLOW\�RI�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPLFLGH�DQG�DWWHPSWHG�DUVRQ��
6KH�ZDV�VHQWHQFHG�WR�OLIH�LQ�SULVRQ�ZLWK�HOLJLELOLW\�IRU�SDUROH�DQG�H[WHQGHG�
VXSHUYLVLRQ�DIWHU�WKLUW\�\HDUV�DQG�D�FRQVHFXWLYH�VHQWHQFH�RI�VHYHQ�\HDUV�RQ�
WKH�DUVRQ�FKDUJH�
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/RUL�-��6FKPLGW������0LQRFTXD�±�-XQH���
:LOOLDP�5��6FKPLGW������KDV�EHHQ�FKDUJHG�ZLWK�¿UVW�GHJUHH�LQWHQWLRQDO�KRPL�
FLGH�LQ�WKH�GHDWK�RI�KLV�ZLIH��+HU�GHFRPSRVLQJ�ERG\�ZDV�GLVFRYHUHG�DIWHU�KHU�
SDUHQWV�FDOOHG�SROLFH
RXW�RI�FRQFHUQ�IRU�WKHLU�GDXJKWHU¶V�VDIHW\��7KH\�XVXDOO\�KDG�FRQWDFW�ZLWK�
/RUL�6FKPLGW�DW�OHDVW�RQFH�D�GD\�EXW�KDG�QRW�KHDUG�IURP�KHU�VLQFH�-XQH�����
7KH\�EHFDPH�IXUWKHU�FRQFHUQHG�ZKHQ�WKH\�ZHUH�WROG�VKH�KDG�QRW�VKRZQ�
XS�IRU�ZRUN�RU�FDOOHG�LQ��7KH\�YLVLWHG�WKH�FRXSOH¶V�KRPH�DQG�GLVFRYHUHG�/RUL�
6FKPLGW¶V�FHOO�SKRQH�OHIW�RQ�WKH�FRXQWHU�DQG�KHU�FDWV�QHJOHFWHG��2I¿FHUV�
PDGH�D�ZHOIDUH�FKHFN�WR�WKH�KRPH�DQG�IRXQG�/RUL�6FKPLGW¶V�ERG\��ZUDSSHG�
LQ�D�EODQNHW�LQ�WKH�FORVHW��2Q�-XQH�����:LOOLDP�WXUQHG�KLPVHOI�LQ�IURP�KLV�
SDUHQWV¶�KRPH�LQ�6KHER\JDQ�&RXQW\��

$UPDQGR�$SRQWH������$SSOHWRQ�±�1RYHPEHU��
6KRW�E\�$SSOHWRQ�3ROLFH�'HSDUWPHQW�RI¿FHUV�UHVSRQGLQJ�WR�D�GRPHVWLF�
YLROHQFH�FDOO�IURP�KLV�ZLIH��6KH�FDOOHG�����DQG�ZKLVSHUHG�WKDW�KHU�KXVEDQG�
ZDV�GUXQN�DQG�YLROHQW��:KHQ�RI¿FHUV�DUULYHG�DW�WKH�KRXVH�WKH\�KHDUG�$U�
PDQGR�$SRQWH�VKRRWLQJ�LQVLGH��7KH\�ZHUH�DEOH�WR�JHW�KLV�ZLIH�DQG�IRXU�RI�
KLV�FKLOGUHQ�RXW�RI�WKH�IURQW�GRRU�DQG�DWWHPSWHG�WR�¿QG�DQRWKHU�ZD\�WR�HQWHU�
WKH�KRXVH�WR�HYDFXDWH�D�RQH�\HDU�ROG�FKLOG��2I¿FHUV�HQFRXQWHUHG�KLP�LQ�WKH�
OLYLQJ�URRP��KH�ZDV�FDUU\LQJ�D�ODUJH�VZRUG�LQ�HDFK�KDQG��7KH\�DWWHPSWHG�WR�
FDOP�KLP�DQG�RUGHUHG�KLP�WR�GURS�WKH�ZHDSRQV��+H�FKDUJHG�ZLWKLQ�¿IWHHQ�
IHHW�RI�WKH�RI¿FHUV�DQG�WKH\�UHVSRQGHG�E\�¿ULQJ�QLQH�VKRWV��$UPDQGR�$SRQWH�
GLHG�LQVWDQWO\��+H�KDG�D�KLVWRU\�RI�GRPHVWLF�YLROHQFH��LQFOXGLQJ�RQH�FRQYLF�
WLRQ�LQYROYLQJ�D�GDQJHURXV�ZHDSRQ��3ROLFH�KDG�UHVSRQGHG�WR�SULRU�GRPHVWLF�
DEXVH�UHODWHG�FDOOV�LQYROYLQJ�$UPDQGR�LQ�$SSOHWRQ�DQG�LQ�DQRWKHU�FLW\�ZKHUH�
KH�KDG�OLYHG��

6WDUNHHVKD�:LONLQV������5DFLQH�±�0DUFK���
6KRW�WR�GHDWK�E\�KHU�ER\IULHQG��)UHGULFN�%ROGHQ������ZKR�WKHQ�NLOOHG�KLPVHOI��
1HLJKERUV�KHDUG�D�VHULHV�RI�JXQVKRWV�DQG�GLVFRYHUHG�WKH�ERGLHV��7KH�FRX�
SOH¶V�WKUHH�FKLOGUHQ�ZHUH�DW�VFKRRO�DW�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�PXUGHU�VXLFLGH�
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A CLOSER LOOK: !e Wide, Deep, Lifelong Reach of 
Domestic Violence in 2010
2010 marks the start of the second decade of the domestic violence homicide report.10 As we began to analyze 
the data, we started asking our usual questions about which deaths to include in the report. While domestic 
violence is often considered synonymous with intimate partner violence, it is also broader in range, including 
violence of adult children toward parents or violence between siblings, as re/ected in the language of Wiscon-
sin law.11 Deaths on both end of the life span got us thinking and talking about the range and focus of the re-
port as we head into the next decade. Each edition of the report has included many discussions back and forth 
about whether to include child deaths and 2010 was no exception. Similar discussions were sparked by the 
number of incidents involving an adult son killing one or both parents. Most domestic violence is intimate 
partner related, but what do we miss in our understanding of the reach of violence in our lives and communi-
ties if we keep our gaze there without considering violence within other kinds of family relationships?  

CHILDREN
 
Since it was ,rst published in 2000, this report has included children who were killed as a direct result of a 
domestic violence incident, such as children killed along with their mother. Because of the pervasive use and 
abuse of children as a tactic of battering, we have also included children killed when there are indications that 
one parent has abused the other. -e odds are high, however, that even when there is no apparent indica-
tion of ongoing adult abuse, it is likely to be part of the context of a child’s death. Research estimates in the 
overlap between adult domestic violence and child maltreatment at 30% to 60%.12 Our current methods of 
tracking homicides do not allow us to consistently identify children killed by perpetrators of adult domes-
tic violence. -e interconnection, however, may warrant another look in future years at including all child 
homicides by a family member or parent’s intimate partner as part of the wide, deep, lifelong reach of violence 
within relationships and families.

-e 2010 child deaths included in the report occurred in the context of a relationship to intimate partner 
violence. Nearly 18% of the homicides were children under the age of eighteen (9 of 51) and all but one of 
the victims were under seven years of age. 

• Two girls were shot to death by their uncle at the same time he killed his wife, children, and mother. 
• Two boys were bound with duct tape and su0ocated in an attack that also killed their mother, who 
as a six-year-old had witnessed her mother’s boyfriend kill her mother and grandmother. 
• One father committed suicide after shooting his children, their mother, and the family’s dogs.  
• Another father who has been charged with killing his infant daughter by shaking her and throw-
ing her against a wall was under a no-contact order at the time of the homicide because of violence 
against his daughter’s mother. 

Living with domestic violence has a profound e0ect on children, particularly when it leads to homicide. Some 
children see a parent murdered or commit suicide. Some children are themselves attacked. Some try to protect 
a parent during the assault. Surviving children not only face the aftermath of losing a parent, but the added 
trauma of having seen or heard the killing—often a killing at the hands of their other parent or a stepparent. 
Homicides that occur in a public setting may be witnessed by children who live next door, pass on the street, 
or play in the park. 
10 See the 2009 report, available at www.wcadv.org, for a comprehensive review of data compiled between 2000 and 2009, including discussions of the impact of domestic 
violence homicide on diverse communities and the impact on domestic abuse programs, along with attention to post-separation danger, stalking, contrasts between male and 
female perpetrators, abuse in later life, and gun violence.

11 For example, domestic abuse includes de,ned acts engaged in by an “adult family member or adult household member against another adult family member or adult 
household member, by an adult against his or her adult former spouse or by an adult against an adult with whom the person has a child in common” (§813.12).

12 Domestic Violence and the Child Welfare System, Child Welfare Information Gateway, October 2009. Available at http://www.childwelfare.gov/pubs/factsheets/domes-
tic_violence/domesticviolence.pdf.
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Along with the children who were killed, at least 26 minor children, ranging in age from one to seventeen, 
were at the scene of homicides in 2010. 
 

• Children who did not see the attack itself heard the gunshots.  
• One twelve-year-old escaped a home with her uncle shooting at her. Her thirteen-year-old cousin 
was shot in the face and critically wounded.  
• A seventeen-year-old girl returned home to ,nd her mother’s body and her distraught younger 
sisters emerging from the closet where they had been hiding in the room when their mother was 
stabbed to death.  
• Five children were at the scene of one of the homicides by legal intervention. Police were able to get 
four of the children and their mother out safely. -ey were attempting to locate the ,fth child when 
the shooting occurred.

Domestic violence homicide also means that many children lose one or both parents through homicide and 
often a related suicide. While the tally cannot be precise and is most certainly an undercount, in 2010 at least 
,ve minor children were orphaned and seven left without a mother. 

-ere is a growing understanding of the ways in which batterers use children to coerce and control their 
mothers, including threatening to abduct or kill the children, particularly if a woman tries to leave the rela-
tionship.13 News media reporting often refers to a “custody battle,” without any closer examination of how 
killing a child is perhaps the most powerful form of coercion and control. When one parent has been abusive 
toward the other, decisions related to custody and visitation occur at a volatile and dangerous time. Custody 
issues remain largely unexamined and unreported in coverage of domestic violence homicide. In the 2010 
homicides, there was little attention or reference to child custody in the published accounts, although half of 
the homicides that were intimate-partner-related involved a relationship that had ended or was ending and 
several of those involved minor children. Nationally, based on estimates from the National Crime Victimiza-
tion Survey, among households with a female intimate partner victim, 38% had children under age 12 living 
in the home.14 

In 2010, a thirteen-year-old boy was charged in adult court with ,rst-degree intentional homicide in the 
shooting death of his father. -ere have been custody actions regarding him in the seven years since his par-
ents divorced and both parents have made allegations of child abuse against the other in family court proceed-
ings. At the time of his parents’ divorce, his mother had obtained a domestic abuse restraining order. 

LATER LIFE

Since this report was ,rst published in 2000, it has also paid speci,c attention to homicides of persons age 
,fty and older, which have comprised 17% of homicides in the past decade.15 In the past three years, that 
percentage has grown signi,cantly, however. Between 2008 and 2010, 29% of domestic violence homicide 
victims were age ,fty and older. -is is likely to continue as the population ages.

In past years, this report has rarely included homicides committed by an adult child or grandchild. It has paid 
primary attention to later-life homicides that were somehow connected to an intimate partner relationship. 
Homicides involving other adult family members appeared only “if dynamics of power and control were dem-
onstrated,” as noted in the methodology. In 2010, eight homicide deaths of parents at the hand of a son (adult 
sons, with the exception of one youth) raised the challenge of understanding the reach of domestic violence in 
our lives and communities. -ey raised the challenge of recognizing that the kinds of coercion, intimidation, 
and abuse used by an adult child against a parent may di0er from those used in intimate partner relationships. 
If each case required a de,nitive demonstration of “power and control”—beyond the ultimate exercise of 

13 See David Adams, Why Do !ey Kill? Men Who Murder !eir Intimate Partners, Vanderbilt University Press, 2007. Also, Lundy Bancroft and Jay G. Silverman, !e Bat-
terer as Parent: Addressing the Impact of Domestic Violence on Family Dynamics, Sage Publications, 2002. 
14 Female Victims of Violence, p. 4.
15 -e 2009 report includes an analysis of data between 2005 and 2009, the years for which it is most readily retrieved. All of the homicide reports are available via 
WCADV: www.wcadv.org.
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power and control in taking someone’s life—this report would be unlikely to include many domestic violence 
homicides under any intimate partner or family relationship. As one advocate put it, “we’re not ever going to 
have access to what’s really been going on.” And often the only person who could truly tell us what has been 
going on no longer has a voice.  
Beginning with this report, later-life homicides committed by other family members will be included, with a 
closer look at how factors of ,nancial dependency, chronic alcohol or drug dependency, or mental illness—or 
combination thereof, within the limitations of what news media sources report—can in e0ect function as a 
form of control of a parent or grandparent. While intimate partner relationships are likely to remain the pri-
mary type related to domestic violence homicides, paying attention to the killing of parents or grandparents 
will expand our understanding of the lifelong reach of violence in our lives. 

In 2010, ,fteen incidents resulted in the homicides of seventeen victims age ,fty or older. Just over half were 
killed in an intimate partner related homicide (9 of 17). -e other deaths (8 of 17) involved a son killing one 
or both parents. Other characteristics of later-life homicides in 2010 include:

• None of the homicide victims age ,fty or older were killed by legal intervention. 
• When the victim was age ,fty or older, the perpetrator was male in 80% of the incidents (12 of 15) 
• Of the ,ve female perpetrators in 2010, three committed homicides against an intimate partner 
who was age ,fty or older. Two victims were stabbed to death and one was shot. One victim, age 
sixty-nine, was twenty years older than the perpetrator and had obtained a domestic abuse injunction 
against her in 2008 that was in force at the time of the homicide. -e perpetrator reported that she 
grabbed a knife that was in the kitchen after the victim tried to choke her. In the other incident, do-
mestic abuse battery charges were pending against the victim, and he was under a no-contact order at 
the time of the homicide. -e third involved a woman whose relationship had ended with the victim 
and who also threatened the victim’s new girlfriend.  
• -ree of the intimate partner related homicides involved couples in long-term relationships. All 
included signs of steps taken to end or otherwise change the relationship in the months prior to the 
homicide. -ese included obtaining or attempting to obtain restraining orders or temporarily moving 
out. 
• Of the victims killed by a son, four of eight were killed by an adult son in two multiple homicide 
incidents where both parents were killed. Of the remaining four, the perpetrator was an adult son in 
three deaths and a thirteen-year-old in the fourth. In homicides committed by a son against one or 
more parents, four mothers and four fathers were killed.  
• In ,ve of the incidents involving the homicide of someone age ,fty or older, the perpetrator was 
also age ,fty or older. Four were intimate partner related and one involved a son (age 59) and mother 
(age 79).

• Two of the perpetrators committed suicide (two of seven suicides, other than by legal intervention). 
Both occurred in intimate partner related cases where the victim and perpetrator were over age ,fty. 
In past years, this homicide-suicide link has been pronounced. Between 2005 and 2010, perpetrators 
committed suicide in 14 of the 24 homicides (58%) in which the victim and perpetrator were age 
,fty or older.   
• Two homicides involved a perpetrator who was age ,fty or older and a younger victim. Both were 
intimate partner related and involved an age di0erence of ten years or more (ages 63 and 43 in one 
case; 52 and 39 in the other).

Unlike previous years, and 2009 in particular, none of the 2010 homicides that came to our attention in-
volved “mercy killings” or “acts of love”—as characterized by the perpetrator or surviving family members or 
news media—when the victim is physically or mentally ill or living with some kind of dementia. In past years 
this has characterized several intimate partner homicides where the victim was age 70 or older. (See the 2009 
report for a more detailed discussion of this and other issues related to later-life homicides.)
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CONVERSATIONS WITH ADVOCATES

-e questions presented by the homicides of parents by adult sons led us to a conversation with domestic 
violence advocates about who is coming through their programs’ doors and what they are seeing in their com-
munities. Advocates were invited to participate in one of two conference calls with WCADV sta0 and sixteen 
advocates from around the state joined in. -e discussions were wide-ranging and led us to think about do-
mestic violence more broadly as the homicide report moves into its second decade. -e advocates also sug-
gested other areas of consideration in attention to the deep, wide, lifelong reach of domestic violence.

• For those in Wisconsin’s LGBT (lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender) communities who experience 
violence by an intimate partner, ,nding an open door and building safety can be very di.cult.  

Between 2005 and 2010 (the years for which data can be most easily retrieved), the homicide report 
has included two deaths related to LGBT intimate partner violence. -is is most likely an under-
count. LGBT relationships can be hidden and inaccurately identi,ed in the public record as “room-
mate” or “friend” or “acquaintance.” In such cases, we make contacts in the community and with 
investigators in an e0ort to learn the nature of the relationship, but even those assessments can be 
inaccurate, particularly if the victim and perpetrator were isolated or closeted. In addition, murders 
where the victim was reported as single and there was no apparent forced entry to the home or scene 
might involve LGBT intimate partner violence in some cases, but go entirely unrecognized as such.
Perpetrators often use highly speci,c forms of abuse based on LGBT identity and community dy-
namics. -is includes such actions and threats as: “outing” a partner’s sexual orientation or gender 
identity; reinforcing fears that no one will help the victim because of her/his sexual orientation; justi-
fying the abuse and isolating the victim by assertions that she/he is not “really” LGBT; asserting that 
abusive behavior is a normal part of LGBT relationships; monopolizing support resources by manip-
ulating friends and family supports in order to cut o0 these resources to the survivor; or portraying 
the violence as mutual, consensual, or as an expression of desirable masculinity or other traits.16 
Reports published by the National Coalition of Anti-Violence Programs address police misconduct 
and treatment of LGBT survivors as another obstacle in access to safety. Police abuse and miscon-
duct toward LGBT people generally has included verbal, sexual, and physical abuse and cruel and 
degrading treatment during arrest, searches, and detention. Transgender people, and in particular 
low-income transgender people of color, have experienced some of the most horri,c abuse.17 In its 
2009 report, NCAVP noted an increase in survivors accessing police assistance, but also an increase 
in misarrest (i.e., arresting the victim or dual arrest) and police misconduct.18 In 2008, the Anti-
Violence Project at the Milwaukee LGBT Center, a CAVP partner, reported that “it was rare that 
any [individual seeking advocacy] sought any assistance from the police.” -e reasons cited included 
survivors’ fear of arrest or dual arrest, fear of harassment and assault, a feeling they could handle the 
situation on their own, and wanting to retain their privacy.19 

Survivors may also ,nd that the advocacy and community-based intervention that is available does 
not recognize the complexity of their needs and the barriers they face—at best—or disregards them 
or responds with homophobic or transphobic responses about LGBT people and their relationships. 

16 “Special Issues in LGBT Domestic Violence,” National Coalition of Anti-Violence Programs (NCAVP), available at http://www.ncavp.org/issues/DomesticViolence.aspx. 
See also, “Barriers in Addressing LGBT Domestic Violence.”

17 See Stonewalled: Police Abuse and Misconduct Against Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender People in the U.S., Amnesty International, September 2005.

18 Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer Domestic/Intimate Partner Violence in the United States in 2009, 2010 Release Edition, NCAVP, www.ncavp.org. -e 2010 
report is due to be released in October 2011. Fifteen NCAVP member organizations contributed to the report, including the Anti-Violence Project at the Milwaukee LGBT 
Center. NCAVP reports on hate-motivated violence and rape and sexual assault are also available via the Web site.

19 NCAVP 2008 Report, p. 58. 
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• Many advocacy organizations—particularly in smaller communities, but not exclusively—are 
increasingly seen by community members as the place to go if they have a problem with any kind of 
personal violence, whether it involves an intimate partner, another family member, or a roommate.

Wisconsin domestic abuse programs still work primarily with younger heterosexual women who are 
experiencing intimate partner violence. At the same time, according to our conversations with advo-
cates, many also ,nd themselves responding to walk-ins, helpline calls, or other requests from older 
battered women, elder parents concerned about how an adult child is treating them, mothers who are 
afraid of their teenage sons, someone who is afraid of a roommate (which may be “just roommates” 
or in reality be a LGBT relationship), and men (usually heterosexual). Domestic abuse programs are 
also increasingly where community members go or get sent as the source of information on harass-
ment restraining orders.

Such requests acknowledge the expertise that domestic abuse programs have built in responding to 
violence and suggest that community members may not be able to or interested in drawing a bright 
line between intimate partner violence and what they are experiencing at the hands of a family or 
household member. Such requests require a new attention and perhaps new knowledge about how 
to best respond in ways that are helpful and that ultimately promote the broadest community safety. 
It may be that it is not the role of a particular advocacy program to work directly with the person 
seeking help—given its mission, philosophy, and resources—but knowing how and where to make a 
meaningful connection with who can is essential.
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KEY THEMES 
Since 2000, the homicide report has examined themes that in any given year may be more or less pronounced 
than in other years, but that have reoccurred frequently over the decade. 
 
MULTIPLE HOMICIDES

Multiple homicides, where a single perpetrator kills more than one person, immediately illustrate the wide-
reaching harm caused by domestic violence. -e circle of people directly touched by the attack and resulting 
deaths expands greatly and there is often much media attention to the event.20 Sometimes family members 
and friends who have tried to help and support a victim are also the targets. Often the attack includes or is di-
rected at the perpetrator’s children. Almost always the homicides include or are directed at a current or former 
intimate partner, such as killing the children, but leaving their mother alive. -e overwhelming majority of 
multiple killings in domestic violence homicides are perpetrated by men, as are most homicide-suicides.21 
Between 2005 and 2009 in Wisconsin, the years for which data is most readily retrieved, 25 incidents of  
multiple homicide resulted in the deaths of 67 people. All but two of the perpetrators were men. 

In 2010 there were six incidents involving multiple homicides, with a total of 18 victims. Two men killed 
their pregnant wives and children and, in one case, other family members, accounting for nine of the homi-
cides; one perpetrator committed suicide. Two of the incidents involved an adult son who killed both parents. 
Another included a mother and two children who were killed by multiple perpetrators, including the woman 
whose jealousy of the victim precipitated the attack. In the sixth multiple homicide, a woman and her boy-
friend were killed by her former partner.

 

POST-SEPARATION DANGER 
Every year thousands of battered women make decisions to leave their abusive partners and make new and 
better lives for themselves and their children. Leaving an abusive relationship is often a very di.cult, complex, 
and dangerous process, complicated by aspects of life circumstances and the intersection of oppression. 

Research has found that a woman’s attempt to leave was the precipitating factor in 45% of intimate partner 
homicides of women.22 Leaving means weighing and reweighing threats to themselves and their loved ones. 
-e frequency of such threats is related to an increased risk of violence for victims who had left their relation-
ship.23 -e work of Jacquelyn Campbell and others shows that women whose partners threatened them with 
murder were 15 times more likely than other women to be killed.24 Nearly half of domestic violence homi-
cides occur a month or more after a couple has separated.25 

Many of the homicides described earlier in this report illustrate the frequent connection between leaving a 
relationship and homicide. Of the 39 incidents in 2010, 41% (16/39) involved a marriage or other intimate 
partner relationship where a woman had ended or was taking action to leave the relationship. In the remain-
der of the intimate partner related cases it was unknown whether a victim was taking any steps to leave.
 

20 -is media attention is often highly sensational and lacking in its understanding of domestic violence. Past editions of the Wisconsin Domestic Violence Homicide Report 
have paid speci,c attention to media accounts of domestic violence homicides (e.g., see the 2004 and 2003 reports). -ey identi,ed the following issues in media coverage 
of domestic violence homicides: (1) the homicides are rarely labeled as or placed in the broader context of domestic violence; (2) coverage provides an inaccurate view of 
domestic violence and reinforces myths; and, (3) sources that shape the stories are often limited or poorly chosen.

21 Bernie Auchter, “Men Who Murder -eir Families: What the Research Tells Us,” NIJ Journal, Issue 266, June 2010.
 
22 Carolyn Rebecca Block, “How Can Practitioners Help an Abused Woman Lower Her Risk of Death?” NIJ Journal, Issue 250, November 2003. See also, Neil Websdale, 
Understanding Domestic Violence Homicide, Northeastern University Press, 1999.
 
23 Ruth E. Fluery et al., “When Ending the Relationship Does Not End the Violence: Women’s Experiences of Violence by Former Partners,” Violence Against Women, 
December 2000. 
 
24 Campbell et al., “Assessing Risk Factors.” 
 
25 Jacquelyn Campbell et al., “Risk Factors for Femicide in Abusive Relationships: Results from a Multi-site Case Control Study,” American Journal of Public Health, 2003.
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STALKING

Stalking has a lengthy legal de,nition under Wisconsin law.26 To paraphrase, it is a pattern of unwanted con-
duct that carries an implied or explicit threat that causes fear in the person who is the target of the behavior. 
It can include “following me” and “checking up on me,” behaviors that victims often describe. It can include 
repeated hang-up calls, e-mail, or appearing at someone’s place of work. It can include leaving a bouquet of 
/owers on a doorstep. Changes in technology—such as global positioning tracking devices, text messaging, 
and the proliferations of databases with personal identifying information—have expanded the ways in which 
stalking can occur. In one study of victims of battering who survived a homicide attempt, every woman 
reported some kind of stalking behavior by the abusive partner with a signi,cant escalation prior to the ,nal 
assault. Other research has found that perpetrators of domestic violence homicide are twice as likely to have 
used stalking behaviors.27 Stalking often escalates as someone is trying to leave an abusive relationship. 

-e 2010 homicides included several examples of stalking behavior, including: perpetrators who appeared at 
the victim’s home in spite of being under a restraining order or no-contact order; following a former boyfriend 
who had moved to Wisconsin from another state; returning to Wisconsin from another state to appear at a 
former girlfriend’s home; following victims; and repeated phone calls and text messages.

CONTRASTS BETWEEN MALE AND FEMALE PERPETRATORS

As in past years, in 2010 there was a contrast between men and women as perpetrators in the level of brutality 
involved in the homicide and the method of homicide. Most homicide victims were shot to death. Where the 
method of homicide was beating or strangulation, all of the perpetrators were men. -e attacks often involved 
multiple injuries and severe trauma.28 -e victims of homicides perpetrated by men were women, children, 
men killed because of their relationship with or proximity to a woman who was the focus of the attack or 
the perpetrator’s prior violence and threats, and one or more of the perpetrator’s parents. To the extent that 
information was available about the past history of domestic violence in the relationship and risk factors for 
intimate partner homicide, homicides committed by men were often preceded by stalking, more frequent 
violence, or pending charges or restraining orders in e0ect prior to the homicide. 

Over the past ten years of this report, the domestic violence homicides committed by women have typically 
involved a single stab wound or gun shot. Female perpetrators have rarely engaged in the patterns of prior 
stalking, strangulation, increased and more severe violence, forced sex, threats to kill, and other coercive 
behavior that have characterized the homicides committed by men. Homicides committed by women were 
often preceded by some kind of immediate or anticipated attack on the woman or a long history of abuse by 
the homicide victim. 

Of the ,ve homicides committed by women in 2010, three followed the pattern of a single gunshot or stab 
wound. One involved stalking of the perpetrator’s former boyfriend prior to the homicide. One woman killed 
her female partner; three women killed their male partners. -e ,fth homicide involved a brutal assault that 
has been uncharacteristic of homicides committed by women. -e perpetrator repeatedly stabbed a woman 
after binding her arms and legs with duct tape and taping her eyes shut and participated in smothering the 
victim’s young children with duct tape and plastic bags. -e perpetrator was jealous of the victim’s relationship 
with a man they had each had a child with.

26§940.32, Wisconsin Statutes 
 
27 Adams, Why Do they Kill? and Campbell et al., cited in Adams.
 
28 Adams makes this observation: “Our research suggests that killers denigrate and blame their partners even more than abusers who don’t kill. Perhaps the most surprising 
single ,nding about these men was how much rage they still held toward the women they had killed.” Why Do !ey Kill? p.30.
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STRANGULATION 
Strangulation is a tactic that can signal severe or fatal violence. Block and Campbell have found that past at-
tempts to strangle (or, as victims often refer to this kind of attack, “choke”) are key indicators of risk.29 When 
strangulation is the cause of a domestic violence homicide, it is unlikely to be the ,rst occurrence. 

In 2010 there were four homicides by strangulation or asphyxiation, two of which involved young children 
who were smothered by duct tape and plastic bags placed over the heads. In both of the adult deaths there 
were known acts of strangulation type behavior by the perpetrator against the victim prior to the homicide. 
Several of the near-homicides discussed later in the report included a pattern of combined assault: beating a 
victim’s head against a wall or door, dragging her by the hair, and strangulation. 

GUN VIOLENCE 
A gun is the most commonly used weapon in domestic violence homicide in the United States.30 -e Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention has reported that family and intimate assaults with a ,rearm were three 
times more likely to result in death than those involving knives or other sharp instruments and twenty-three 
times more likely to result in death than assaults involving other weapons or bodily force.31 

In 2010 in Wisconsin, 29 of 51(59%) domestic violence homicide victims were killed by guns (excluding 
individuals killed by law enforcement intervention). -e guns used ranged from a variety of small to large 
caliber handguns to a shotgun. Guns were used in one of the two multiple homicide incidents. -e seven per-
petrators who committed suicide died from gunshot wounds. Excluding legal intervention, 20 of 33 incidents 
(61%) involved a ,rearm as a primary method of killing or a related weapon. In three of the six homicides by 
legal intervention, the suspect ,red a gun at responding o.cers.

Guns continue to be the most likely weapon used in a domestic violence homicide in Wisconsin. Between 2000 
and 2010, 213 people were murdered with a gun in domestic violence related homicides. -is is more than 
those killed by knives, other weapons, beating, strangulation, and other methods of killing combined (194). 

In response to the heightened risk that guns pose to domestic violence victims, federal law restricts an o0ender 
convicted of a domestic violence related misdemeanor crime from possessing a ,rearm. Similarly, both federal 
and Wisconsin law prohibits possession of ,rearms while a person is subject to an active domestic violence 
restraining order. In 2010, at least six perpetrators who used a gun as the method of homicide should not have 
had access to ,rearms under either felony or domestic abuse–related convictions or an active domestic abuse 
restraining order. 

According to various research studies, when ,rearms are in homes, an abused woman was six times more likely 
than other abused women to be killed.32 Guns are kept in homes where there is domestic violence more often 
than in homes that are not violent. In addition, if a gun is present, its use in domestic violence situations is 
relatively common.33 In 2008, 21 of the 29 ,rearm-involved incidents occurred in the victim or perpetrator’s 
home, a home in common, or the home where a victim was staying temporarily. 

Between 2005 and 2009 in Wisconsin, 80% of multiple domestic violence homicide incidents (20 of 25), 
resulting in 58 deaths, involved a ,rearm. Guns and murder-suicide are closely linked. A study by the Vio-
lence Policy Center found that 73.7% of murder-suicide incidents involved intimate partners and nearly all 

29 Block, How Can Practitioners Help? and Campbell, Assessing Risk Factors. Investigators make a distinction between “strangulation,” as external force applied to someone’s 
throat, and “choking” as an obstruction in the airway. Common usage does not distinguish, however, and the words are often used synonymously. 
 
30 Bureau of Justice Statistics, Homicide Trends in the United States: Trends in Intimate Homicide.
 
31 Leonard J. Paulozzi et al., “Surveillance for Homicide Among Intimate Partners – United States, 1981 – 1998,” Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report Surveillance Summaries, 
October 12, 2001, 50:1 – 16. 
 
32 Jacquelyn C. Campbell et al., “Assessing Risk Factors for Intimate Partner Homicide,” NIJ Journal, National Institute of Justice, Issue 250, November 2003.
 
33 S.B. Sorenson and D.J Wiebe, “Weapons in the Lives of Battered Women,” American Journal of Public Health, August 2005, 94:1412- 1417.
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(94.5%) of the murder-suicides involved ,rearms.34 In 2010, all of the seven perpetrators who committed 
suicide used a gun. Two of the legal intervention homicides included actions by the suspect suggesting that he 
might have intended for police to take his life in what is often referred to as a “suicide by cop.” In one inci-
dent, o.cers were responding to a report that the suspect was threatening to kill himself and his dog. In the 
other, the suspect sent text communications threatening suicide while barricaded in his home.

HOMICIDES BY LEGAL INTERVENTION

In 2010, six of the domestic violence-related homicides were due to legal intervention by o.cers responding 
to a 911 call.35 -is exceeds the total of ,ve such deaths for the years 2000 through 2009. -e homicides oc-
curred in four counties: Columbia, Dane, Milwaukee, and Outagamie. All of the suspects were men who had 
a reported history of past domestic violence. -ree were under an active restraining order or criminal no-con-
tact order in connection with a pending case and events leading to the o.cers’ arrival involved a partner who 
was ending or had recently ended the relationship. Two of the suspects threatened suicide immediately before 
or during the police response and had barricaded themselves in the home. 
In two of the homicides, the suspect shot at the o.cers—in one case, two o.cers were grazed by a bullet 
and in the other the shot hit a shield held by an o.cer positioned outside a window. In a third incident, the 
suspect head-butted an o.cer, knocked him to the ground, and struck him in the face. Weapons in the other 
incidents included a knife and two large swords. None of the homicides were ambush attacks: i.e., o.cers 
knew they were responding to a domestic violence-related call and the suspect was known to them via prior 
police contacts and criminal history records. According to Neil Websdale, a researcher on domestic violence 
and co-founder of the National Domestic Violence Fatality Review Initiative, there has been no systematic 
analysis of data on homicides by police in domestic violence calls. 

-e impact of homicide by legal intervention in a domestic violence call is wide-reaching. -e suspect’s sur-
viving family members and friends face grief at the person’s death and often anger at intervening o.cers, the 
suspect, his current or former partner, or all three. Family members may be present in the home and may wit-
ness the incident if they cannot be safely evacuated. -e suspect may have barricaded himself in the home—as 
happened in two of the 2010 homicides—requiring a response by many o.cers and a tactical response unit. 
Neighbors may ,nd their street ,lled with emergency vehicles and armed o.cers and be ordered to stay 
inside. -ey might hear or see the gun,re. Responding o.cers are drawn into an act that remains a rare event 
in their profession—,ring a weapon in the line of duty and, rarer still, a fatal shooting—and the personal 
aftermath of taking another person’s life, however legally justi,ed. As an o.cer who was involved in one of 
the 2010 legal intervention homicides put it, “It’s the worst thing in the world, trust me. It’s something any of 
us never want to go through.”36 
 

RETURNING VETERANS

Two of the 2010 homicides and one of the near-homicides involved veterans who had served in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. One man shot and killed his pregnant wife and the child she was soon due to deliver, their 
thirteen-month-old daughter, and the family’s three dogs before killing himself. He had been treated for post-
traumatic stress disorder and been /agged as a suicide risk by the Veteran’s Administration. He returned from 
Iraq in 2007 after being deployed for twelve months. He was twenty-three years old. In the second homicide, 
a twenty-four-year-old man has been charged with homicide in the death of his mother. In the near-homicide, 
a thirty- six-year-old man was charged with attempting to poison his four young children; he also planned 
to kill himself. After giving his children sleeping pills he called his estranged wife, who then contacted police 
for help. Published reports note that he is a seventeen-year Army veteran who served in Iraq and su0ers from 
post-traumatic stress syndrome and a traumatic brain injury.

34 Violence Policy Center, American Roulette: !e Untold Story of Murder-Suicide in the United States, 2002. 
 
35 Legal intervention is when the decedent was killed by a law enforcement o.cer with speci,ed legal authority to use deadly force when acting in the line of duty. 
 
36 Wisconsin State Journal, reporting by Sandy Cullen, August 5, 2010. Posted online under Crime and Courts at http://host.madison.com/wsj/.
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More than two million members of the U.S. Armed Forces have been deployed to Iraq or Afghanistan in the 
last decade. According to the Military Advocacy Program of the Battered Women’s Justice Project, “there is 
no answer” to the question, “does having been in combat cause [intimate partner violence]?”37 For returning 
veterans, there are reports of increased violence in some relationships with a history of controlling behavior 
and/or physical violence prior to deployment. -ere are also reports of psychological and/or physical violence 
in relationships where there was no history of violence prior to deployment. It is important for advocates and 
other interveners to inquire about the history of control and violence both before and after military service or 
exposure to combat and gauge whether it has increased in severity or frequency. What is known is that “veter-
ans with PTSD have consistently been found to have a higher incidence of IPV perpetration and also report 
signi,cantly higher rates of generally violent behaviors and aggression than veterans without PTSD.”38

‘NEAR HOMICIDES’
While we do not track non-fatal attacks systematically, such cases quickly come up in the search for homicide 
cases. -ese ‘near homicides’ are distinguished by the severity of the attack or an apparent intention to kill the 
victim that is thwarted by the victim’s actions, intervention by others, a shot or blow that did not do as much 
damage as it could have, or prompt medical attention. If we could identify all near homicides that occur in 
Wisconsin, the range and impact of domestic violence would be even wider and more visible than it already 
is. For every assault that ends in death there are countless others that leave victims terrorized, severely hurt, 
and traumatized and often draw in family members, neighbors, and responding o.cers as well.

-e 2010 examples include:

• Life-threatening injuries to a woman who was hit by a car after she tried to stop a man from beating 
up his girlfriend
 
• A 17-year-old who su0ered a concussion, bleeding on the brain, and a fractured jaw after being 
kicked repeatedly in the head by an 18-year-old woman who was jealous of the victim’s relationship 
with the perpetrator’s ex-boyfriend
 
• A man who placed an ad on Craigslist for a bomb, which he thought had been mailed to a man his 
estranged wife was seeing (it was intercepted by an undercover federal agent)
 
• A man who slammed his girlfriend’s head against a door until she lost consciousness and then stran-
gled her
 
• A man who grabbed his girlfriend by the hair, slammed her head into the wall, and choked her until 
she lost consciousness
 
• A man who appeared at his estranged wife’s home and then stabbed her, strangled her, and set the 
garage on ,re; he charged at responding o.cers and was hot in the upper abdomen
 
• Four children under the age of eleven who were drugged by their father, who planned on killing his 
children and himself after his wife moved to end their relationship
 
• A lengthy attack that included slamming a woman’s head into an aquarium until it broke and drag-
ging her repeatedly by the hair, including down a /ight of stairs; she was hospitalized with a concussion 

37 Victim Advocate Guide: Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) and Combat Experience, available at www.bwjp.org, Military Advocacy Program.
 
38 Safety on the Homefront: Adequately Addressing Violence in Families Impacted by Military Service, Glenna Tinney and Kathleen M. West, USC Center for Innovation and 
Research on Veterans & Military Families, Policy Brief, May 2011.
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SEEKING HELP

Most victims of domestic violence seek help from a variety of sources, both informal (e.g., talking with family 
and friends, ,nding information online or through a library) to formal (e.g., local domestic abuse services, 
police, courts, counseling). Aspects of identity and life circumstances have a great deal to do with where and 
how someone looks for and ,nds meaningful help and support. While the homicide report does not speci,-
cally examine help-seeking strategies used by victims prior to their deaths, it provides numerous examples of 
their e0orts. Help-seeking e0orts re/ected the approaches reported in research studies, as well as ,ndings that 
abused women who were killed were more likely to have sought help and that “by seeking help, an abused 
woman indicates that her situation could be serious.”39 -is picture of help-seeking raises questions about 
what kinds of new strategies might support those e0orts to be safer and more protective. It also reinforces the 
challenge of recognizing opportunities for intervention. 
In 2010, women who were killed by an intimate partner used informal approaches such as going to live with 
family members, con,ding in family members who then kept in regular touch, and going to counseling at 
their church. 
 
Few victims apparently sought restraining orders. We identi,ed ,ve cases where an active temporary restrain-
ing order or restraining order was in e0ect at the time of the homicide. CCAP records identi,ed the homicide 
victim as the petitioner in two of them and the petitioner is unidenti,ed in the other three.40 Several victims 
had sought help from police in the weeks before the homicide, as suggested by domestic abuse related charges 
and no-contact orders that were in e0ect. Such examples, in particular, reinforce Block’s ,nding that seeking 
help can be a signal of escalating and severe violence.41 

DIVERSE COMMUNITIES, IDENTITIES, AND REALITIES

-e 2009 domestic violence homicide report (available at www.wcadv.org) took a close look at the experiences 
of diverse communities in Wisconsin between 2005 and 2009, the years for which data could be most readily 
retrieved. Readers are encouraged to revisit that discussion, which included attention to historical experi-
ence and oppression, summary data for domestic violence homicides, and e0orts that speci,c organizations 
are taking in response. -e 2009 report focused on rural, Hmong and Lao, Latino, and African American 
communities because they are the culturally-distinct communities where domestic violence homicides have 
most frequently appeared in the public sources that the report is based on. As noted earlier, domestic violence 
homicides involving lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender residents are almost certainly under-identi,ed. 
Similarly, homicides in Tribal communities have surfaced infrequently when compiling the report and are 
most likely unidenti,ed and underreported. As one longtime Native American advocate noted, a woman’s 
body found by the side of the road may be too readily be labeled a suicide.

All of the culturally speci,c communities represented in the 2009 discussion also lost members to domestic 
violence homicide in 2010, with most involving a single death (see Key Findings – 2010). At 33%, the per-
centage of homicide incidents that occurred in rural areas was in proportion to the state population classi,ed 
as rural. 

For African American communities in Wisconsin, however, 2010 pushed an already disproportionate impact 
even higher: 39% of domestic violence homicide victims statewide were African American (20 of 51); 24% of 
all female victims were African American women and 16% of all male victims. -e total number of homicides 
increased from 14 in 2009 to 20 in 2010, an increase of 43%. Most of the homicide victims lived in Milwau-
kee County (12), followed by Dane County (6).

39 Block, How Can Practitioners Help? See also, Adams, Why Do !ey Kill? Adams reports a range of help-seeking by women who survived homicide attempts. -e top ,ve 
include: sought help from her family, obtained protective order, sought medical treatment for domestic violence injury, called police, and sought help from friends.  
 
40 Victims may not seek restraining orders for a variety of reasons: threats from the abuser, past experience with inadequate enforcement, messages that it will not make any 
di0erence, and limited information about the process. Restraining order petitioners in more recent cases are not identi,ed. Federal law prohibits Internet access to petitioner 
name and address information in these cases. 18 USC sec. 2265(d)(3). Wisconsin Statute 813.12(5m) also prohibits the court from disclosing the petitioner’s address. 
 
41 Block, How Can Practitioners Help?
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In July, the Milwaukee Inner City Congregations Allied for Hope (MICAH) declared a “State of Emergency” 
for Milwaukee’s African American residents, citing the long history of segregation, poverty, unemployment, 
and high infant mortality in the community. -e unemployment rate for African American men in Milwaukee 
is conservatively estimated at 34% and another study has placed it at 53%. Milwaukee has lost over 56,000 
jobs since 2008. It is this reality that many African American victims of domestic violence in Milwaukee face.
 
While no one person is entirely immune from the possibility of abuse—particularly as it extends across the 
life span, for we all age—oppression, social standing and life circumstance have a great deal to do with the 
options for safety and the availability and impact of interventions. Identities are complex, multi-layered, 
and intersect in ways that can make people vulnerable to bias in di0erent ways. Peoples’ unique cultures and 
identities can both strengthen and impede safety from abuse and violence—sometimes simultaneously—both 
on the level of individual experience and in the response of the institutions that they encounter. Forms of op-
pression related to identity—including gender identity, race, ethnicity, sexual orientation, ability, class—inter-
relate to create systemic social inequality that impacts the safety and well-being of individuals facing domestic 
violence, as well as entire groups of people and communities. 
-is attention to “intersectionality” o0ers a path to better understand the complexities of peoples’ lives, ana-
lyze social justice problems more completely, and shape more e0ective interventions. -e term was “initially 
conceived as a way to present a simple reality that seemed to be hidden by conventional thinking about 
discrimination and exclusion. -is simple reality is that disadvantage or exclusion can be based on the interac-
tion of multiple factors rather than just one. Yet conventional approaches to social problems are often organ-
ized as though these risk factors are mutually exclusive and separable. As a consequence, many interventions 
and policies fail to capture the interactive e0ects of race, gender, sexuality, class, etc. and marginalize the needs 
of those who are multiply a0ected by them.”42 

For example, returning to the earlier discussion of the experiences of LGBT people, a low-income transgender 
woman of color may face discriminatory enforcement of laws and a lack of access to services because of gender 
identity, race, and class. 

-e idea of intersectionality also helps us recognize the “double bind” that African American women face when 
confronting domestic violence—in meeting what they perceive as the greater good of the community before 
their own well-being—and the “triple jeopardy” of intersecting factors of poverty, substance abuse, and bat-
tering,43 as well as the impact of historic and ongoing racism. African American women are acutely aware of 
the ways in which criminal justice and law enforcement systems—and the impact of the “war on drugs,” in 
particular—have helped to produce what Michele Alexander describes as the “new Jim Crow,” where often 
relatively minor o0enses that occur with little notice on college campuses or in middle class suburban commu-
nities mean felony convictions for young African American men. A felony conviction ushers in a “parallel social 
universe” in which they can be denied the right to vote, automatically excluded from juries, and legally dis-
criminated against in housing, employment, and education in ways that are reminiscent of the Jim Crow era.44

 
Bent-Goodley and Williams characterize the complexity of risk and safety related to domestic violence in this 
way: “many African Americans forego reporting abuse in an attempt to protect their intimate partner from 
abuse by police or loss of income through imprisonment or incarceration. -e result is that the woman and 
her child(ren) are at an increased risk for violence and often do not report violence until the lethality of the 
abuse cannot be withstood.”45 -at lethality is beyond epidemic proportions in Wisconsin. 

42 “Intersectionality” was coined by Kimberle Crenshaw, with the African American Policy Forum. Download a copy of the Intersectionality Primer at http://aapf.org/
tool_to_speak_out/intersectionality-primer/.  
 
43 Tricia B. Bent-Goodley and Oliver J. Williams, Community Insights on Domestic Violence among African Americans: Conversations About Domestic Violence and Other Issues 
A"ecting !eir Community, Seattle, WA, 2004. -e Institute on Domestic Violence in the African American Community (IDVAAC) has convened discussion groups in nine 
U. S. cities to expand knowledge about community perceptions of and responses to domestic violence. -is report and others are available at http://www.dvinstitute.org/. 
See also: Doris Williams Campbell, et al., “Intimate Partner Violence in African American Women,” 2002 Online Journal of Issues in Nursing, January 31, 2002.
 
44 Michelle Alexander, !e New Jim Crow: Mass Incarceration in the Age of Colorblindness, -e New Press, 2010. See an interview with Michelle Alexander and Bryan Steven-
son, founder of the Equal Justice Initiative, online: http://www.pbs.org/moyers/journal/04022010/pro,le.html. 
 
45 Bent-Goodley and Williams, Community Insights, p. 5.
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UPDATES TO PRIOR REPORTS

-e following cases have since been concluded or otherwise updated since the reports they appeared in were 
published.

2006

• Prairie du Chien, Crawford County (addition to the 2006 report) 
Michael Burroughs, 26, has been charged with ,rst-degree reckless homicide and hiding a corpse in 
connection with the 2006 homicide of his girlfriend, Shannon Fischer, who was 23 at the time of 
her death. On October 10, 2010, Michael Burroughs contacted police and told them that he had 
strangled Shannon Fischer and left her body in a garbage container after several days. In April 2011, 
Michael Burroughs was ruled competent to stand trial; no trial date has been set. 

2008

• Oshkosh, Winnebago County (addition to the 2008 report) 
In October 2008, a jury convicted Zachary Reid of ,rst-degree intentional homicide in the strangula-
tion death of his father, Brett Reid, 53. Zachary Reid was sentenced to life in prison. In December 
2010, he appealed his conviction. Zachary Reid testi,ed that his father had pulled a knife on him 
numerous times in the past and that he was defending himself during a struggle. Police found Brett 
Reid’s body in the back of his own vehicle, parked in an elementary school parking lot. -ere was a 
plastic bag over his head and he had been wrapped in a blanket. Zachary Reid told two friends that 
he had killed his father and asked them to pick him up at the parking lot. Posts to an online petition, 
“Justice for Zachary Reid” include statements from individuals who state that Zachary had been ver-
bally and physically abused by his father. -e prosecution argued that it was the son who was abusive 
to his father and that he had planned the killing in advance. 

• Kenosha, Kenosha County  
Gary Sabol was charged with ,rst-degree intentional homicide, ,rst-degree sexual assault using a 
dangerous weapon, and mayhem in the stabbing and shooting death of his wife, Joann Reidenbach. 
Criminal proceedings were suspended in October 2010 after he was found incompetent to participate 
in his defense. He was committed for further evaluation and treatment.  

• Baraboo, Sauk County  
In October 2010, a jury convicted David R. Yates of two counts of ,rst-degree intentional homicide 
in the deaths of his infant twins (a daughter and a son). -e children died after receiving fractured 
skulls and multiple blunt force injuries. He was sentenced to two consecutive counts of life in prison.  

2009

• Green Bay, Brown County 
In February 2011, Nawanna L. Polk pled guilty to ,rst-degree intentional homicide and two counts 
of bail jumping in the stabbing death of her boyfriend, Kenneth Erving. She was sentenced to nine 
years in prison and 20 years of extended supervision. 

• Fitchburg, Dane County 
In October 2010, a jury found Perry Lucas guilty of ,rst-degree intentional homicide and ,rst-degree 
recklessly endangering safety in the shooting death of Detarius Martin and the wounding of his 
brother. -e homicide occurred during a confrontation involving the defendant, his girlfriend, and a 
woman who was on a date with the defendant. Perry Lucas was sentenced to 20 years in prison and 
ten years of extended supervision. 
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• Fond du Lac, Fond du Lac County 
In October 2010, a jury convicted Brandon J. Mueller of ,rst-degree intentional homicide and muti-
lating a corpse in the strangulation death of his girlfriend, Renee Redmer. He was sentenced to life in 
prison. Prior to his conviction, two other defendants in the case were convicted at jury trials of muti-
lating a corpse: Brandon Mueller’s mother, Nancy J. Pinno, and a friend of hers, Donald R. Worth. 

• Cooperstown, Manitowoc County 
In May 2011, Ambrose Greaves pled no-contest and was found guilty of second-degree intentional 
homicide in the death of his estranged wife, Miki Greaves. He was sentenced to 35 years in prison 
and 20 years of extended supervision. 

• Milwaukee, Milwaukee County 
In September 2010, a jury convicted Raymond E. Woods of ,rst-degree reckless homicide and posses-
sion of ,rearm by a felon in the shooting death of Johnnie W. Chapman. Raymond Woods was in a 
relationship with a woman who had previously been involved with Johnnie Chapman and with whom 
she shared children. He was sentenced to 27 years in prison and ten years of extended supervision.  

• Milwaukee, Milwaukee County 
In the stabbing death of her step-grandfather, Robert A. Moon, the thirteen-year-old defendant, 
L.B.T., was waived back to juvenile court and sentenced to Department of Corrections’ supervision 
for one to ten years.  

• Milwaukee, Milwaukee County 
In April 2011, a jury convicted Lee Yang of ,rst-degree intentional homicide in the shooting death 
of Shoua Lee. He was sentenced to life in prison with eligibility for extended supervision after serving 
forty years. Shoua Lee was in a relationship with Lee Yang’s former wife. 

• Warrens, Monroe County 
In June 2010, Brent W. Wilkinson pled guilty to ,rst-degree intentional homicide in shooting death 
of his estranged wife, Teresa Wilkinson. He was sentenced to life in prison with no opportunity for 
release until after 35 years served. 

• Town of Chase, Oconto County 
In August 2011, a jury convicted Randall C. Staeven of ,rst-degree intentional homicide, three 
counts of ,rst-degree reckless endangerment, arson, and mutilating a corpse in the death of his 
estranged wife, Christine Staeven. His three young children were present at the time of the homicide 
and able to escape the ,re. Sentencing is scheduled for October 2011. 

• Grand Chute, Outagamie County  
In March 2010, a jury convicted Scott E. Schmidt of ,rst-degree intentional homicide in the shoot-
ing death of his estranged wife, Kelly Wing Schmidt. He was also convicted of ,rst-degree recklessly 
endangering safety in connection with an attack on her mother. He was sentenced to life in prison 
with parole eligibility in 2050. -e verdict is under appeal. 

• Waukesha, Waukesha County 
In November 2010, Daniel K. Christesen was found guilty of committing ,rst-degree intentional 
homicide, but not guilty by reason of “mental disease/defect” in the stabbing death of his girlfriend, 
Carol Fisher. He was committed to a state mental hospital for life. 
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WISCONSIN DEATHS RELATED TO DOMESTIC VIOLENCE HOMICIDE
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METHODOLOGY 

Our de,nition of homicide is the killing of one human being by another. -is encompasses criminal, justi,-
able, self-defense and reckless homicides. Homicides were considered domestic violence related if: 

• -e victims and perpetrators were spouses or partners, former spouses or former partners, adults 
with children in common, and adults or teens that had been in a dating relationship.
 
• Beginning with the report for 2010, we also include cases that involved other adult family mem-
bers, such as a parent or grandparent killed by an adult child or grandchild. 
 
• It was a homicide of a person other than the intimate partner and it occurred within the context 
of domestic violence. -is includes cases where the circumstances of the murder included obsessive 
control of the perpetrator’s current or former partner that extended to her or his new partner; and 
the homicide of a bystander or someone who attempted to protect a domestic violence victim from 
future harm. 
 
• -e homicide was a child death that occurred as an extension of or in response to ongoing abuse 
between adult intimate partners. For example, when a partner or estranged partner killed their chil-
dren in order to exact revenge on his partner.

-e report also accounts for overall deaths related to domestic violence homicide, including perpetrator 
deaths. Most perpetrator deaths are suicides. -e count of domestic violence homicide victims occasionally 
includes perpetrators killed by responding law enforcement o.cers (homicide by legal intervention) or killed 
by someone in defense of another person who is under attack. -e victim count also includes law enforcement 
o.cers killed in the line of duty when responding to domestic violence. 
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In each case of homicide-suicide, we list the murdered person in our heading as the homicide victim. We seek 
to be as consistent and as accurate as possible year to year in the homicides included in the report. 
-e homicide report research begins with an ongoing search for news accounts of domestic violence-related 
homicides. WCADV tracks daily media coverage of domestic violence homicides in major Wisconsin news-
papers, which is supplemented with Internet searches. In some cases we contact one or more of the following 
sources for clari,cation of information obtained from news sources: local domestic violence programs, district 
attorney’s o.ces, adult protective services, law enforcement agencies, and coordinated community response 
coordinators in the counties where the homicides took place. We use the Wisconsin Circuit Court Access 
Program to research the criminal history of the homicide perpetrator and victims. 

To further identify the domestic violence homicides that occur in Wisconsin in a given year, we examine the 
Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) submitted to the Wisconsin O.ce of Justice Assistance (OJA) by local law 
enforcement agencies. UCR ,elds include: reporting agency; county; homicide date, type, and location; vic-
tim and o0ender demographics; weapon used; relationship between the perpetrator and victim; and, circum-
stance of the homicide. -e UCR does not provide the name of the victim or the o0ender, however. We use 
the coding and details in the UCR reports to identify domestic violence-related homicides that might have 
been missed via monitoring news stories. 

We seek to uniformly report the facts of the case for each incident. However, if additional information in 
unavailable, we report only the simple demographic and case information available via published accounts, 
CCAP records, and the UCR. Reporting on domestic violence related homicides is complicated since we can-
not know the exact characteristics of the relationship. Our knowledge is ultimately limited by the information 
reported to community systems and friends and family by the involved parties prior to the homicide, and how 
much of that knowledge ,nds its way into the o.cial record.46

Due to con,dentiality laws, WCADV can only obtain records of public access; data such as death certi,cates 
are not available to us. We know this methodology is imperfect and can result in undercounts in at least three 
areas:

• Children killed by domestic violence abusers: We include children who were killed as a direct 
result of a domestic violence incident. We believe this count is low since a homicide of a child is often 
viewed as an isolated incident of child abuse. An investigation of a child homicide can often overlook 
past domestic violence or the domestic violence might not be included in the public record. While 
we believe that a larger number of child deaths are directly related to an ongoing pattern of domestic 
abuse, our current methods of tracking homicides do not allow us to consistently identify children 
killed by perpetrators of domestic violence. 

• LGBT relationships: It is likely that we undercount domestic violence homicides that occur in 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender (LGBT) relationships. Due to the stigma that is placed on LGBT 
communities, relationships can be hidden and the nature of a relationship might not be accurately 
identi,ed in the public record of a homicide. An LGBT relationship might be coded as “friend,” 
“roommate” or “other known to victim.” Where the victim was reported as single and there was no 
apparent forced entry to the home or scene, the homicide may go unrecognized as related to LGBT 
intimate partner violence. 

46 Neil Websdale, Lethality Assessment Tools: A Critical Analysis, National Resource Center on Domestic Violence, 1999.



�����:LVFRQVLQ�'RPHVWLF�9LROHQFH�+RPLFLGH�5HSRUW� 43

• Homicides of American Indian and Alaska Native women: National rates of homicide victimiza-
tion against American Indian and Alaska Native women are high and in some counties comprised 
primarily of tribal lands, murder rates are over ten times the national average, with Native women 
being most likely to be killed by their intimate partners.47 Tribal communities are very diverse socially, 
culturally, and economically, with many women living in urban areas o0 of tribal lands. Intimate 
partner homicides—as well as homicides in general—may not receive attention from the dominant 
news media and therefore not come to our attention as we compile data for the homicide report. 

In compiling our summary data, we seek to include the total number of homicides committed in Wisconsin 
in a given year. We use information from the Uniform Crime Report data submitted to OJA and, if avail-
able for the year in question, information from the Wisconsin Department of Health Services. Each agency 
compiles its data from various reporting methods including death certi,cates, police reports, coroner, medical 
examiner and hospital records. For example, BHI counts homicides of Wisconsin residents that occur in other 
states, as well as tra.c fatalities from intoxicated driving; OJA counts homicides in the Wisconsin county in 
which they occur and conforms to UCR standards that omit intoxicated driving deaths. OJA does not include 
homicides by legal intervention. -e BHI ,gure is therefore usually higher than the UCR-based count. 

47 Violence Against American Indian and Alaska Native Women and the Criminal Justice Response: What is Known, Ronet Bachman, et al., report to the U. S. Department of 
Justice, August 2008, Executive Summary.
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POSTSCRIPT: Reading domestic violence homicide cases
Researching and writing this report each year brings many questions: which cases to include and which to 
exclude; the circumstances of someone’s death; the particular details to include and how to do that. We always 
wonder whether we even have a right to put people’s stories on the page, however well-intentioned the cause. 
-ey have no say in how the story is told, after all, whether by police or prosecutors or reporters or by us. 

Each year brings its own distinctive set of questions. 

How can it be that media attention to domestic violence still so often misses the nature and complexity of 
power and control and coercion and violence that are at its core? Instead, the subject is reduced to the sensa-
tional, trivializing headline that rockets across the Internet pages: the “bizarre case” where “man killed girl-
friend because she answered her phone during sex.” Or, “tumultuous romance led to exotic dancer’s death.” 

How can it be that we have learned so much about risk and danger and still so often pay so little attention 
to it? We know that ready access to guns plus obsessive jealous plus a partner who is attempting a permanent 
break ramp up the danger. We know that stalking plus strangulation plus threats to kill ramp up the danger. 
Yet so much of our systemic response, from law enforcement to family courts, persists in seeing only a series 
of individual, isolated acts and not the pattern of ongoing risk and danger.

How can we do a better job of engaging and connecting with those most at risk? Paying attention to the  
signs and approaching safety planning as a process and not a piece of paper? Maximizing opportunities for 
advocacy and intervention? Understanding the intersecting issues and dynamics? Speaking up?  
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ABOUT WCADV
-e Wisconsin Coalition Against Domestic Violence (WCADV) is a statewide membership organization of 
domestic abuse programs, formerly battered women, and other individuals who have joined together to speak 
with one voice against domestic abuse. As a statewide resource center on domestic violence, we o0er such 
services as:

• Training and technical assistance to domestic abuse programs

• A quarterly educational journal

• Forums for the involvement of battered women

• Networking and support for programs for battered women and their children and for professionals 
in related ,elds

• Training for professionals in legal, health care, social services, child welfare, elder abuse, housing, 
education, and mental health ,elds and for employers throughout Wisconsin

• Technical assistance for attorneys, legal advocates, prosecutors, and public defenders and limited 
funds for victims to acquire direct legal assistance
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