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Femicide as a Field of Study 
 
In 1998, Homicide Studies ran a special issue on the topic of femicide.  This issue, according to 
guest editors Campbell and Runyan (1998), was initiated “because of a concern that scholars 
must examine more carefully the distinctive characteristics associated with the killing of women 
versus men” (p. 348).  Prior to this publication, femicide had not received much scholarly 
attention.  Of the four pieces published in the 1998 edition, three of the studies focused solely on 
intimate partner femicide.  This narrow concentration has not changed in the last decade.   
 
While there are several possible reasons for this rather narrow focus (e.g., prevalence, funding, 
etc.), a highly plausible explanation is definitional.  Femicide can mean different things to 
different individuals.  Diana Russell (2001) is largely credited with having shaped the most 
commonly used definition of femicide (and as a result the scope of femicide research) which 
defines femicide as “the killing of females by males because they are female” (p. 3).  This 
definition revolves around Russell’s argument that “when men murder women or girls, the power 
dynamics of misogyny and/or sexism are almost always involved” (Russell, 2001, p. 3).  
Campbell and Runyan (1998), on the other hand, redefined femicide (much to Russell’s dismay) 
for a special issue on the topic of femicide in Homicide Studies to encompass “all killings of 
women, regardless of motive or perpetrator status” (p. 348).   
 
The debate over terminology has resulted in considerable overlap across fields of research, which 
complicates efforts to build a cohesive body of knowledge devoted to the subject.  Within the 
body of literature that labels the killing of women as femicide, the majority of studies have been 
devoted to the discussion of intimate partner femicide (Azziz-Baumgartner et al., 2010; 
Campbell et al., 2003; Dawson & Gartner, 1998; Gonzalez-Mendez & Santana-Hernandex, 
2012; Smith et al., 1998; Stockl et al., 2013; Taylor & Jasinski, 2011), but a few studies have 
provided information regarding the distinguishing characteristics of various forms of femicide 
(Frye et al., 2005; Moracco et al., 1998; Mouzos, 1999; Muftić & Baumann, 2012; Parker & 
Hefner, 2013).  Together, this body of knowledge suggests that femicide is a phenomenon with 
several distinctive victim, offender, and event characteristics. 
 
Femicide Across Europe (COST Action IS1206) 
 
Femicide Across Europe (COST Action IS1206) if the first pan-European coalition on femicide 
with researchers who are already studying the phenomenon nationally, in order to advance 
research clarity, agree on definitions, improve the efficacy of policies for femicide prevention, 
and publish guidelines for the use of national policy-makers 
(http://www.cost.eu/domains_actions/isch/Actions/IS1206).   
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Presently the Management Committee, Chaired by Dr. Shalva Weil (Israel), is comprised of 39 
members from 26 countries.  To carry out the goals of the Action, four working groups have 
been established.  They are:  

 Working Group 1: Definitions  
 Working Group 2: Reporting  
 Working Group 3: Intimate partner femicide and "honour killings"  
 Working Group 4: Prevention 

 
Working Group #1 – Definitions 
 
In recognition of the debate over the use of the term femicide and the difficulties in establishing 
a common, agreed upon definition, the first working group of the COST Femicide team has been 
tasked with coming up with a definition of femicide and discussing the importance of issues 
pertaining to defining femicide.  Resultantly, the first working group will exploring the following 
topics: (1) an overview of the history of defining femicide and the subsequent development of 
the field, (2) recognition of distinct femicide types (with attention given to victim-offender 
relationship, victim and offender characteristics, and event characteristics) and their impact on 
definitions, and (3) methodological issues pertaining to defining femicide. 
 
The Working Group’s First Conference 
 
The first meeting of Working Group 1 (Definitions) was held on Thursday, October 24, 2013 in 
Jerusalem, Israel (see Appendices).  In order to aid in the development of a femicide definition, 
informational sessions were held featuring internationally recognized experts in the field.  The 
first half of the conference, which was attended by members of the Femicide Across Europe 
project and public, was devoted to keynote addresses by the invited guest speakers. 
 
Professors Rebecca Dobash and Russell Dobash, Professors Emeritus of Criminology in the 
School of Law at the University of Manchester, UK and Distinguished Visiting Professors at 
Arizona State University in the United States presented “When men murder women: Evidence 
and lessons from the murder in Britain study”.  Their presentation (see Appendices) covered: 
 International homicide rates 
 Definitions (e.g., fratricide, regicide, parricide, sororicide, infanticide, homicide, femicide, 

uxoricide, familicide) 
 Conceptual and explanatory frameworks 
 Legacy of explanations and definitions ranging from violence against women to the murder 

of women 
 An overview of the Murder in Britain Study (including methodology employed, and 

findings)  
 A typology of femicide was presented 

o Intimate partner – which constituted 39% of the cases studied 
o Sexual murder – which constituted 36% of the cases studied 
o Older woman (age 65+) – which constituted 15% of the cases studied 

 The challenges of studying and defining femicide was discussed 
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Professor Jacquelyn Campbell, Anna D. Wolf Chair and Professor at the Johns Hopkins 
University School of Nursing in the United States presented “Femicide as the murder of women: 
Advantages and disadvantages of an apolitical approach”.  Her presentation (see Appendices) 
covered:  
 International homicide rates and what they tell us about femicide (including data bases, rates 

disaggregated by gender, rates by regions) 
 Other forms of intimate partner death and possible global surveillance (including homicide-

suicides, trafficking in females, women’s physical security, war) 
 Femicide in the United States 
 Collaborative testing of complex models  
 WHO multi-country study 
 Femicide and the connection with infant and maternal mortality 
 Overlap between physical, sexual and emotional abuse 
 Physiological model for IPV-HIV acquisition/progression 
 Sanctions and sanctuary 
 Frontiers to address – sanctions 
 To decrease IPH, must keep track – measure & understand – through collaborations 
 Collaborations that lead to transformation 
 Partnership paradigm 
 Routine screening and brief counseling (2012 Affordable Health Care Act) 
 US State Department Initiative (2012) 
 Coaching boys into men 
 IMAGE study 
 Pigs for Peace 
 Together for girls 
 Million women rise 
 
Professor Naeema Abrahams, Deputy Director of the Gender and Health Research Unit of the 
South African Medical Research Council presented “Defining and conceptualizing femicide: 
Observations from the South African case-study”.  Her presentation (see Appendices) covered: 
 South African studies in femicide 
 Theoretical framework 
 Context of female murders 
 Risk factors for gender based violence and femicide 
 Differentiation between intimate femicide and non-intimate femicide 
 Intimate femicide perpetrators and motive 
 Sexual murders and rape homicides 
 The importance of looking at victim age 
 Legal outcomes 
 Femicide suicides 
 Injuries and mechanism of death 
 Missing data 
 An overview of the South-African study into femicide (including methodology employed, 

and findings)  
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 Lessons learned 
 
The second half of the conference was closed to the public and involved only the COST working 
group members and invited speakers.  In this part of the meeting, small groups were formed and 
an informal exchange of ideas and discussions were held involving all WG #1 members and 
invited speakers over brunch.  These conversations were a prelude to the more formal session in 
which the main points of the presentations by invited speakers were discussed.  There were 
lengthy discussions as to what constitutes femicide.  Because of a lack of time, the working 
group was not able to reach a consensus as to a formal definition for femicide.  Rather, it was 
decided that a follow-up meeting would be necessary in which to build a wide and consensual 
definition for the Action.  In the meantime, the working group as chosen to accept a more 
traditional view of femicide and, as such, femicide is defined as the killing of women and girls 
because they are women and girls.  
 
Working Group #1 – Next Steps 
 
It is imperative that the working group meet again in order to fine-tune a working definition for 
the Action.  In addition, the impact of said definition will be discussed in terms of effecting the 
overall Action as well as separate working groups.   
 
As such, the Chair and Co-chair will discuss an action plan to carry this out.  For the time being, 
tentative dates and sites have been set for the next working group meetings: 
 September 9, 2014 at the University of Sarajevo in Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
 December 12, 2014 at the University of Sarajevo in Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
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APPENDECIES 

 
1. Agenda for first meeting of Working Group (October 2013) 

 
2. Presentation slides from Professors Dobash and Dobash at first meeting (October 2013) 

 
3. Presentation slides from Professor Campbell at first meeting (October 2013) 

 
4. Presentation slides from Professor Abrahams at first meeting (October 2013) 
 



 Research Institute for Innovation in Education 
 המכון לחקר הטיפוח בחינוך

 

What Is Femicide? Concepts & Definitions 

The conference will take place on Thursday, October 24th, 2013, in Room 501, Beit Maiersdorf 
Faculty Club, Hebrew University, Mt. Scopus, Jerusalem, from 9:00-13:30. 

9:00 Registration 
9:30 Greetings 
 Dr. Shalva Weil, Convener of the Conference, Chair of COST Action IS1206 

Adv. Bina Bar On, Director General, Ministry of Science, Technology and Space 
 MK Pnina Tamano-Shata, Yesh Atid Party 

Prof. Gad Yair, Director, Research Institute for Innovation in Education, Hebrew 
University 

9:45-11:00 Keynote Lecture: “When Men Murder Women: Evidence & Lessons from The Murder 
in Britain Study” 

Profs. Rebecca Emerson Dobash and Russell P. Dobash, Professors Emeritus, 
Criminology, in the School of Law, at the University of Manchester, UK and Distinguished 
Visiting Professors at Arizona State University 

11:00-11:30 Coffee Break 

11:30-12:15 Keynote Lecture: “Femicide as the Murder of Women: Advantages and 

Disadvantages of an Apolitical Approach” 

Prof. Jacquelyn Campbell, Anna D. Wolf Chair and Professor in the Johns Hopkins 
University School of Nursing, USA 

12:15-13:00 Keynote Lecture: “Defining and Conceptualizing Femicide: observations from the 
South African case-study” 

Prof. Naeema Abrahams, Deputy Director, Gender & Heath Research Unit, South African 
Medical Research Council 

13:00-13:30 Discussion: “Femicide across Europe: The Salience of Definitions” 

Chair:  Dr. Shalva Weil, Senior Researcher, Research Institute for Innovation in Education, 
Hebrew University 

Greetings to COST Working Group on “Femicide across Europe”, Prof. Reuven Amitai, Dean of 
the Faculty of Humanities, Hebrew University  

Closed Session for COST Working Group members and invited speakers only  

13:30-14:30 Lunch – Room 278, Research Institute for Innovation in Education, School of Education 

14:30-16:00 “What conclusions Can We Draw and With What Definitions Will We Work?” * 

Chair:  Prof. Consuelo Corradi, Dept. of Human Studies, Lumsa University, and Vice-Chair 
of Cost Action IS1206 

*Seminar Room 242, Research Institute for Innovation in Education, School of Education 
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WHEN MEN MURDER WOMEN
Evidence & Lessons from the Murder in Britain Study

--Definitions & Denominators --

Rebecca Dobash & Russell Dobash, Emeritus professors

School of Law, University of Manchester, Manchester, UK

What is Femicide? Concepts, Definitions & Data

The Hebrew University of Jerusalem,

Israel, 24 Oct 2013

Evidence – Homicide - International rates
= majority are male x male murders

Definitions (homicide, femicide, murder, etc)
Explanations  (varied focus on perp/vic/context,etc)
Murder in Britain Study:

-detailed evidence about ALL types of murder 
-disaggregate into different types of murder &
-compare ALL types - similarities & differences

Comparisons of:
Men Murder Men (MM)  &  Men Murder Women (3 types) 
• 1. Intimate Partner Murder (IPM)
• 2. Sexual Murder (SexM)
• 3. Murder of Older Women (O.Wo)

Examples of Findings – graphics, tables, quotes
.. What comparisons can reveal  

OVERVIEW

h
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International Rates of Homicide –per 100,000

– Country 2008/2010 ---
– Honduras 82.1
– Colombia 33.4
– El Salvador 66.0
– South Africa 33.8 . RATES OF HOMICIDE FALLING IN
– Russia 11.2 . NORTH AMERICA & EUROPE
– USA (10.1 in 1990s) 5.0

– Turkey 2.73 ACROSS  EUROPE:  
– Finland 2.3
– Scotland 2.3 30-40% of ALL Homicide victims 
– N.Ireland (5.2 -1990s) 1.5 are FEMALE 
– Israel 2.1 ..[most are intimate partners]

– Canada 1.60 
– France 1.57
– England/Wales 1.33
– Ireland 1.2
– Italy 0.9
– Spain 0.9
– Sweden 1.03
– Denmark 0.95
– Norway 0.65
– Switzerland 0.73 
– Japan 0.03

SOME DEFINITIONS..Oxford English Dictionary

-cide.. to cut, kill as in homicide, regicide, etc….(date introduced)

Fratricide (1450) One who kills his (or her) brother. 

Regicide (1548, 1602) The killing or murder of a king, esp. one’s own king.

Parricide (1554) one who murders his father or other parent or other near 
relative, or one held sacred, or ruler, etc. [from old Roman]

Sororicide (1656). One who kills his, or her, sister. 

Infanticide (1680) One who kills an infant.

Homicide (1725) The action, by a human being, of killing a human being. To 
kill or murder.

Femicide (1801) femina woman+cide) after homicide. The killing of a woman. 

Uxoricide (1854) The murder of one’s wife.

Familicide (….) The murder of an entire family
Dobash & Dobash
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Conceptual & Explanatory Frameworks

History  (earlier cultural & institutional practices & social change)

Socio-demographic  (age, gender, sex, disadvantage, educ. employ.)

Socio-cultural  (current beliefs/practices, masculinity ,  media)

Feminist  (gender, power, domination, control, possessiveness, jealousy)

Contextual/Situational Factors & Processes
(conflict, victim-offender relationships, & high risk locations)

Cognition – thinking, emotions & action
Psychological Traits/attributes

(personality traits, life course, early onset of offending, psychopathy)

Evolved Psychology  (male sexual proprietariness/possessiveness)

Biology (genes, hormones, testosterone, serotonin)
Dobash & Dobash

Legacy of explanations & definitions  
from violence against women to murder of women

Explanations from- Violence Against Women  to Murder of Women 

– previous insights/explanations necessary but not sufficient 

• male authority, power, control, and entitlement, 

• Status of women, gendered relations between men/women

Definitions - Broad &/or Narrow/specific definitions of violence/murder

Pros-and-cons of:

• all ‘violence(s)’/murders combined (from verbal harassment to 
homicide) (if combined, how are they alike?)

and/or

• each type of violence/murder (identified & examined 
separately) (if separated, how do they differ?)
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Murder in Britain Study

FOCUS:
All Murders: 
-Men, women, children (perpetrators & victims)

All Types of Murder: disaggregated by age & gender

-Male-male [men murder men]
-Male-female [men murder women]
-Child* murdered [by men; by women]
-Child* murderers[of other children; of men, of women]
.*age  <16yrs

3 Sources of Data –
national database + 2 original datasets*

Homicide Index (national database):
All homicides - (1980-2000) -

– England/Wales             Scotland:
N=12,000 (27vars) N=2,000 (19vars)

*Case Files: total sample N=866, (425 vars)

– Universe of all murderers in prison:
England/Wales (N=3,000)   Scotland (N=500)

*Interviews: total sample N=200
• Men Women

• England 143 20

• Scotland 37 0

Total 180 20 /// N=200
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CASEFILES , N=866 (documents from..

• Police Investigation
• Trial Judge Summary
• Forensic Report
• Govs & Prison Officers  (Assessment, Life Plan, 

Conduct)
• Probation  (Pre & post sentence, prison)
• Psychiatric/ Medical  (Pre & post sentence, prison)
• Psychologist
• Parole Review
• Offending Behaviour Programmes
• Offender Accounts

INTERVIEWS,  ..Access & Data Collection

N=200 interviews in 7 prisons: (180men, 20 women)

• – (190 tape recorded, 148 transcribed for Qual.analysis)

Access negotiated in each prison, varied by prison
-governors, probation, psychology security governors, hall staff 
-respondents

Security procedures, varied by prison
• -escort by P.Officer, special rooms, personal alarms, etc

Approach to respondent, varied by prison
• - personal letter, personal invitation,  public talk..

Interview- 1-2hrs (usually 1 session), tape recorded
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All Murders – (Casefiles, N=866)*
Perpetrated by men  & by women against

All Victims (Male & Female )
*(Convictions for Murder Only, not manslaughter)

Male 
perps.

Female perps. Total N. N / % 

Victim: N / % N / %

Male-adult 424 / 91% 43 / 9% 467 467 / 100%

Male-child <16 36 / 88% 5 / 12% 41 41 / 100%

…

Female-adult 271/92% 24/8% 296 296 / 100%

Female-child <16 55/95% 3 / 5% 58 58 / 100%

TOTAL* 786 75 +5missing 866 *866 / 100%

Casefiles & Interviews: Data gathered about…

MURDER EVENT: 
Relationship between perpetrator & victim: Strangers –

acquaintances – friends – neighbours - relatives – intimate partners
Situations & Circumstances at the time of murder: 

lifestyle, emp, substance abuse, prev. violence to victim, etc.
Murder Event:  access to victim, form of attack, sex in murder,…

LIFECOURSE of perpetrator:
Childhood: Parents/carers, Family issues, problems & violence; 

Childhood discipline, violence & abuse; early offending…
Adulthood: Educ, Employment, Offending, Violence, Alcohol-drugs, 

Intimate relationships, Children, Viol.to previous partners & present 
partner, Relations with women, orientations to women & others…

In prison: adjustment, discipline, violence, programmes
Reflections on the Murder & Victim: Remorse for murder, empathy 

with victim, future danger to public and/or women 
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Qualitative Data – from Casefiles & Interviews
(coding categories for analysis -Nudist) [general areas- nodes, +sub-nodes]

1.Murder – type
(MM, IPM, SexM, O.Wo)
+all others, Murder of a child,  

Women.Murderers, etc.
2. Base data: ‘thumbs’
age & gender of vic. & perp

Perpetrator:
3. Childhood
4. Adulthood
5. Alcohol-drugs
6. Previous offences: 

property, violence, sexual..

7. Murder Event:
-Relationship (perp-vic.)
-Context –event - motivations
-Orientations – programs..

8. Prison:
-drink/drugs, violence,  
problems,  rehab. programs

9. Professionals Views
Empathy with vic., remorse 
for murder, dangerousness, etc

WHEN MEN MURDER WOMEN
3 Types

• ..
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ALL ADULT WOMEN* MURDERED BY MEN, n=271*
*3 Types of Women Murdered by Men  (n=243)

OVERLAPS & ISSUES
(Men Murder Women 3 types, n=243)* 

overlap of types SHOWING, 

….(sex/no sex)

Definition(s) – main characteristic
Denominator(s)  - N & % 

ISSUES-
Q: What is measured?

Q:What is the definition?

Q: Variable specification

…..for quantitative data

…..for qualitative data

Intimate 
Partner, 

n=105
-no sex, n=88

-sex, n=17

Older 
Woman 

65+, 
n=40

-no sex, n=19
-sex, n=21

Sex Murder 
n=98
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Murder of Women - 3 Types (n=243)  

Compared with male-male murders (n=424)

•IPM-MM..Intimate partner murder & Male-male

•SexM-MM..Sexual murder & Male-male murder

•O.Wo-MM..Older women & Male-male murder

COMPARISONS
– Childhood. Caretaking, Abused, Problems, Offending

– Adulthood. Educ, Employment, Relationships, Alcohol
–

– Previous Offending. All offending inc. violence, prison

– Murder Event. Age, Substance abuse, Circs., Previous 
violence to victim, type attack, no. injuries, the body 

– Problems. Substance abuse, Men.health, Dangerousness,
– Problems with Women, Empathy, Denial, Risk to Public

– Prison &Dealing with Offending Behaviour. 
Adjustment, address murder, Prison programs

– Dealing with the Murder. Empathy, Remorse, Reform

Dobash & Dobash
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• . When Men Murder Women – 3 Types
*SELECTED visual examples  of comparisons

RELATIONSHIPS 
between perpetrator & his victim

&

LIFECOURSE
of perpetrator: childhood, adulthood, prison

(compare MxMmurder with MxFmurder-IPM, SexM & O.Wo)

Relationships - perpetrator & victim, 
Intimate Partner Murder  n=105
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Relationships - perpetrator & victim, 
Sexual Murder,  n=98

Relationships - perpetrator & victim, 
Murder of Older Women,  n=40
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• .
When Men Murder Women - 3 Types

compare each type with Male.Male.Murder
*SELECTED  visual examples of comparisons: 

LIFECOURSE of perpetrator

childhood, adulthood, prison

Childhood (before 16) - IPMurder & MxM Murder 
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3+ 
Carers

In Care Alco 
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<16
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Sch 
Probs

IPMurder n=105

MxM n=424

Dobash & Dobash
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Adulthood - SexMurder & MxM Murder 

H.Sc  Unemp. Viol.Prev Rel. Convicted Usual VicWo. Prob-Wo. PrevPrison

SexMurder n=98 MxM n=424

M.Event- Murder.OlderWomen & MxM Murder 
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Dobash & Dobash
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ALL 4 TYPES of MURDER COMPARED
*Selected examples 

When Men Murder Men (M.M)…
&  
When Men Murder Women (3 types): 
-Intimate Partner Murder (IPM) 
-Sexual Murder (SexM)
-Murder of Older Women (O.Wo.)

Murder Event - compare- M.M x IPM, SexM & O.Wo
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Dispute Pre.Viol.Vic Drinking Drunk House Strangle Instru. No.empathy

MxM n=424 IPM n=105 SexM n=98 O.Wo n=40

Dobash & Dobash
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Femicide
Definitions, Conceptualizations & Research 

What are the Challenges?

-Different countries, cultures, disciplines, audiences  

-Identify the starting point, focus, & objectives 
[e.g., Rates? Explanations? Policies? Interventions? …

-Main types/ sub-types? Disaggregation …
- Identify & specify main dimensions

-Comparisons? What compared?

-Data? What type? How collected? How analyzed? 
How reported?

Publications
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Books - Dobash & Dobash, et al.

(2015) When Men Murder Women, New York: Oxford 
University Press, Dobash & Dobash, forthcoming 

(2000) Changing Violent Men.  London: Sage. 
Dobash, Dobash, Cavanagh, &Lewis

(1998) Rethinking Violence Against Women. London: Sage.
Dobash & Dobash, eds.

(1992) Women, Violence and Social Change. 
London: Routledge. Dobash & Dobash

(1992) Women Viewing Violence, 
London:BFI. Schlesinger, Dobash, Dobash, &Weaver

(1979) Violence Against Wives.  
New York: Free Press. Dobash & Dobash

Articles - Dobash & Dobash, et al.

2012 Who died? Murder of collaterals related to intimate partner 
conflict. Violence Against Women, 18:662-671.

2011 What were they thinking? Men who murder an intimate 
partner. Violence Against Women, 17:111-132.

2009 ‘Out of the blue’: Men who kill intimate partners. Feminist 
Criminology, 4:194-225.

2007 Onset of offending and life course of men convicted of 
murder. Homicide Studies, 11:243-271.

2007 Lethal &non-lethal violence in intimate relationships.
Violence Against Women, 13:329-353.

2004 Not an ordinary killer-just an ordinary guy. Men who kill 
their intimate female partner. Violence Against Women, 
10:577-605.
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Articles - Dobash & Dobash, et. al.
2007 The Murder of Children By Fathers in the Context of Child

Abuse, Jr. of Child Abuse & Neglect, Cavanagh, Dobash & Dobash,
31:731-746. 

2004 Women’s Violence Against an Intimate Male Partner: Working
on a Puzzle, British, Jr Criminology, Dobash & Dobash, 44:324-349. 

2001 ‘Remedial work’: men’s strategic responses to their violence
against  intimate female partners, Sociology, Cavanagh, Dobash, 
Dobash, & Lewis, 35:695-714.

2000  Evaluating criminal justice interventions for domestic violence.
Crime & Delinquency, 46:252-270.

1998 Separate and Intersecting Realities, Violence Against Women: a 
comparison  of men’s & women’s accounts of violence against 
women, Violence Against Women, Dobash, Dobash, Cavanagh &
Lewis, 4:382-414.

1992 The myth of symmetry in family violence. Social Problems, 
Dobash, Dobash, Wilson, & Daly, 39:71-91.

• .
…notes
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Qualitative Data – Case Identification/source/type

ID number  = info about:

• Example:  288iv1.1.1

Murder ‘type’-

1.1.1 = male kills cohab, wife

Others

1.1.2 = male kills ‘collateral’ of 

intimate partner

1.1.3 = male kills intimate 

(contract)

1.6.1 = female kills cohab, 

husband

Source of data

iv = interview

cf = casefile

Case number

Definition(s) & Denominator(s)

if Femicide = all murders of females
then denominator includes all female victims & all M-F murderers
(example below) 
disaggregate  ALL female victims of murder by:
-age of all female victims @ 3 stages in life  
- gender of all murderers (male&female; male only; female only)

..or ??…other definition = other data = other denominator

Infant (0-5yrs) Child (5+16yrs Adult (16+yrs + Total (n=..)
Male Murderer x y z n…/ ..%
Female Murderer xx yy zz n…/ …%
Total … …. … n…/ 100%
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Overview
•Offenders - lifecourse

- Childhood /Adulthood

- Under educated

-Unemp./underemployed

- Alcohol abuse

- Previous convictions 

-Violent offences (phys /sexual) 

•Problems with women:

- Orientations to women

- Relations with women, 

- Specialize in violence to women

- Male entitlement/privilege

- Self oriented

•Relationship Perp.Vic:-nature

Indication of:

--man’s access to woman victim/

--woman’s caution vs. man-

•Situations & contexts:

- Conflict [from none to prolonged]

- Alcohol – drinking & drunkeness

-Murder :

- Location- home of woman victim 

- Choke/strangle + clubs/knives

-- multiple injuries

-Remorse for murder 

-Empathy withVictim 

- Amt. Responsibility & Reform
Dobash & Dobash

* footnote, piechart, ALL women murdered by men, n=271
3 Types , n=243*

ALL women (aged 16 & over) murdered by men,  n=271*
3 Types of Murder of Adult Women by Men,  n=243: 

(IPM, n=105; SexM, n=98; Older Women n=40) 

* ‘Other women’ (n=28) not included in 3 Types because : 
not intimate partner; no sex in murder; and/or not over age 65. 

* ‘Other’Women were: 
n=12 IntimatePartner.Collateral Murders: 

- 3 friend/acq/protectors /no sex/ not over 65yrs &
- 9 female rels./protectors e.g.,mother /no sex/ not  65+yrs

n=16 --10 short acq./ no sex  in murder/ not over 65yrs 
--4 neighbor-friend/no sex & not over 65yrs; 
--2 business acquaintances /no sex / not over 65yrs



1

Femicide:  The Killing of WomenFemicide:  The Killing of Women

Jacquelyn Campbell PhD, RN, FAAN
Anna D. Wolf Chair & Professor
Johns Hopkins University School of Nursing
National Program Director, RWJF

Nurse Faculty Scholars Program

Jacquelyn Campbell PhD, RN, FAAN
Anna D. Wolf Chair & Professor
Johns Hopkins University School of Nursing
National Program Director, RWJF

Nurse Faculty Scholars Program

Femicide
Femicide as the killing of females 

by males because they are female 
(Russell ’76, ‘92)

Includes other forms of GBV killings
With the notion that not naming as 

obscures misogynistic nature of crime
Does motive (hard to ascribe) need 

to be misogynistic or is context sufficient?

More pragmatic to describe 
femicide as murder of women –but
globally many do not
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INTERNATIONAL HOMICIDE RATES 
- 1999 ( Rates per 100,000) (World Report on Violence & Health ’03)
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Proportion of intimate 
partner homicides among all 
female homicides

Proportion of intimate partner 
homicides among all male homicides

No Data Available – where may
be most femicides

0-4.9%
5-15.9%
20-39.9%
40-100%

National Femicide Study in South 
Africa – Abrahams & Matthews 2012

Retrospective national survey w/weighted cluster design 
of a proportionate random sample of 38 mortuaries ‘99 
& ‘09

Abstracted victim (14 y & older) data from mortuary & autopsy 
reports, & perpetrator data from police interviews 

Female homicide ‘09 12.9/100,000 vs. 24.7 in ‘99. IP 
femicide 5.6/100,000 ‘09 vs. 8.8/100,00 ‘99 –

Less femicide by gunshots ’09 vs. 99 – important policies -
decreasing gun availability (also Australia)
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Per capita Femicide Comparisons 

Spain – 50-60 femicides/year - .4/100,000
AU – .8/100,000 femicides – ‘08

1.2/100,000 overall IP Homicide ’08;

NZ 0.70/100,000 (male & female – family)
USA – 1700 DV femicides per year

Femicides by men overall (50-60%) DV 
1.35/100,000 ‘01; 1.37 ’02 1.31 ‘03 1.26 ‘06 1.29 ’08 – vpc
2.5/100,000 overall (includes < 1 yo)

South Africa 8.8/100,000 in ’99; 5.6/100,000 in ‘08
Asian 0.88 per 100,000

7

Data bases like the WHO 
Rarely disaggregate by gender
Does not disaggregate within gender for 
ethnic/racial groups
Makes conclusions about risk factors erroneous 
for women murdered b/c more men than 
women killed
Ignores other DV related deaths – homicide-
suicides, children killed, others killed
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WHO Data Disaggregated by Gender
(Stöckl, Devries, Rotstein, Abrahams, Campbell, Watts, Garcia-
Moreno, in press, The Lancet)

66 countries reporting (of approx 190)- overall 13.5 
homicides committed by an intimate partner

X6 higher for female homicides than male

38. 6% of female homicides vs. 6.3% of male 
Median percentages highest in high-income countries & in 
South East Asia.
Adjustments to account for unknown victim-offender 
relationships generally increased prevalence 47.4% for 
women & 6.5 for men 
Only countries where = #’s of males killed by partners = 
to women – Panama & Brazil

Global Summary
one in seven homicides globally & over a third of 
female homicides are perpetrated by IP
highest in the South East Asia region (58.8%) High 
Income Countries (41.2%), Americas region 
(40.5%) and African region (40.1%)
lower in the Western Pacific region (19.1%) lower 
and middle income European region (20.0%) & 
Eastern Mediterranean region (14.4%)
Homicides w/male victims - % of IPH highest High 
Income Countries (6·3%), African region (4·1%) & 
lower middle income European Region (3·6%).
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What Else We Know from Individual 
Country Studies

Indigenous women at increased risk for femicide 
in general & IP Femicide (10X in US; X7 in 
Canada (? Not disaggregated by gender) 
missing women in NW Canada –
IPV #1 risk factor for IP Femicide – US, Canada  

Other Forms of IP Related Death and 
Possible Global Surveillance

DV Related Suicide of Women – after DV vs. 
homicide – suicides – male phenomenon –
tracked so far in US (30% of IP femicides), 
Canada, Australia, NZ, Europe – high income 
countries

Gun availability contributes
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Comparison of Proportion of 
Homicide (Femicide) – Suicides 

US – 29% of IP Femicides
Canada – 29.3% of IP Femicides
32% in New Zealand of IP Femicides
22% Australia
12% Spain 

13

http://www.iom.edu/Reports/2013/Confronting-Commercial-Sexual-Exploitation-and-Sex-Trafficking-of-Minors-in-the-United-
States.aspx
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Women’s physical security (IPV, rape, martital rape, femicide) 
significantly associated with Global Peace Index,  also with economic 
d l t H d t l I t ti l S it 33 2009

Data from Brian Vallee, The War on Women (2007)
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Femicide Rates per 100,00 
USA ‘01-’08
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1993 – first including ex-BF/ex-GF – Catalano, Snyder & Rand BJS ’09 –
adds approx 600 IP femicides per year; 250 IP males killed
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2010
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Homicides in US – BJS through 2008
Nearly 1 out of 5 murder victims (16.3%) were 
killed by intimate 

>2 out of 5 (45%) female murder victims killed by 
intimate.

% of males killed by an intimate fell from 10.4% in 
1980 to 4.9% in 2008, a 53% drop

% of females killed by an intimate increased 5% across 
the same period

% of females killed by an intimate declined from 
43% in 1980 to 38% in 1995. After 1995 % 
gradually increased, to 45% in 2008.

Decline Mainly Related to: 
Increased DV Laws and Resources-

Sanctions and Sanctuary 
Gun Removal from known Abusers

More Decline will need more identification 
of high risk cases and service provision 
And appropriate risk management

AND prevention of  Domestic Violence 
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OVW Domestic Violence Homicide Prevention 
Initiative – MNADV, Jeanne Geiger Crisis Center, 
JHU SON

12 communities – 2 have nurse researchers – Annie 
O’Connor & Rosa Gonzales-Guarda

LAP (shortened DA) Oklahoma Evaluation
Collaboration of nursing (Janet Wilson), social work 
(Jill Messing), public health (Sheryll Brown), criminal 
justice, DV Advocacy
American Indian Community – Bev Patchell

Collaborative Testing of Complex 
Models

Community Model 

Women/Victims in Shelters 
Or Health Care System

Lethality Assessment & 
Safety Assessment

dangerassessment.org

Partners of Men in System

Offenders in CJ, BIP, MH 
SA Tx &/or VA/DoD

Criminal Justice-
Judicial System – MA

High Risk Team (JGCC) 

Risk Assessment
(Re-assault)

System Safety Audit – CCR, Fatality Reviews 
& Court Watch/Monitoring (www.watchmn.org)

MNDV Lethality
Assessment Program (LAP)
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One Love App – Danger Assessment 
APP for women aged 16-26 www.joinonelove.org
www.dangerassessment.org

23

Campbell et al JIPV 
2009

“Walking the Path” – DA for Indigenous 
Women – Alberta Council of Women’s 
Shelters & US Partners

Based on Medicine Wheel
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WHO multi-country study provides opportunity to explore consistency & 
mechanisms across settings

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Turkey
Thailand
Tanzania

Serbia & Montenegro
Samoa

Peru
New Zealand

Namibia
Maldives

Japan
Ethiopia

Brazil
Bangladesh

Prevalence of physical and/or sexual intimate partner 
violence among ever partnered women 15 - 49

Province
City
National
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One of best things about Multi-
Country Study
Collaborations in country – true capacity building
Collaborations with indigenous peoples – e.g. 
Peru – Heise
Leaving behind data in usable form for political 
action
Left behind local collaborators that have 
continued in field
Not enough collaboration with nursing – health 
care sector usually meant medicine

Results

0.0%

5.0%

10.0%

15.0%

20.0%

25.0%

30.0%

35.0%

Study site

Thoughts of suicide, past 4 weeks

Thoughts of suicide, lifetime

Suicide attempts, lifetime

The prevalence of suicidality in the WHO 
multi-country study
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_
_

9

Health associations are consistent across widely 
divergent settings

Site Poor or very 
poor health

Induced 
abortion

Suicidal 
thoughts

Bangladesh city 1.4* 2.5* 3.5*

Brazil city 2.0* 2.6* 3.3*
Ethiopia province 2.0* 6.2* 1.6
Namibia city 2.1* 2.5 2.8*
Peru province 1.6* 3.3* 3.3*
Serbia & Montenegro 2.0* 2.0* 3.4*

Thailand city 1.6* 2.9* 3.1*

Tanzania province 1.6 2.0* 2.7*

Comparison of infant mortality rates by 
women's experience of IPV
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Femicide & Maternal Mortality
 Maternal Mortality (Chang & Horon, 2010) homicide 

is leading cause of maternal mortality in MD –
(primarily partners) & other cities #2 USA
 In most countries proportion of maternal mortality 

due to IP femicide unknown
 Small study in India indicates significant proportion of 

maternal mortality from partners

 One of millenium development goals – but won’t be 
met – antenatal & delivery care improving but not 
GBV?
 Excellent chance for surveillance 

Overlap between physical, sexual and emotional abuse (N = 889)

(Campbell et. al. ’02 from Ellsberg ’00)

Physical (N = 649)
Emotional (N = 677)

Sexual (N = 243)

303 (34.0)

166 (18.7)

32 (3.6)

14 (1.6)

177 
(19.9)

166 (18.7)

31 (3.5)



17

Ann Coker 2010
Maternal Mortality – Cheng & Horan, 2010
HIV/AIDS Campbell et al 2013
TBI Kwako et al, 2011
Physiological mechanisms Gill et al 2010

Maternal Mortality

HIV/AIDS

TBI

Physiological Mechanisms  trauma – HPA –
Axis - Immune System 

Campbell, Stockman, Lucea, Wagman  -
Adapted from Jewkes ’05 

Immune System 
Dysregulation

STI’s

HIV 
Disease
Progression 

Trauma 
Response
PTSD
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Physiological Model For  IPV-HIV 
Acquisition/Progression  (Campbell et al in press)

• Through 
Mulitple
Injuries

• Through 
other  STI’s

IPV
• Bio-

logical

PRO 
Inflam-
matory

Response
(CRP)

CD4     
decrease

Co-
Infections

HIV/AIDS 
Acquisition/
Progression

CSA

PTSD

Altered Stress 
Response (HPA)

Anal
Sex*

*Intimate Partner Sexual Assault – severity, 
repetition, if anal

Sanctions and Sanctuary (To Have & To 
Hit, Counts, Brown & Campbell ’99)
Women’s status/rights & GBV curvilinear relationship over 
time 
If other forms of GBV/Femicide are ingrained, individual 
men may not have to hit wives – society keeps in check
When women’s rights & resources increase, may have 
periods of increased Femicide – need sanctuary too
Complex interaction of sanctions against GBV & sanctuary 

community norms about both gender roles & use of 
violence for men – masculinities
Many forms of sanctuary for women – women’s work 
groups, extended family, health care system
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Frontiers to yet address - Sanctions
Holding governments accountable - 2003, UN 
Commission on the Status of Women Iran, Egypt, 
Pakistan, Sudan & US delegates objected to telling 
governments to "condemn violence against women & 
refrain from invoking any custom, tradition or religious 
consideration to avoid their obligations with respect to 
its elimination as set out in the Declaration of the 
Elimination of Violence against Women.”
103 (of 193) UN member states -no laws against DV 

Lebanon 2011 – 1st law against honor killings; DV defeat
Afganistan 2013 – law defeated in parliament 

To Decrease IPH, must keep track – measure 
& understand – through collaborations

Increasing fatality reviews – publishing results in 
comparable ways – DV related deaths, near lethals 
– nursing involvement
Including information from family – determine real 
prevalence of prior DV AND & as service to 
community – community collaboration
Also work for better surveillance in communities –
through maternal mortality reviews & near lethals

Watch proportions of males & females in data bases
Marginalized – LGBT, immigrant, indigenous

DISAGGREGATE by gender!!
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Collaborations that lead to transformation
Collaborating with the all the marginalized groups 
in your own & any other community – get a 
guide to help you understand – but do your 
homework FIRST

Understand the history of the community – historical 
forms of oppression, gender relationships at all levels 
of privilege, history of nursing in the community, 
history of research in the community 
Expect some suspicion – leaving nothing behind

Partnership Paradigm
Collaboration – as true partnerships –
What can you provide for collaborators, for 
communities –

Co-authorship on publications & presentations
Findings in usable form – a newsletter, 
community presentation, political 
Data base & software & skills to continue to use
Appearing on their behalf at policy level meetings

Mutual respect but recognize inherent hierarchies & 
name them & deal with transparently
Respect and an MOU

What does the agency really need – the laptop 
example
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Jewkes 2013
“The time has come to conclude that routine 
identification of abused women & provision of a 
standard intervention is not the answer (Klevens, 
MacMillan & WEAVE trials). We need to develop 
and test new directions for health-service 
responses. More substantive psychobehavioural 
interventions might be of value in other contexts, 
for example when offered in antenatal services, 
where they have been shown to reduce IPV 
recurrence and improve maternal and infant 
outcomes” (cites Kiely & Twirari RCT’s –
interventions provided by nurses in both)

Routine Screening & Brief Counseling 
2012 Affordable Health Care Act
Routine Screening & Brief Counseling 
recommended by 2011 IOM report (www.iom.edu)
Affordable Health Care Act as part of primary care 

women’s health covered services –
Office of women’s health at DHHS www.OWH.gov
USPTF 2013 recommends screening for IPV – ALL

women of childbearing age – ACOG ’90 & ’13; 
Nursing Outlook ’13

Part of home visitation programs for pregnant 
women – DOVE intervention (Sharps, Bullock & 
Campbell NINR)
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US State Department Initiative - 2012
“It is time for all of us to assume our 
responsibility to go beyond condemming this 
behavior, to take concrete steps to end it, to 
make it sociably unacceptable” Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton 

Framework of tying to Millenium Development Goals –
economic development for women education for girls, 
decreasing maternal mortality, infant mortality
Intra Agency Government Task Force established on 
HIV/AIDS – report out 10/2013
Research agenda – as yet does not include IP 
femicide

“Coaching Boys Into Men” – Futures Without Violence 
(www.futureswithoutviolence.org) 
Also Beyond Title Nine – Campus Violence; Start Strong; More!!

RCT Miller et al, J of Adolescent Health 2012
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_
_

5
IMAGE Study: Intervention with Microfinance 
for AIDS and Gender Equity – Watts et al ’05 –
collaborative interventions

Goal: To develop and test 
intervention that attempts to
engage underlying structural 
factors: poverty, gender 
inequalities

Intervention:
1) Microfinance

2) Gender & HIV training

3) Community mobilisation

Evaluation: 
Reduction of partner violence reports 
by 50%

Nancy Glass PhD, MPH, RN, 
FAAN
Associate Professor

http://www.glrbtp.org
Pigs for Peace
Democratic Republic of 
the Congo
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What else works?Malala Yousafzai
Girls Education Protective 
against IPV

www.millionwomenrise.com march 8, 2014

Together for Girls 
www.togetherforgirls.org
Research & local action

Saturday 8 March  
2014 
www.millionwomenri
se.org

2
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Defining and conceptualizing femicide: 
observations from the South African 

case-study 

Naeemah Abrahams MPH PhD
Gender & Health  Research Unit

South African Medical Research Council

South African Femicide Studies 

• South African do not have routine data sources to identify 
femicides i.e. identifying the perpetrators and the context of the 
murder of women

• Two national studies conducted in South Africa 
• Examined the incidence of femicide in 1999 and 2009
• We made pragmatic decisions about what was important as a 1st

study and our primary interest was intimate femicides (murder of 
a woman by an intimate partner) and rape homicides (murder of a 
woman with evidence of rape identified).

• Important to firstly understand the context of gender based 
violence in our country to assist in decisions on what to measure
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Theoretical framework

• Feminist approach
• Any gender based violence against women/girls that end in death 

= femicide
• Conceptual understanding is based on gender based violence 

underpinned by  gender power relations 
– “Gender of the victim mattered to the perpetrator”

• Continuum of gender based violence with murder of women the 
most extreme form.

• Not all murdered women are femicide cases 
– e.g. women killed during robbery/gang violence 

Context of female murders is important for development 
of femicide conceptual framework

• Understand the nature of gender based violence in the 
setting/country and the social context of female murders
– Family murders
– Serial rape homicides 
– Older females accused as witches and killed 
– Honour killings (familial femicides) 
– Gang rape homicides as a initiation into gangs  

• Understand intimate relationships and unions 
• Marriages / traditional marriages  / different types of unions

• Conflict settings
– Have their own complexities 
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Risk Factors for GBV and femicide is important for 
development of conceptual framework 

• History of violence in relationship 
– Frequency and severity of previous violence 
– Data from police  e.g. reporting to police or protection order 
– Other sources –family and friends

• Perpetrator  and victim demographics
– Age
– Employment
– Relationship status
– Step children 
– Gun ownership
– Controlling behaviour

• Injuries
– “overkilled” multiple injuries, cruelty obvious

• Blood alcohol levels (victim)

Our primary differentiation was Intimate Femicide and 
Non-Intimate Femicide 

• Non-intimate femicides- a woman killed by person where gender 
clearly played a role but the perpetrator was not an intimate 
partner
– Rape homicides by strangers/ acquaintances 
– Familial femicides by father/brothers  (honour killings/ dowry deaths) 

• Non-intimate femicide victim-perpetrator relationships
– Familial perpetrators 
– Strangers
– Acquaintance
– Friend
– Known by sight
– Neighbour
– Colleagues
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Intimate Femicide perpetrators 

• SA – interest was identifying intimate partner perpetrators (killing 
of a woman by an intimate partner)
– Both hetero and same sex intimate partners 
– Current and ex husbands
– Current and ex boyfriends
– Partners from common law relationships
– Partners from traditional marriages 
– Dating partners (including 1st dates)
– Rejected man proposing a date or relationship
– Incest relationships (father/brother / step father/ mother’s boyfriend) 
– Step relationships
– Love triangles

The perpetrator and the motive of the murder must be considered 
together to differentiate intimate femicides from 

non-intimate femicides

• Motive undisputed if the perpetrator was a intimate partner
• Motives must be examined from as identified  sources as possible 

and dependent on availability of data.
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Sexual murders / rape homicides

– Identified if perpetrator confess
– If forensic examination found 

evidence in injuries, specimens 
(DNA)

– Crime scene provide evidence 
– We included as rape homicides in 

the analysis of intimate partner 
femicide if perpetrated by a 
partner

– Used term ‘suspected’ rape 
homicide/murders 

Age 

• 1st – study - included women aged 15 years and older 
– This is when relationships starts in South Africa

• 2nd study – we included all 
women and now have data 
on child homicides and 
infanticides  
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Legal outcomes 

• Justice data provides an 
understanding of the response to 
femicide in South Africa

• We determined the legal outcome
– If perpetrators identified 
– If perpetrators charged
– If perpetrator convicted 
– The outcome of the conviction 

including sentencing

– 21% all of known perpetrators 
was convicted 

Femicide suicides 

– Perpetrator 
commit suicide 
soon after the 
killing

– Suicide within 1 
week of the 
murder (20%) 
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Injuries and mechanism of death

• Multiple/cruel injuries
• Protection injuries/ wounds 
• Strangulation commonly found with sexual violence 
• Have been used in legal cases 
• Blood alcohol level high for injuries related to stab and blunt force 

injuries
• The use of DNA specimens – in infancy in South Africa  

Missing data 

• Will always have missing data on perpetrators
– 18.6% in1999
– 22.9% in 2009
– Did not make inferences from the missing cases  
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Our study design 

• Two stage data collection process 
• 1st stage: Sample of mortuaries/ forensic laboratories 

– identification of all female murders and collection of data from 
register and autopsy reports

– Victim demographics, data on sexual assault, cause of death, date of 
death, blood alcohol levels were extracted from mortuary files and 
pathology reports 

• 2nd stage: data from South African Police Service 
– Investigating officer interview or record review done to collect data 

on the case
– Verified if case was a homicide,  verification of demographics, crime 

information, victim-perpetrator relationship and case outcomes 

Number of female homicide cases
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Proportion of Intimate Femicide

Population rates for 1999 and 2009 

1999
per 100 000  Population
(95% CI)

2009
per 100 000  Population
(95% CI)

Overall Female 
Homicide

24.7 (17.7-31.6) 12.9 (9.3-16.5)

Intimate Femicide 8.8 (6.2-11.2) 5.6 (4.0-7.2)

Non Intimate 
Femicide 

8.6 (6.2-11.1) 4.2 (3.0-5.5)

Rape Homicide 3.4 (1.6-5.2) 2.5 (1.7-3.3)

Gun Homicide 7.5 (3.6-11.3) 2.5 (1.6-3.5)
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Rape homicides

p = 0.93
p = 0.001

Gun homicide 
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Qualitative study with men who murdered intimate partner
“Understanding intimate femicide” 

• Explored the social construction of the early formation of violent masculinities.

• Interviews with 20 men in prison and additional interviews with a family 

member of victim and  family member/friend of the perpetrator.

• 74 Interviews 

Lessons 
• Huge value to policy makers and developing responses 
• Start with all female murders- then focus in on type of femicide/s 

most relevant and appropriate 
• Find the data sources in your setting
• Do national sample and get reliable incidence rate ratios which 

can be used for comparison
• Look at medical legal forensic data systems / police systems 
• Work with and report back to relevant stakeholders (government 

and advocacy groups)
• The value of this data is its use as a monitoring tool to determine 

impact of prevention intervention 
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• nabraham@mrc.ac.za
• naeemah.abrahams@mrc.ac.za

• http://www.mrc.ac.za/gender/gender.htm
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