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Executive Summary 
 

Domestic Violence Advocacy Program Directors 
 

• There were 11 domestic violence advocacy programs directors who completed the 
survey which meant there was a 52.4% response rate. 

• Eight respondents believe that domestic violence involving firearms is somewhat of a 
problem in their jurisdiction, while three respondents believe that it is a significant 
problem in their jurisdictions. 

• Respondents indicated that firearms were removed or seized seven times due to court 
order and four times due to an arrest. 

• Seven respondents reported that their staff do not receive training specific to possession 
of firearms in domestic violence situations, while three respondents reported that their 
staff do receive this training. 

• Six respondents reported that their agencies do use a specialized form for documenting 
domestic violence incidents. Five respondents reported that there is a place on the form to 
document information about firearms. 

• Six respondents reported that their agencies do obtain law enforcement reports when they 
relate to domestic violence situations. 

• Seven respondents were unsure whether inability to verify a protection order ever 
prevents an arrest from occurring. 

• Five respondents reported that their agencies do collaborate with law enforcement to 
conduct safety planning with victims. 

• Nine respondents reported that the use or presence of firearms is specifically addressed in 
safety planning discussions. 

• Seven respondents reported that firearms are more likely to be seized/removed if the 
offender has made threats to use a firearm. 

• Ten respondents reported that they are familiar with the language of the state law that 
allows courts to order firearms to be surrendered through the protective order process. 

• Nine respondents reported that judges in their jurisdiction do issue criminal no contact 
orders in domestic violence cases. 

• Respondents selected “Court order/language of protection order” the most frequent as 
the condition under which law enforcement most often remove firearms in domestic 
violence situations. 

• Six respondents reported that their agencies do contact the victim if firearms are not 
seized, while five respondents reported that their agencies do not contact the victim. 

• One respondent reported that firearms are surrendered as a condition of bail bond release 
if there is a domestic violence arrest, while two respondents reported that firearms are not 
surrendered as a condition of bail bond release and eight respondents were unsure. 

• Nine respondents reported that their agencies do have working agreements with their 
local law enforcement agencies while two respondents reported that their agencies do not 
have working agreements with their local law enforcement agencies. 
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Law Enforcement Administrators 
 

• There were 25 law enforcement administrators who completed the survey which meant 
there was a 21.9% response rate.  

• Thirteen respondents believe domestic violence involving firearms to be somewhat of a 
problem in their jurisdiction, while five respondents believe it to be a definite problem 
and four respondents believe it to be a significant problem in their jurisdictions. 

• Respondents indicated that firearms were removed or seized 136 times due to a court 
order and nine times due to an arrest.  

• Sixteen respondents reported that their officers do not receive training specific to firearms 
seizure in domestic violence situations, while six respondents reported that their officers 
do receive this type of training. 

• Twenty respondents reported that their agency has a domestic violence policy, while one 
respondent reported that their agency does not have a domestic violence policy and two 
respondents were unsure. 

• Thirteen respondents reported that their agency uses a specialized form for documenting 
domestic violence investigation, while 10 answered no.  

• Twenty-one respondents answered that their agency would directly contact the other 
jurisdiction when they encounter a protection order from another jurisdiction. 

• Ten respondents reported that the inability to verify a protection order does prevent an 
arrest from occurring, while 10 respondents answered that it does not prevent an arrest. 

• Twenty-one respondents answered yes their department does collaborate with victim 
service agencies to conduct safety planning with victims. 

• Fourteen respondents reported that the use or presence of firearms is specifically 
addressed in safety planning discussions. 

• Twenty-two respondents reported that firearms are more likely to be seized/removed if 
the offender has made threats to use a firearm. 

• Twenty-three respondents reported that they are familiar with the language of the state 
law that allows courts to order firearms to be surrendered through the protective order 
process. 

• Twenty-three respondents reported that judges in their jurisdiction do issue criminal no 
contact orders in domestic violence cases. 

• Respondents selected “Court order/language of protection order” the most frequent as the 
condition under which law enforcement most often removes firearms in domestic 
violence situations. 

• Four respondents reported that their agencies do contact the victim if firearms are not 
seized, while 18 respondents reported that their agencies do not contact the victim. 

• Three respondents reported that firearms are surrendered as a condition of bail bond 
release if there is a domestic violence arrest, while 12 respondents reported that firearms 
are not surrendered as a condition of bail bond release and nine respondents were unsure. 

• Seventeen respondents reported that their agencies have established contact with regional 
ATF agents. 

• Thirteen respondents reported that their agencies have referred cases to their state’s 
attorneys for forfeiture prosecution. Five respondents reported that their agencies have 
referred to federal prosecution for forfeiture prosecution.  
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• Ten respondents reported that their agency has written protocols/procedures for the 
storage of firearms, while 13 respondents reported that their agency has written 
protocols/procedures for the return of firearms and eight respondents reported that their 
agency has written protocols/procedures for the destruction of firearms. 

• Seventeen respondents reported that their agency has a system for tracking firearms 
seized as evidence in criminal cases. 

• Fifteen respondents reported that there are barriers to storing firearms at their law 
enforcement evidence holding facility. Lack of space in the evidence facility and the 
liability for housing the firearm were selected the most by respondents as barriers for 
storing firearms. 

• Seventeen respondents reported that their agency conducts a background check on the 
recipient before returning a firearm. 

• Six respondents reported having a policy for contacting/informing domestic violence 
victims/protected parties prior to the return of firearms to defendants/respondents. 

• Seventeen respondents reported that their agencies work with other local agencies 
concerning domestic violence and firearms related issues. Eighteen respondents reported 
that their agencies have working agreements (i.e., MOUs) with their local advocacy 
programs. 

 
State’s Attorneys 
 

• There were 12 state’s attorneys out of the expected fifty (one state’s attorney was 
missed in the original count) who completed the survey which meant there was a 24.0% 
response rate.  

• Three respondents answered that they believe domestic violence involving firearms is not 
at all a problem in their jurisdictions. Seven respondents answered that they believe 
domestic violence involving firearms is somewhat of a problem in their jurisdictions. One 
respondent answered that they believe domestic violence involving firearms is a definite 
problem in their jurisdiction. 

• Respondents indicated that firearms were seized four times due to a court order and five 
times due to an arrest. 

• Eight respondents reported that they had attended domestic violence training.  
• Nine respondents reported that their agencies do not use a specialized form for 

documenting domestic violence investigations, while two respondents were unsure.  
• Ten respondents reported that their agencies do obtain law enforcement reports when 

they relate to domestic violence situations. 
• “Contacting court of issuing jurisdiction” was reported highly by respondents as how 

their agencies verify protection orders from other jurisdictions. 
• Seven respondents answered that they are unsure whether the inability to verify a 

protection order ever prevents and arrest from occurring, while four respondents 
answered no. 

• Eight respondents reported that their agencies do collaborate with victim service 
agencies to conduct safety planning with victims. Two respondents reported that the use 
or presence of firearms is specifically addressed in safety planning discussions with 
victims. 
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• Nine respondents reported that firearms are more likely to be seized/removed if the 
offender has made threats to use a firearm. 

• Nine respondents reported that judges in their jurisdiction do ask respondents during 
protection order hearings if they own any firearms. 

• Nine respondents reported that the petitioner/victim makes recommendations as to the 
type of relief that is to be ordered against the respondent in a protection order. 

• Eight respondents reported that judges in their jurisdictions do inform respondents during 
protection hearings that, under a protection order, they are prohibited from purchasing 
and/or possessing firearms and ammunition for the duration of the order. 

• Eight respondents reported that judges in their jurisdictions do inform respondents during 
protection hearings that, under a protection order, that they are to surrender any firearms 
and ammunition they own or possess. 

• All of the respondents reported that judges in their jurisdictions do issue criminal no 
contact orders in domestic violence cases. 

• “Court order/language in protection order” and “arrest/state statute” were selected the 
most by respondents as the condition under which law enforcement in their jurisdictions 
most often remove firearms in domestic violence situations. 

• Five respondents reported that their agencies do not have policies for 
contacting/informing victims prior to the seizure of firearms from defendants. 

• Six respondents reported that firearms are surrendered as a condition of bail bond if there 
is a domestic violence arrest. 

• Ten respondents reported that their agencies do collaborate with other systems or 
agencies to provide safety to victims of domestic violence. 

 
District Judges 
 

• There were 17 district judges who completed the survey which meant there was a 40.5% 
response rate.  

• Twelve respondents replied that they believe domestic violence involving firearms is 
somewhat of a problem in their jurisdiction. Four respondents believe domestic violence 
involving firearms is a definite problem in their jurisdictions and one respondent believes 
that domestic violence involving firearms is not at all a problem. 

• Thirteen respondents were unsure how many firearms were removed/seized from 
domestic violence offenders in their jurisdictions. 

• Fourteen respondents reported that they have attended domestic violence training. Ten 
respondents receive 1-10 hours of training annually. 

• Fourteen respondents reported that, in their jurisdictions, protection orders are entered 
into a database. 

• Sixteen respondents reported that, during protection order hearings, they do ask 
petitioners which form of relief they are seeking. 

• Respondents selected the petitioner/victim and victim advocate as the parties who make 
recommendations as to the type of relief that is to be ordered against the respondent in a 
protection order. 

• Ten respondents reported that, during protection order hearings, they do inform 
respondents that, under a protection order, they are prohibited from purchasing and/or 
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possessing firearms and ammunition for the duration of the order while seven 
respondents do not inform respondents. 

• Nine respondents reported that judges in their jurisdictions do inform respondents during 
protection hearings that, under a protection order, that they are to surrender any firearms 
and ammunition they own or possess. 

• Sixteen respondents reported that they do issue criminal no contact orders in domestic 
violence cases, while one respondent does not. 

• “Court order/language in protection order” and “arrest/state statute” were selected the 
most by respondents as the condition under which law enforcement in their jurisdictions 
most often remove firearms in domestic violence situations. 

• Fifteen respondents reported that firearms are more likely to be seized/removed if the 
offender has made threats to use a firearm. 

• Nine respondents reported that firearms are surrendered as a condition of bail bond 
release. 

• Eight respondents reported that their agencies do collaborate with other systems or 
agencies to provide safety to victims of domestic violence, while six respondents reported 
they do not. 

 
Comment Cards 
 

• Respondents were asked to identify what prevented them from completing the survey. 
Some respondents chose more than one option as their answer. “Completed the survey” 
was selected 13 times, while “did not receive the survey” was selected six times by 
respondents. In addition, “difficult subject matter,” “did not feel comfortable answering 
some questions,” and “length (too long)” were each selected three times by respondents 
as barriers that prevented them from completing the original firearms survey. “Other” 
was selected two times by respondents but no specific reason was provided. Eight 
respondents chose not to answer the question. 

 
 


