RESOLUTION REGARDING ANIMAL CRUELTY
AND ITS LINK TO OTHER FORMS OF VIOLENCE
WHEREAS, the National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges (NCJFCJ) is an
organization committed to upholding the rights of all parties and victims, the safety of all
family members, and the safety of the community;i
WHEREAS, empirical research demonstrates a direct linkii between animal cruelty and
interpersonal violence including intimate partner abuse,iii child abuse,iv and elder
abuse;v
WHEREAS, 99% of pet owners consider their animals to be “companions” or “family
members;”vi
WHEREAS, animal abuse can be used as a tool to control other members of the
household and is therefore inextricably linked to the abuse suffered by human victims;vii
WHEREAS, federal law and many state laws acknowledge that there is a link between
animal abuse and domestic violence by including companion animals in protection order
enforcement laws,viii or by requiring cross-reporting between animal control and child
welfare departments;ix
WHEREAS, studies show that a child’s or teenager’s abuse of animals could be a sign
that the individual has been abusedx or that intervention is necessary to prevent that
individual from harming others;xi
WHEREAS, 43% of school shooters between 1988 and 2012 had histories of abusing
animals and the majority of those histories included hands-on violence against
household pets, such as dogs or cats;xii and
WHEREAS, more than 35% of adult protective services workers report that their clients
have talked about their pets being threatened, injured, killed, or denied care by a
caregiver,xiii

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED:
The NCJFCJ recognizes that animal cruelty is a crime of violence and may be indicative
of past or future violent acts.
The NCJFCJ recognizes that in the context of juvenile and family court cases including
cases of domestic violence, because of the demonstrated link to the safety of human
beings at the hands of the animal abuser, when animals are subjected to cruelty, the
court should consider the welfare of such abused animals in reaching its decisions.
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The NCJFCJ calls for judges to afford the time and resources necessary to address
animal cruelty allegations associated with cases that come before the court to achieve
just results and prevent future violence against both humans and animals.
The NCJFCJ recognizes the gravity of animal cruelty perpetrated by juveniles as it may
indicate the juvenile has been or is being abused, and early intervention is essential to
addressing the harm that such abuse has caused the juvenile and to preventing the
juvenile from committing future violent acts.
The NCJFCJ encourages juvenile and family court judges to consider exposure to
animal cruelty and trauma-informed assessment and interventions in disposition orders
for juveniles found to have engaged in animal cruelty.
The NCJFCJ encourages juvenile and family court judges to consider the safety of all
household members, as well as their pets and other animals, when assessing cases
concerning domestic violence, child abuse, and elder abuse, and when deciding issues
related to protection orders, visitation, and custody.
The NCJFCJ encourages juvenile and family court judges to consider the safety of
children, the elderly, intimate partners, and other household members when assessing
cases that include allegations of abuse to animals.
The NCJFCJ calls for collaboration and communication among various welfare
agencies including those devoted to animal welfare, child welfare, and the care of the
elderly and individuals with disabilities to better detect and address concurrent forms of
abuse.
The NCJFCJ supports measures which minimize an abuser’s access to animals,
including the issuance of protection orders and the implementation of limitations on
contact with or possession of animals.
The NCJFCJ does not support sentencing animal abusers to serve community service
at animal shelters or other organizations which permit or require unsupervised contact
with animals.
The NCJFCJ recognizes that many forms of animal abuse stem from underlying
psychological issues and, therefore, supports efforts to increase access to offensespecific psychological assessment, evaluation, and treatment for individuals charged
with animal cruelty offenses.
The NCJFCJ will collaborate with allied organizations and experts to develop and make
available educational resources and trainings to assist judges in better understanding
the issues and implications of juvenile and family court cases involving animal cruelty.

Adopted by the NCJFCJ Board of Directors, July 27, 2019, in Orlando, Florida.
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