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parents, and 9 percent were other individuals (e.g., babysitters, nonparent family mem-
bers). The severity of injury or harm resulting from the abuse differed significantly 
depending on the perpetrator of the abuse. Physically abused children were more likely 
to sustain severe harm when someone other than a parent or parent figure perpetrated 
the abuse, while they were more likely to sustain moderate harm when either their 
biological or nonbiological parent physically abused them.

It is important to note that in some cases, siblings have been identified as perpe-
trators of CPA (L. Jones et  al., 2012). Research demonstrates, in fact, that violence 
between siblings is one of the most common forms of interpersonal violence. Straus, 
Gelles, and Steinmetz (1980) found that 82 percent of American children with siblings 
between the ages of 3 and 17 years engaged in at least one violent act toward a sibling 
during the one-year period preceding the survey. Because sibling violence is so com-
mon it is sometimes rationalized as harmless “sibling rivalry.” A number of family 
violence experts, however, strongly disagree, and argue that sibling violence should be 
recognized as one of the most serious forms of family violence because it is so common 
(Finkelhor, 2008). This issue is discussed further in Chapter 11.

In terms of perpetrator sex, CPS receives slightly more reports of child maltreat-
ment perpetrated by females (54% female and 45% male; U.S. DHHS, 2016). One 
likely explanation for this is that mothers spend more time with their children than 
do fathers (U.S. DHHS, 2016). The sex distribution of CPA perpetrators in particular 
may depend, however, on the specific relationship between perpetrator and child. 
The NIS-4, for example, found that children who had been physically abused by bio-
logical parents were more likely to be abused by mothers (56%) than by fathers (48%), 
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Adult Characteristics Examples

Economic and family 
contextual factors

Poverty, low socioeconomic status

Spousal disagreement, tension, abuse

Parental history of abuse in childhood

Deficits in positive interactions with children and other family members

Verbal and physical conflict among family members

Deficits in family cohesion and expressiveness

Isolation from friends and the community
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