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VICTIM WITNES / S SERVICES IN FLORIDA AND PROJECTED NEEDS 
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,/(:i;i;;;>~~, STATE OF FLORIDA 
i~:::~1.~,~'j DEPARTMENT OF VETERAN ~..: ,~.~. ',:" 

~~/ AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 
DIVISION OF PUBLIC SAFETY PLANNING AND ASSISTANCE 

BOB GRAHAM 
Governor 

JOAN M. HEGGEN 
Secretary 

MEMORANDU~1 DATE: r~arch 25, 1982 

TO: Recipients of Technical ASSistance/Information (TA/I) 

FROM: Elizabeth A. Page 

BOB WILKERSON 
Director 

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Victim/Witness Technical ASSistance/Information (TA/I) Requested 

You have received, on one or more occasions, technical assistance or information from 
the victim/witness clearinghouse of the Bureau of Criminal Justice Assistance (BCJA) 
and the Fl~rida Network of Victim/Witness Services (FNVWS). See the attached list. 

We are requesting that you complete this evaluation form since we are interested in 
upgrading our services in response to the needs expressed by many of you. A self mailer. is enclosed. 

In completing the form, we would appreciate a listing of programs in your area to help 
us update the state wide directory of victim/witness programs and to disseminate infor­
mation to agencies serving victims and witnesses of crime. 

Thank you for taking time to help us. If we can be of assistance to you, call us at (904) 488-8016. 

EAP/jc 

Attachment 

BUREAU OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE ASSISTANCE 
:2!'i71 EXECTTfVE C"E::-JTER CIRCLE. EAST' T.\LLAI!..\RSEE. F'LOnm,\ 8:2:~()1 n1()1) lHH.()()Ol 
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Eva1uation of Victim/Witness Technical Assistance/Information (TA/I) Requested 

~~a.rch 25, 1982 

The following materials represent a partial list of technical assistance/information 
that you may have received from us. 

Directory of Victim/Witness Programs in Florida 
Florida Network of Victim/Witness Services (FNVWS) Brochure 
Florida Network of Victim/Witness Services Newsletters 
Proclamation of Victim Rights Week issued by Governor Graham for 1981 and 1982 
Proposed 1981 Legislation, to institutionalize a Victim/Witness coordinating office 
Proposed 1982 Legislation 
The Comprehens i ve Pl an - IIVi ctim/~Jitness Servi ces in Flori da and Projected Needs" 
Victim Rights Week Campaign kit and other National Organization for Victim Assistance 

(NOVA) materials 
1981 statewide victim/witness conference (Clearwater); Regional victim/witness 

conference (Kissimmee) 
"Building a.Solution: A Product Guide for Establishing Crime Victim Service Agencies ll , 

by Marjorie Susman, Carol Vitter under the auspices 
of the National Council of Jewis Women St. Louis 
Section with a LEAA grant 

Health and Rehabilitative Services - Block grant - Request for Proposal for Rape 
and Sexual Assault 

Delphi Survey - Minimum service sLdndards for Florida 

Other victim/witness clearinghouse materials on: 

Spouse Abuse 
Rape and Sexual Assault 
Child Abuse 
Witness Management 
Victim Advocacy 
Domestic Violence 
Medical/Evidentiary Issues 
Handicapped/Elderly Victims (from Gallaudet College) 
Other States' Victim/Witness Legislation 
"Selected Victim/Witness Concerns: Florida Statutes, Summaries and Implications: 
Aurora Associ ates - Vi ctim/~~i tness Resource Center "Sta te Subsi di es of vi ctim 

and witness assistance programs" 
American Bar Association IILegislative r~onograph" (subsequently published as: 

"Victim/Witness Legislation: Considerations for 
Policy Makers) 

Restitution 
Other States' Newsletters 
On-Site Technical Assistance 
"Standards for the Fair Treatment of Victims and Witnesses of Crime -' A Discussion" 

Film Loan: 

"Barb: Breaking the Cycle of Abuse" 
liThe Last Taboo" (early sexual molestation told by adult women) 
"Violence in the Family" (cassette/filmstrip) 

·~l 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENTdj/z/81 

JAMES W. YORK 
COMMISSIONER 

11 Jtme 1981 

MEMJRANDUM 

P.O. BOX 1489 
TALLAHASSEE 32302 

TO: ,)peputy Director Peggy Horvath 

FRCM: A.'\D~reau alief Alan P. Knudson 

SUBJEJ,11 Victim Data Collection System 

-----------------------~------------------------------ --------

The attached summary briefly synopsizes aspects of the Victim 
Data Collection System. Included is a listing of the definitions, 
offenses to be collected, victim characteristics to be collected, 
the manner of collection, and from whom the data will be collected. 

Once this material is presented to personnel from the Bureau of 
Criminal Justice Assistance for their concurrence, we will be 
able to proceed with the training and implementation of the 
program. 

APK/esg 

SI~1' :"OID I 
!J .t<A _~ ~" 01 

TELEPHONE 
488-7880 

1 "-") 

I " 

VIcrIM DATA COLLECTION SYSTEM 

i 
June 12, 1981 

:1 
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DEFINITIONS AND OFFENSES 

VIcrIM 

OFFENSES 

-= -

Any person who suffers injury. 
or personal property los$ or 1S 
put in fear of suCh injury or loss 
"as a result of any tmlawful act 
of another. 

Murder 

Rape 

Robbery 

Assault 
Aggravated 
Simple 

Breaking and Entering 

Larceny 

Motor Vehicle Theft 

Arson 

Fraud 

Vandalism 

Other Sex Offenses 

----
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VICI'IM a-IARAcrERlSfrCS TO BE COLLECfED 

----

AGE 

PACE 

SEX 

RESIDENCE 

ETHNICITI 

VIcrIM RELATIONSHIP 

Actual Age 

White 
Negro 
American Indian 
Chinese 
Japanese 
Other 

Male 
Female 

Local (within county) 
Out of state residence 
Out of county residence 

Hispanic origin 
Non-Hispanic 

Parent 
Spouse 
Child 
Brother/Sister 
In-law 
COITDllon law 
Boyfriend/Girlfriend 
Friend/Acquaintance 
Employer/Employee 
Landlord/Tenant 
Stranger 
Undetennined 
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STAG1~ -1 , . a encies located in cities 
based on the.g 't'es range. The 

I, . f the groupS were for the unlvers 1 1 
~ The select10n. o . c 0 ulation except 

within a spec1fl P P follows: 
used are as ter than 

in cities with population grea groupings 

Group I 

• Group II 

Group III -

Group IV 

Group V 

Group VI 

agencies 
100,000 t r than population grea e 

, in cities with 1 to 100,000 agenCleS r equa 
50,000 but less than 0 

t r than . ulation grea e 
. s ~n cities with pop 50 000 

agen C1e ~ equal to , 
b t less than or 

25,000 u . ter . grea .' 'th populat1on 
agencies in c1tle~ :lor equal to 25,000 

than 

10,000 but lesS t a 
1 s than 

h Population es 
. 'n cities wit a 

agenCl eS 1 000 
or equal to 10, 

state universities 
the nine 

agencies and the 
the total numb~r °hf within each 

as to determine 11 t e agencies 
t tep w reported to a The neX. s f index offenses 

total number 0 

particular group. 

Group I 
Group II 
Group III 
Group IV 
Group V 
Group VI 

TOTALS 

-

Number of Agencie,!. 
20 
22 
42 
62 

193 
9 

348 

Total IndeX Offens~ 
443,825 
118,963 
114,478 

74,5 22 
47,133 

4,544_ 
803,465 

E 3 - ff nseS for each 
STAG ,~'oportion of 0 e of offenses 

h involved calculat1ng th~d~ Dividing the ~~~er the following 
Stage tree th total number stat~~~ai" for the state Y1e s 
grouping to ~ the crime index 
in each grOUP Y 
results: 
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Group I 
Group II 
Group III 
Group IV 
Group V 
Group VI 

TOTALS 

Percentage of Of tenses 
to the Statewide Total 

55.2% 
14.8% 
14.2% 

9.3% 
5.9% 
0.6% 

100.0% 

It should be noted that since population and offenses are positively 
correlated with each other (that is, closely related to each other), 
either one could have been used to arrive at proportions for each group­
ing. Since population was uot indicated for the universities, offenses 
were used for calculating the proportions. 

STAGE 4 

This procedure determines the actual sample size that will be drawn from 
the population to give us a statistically representative reflection of 
data on victims of crimes over the entire state. You might think of the 
proportions Galculated in Stage three as weights for each region based 
on reported crime activity for each region based on reported crime 
activity in that particular area. Therefore, the percentage of offenses 
was multiplied to the total number of agencies in each region or group 
to obtain the sample size needed for each respective grouping. The 
results are shown below. 

STAGE 5 

Group I 
Group II 
Group III 
Group IV 
Group V 
Group VI 

TOTAL 

Sample Size Needed 
11 
3 
6 
6 

11 
1 

38 

With the sample size determined, the required' agencies can now be randomly 
selected using a random number table. Each agency was listed and numbered 
consecutively. Then choosing a point at xandom in the table an arbitrary 
scheme was made for selecting entries from the table. Therefore, listed 
below are the agencies that were randomly selected for each region. The 
population and the number of offenses for each agency will also be 
given. The reason for listing this data will~be explained in Stage six, 
the final step in the random sampling pr9cess. 
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Agency 
Brevard County Sheriff's Office 
Browaed County Sheriff's Office 
E.scambia County Sheriff's Office 
Hollywood Police Department 
Jacksonville police Department 
Orlando Police Depart/ment 
Palm Beach Police Department 
Pasco County Sheriff's Office 
Pinellas County Sheriff's Office 
Sarasota County Sheriff's Office 
St. Petersburg Police Department 

TOTAL 

Agency 
Clay County Sheriff's Office 
Daytona Beach Police Departmpnt 
Gainesville Police Department 

TOTAL 

Agency 
Coral Gables police Department 
Ft. Myers Police Department 
North Miami Police Department 
Ocala Police Department 

GROUP I 

Population 
110,033 
203,'735 
171,024 
116,832 
542,790 
127,811 
206,926 
165,958 
212,453 
132,198 
233,532 

2,223,292 

GROUP II 

Population 
53,092 
53,608 
72,270 

178,970 

GROUP III 

Pembroke Pines police Department 
Pinellas Park Police Department 

Population 
42,438 
36,624 
41,884 
35,903 
35,648 
32,475 

224,972 TOTAL 

Agency 
Casselberry police Department 
Cooper Cit~ Police Department 
Deland Police Department 
Haidee County Sheriff's Office 
Plant City:Police Department 
Winter Haven Police Department 

TOTAL 

GROUP IV 

Population 
15,052 
10,106 
13,764 
1:;',1!f8 
19,064 
21,088 
90,232 

-'1 

i 
I 

Total Index Offenses Reported .1 
6,772 

18,867 
14,259 
12,810 
42,890 
17,532 
16,357 

6,343 
10,704 
6,808 

21,067 
174,409 

Total Index Offenses Reported 
1,298 
9,787 

_ 8,356 
19,441 

Total Index Offenses Reported 
5,352 
5,105 
4,753 
4,421 
1,656 
2,5'16 
23~803 

Total Index Offenses Reported 
1,148 

463 
1,877 

380 
2,050 
2,150 
8,068 

,. ---------

GROUP V 

Agency 
Avon Park Police Department 
'Bay Harbor Island Police Dep~rtment 
Callaway Police Departwent 
Fernandina Beach Police Department 
Hialeah Gardens Police Department 
Live Oak Police Department 
Marianna Police Department 
Medley Police Department 
Palm Beach Police Department 
Palmetto Police Department 
Zolfo Springs Police Department 

TOTAL 

Population 
7,854 
4,849 
7,020 
7,215 
2~652 
6,008 
6,974 

166 
9,588 
8,451 
1,234 

62,011 

GROUP VI 

Total Index Offenses 
523 

81 
229 
492 
306 
116 
351 
211 
504 
996 

34 
3,809 

Reported 

Agency Population Total Index Offenses Reported 
Florida State University 

Police Department 
TOTAL 

STAGE 6 

NA 1,115 
1,115 

This final stage in our process of making a statistically sound random 
sample is to examine the data of our sample and compare it with our 
popUlation. A summary of our papUlation and offense data from our 
random sample by groupings is given as follows: 

Group I 
Group II 
Group III 
Group IV 
Group V 
Group VI 

TOTAL 

Population 
2,223,292 

178,970 
224,972 

90,232 
62,011 

NA 
2,779,477 

Total Index Offenses Reported 
174,409 

19,441 
23,803 
8,068 
3,809 
1,115 

230,645 

Computation will now be made for various statewide totals and compared 
with the sample data. 

Percentage_of popUlation in our sample to the total statewide population 
is 2,779,477/9,579,497 = 2i.O~ 

Percentage of offenses in our sample to the total offenses statewide is 
230,645/803,465 = 28.7~ 
As can be noticed, the percentage of offenses is very closely correlated 
to t~e percentage of offenses as mentioned earlier. Also, approximately 
30~ 15 a very good representation of the entire state. It caD also be 
stated that only 10 percent of our sample, however, represents a fairly 
large proportion of the entire state in regards to popUlation and offenses. 
One final comment can be made that gives us some indication as to just 
how accurate our random sample is related to the total state population. 
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If we find a.ratio of the number of persons who are the victims of crime 
in Florida, the. population ratio would be one crime to every 11.9 persons 
as compared to pne crime for. every 12.1 persons in our sample. These 
figures being that close would tend to indicate that our random sample 
is a true reflection of what is taking place in Florida in regards to 

victims of crimes. 
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APPENDIX B 

1982 STATE VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICES CONFERENCE 
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CONFERENCE PRES'EI\1TERS 
Marie ApHey 

The Aging Program 
Narthside Community Mental Health 

Dr. William Doerner 
Florida State University 

Criminology Department 

Paul Freeman 
Manatee Community Mental Health Center 

lerea Goldwaite 
Hillsborough County Rape Crisis Center 

Debbie Garr 
Broward County Victim!Witness liaison Program 

Gary Higgins 
Jacksonville Sheriff's Department 

Cathy lynch 
Dade County Victim! Advocate 

Roger McCoy 
Broward County Parole and Probation 

Pat Mousley 
Fort lauderdale Police Department 

Victim Advocate 

Tom Norris 
Metro Dade Compl'C!hensive Alcohol Program 

Herbert Parker 
Bureau of Crimes Compensation 

Robert Preston 
Justice for Surviving Victims 

Sgt. Gordon Sch9field 
Fort lauderdale Police Department 

. Carol Sheridan 
Jacksonville Office of Victim Assistance 

Eric Smith 
Attorney 

Duval County Councilman-at-large 

Sara Sopkin 
Pinellas County Sherifrs Department 

Victim Advocate 

Agnes Ward 
Orange County Witness Management 

Chris Warwick 
. Ciearwater Police Department 

Victim Advocate 

Bob Wells 
Palm Beach County Victim Advocate 

VICTIM/WITNESS 
l\DVIS()RY BOARD MEMBERS 

Hobert Wells. President 

Christine Warwick. Vice-President 

Marie Apsey, Secretary 

Bettye Smith, Treasurer 

William Doerner 

Paul Freeman 

Tom Norris 

Shelley Schoen 

Carol Sheridan 

GOVERNOR'S 
VICTIM/WITNESS 

TASI{ FORCE MEMBERS 

Honorable Robert Crawford 

William Doerner 

Steph~n Levenson 

Catherine Lynch 

Joanne Richter 

Carol Sheridan 

Eric Smith 

Hornorable Jim Smith 

Robert Wells 

THE FIF'TH Ar~.Jr\JUJ"~ 
STATE VICTIM/WITt \~. ~~j~: 
SERVICES CONFEREl'l ,>B 

UBALANCING tHE SCiliL ;,,:8 
OF JUSTICE" 

prf!$ented by 

. THE FLORIDA NETWOIU'- L" 
VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICll ~j 

MAY 5 - 7, 1982 

BECEIVED 

r: r=- ,.:- f) '"2 ,,:",,- .") 
L ..' "'" -, --.1", 

Co-sponsors: OIIlC(!lJ of 
Crimirlal JusUcc t\ssisr,l/l((! 

.. " .. 
State B~reau of Crlinioalju8tice AS!li&tallCC 

Crime Watch of Broward County. Inc. 

JUlltice for Surviving Victims, Inc. 

Commisllion on the StatuI of Women 

Help Stop Crime 

Florida Sheriff. Allllociation 

Bureau of Crime Compensation 
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INFORMATION 

:'Iorida Network of Victim/Witness Services' 
bership represents professionals and con­
!d persons committed to advocacy for the 
1, promoting services, and insuring the rights 
! victim. 

:::onference is designed to bring all interested 
duals together to share information, explore 
deas, and to support the improvement and 
ion of victim and witness services. 

'RO SHOULD A. TTEND 
I enforcement 

:hildren and youth services 

• prosecution and court services 

• education 

• counseling and treatment services 

• medical services 

• probation and parole 

• volunteer services 

• legal practice 

as well as invoived community and 
lc::gislative leaders. 

WORKSHOPS 
ee conference workshops will run concurrently 
ng the two days of workshops. This will guar­
!c conference attendees the opportunity to 
licipate in all workshops. Topics range from 
;c of interest to novices in the victim/witness 
I, to workshops dealing with topics of a more 
ci<llized nature. 

CONFERENCE SCHEDULE 
Wednesday, May 5,1982 

3:00 - 6:00 p.m. 

7:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

8:30 p.m. - ·til 

Registration and Check-in 

Welcome - Chief Callahan 
Keynote Address 

Social Gathering provided 
by the Broward County 
Commission on the Status 
of Women 

Thursday, May 6,1982 

8:00 - 8:30 a.m. 

8:30 - 9:00 a.m. 

9: 15 - 10:30 a.m. 

Late Registration , 
Welcome - Mayor 
Virginia Young 
Robert Wells, 
President FNV /WS 

I. Spouse Abuse: As Seen by the State 
Attorney's Office 

II. Volunteers as Supplemental Staff 

III. Legislation and Lobbying 

10:45 - 12:00 noon 

I. Child Abuse: Effective Services from Iden­
tification to Treatment 

II. Witness Management 

III. Communication, Cooperation, Coordina­
tion: Mobilizing the Community 

12:00 noon - 1:30 p.m. Lunch Break 

I. Sexual Assault: A Community Response to 
Bape-The Nurse Examiner Program 

II. Victim Services - The ICAP Model 

III. National Trends in 'Advocacy 

~--~--------------------------------------------------------------------------------~~~~~------ -

3:00 - 4:15 p.m. 

I. Long Term Effects 11~ Crime Victims 

II. Volunteers as Supplemental Staff 

m. Legislation and Lobbying 

4:30 - 5:30 p.m. FNV/WS Business Meeting 

7:30 p.m. Dinner 

Friday, May 7, 1982 

9:00 - 10:45 a.m. 

I. Child Abuse: Effective Services from 'den­
tification to Treatment 

II. The Police Oficer - His/Her Role in Victim 

Services 

III. Communication, Cooperation, Coordina­
-tion: Mobilizing the Community 

10:00 - 12:00 noon 

I. Sexual Assault: A Community Response to 
-Rape-The Nurse Exahliner Program 

II. Victim Services - The ICAP Model 

III. National Trends in Advocacy 

1:00 - 2:30 p.m. Luncheon: Speaker 
Awards and Announcements 

, " 

'. 
ACCOMODATIONS 

Fort Lauderdale Beach Hilton Inn 
4060 Galt Ocean Drive 

Fort Lauderda~e, florida 33308 
305-656-6611 

Special roo.m rates are as follows: 

Single or Double - $42.00 

RESERVATIONS MUST BE MADE 
NO LATER THAN 

APRIL 5, 1982 
TO GUARANTEE A ROOM 

Acceptable Credit Cards 

American Express 
Diners Card 

Carte Blanche 
Master Card 

REGISTRATION 
The regular and senior citizen registrations include 
a dinne.r on Thursday evening and lunch on Friday. 
Student registration is available but does not in­
clude the meals. 

$55 Registration (includes membership) 
$40 Senior Citizens 
$30 Student (no meals) 
$ 5 Late charge added to registrations received 

postmar\{ed after April 21, 1982 

For information contact: 

Shelley A. Schoen 
Conference Chai~~man 

Victim Advocate Unit 
Fort Lauderdale Police Department 

1300 West Broward Boulevard 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33312 

305-761-2143 
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PROCLAMATION 

~t~±2 of 2Iflarib~ 
~X2.cu±iu2 ~2pCtrl!t!211± 

mCtlltt~ttSS22 

WHEREAS, violent crime against individuals is a concern 
with which the State and Nation must deal effectively; and 

WHEREAS, criminal statistics indicate that our poor and 
minority citizens are most often victimized in violent crimes, 
but no person or group of persons is immune; and 

WHEREAS, victims of violent crimes seldom fully recover 
their psychological, physical or financial health and well-being, 
and the rights of crime victims are often overlooked in the 
administration of our system of justice; and 

WHEREAS, better reporting of crime and greater willingness 
of persons to testify are essential to the control of crime and 
the improvement of justice; and 

\~EREAS, creating a better understanding of the rights 
of victims and witnesses will help to achieve the goals of crime 
reduction and the restoration of fairness and effectiveness to 
the administration of justice; and 

WHERE,,~i.:. it is the dutv of all citizens and institutions 
to be~ome informed about the ~light of victims of violent crime 
and th3ir survivors in order to play positive roles in bettering 
their condition and improving the effectiveness of the adminis­
tration of justice; and 

WHEREAS, Florida has taken positive steps in this direction 
through the Florida Crimes Compensation Act and its leadership 
role in the field of Victim/Witness Service Programs: 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Bob Graham, by virtue of the authority 
vested in me as Governor of the State of Florida, do hereby 
procluim the week of April 18-24, 1982 as 

~7ICTIM RIGHTS WEEK 

in Florida and urge all citizens to join with me in becoming 
more aware of our responsibilities to effectively participate 
in the administration of justice and to ensure that the rights 
of victims, survivors, and witnesses will be acknowledged by 
our system of justice in a manner no less vigorous than the 
protections afforded the offender. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have 
hereunto set my hand anc. 
,caused the Great Seal of 
the State of Florida to be 
affixed at Tallahassee, the 
Capi tal, this ~.; h. day of 

noac~h ~n the year of 
our Lord nineteen hundred and 
eighty-two. 

~~~~::::::::==---~--~-----
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PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS OF VICTIM CHARACTERISTICS 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF LA\V ENFORCE1\fENT 

JAMES W. YORK 
COMMISSICNER 

P.O. BOX 1489 
TALLAHASSEE 32302 

FC~ 

2 December 1981 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: . I Director Frank Carter 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

.~ ~ Bm~au Chief Alan P. Knudson 

~ Preliminary A.nalysis of Victim Characteristics 

••••••••••••••••••••• It •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

On the attached pages, tables are shown which reflect a limited manual assessment of victim 
characteristics. 

Selected victim characteristics were examined by looki'1g at a random sample of the total 
victim records entered int'J the d~t.a base at the present time. {~pproJ{imately five percent, or 
1,518 records were chosen from th~ total 29,545 entered into the system . 

• The results of the sample, for specific victimization characteristics, are reflected below. 

It should be pointed out that mar.y other aspects of this data cC'n be examined, but due to 
time lim~tations, only the most basic were reviewed in this prelimimu-y analysis. 

AGE '3 REAK DOWN 

AgeCate~ Nllmber --
10 and under 17 
11 - 17 107 
18 - 2.1 216 
22 - 29 356 
30 - 40 32J. 
41 - 50 182 
51 - 59 132 
60 and Over 187 

TOTAL 1,518 

*Percent distribution may not tot'll J.OO.O due to rounding. 

APK/mo 

cc: Deputy Director Horvath 

Attachment~ 

*Per.cent Distribution -'--
1.1 
7.0 

14.2 
')'Z; ... ,. , .. 0 

21.1 
12.0 

8.7 
12.3 

100.0% 

TELEPHONE 
488·1880 
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RELATIONSHIP OF VICTIM OF CRIlvlES 

Of the 1,518 cases sampled, 1,103 were coded for relationship. 

The number and percentage breakdown by relationship is given below for the victims of crime. 

Relationship Number *Percent Distribution 

Parent 4 0.4 
Spouse 30 2.7 
Child 5 0.5 
Brother/Sister 1 0.1 
In-Law 1 0.1 
Common Law 6 0.5 
Boyfriend/Girlfriend 37 3.4 
Friend/ Acquaintance 180 16.3 
Employee/Employer 4 0.4 

*Percent distribution may not total to 100.0 due to rounding. 
Landlord/Tenant 2 0.2 
Stranger 216 19.6 
Undetermined 617 55.9 

TOTAL 1,103 100.0% 

*Percent distribution may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
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, . RELATIONSHIP OF VICTIM IN ASSAULTS 

AGE BREAKDOWN OF ELDERLY 
(60 Years and Over) 

Out of the 308 Assaults sampled, only 222 or 72.1 % were coded with the relationship. 

Age Category Number *Percent Distribution 
The number and percentage breakdown by relationship is given below for Assaults. 

60 13 7.0 Relationship Number *Percent Distribution 

61 10 5.3 
62 10 5.3 Parent 3 1.4 

63 12 6.4 Spouse 24 10.8 

64 7 3.7 Child 2 0.9 
65 11 5.9 Brother/Sister 1 0.4 
66 8 4.3 In-Law 1 0.4 
67 8 4.3 Common Law 6 2.7 
68 8 4.3 Boyfriend/Girlfriend 25 11.3 
69 7 3.7 
70 12 6.4 
71 8 4.3 
72 6 3.2 
73 10 5.3 
74 6 3.2 

Friend/ Acquain tance 85 38.3 
Employee!Employer 2 0.9 
LandlordlTenant 0 0.0 
Stranger 62 27.9 
Undetermined 11 5.0 

75 8 4.3 
76 6 3.2 TOTAL 222 100.0% 

77 4 2.1 
78 4 2.1 *Percent distribution may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 

79 5 2.7 
80 4 2.1 
81 8 4.3 
82 - 90 6 3.2 
91 - 100 6 3.2 

TOTAL 187 100.0% 

*Percent distribution may not total 100.0 due to rounding. 
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE/INFORMATION EVALUATION 

Name ----------------------------------------------------
Title -----------------------------------------------------
Agency (if applicable) __________________ ___ 

Address 
Phone N u-m.,-be-r-----------------------------------

1. How did you find out about the BCJA/FNVWS clearinghouse? 

-- FNVWS brochure 
-- Victim/Witness conferences 
__ Another agency, please note name ____________________________ _ 

Word of mouth --__ Received a mailing from them 
Other 

-- -------------------------------------------------
2. In what way was the TA/lnformation utilized? 

-- Personal edification 
__ Used for ; mprovements/ changes in program or serv; ce deli ver.y 
__ Used for expansion of services for your program 
__ Began a new program 
__ Information was used in a report, case, educational setting, etc. 

Other 
-- -------------------------------------------------

3. 

4. 

Was the information helpful to you? Please circle answer. 
Yes Somewhat 

Information was not helpful because it was: 

__ Not what I requested 
Unrelated to the topic at hand 

-- Outdated 
__ Too general/broad 

Too technical 
-- Other 

No 

-----------------------------------------------------
5. Was your request handled in a timely fashion? 

(Rate on scale of 1 = excellent 5 = poor) 1 2 3 

6. Was your request handled in an appropriate or professional manner? 

Yes 
--No 

If not, how not? 

4 5 

-----------------------------------------------
7. If you are a part of an agency, has the TA/lnformation improved the performance 

of your program? Please explain. 

____ Yes _________________________________________________________ _ 

___ No _______________________________________________________ __ 
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Technical Assistance/Information Evaluation 
Page 2 

8. How can the technical assistance services be improved for you? 

Suggestions: A. 

B. 

C. 

9. Please list any agency you know of in your locality that offers any type of 
V/W services (such as mental health, shelters, community action agencies or 
senior handicapped citizens services, etc.) 

Agency Address Phone Contact Person 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

Please feel free to write in space below 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Introduction ann Overview of the Concern 

The victim of crime in this country has historically 
been the "forgotten" victim. The criminal justice system, in 
its efforts to reduce an ever-escalating crime rate has 
focused its resources on the offender: his apprehension, 
prosecution and rehabilitation. 

The crime victim and the crime witness often endure 
serious emotional trauma ·and financial hardship. Yet, they 
have in the past been left alone to cope with their 
situation. Not only have they had to face their personal 
fears alone, but they have also had to cope with a criminal 
justice system they do not understand, and which has treated 
them with indifference. 

This was true until the mid-sixties when events were 
stimulating new interest in the plight of the victim. As 
federal courts began to require more attention to the rights 
of the offender and prisoners, there was a public outcry for 
the forgotten rights of the victim. In 1965, California 
became the first state to pass victim compensation legisla­
tion. Florida was one of the states leading the nation in 
developing innovative programs to deal with the broad,range 
of victim/witness issues. By 1979, there were over flfty 
victim/witness assistance programs operating in the state 
on a local level. Also by 1979, the Florida Network of 
Victim/Witness Services had been formed as the collective 
voice on victim/witness issues in Florida. 

Because the victim/witness services movement was still 
in the "grass roots" stage, members of the Florida Network of 
Victim/vHtness Services (FNVWS) recognized the need to coor­
dinate services, to develop a means of sharing new methods of 
service delivery and improving old ways, and to provide tech­
nical assistance to those communities wishing to develop 
victim/witness assistance programs. They also recognized the 
fact that they could not effectively provide the coordin~tion 
and technical assistance while trying to develop and adml­
nister their own programs. 

As a result, in 1979, representatives of the FNVWS 
approached the Bureau of Criminal Justice Assistance in the 
Division of Public Safety Planning and Assistance, Department 
of Veteran and Community Affairs. Together Bureau staff and 
FNVWS representatives developed a program for coordinating 
the services offered to victims and witnesses and for 
assessing the needs of victims and witnesses in the state. 
The Victim/Witness Project was funded by the Law Enforcement 
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Assistance Administration under the National Victim/Witness 
Strategy Program in November of 1979 for a period of two 
years. 

During the past two years, the Network and the BCJA 
Project staff have worked together to encourage the develop­
ment of new victim/witness services across the state, and to 
bring visibility to existent programs and the needs and con­
cerns of victims and witnesses. During this ~eriod, the 
Florida Network of Victim/Witness Services, Inc. Directory 
of Victim/Witness Programs in Florida was printed and distri­
buted to law enforcement, social service, and other agencies 
and individuals throughout Florida. Additionally, the 
Network continues to sponsor annual conferences on 
victim/witness issues, and together with staff, provides 
technical assistance to communities wishing to develop or 
expand their programs. Hundreds of hours have been logged by 
Network members and staff providing training to law enfor­
cement personnel and educating the public to the issues. 

As outlined in the grant, the pr.oject was directed to 
examine the needs of victims and witnesses in the state and 
develop a comprehensive plan for addressing the problems 
related to the victim/witness issue. ,After working for two 
years with the FNVWS and the Governor's Victim/vH tness Task 
Force, certain problems have come to the foreground 
repeatedly as situations that must be analyzed and strategies 
developed to alleviate the problems. This Comprehensive 
Victim/Witness Plan for the State of Florida recommends stra­
tegies for addressing these problems and eliminating the term 
"forgotten victims". 

The Problems 

The problems related to the victim/witness issue are 
many and diverse, and range from a shortage of funds for 
operating programs to the wasting of funds through inef­
ficient witness management. The following problems are not 
all-inclusive, but it is the premise of this document that if 
these problems are addressed and resolved, many of the 
remaining difficulties will be lessened or resolved as well. 

A. Problem: 

The incidences of sexual assault, child abuse and 
domestic violence are grossly underreported. Intimate 
victims of violent crimes are the least likely to report 
their victimization, and if they do report, police are 
often unable to pursue the case to conviction because of 
the failure of the law to deal with such intimate crimes 
or because the victim fails to proceed with prosecution. 

An extensive study of spouse abuse in Kentucky in 
1978 showed that one in ten female partners experienced 
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spousal violence during the preceedil'1g twelve months. 
Of that figure, only one in ten reported the violence to 
the police. When the violence is not reported and is 
allowed to continue, the result is often even more 
serious. In 1975, nearly two-thirds of the 20,510 mur­
ders reported to the police (FBI statistics) were com­
mitted by relative, friend, or acquaintange of the 
victim. Over half of the family killings involved one 
spouse killing another (Lynch, 1978). 

In the case of sexual aSJault, estimates as high as 
only one in twenty rapes being reported are not uncom­
mon. The lowest estimate (Amir, 1971) is one of every 
two--still too high. The women who fail to report are 
left alone to deal with the myths surrounding rape: that 
she dressed provocatively, left her window open, she was 
hitch-hiking, or she was "asking for it". She is left 
alone with fears that it might happen again, and the 
rapist is still free. 

Chlld abuse has been one of our society's most hid­
den problems. The criminal justice and social service 
systems have a special responsibility to child abuse 
victims because society must assume that these victims 
cannot be expected to report their victimization. 

In 1980, there were only 198 total prisoners incar­
cerated in Florida in 1980 for such "family offenses" 
which include child battery and spouse abuse. Yet, in 
1978, there were sixty-two thousand cases of suspected 
child abuse or neglect. Like spouse abuse, the problems 
may become even more serious when the abuse goes unre­
ported. The National Juvenile Justice Center reported 
in one study that 20 to 84 percent of all delinquents 
and status offenders came from abused backgrounds. In 
child abuse and child sexual abuse, the victim may never 
be discovered until he or she becomes a part of the cri­
minal justice problem. In addition, abuse is passed on 
from generation to generation as part of a continuing 
chain of abuse. One study of 70 abusers reported that 
at least 63 percent either witnessed or experienced 
abuse while they were growing up (Star, 1978). The 
cycle of abuse can only be broken when the crime is 
reported. 

Problem: 

When a crime victim or witness receives no 
assistance in understanding the criminal justice proce­
dures with which they are involved, when they are left 
in frustration to face court proceedings, both they and 
the criminal justice system suffer. The victim/witness 
leaves the ordeal reluctant to become involved again 
because of the inadequate treatment he has received. He 
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also will prove to be a less than effective witness 
bcause he resents the treatment he has been given and 
because he does not understand what has been expected of 
him. 

In 1977, 45% of all felony cases dropped in 
Detroit, were dropped for witness related reasons; in 
Washington, D.C. the figure was 26%. The victim/witness 
has suffered for what he sees as "doing what was right"; 
the criminal justice system has spent hundreds or even 
thousands of dollars in proceedings with an unsatisfac­
tory conclusion that could have been avoided. 

Problem: 

The inefficient use and management of witnesses 
results in thousands of lost dollars for both the state 
and local court systems: poorly managed witnesses cost 
Florida nearly one million dollars a year, and local 
units of government spend an additional three to four 
million dollars every year. Difficulty in scheduling 
cases because of witness unavailability causes a large 
number of continuations, and thus, means a large amount 
of dollars spent unnecessarily. Also, witnesses who 
are called when not needed, and witnesses unhappy with 
their treatment and ineffective to the point where the 
case might be dropped, cost the state and counties 
thousands of dollars yearly. 

I n Orange County, Florida's Wi tness r~anagement 
Program has shown through their operation a savings of 
nearly half a million dollars in 1980. In Broward 
County, the Annual Report for 1978-79 of their witness 
liaison program states: "As a direct result of the wit­
ness management and coordination procedures instituted 
by (the witness liaison program), the percentage of 
cases 'dismissed' due to 'lack of witnesses' has 
decreased to less than one percent." (Down from the pre­
program level of 13 percent.) 

Poorly managed witnesses also result in a loss for 
.the witness and the community. When he is required to 
take needless hours off from his employment, he fre­
quently loses his income and, in extreme cases, his job. 
This, in turn, means a loss to the community of manpower 
and the possibility of a new welfare recipient. 

As stated earlier in this section, these are by no 
means the only problems faced in dealing with the 
victim/witness issue, but these are major problems that, 
when addressed and resolved, will most assuredly lead to 
the resolution of other issues. 
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III. Goal Statement 

The problems discussed in the previous section begin 
with the victimization and continue throughout the criminal 
justice proceedings, and not only injure the victim and wit­
ness, but prevent the criminal justice system from operating 
as efficiently as possible. Therefore, the goal of this 
document is two-fold: (I) To improve the efficiency of the 
criminal justice system; and (2) To reduce or eliminate the 
hardships faced by victims and witnesses of crime in Florida 
that result from their victimization. 

IV. Recommendations and Strategies 

The BCJA Victim/Witness Project staff believes that by 
improving the services that local communities offer to vic­
tims and witnesses of crime, the foregoing problems can be 
greatly reduced and possibly even eliminated. When the vic­
tims of sexual assault, domestic violence or child abuse are 
assured that they will get help - whether that be in the form 
of emergency medical treatment, temporary shelter or 
counseling - they will be more likely to report their vic­
timization. When a victim or witness of a crime understands 
the criminal justice procedures, when the system realizes the 
trauma of his situation and the valuable role that he plays 
in the prosecution of the case and treats him accordingly, he 
will be a more effective witness and will be more likely to 
get involved again, should the need arise. When witnesses 
are managed efficiently, the savings to the state, to the 
local communities and to the individual is in the millions of 
dollars, and the criminal justice system becomes a more 
effective system. 

The following recommendations are detailed in the docu­
ment, and are designed to help the local communities provide 
the unmet services within their county, achieve the goal of 
improving the criminal justice system and acknowledge the 
rights of the victim. 

A. Recommendation: 

To determine the actual extent of the incidence of 
violent crime and also to accurately project the extent 
of non-reporting, the acts of intimate violence and the 
relationship of offender to victim must become a part of 
the criminal justice reporting system. 

Strategy: 

The Bureau of Criminal Justlcc Assistance will work 
with the Florida Department of Law Enforcement and other 
appropriate law enforcement agencies to incorporate the 
relationship of offender to victim into the reporting 
system. This will provide the data necessary for 
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justifYin~ funds for various victim/witness programs, as 
well as glve an accurate plcture of incidence of inti­
mate violence in the state. 

B. Recommendation: 

To increase the reporting of child abuse, sexual 
ass~ult and domestic violence, there must be vehicles 
avallable that encourage the victims to report. The 
do~ument recommends that services to victims of these 
c~lmes should be developed in each of the state's coun­
tles at a l~vel c~mpatible with the population of the 
county and ltS crlme rate. 

Strategy: 

The BCJA will make available guidelines for the 
s~lf-assessment of victim/witness needs within the coun­
tles. . T~e self-assessment will include methods of 
deter~lnlng exactly what level of service is needed to 
alle~:ate the problem. The document also includes a 
d~ta~led chart on the services currently available 
wlthln the state, county by county. From that chart 
each c~unty can de~ermine what is available in their' 
co~munlty, and begln to determine what needs are not 
belng met. 

C. Recommendation: 

E~ther the S~ate Attorney's Office or the Circuit 
Court ln each reglon should c~n~ider the effect of poor 
witness management on the efflclency of their systems 
and develop programs, based on their needs, to improv~ 
witness manage~ent. 

Strategy: 

The BCJA will provide statistics from currently 
o~erating programs that demonstrate the efficiency of 
wlt~ess management programs. Again, the chart of 
avallable services included in the document will indi­
cate where these services are not provided. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The intent of this document is to provide a profile of 
the problems of victims and witnesses of crime in Florida. 
It deals specifically with the strategies recommended for 
addressing these problems in the state, including the need 
for and cost-effectiveness of victim/witness programs. 

The victim, defined as a person against whom a crime 
has been committed, has been in recent history forgotten. 
According to the Florida Department of Law Enforcement, one 
in twelve persons in Florida was the victim of a crime in 
1980. However, the criminal justice system, in its efforts 
to reduce an ever-escalating crime rate, has focused its 
resources on the offender - his apprehension, prosecution 
and control. Very few resources focus on the victim of a 
crime. The "Criminal Injustice System" chart on the 
following page provides a very graphic picture of the 
experience of a "law abiding citizen" within a system insen­
sitive to his needs. 

The witness to a crime is a person who has been or is 
expected to be summoned to testify in court. The interests 
of victims and witnesses are complementary in some 
situations and divergent in others. However, the crime vic­
tim and the crime witness both often endure serious emo­
tional trauma and financial hardship as a result of their 
contact with crime and the criminal justice system. 

The welfare of these two special categories of citizens 
is especially important to the state's criminal justice 
system because they play a crucial role in identifying and 
successfully prosecuting criminal offenders. A victim or 
witness who has received sensitive and supportive treatment 
from all parts of the criminal justice system is more likely 
to serve that system well. On the other hand, a criminal 
justice system that fails to recognize the needs of victims 
and witnesses not only loses the possibility of cooperative 
and effective help, but also loses millions of dollars 
annually in dismissed cases and poorly managed witnesses. 

This document will provide a profile of the problems 
that result from not providing services to victims and wit­
nesses, the current status of these programs in Florida, and 
the strategies recommended by the BCJA for addressing these 
problems. 

Historical Background: 

It is very appropriate that Florida should be deve­
loping this document for victim/witness services: Florida 
has always been one of the states leading the nation in 
addressing the needs and concerns of crime victims and wit­
nesses. 
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THE CRIMINAL INJUSTICE SYSTEM 
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The first annual Victim Services Conference was held in 
Ft. Lauderdale in the summer of 1974. That conference led 
to the development of the National Organization of Victim 
Assistance (NOVA), \'lhich has grown into a major advocacy 
group on victim/witness issues and legislation. One of the 
nation's first Victim Advocacy programs was established in 
Ft. Lauderdale in 1974 using Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration (LEAA) funding. In the same year, the Dade 
County hospital system mandated the creation of one of the 
nation's first comprehensive Sexual Assault Treatment 
Centers (SATC} to serve the needs of rape victims. Hubbard 
House in Jacksonville, Florida, was one of the state's first 
grass roots efforts to fund a shelter for abused women and 
their children. It had continued to expand its services 
during the last five years of operation, serving as a model 
for many of the smaller shelters wibhin the network of 
spouse abuse facilities in Florida. 

Florida has also pioneered in its legislative and law 
enforcement treatment of victim/witness issues: 

(1) The Involuntary Sexual Battery Statute passed in 
October of 1974 has served as a legislative guide 
to other states. 

(2) Florida was one of the first states to implement 
the model child abuse legislation proposed by the 
American Humane Association in 1974. 

(3) In 1978 Florida assured a funding base for spouse 
abuse shelters by adding a $5.00 tax to marriage 
licenses which is earmarked for such shelters. 

(4) The Florida Legislature has required that a plan 
on crime against the elderly be developed yearly 
to deal with the special crime problems of 
Florida's large elderly population. 

(5) The law enforcement curriculum for the cer­
tification of sworn officers in Florida now 
includes a forty hour training module on crime 
prevention and victimization. And, finally, 

(6) The state passed victim compensation legislation 
in 1977, along with legislation to give police the 
authority to arrest the abusive party in mis­
demeanor cases of domestic violence. Through such 
legislation and innovative programming, Florida 
serves as a national model in victim/witness ser­
vices. 

By 1979, Florida had over fifty victim/witness 
programs operating at the local level. There was, 
however, no single means of coordinating the activities 
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and efforts of local and state victim/witness services. 
There was a need for a staff to provide assistance to agen­
cies and individuals seeking to develop new victim/witness 
programs; to keep existing programs abreast of current 
information about national and state programming; to func­
tion as a statewide liaison to other state agencies with 
interests in victim/witness assistance; to identify relevant 
services and collect specific data on victims and witnesses 
of crimes in Florida; and to develop model legislation and 
service alternatives for use by new or expanding programs in 
the state. Most importantly, there was a need to integrate 
the traditional perspectives of both social service and cri­
minal justice into unified victim/witness services for 
Florida. 

The Florida Network of Victim/Witness Services (FNVNB) 
was organized in 1979 by local service providers. One of 
its purposes was to develop a network to share problems and 
solutions, and assist in developing new programs throughout 
the state. However, the field was rapidly growing and 
existing programs were frequently experiencing growth of 
their own. The time and manpower to assist other com­
munities was limited. 

At the request of the Florida Network of Victim/Witness 
Services (FNVWS), the Bureau of Criminal Justice Assistance 
(BCJA) in the Department of Veteran and Community Affairs 
developed a Victim/Witness Services Project to provide the 
services to Florida's citizens detailed in the preceding 
paragraph. The proposed project was first funded by dollars 
under the National Victim/Witness Strategy program in 
November, 1979. 

Since the program was funded in 1979, the major 
accomplishments of the project have included: 

(1) A survey in the fall of 1980 of all identified 
victim/witness assistance projects in the state. 
The survey, a complete analysis of which is 
included in Appendix A, provided detailed infor­
mation on the level of programming that now exists 
in the state, as well as indicating areas that 
have service needs. 

(2) From material gathered through the survey and the 
Florida Neblork of Victim/Wi tness Services, Inc., 
a Directory of Victim/Witness Programs in Florida 
was printed and distributed throughout the state. 

(3) A newsletter is pUblished to help service provi­
ders, other professionals and individuals keep 
abreast of events and updates in the field. 
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(4) Almost completed is a process to develop "minimum 
service model program guidelines" that will enable 
communities, organizations, or government agencies 
to assess their need for services and f0llow 
guidelines for minimum services that victims and 
witnesses should receive. 

Al~hough the LEAA funding was terminated in 
January, 1982 t the Bureau of Criminal Justice 
Assistance" believes that, in accordance with its goa18 
of increasing the efficiency of the criminal justice 
system and reducing or eliminating the hardships faced 
by victims and witnesses of crime in Florida, the 
effort must continue. Hopefully, this document will 
provide an impetus for local communities to examine the 
needs of victims and witnesses in their area and deve­
lop strategies to meet those needs. As in the past, 
the BCJA will provide the tech~ical assistance, support 
and coordinating activities necessary to accomplish the 
tasks enumerated in this document. 
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II. VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICES: THE NEED 

A. Victime an? Advocacy: 

B. 

In 1980, there were 849,318 reported criminal 
offenses in the state of Florida that were crimes 
against a person or his property, which means that 
potentially, there were 849,318 victims. Ideally, the 
methods of addressinq the needs of these victims would 
be to have comprehensive victim advocacy programs 
throughout the state - programs that could provide 
the necessary assistance to every crime victim. 

Few communities have had the financial resources 
to institute such comprehensive programs, and have 
therefore focused on victims who most often have very 
specialized needs: the victims of child abuse and 
child sexual abuse, domestic violence, rape and sexual 
assault. 

Florida is fortunate to have several victim advo­
cacy programs that provide or refe: servi?es for,vic­
tims of all crimes. (See the sectIon of StateWIde 
Information on Specialized Programs".) In the future, 
we hope that many more communities will develop or ~ake 
changes in existing services to allow for general VIC­
tim advocacy. We have chosen to address those areas 
of victimization in which the victims require very 
special services, as well as general victim advocacy. 

Victims With Special Needs: 

When services are not provided to victims and wit­
nesses of crime, the individual, community, and the 
criminal justice system suffer. 

Although not every crime victim requires spe­
cialized assistance, victims of rape and sexual assault, 
child abuse and domestic violence do need help. They 
are the most likely victims to be unable to or fail to 
report their victimization. Many times they are, 
deeply afraid of the consequences of such r~portln9 on 
their own lives. The result of underreportlng, WhICh 
is extreme in these areas, is that an offender goes 
free, and the victim continues to suffer. The effects 
of underreporting extend further: 

Child abuse victims who go unprotected often 
end up in the criminal justice system as juvenile 
delinquents, chronic runaways, prostitutes, or 
drug addicts. During their youth they may be 
referred to juvenile authorities, but when they 
achieve legal adult status, they continue to be 
the responsibility of the criminal justice system. 
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An editorial in the Jacksonville Times-Union 
pointed to a study of California's prison system 
which showed that 90% of a large sampling of con­
victs had been victims of child abuse (Editorial, 
March 19, 1981). The National Juvenile Justice 
Center reviewed the available literature on 
offender/child abuse and found that a significant 
percentage of all delinquents and status offenders 
came from abused backgrounds. 

In child abuse and child sexual assault, the 
victimization may never be discovered until he or 
she has become a part of the criminal justice 
problem. In addition, abuse is passed on from 
generation to generation as part of a continuing 
chain of abuse. One study of 70 abusers reported 
that at least 63% either witnessed or experienced 
physical abuse while they were growing up (Star, 
1978). 

Domestic violence victims who fail to report 
their victimization out of fear, or the belief 
that no one will be sympathetic to their needs, 
continue to suffer - and their dilemma might lead 
to more severe consequences. 

In 1975, according to the F.B.I., there were 
an estimated 20,510 murders reported to the police 
in this country. Approximately two-thirds of 
those murders were committed by a relative, friend, 
or acquaintance of the victims. Over half of the 
family killings involved one spouse killing the 
other (Lynch, 1978). 

There appears to be a distinct relationship 
between domestic-related homicides and aggravated 
assaults, and prior police interventions for dispu­
tes and disturbances. A Kansas City study found 
that in the two years preceding a domestic assault 
or homicide, the police had been at the address of 
the incident for disturbance calls at least once 
in about 85% of the cases, and at least five times 
in about 50% of the cases. 

Sexual assault with its accompanying physical 
and psychological injuries is one of our society's 
most serious forms of personal trauma. Yet the 
victim has many reasons to avoid reporting such an 
attack to the authorities. The many myths 
surrounding rape place the responsibility for the 
assault on the victim: 

1. the victim dressed provocatively; 
2. the victim didn't put up a struggle; 
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3. the victim opened the door to his/her 
apartment; 

4. the victim left a window open; 
5. the victim was alone after dark. 

Each of these comments implies that the vic­
ti~ was "asking for it." In reporting to the 
police, the victim places him/herself in jeopardy 
of a continuing victimization, a reliving of the 
incident with multiple interviews and public expo­
sures of his/her most intimate feelings and fears. 
In the early 1970's estimates of reported rape 
went as high as one in twenty actual occurances 
and as low as one in two (Amir 1971). Since that 
time, the availability of sensitive rape treatment 
programs has increased the probability of 
reporting. Victims treated through such programs 
consistently report a greater willingness to pur­
sue their cases to court. 

Publicity about such programs has encouraged 
victims to report rape. The 1977 national crime 
survey statistics reflected an all time high of 
68% of rapes reported. In communities where such 
rape programs exist, there is an improved chance 
of arresting and convicting the rapist because a 
wider body of information is available to the 
police and to the prosecutor. This is cost effec­
tive programming. 

One Rape Crisis Center in Louisiana reported 
that in 1974, prior to the establishment of its 
program, there were 98 reported rapes in their 
jurisdiction. Of those assaults, 38% resulted in 
an arrest, but only 3% of those arrested were con­
victed. That means that one assailant of 98 
reported was convicted. In 1979, after 
establishing the Rape Crisis Center in Baton 
Rouge, the same jurisdiction reported 109 rapes, 
47% of attackers arrested, and 90% convicted: a 
proud record and one which is directly correlated 
to the support and cooperation between the crisis 
center and the authorities. (Such data is hard to 
find, but it shows that the criminal justice 
system needs special support to ensure that crimi­
nals are convicted and that the victims do not 
receive further injury at the hands of the system 
which should be helping them achieve justice when 
they are victimized.) 

Witness Utilization: 

Witnesses play a vital role within the criminal 
justice system. Yet for years, witness utilization, a 
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term which refers to providing and improving services 
to victims and witnesses of crime in relation to 
courtroom proceedings - has not been given a very high 
priority within the system. Recently, the problems 
witnesses face have come into the foreground and are 
gaining attention. 

In addition to the emotional trauma involved with 
being a victim or witness to a crime, the 
victim/witness frequently encounters more trauma when 
trying to understand and cope with criminal justice 
proceedings. It makes them reluctant to become 
involved, and has left many individuals with very nega­
tive feelings about the criminal justice system. They 
have to deal with repeated, often unexplained and unne­
cessary summonses; a general lack of knowledge of the 
proceedings they are involved in; loss of income 
because of the time off from jobs to testify; and a 
lack of sensitivity to their needs as witnesses -- i.e. 
assistance with employers, transportation to and from 
proceedings or interviews, day car( for children while 
in court and a feeling of fear of defendants, or even 
of the justice system. 

The criminal justice system has suffered as well. 
The State spends an average of one million dollars a 
year on witness fees, and local units of government 
spend an additional three to four million dollars 
yearly (based upon information from the State Court 
Administrator's Office). The Broward County Annual 
Report for 1979 states that their witness management 
program saved approximately one-half million dollars 
from October, 1978 through September, 1979. Assuming 
that those areas without witness management would bene­
fit as Broward has, the State could save thousands of 
dollars yearly, and local judicial ci rcui ts mi llio,ls of 
dollars in witness fees. 

Additionally, witnesses that go into courtroom 
proceedings unfamiliar with what is expected of them or 
what they will encounter there, frequently prove to be 
ineffective witnesses. This might well result in the 
loss of a conviction - again, costing the State and 
local communities thousands and thousands of dollars 
every year. The chart on the following page presents a 
picture of what effect poorly managed witnesses can 
have on the judicial process. As you will note on the 
"Criminal Courts - Felony Cases Dropped for Witness 
Reasons," chart, as many as 45% of all felony cases 
dropped in Detroit for a one-year period were dropped 
for reasons re la ted to the witnesses. (Please see the 
section on Specialized Programs for information on cost 
effectiveness of witness management programs.) 
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CRIMINAL COURTS 
FELONY CASES DROPPED FOR WITNESS REASONS 

FIRST SIX MONTHS OF 1977 

45% 

TOTAL CASES 
DISMISSED 

1828 

CASES DISMISSED 
FOR WITNESS 

REASONS 

435 28% 

TOTAL CASES 
DISMISSED 

21% 871 
TOTAL CASES CASES DISMISSED 

DISMISSED FOR WITNESS 
REASONS 

1795 

CASES DISMISSED 
187 

FOR WITNESS 
REASONS 

378 

Detroit Los Angeles Wash., D.C. 

REASONS INCLUDE 

I. NO SHOW: Witness notified but failed to appear 

2. UNAVAILA8LE: Unable to locate witness 

3. POLlCE OFFICER: Witness was a police officer 
who failed to appear 

4. TESTIMONY: Prosecutor decides witness 
testimony won't stand 

5. SIGN OFF: Won't prosecute. withdraws complaint 

6. PRIVILEGE: Unable to qualify. such as priest, 
lawyer. 

18% 
TOTAL CASES 16% 

DISMISSED TOTAL CASES 
DISMISSED 

220 
295 

CASES DISMISSED 
FOR WITNESS CASES DISMISSED 

REASONS FOR WITNESS 
REASONS 

41 
43 

New Orleans Indianapolis 

FROM THE DETROIT NEWS 
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III. VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICES: THE CURRENT STATUS 

A. County by County Statistical Information: 

Table 1. Victim/Witness Services Available in Florida 
by County -

This Table provides information on the 
victim/witness services that are available in each 
county, based upon the 1980 Victim/Witness Survey and 
the March~ 1981 update. 

The lecter in parenthesis next to each county name 
(i.e., (A) Alachua) indicates the level of services 
within the county. The letters represent the following 
service levels: 

(A) Indicates that the county has comprehensive 
services to victims and witnesses. This does 
not nec8ssarily mean that the services avail­
able are adequate to serve all the needs of 
the county's victims and witnesses, but there 
are programs addressing the needs of the rape 
victim, abused spouses, abused and sexually 
abused children, the crime witness, crime 
victims' family, and other crime victims. 

(B) Indicates that although there are multiple 
services available, there are not services 
provided in every area of victim advocacy. 
For example, a county that provides services 
for rape victims and child abuse victims, but 
none for the abused spouse or the crime wit­
ness, would fall into this category. 

(C) Indicates that the county has only one spe­
cialized program providing services to vic­
tims and witnesses. 

(D) Indicates that based upon survey results and 
telephone follow-ups, the county has no orga­
nized victim/witness assistance programs. 

Additionally, although twelve spouse abuse 
shelters in the state receive at least a portion of 
their funding from the Department of Health and 
Rehabilitative Services (and therefore service the 
entire HRS District in which they are located), only 
the county in which the shelter is located is marked as 
having a shelter. The main reason for this is that 
frequently the HRS district is very large, and the 
shelter too far away from many areas to serve them 
effectively. Whereas the location of the shelter 
within the district may indicate that services are 
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available within the oistrict, services are frequently 
limited to the county in which the shelter is based. 
Indicating that shelter services are available in every 
county would be misleading. 

Also not shown on this chart are the HRS Single 
Intake programs for abused children. 

Basically, the chart shows that forty-one counties 
in the state have no organized victim/witness 
assistance programs with the remaining counties having 
varying degrees of services. Five counties have 
comprehensive services for victims and witnesses, ten 
counties have multiple services, and eleven counties 
have one program. 

Two counties and the service level they have been 
given, as indicated on the Table, require additional 
clarification: 

Leon County, which appears to provide services to 
all categories of victims and to witnesses, has been 
given a "B" service level because there is not a 
program specifically designed to assist rape victims. 
Both the spouse abuse shelter and the witness mana­
gement program provide services, but there is no 
program exclusively designed for dealing with rape and 
sexual assault cases. 

Pinellas County also appears to have comprehensive 
services, but has also been given a "B" service level 
because three of the four programs in the county serve 
victims and/or witnesses only within their specified 
municipalities: 

1. Clearwater Police Department Victim 
Assistance Program serves victims within the 
City of Clearwater. 

2. Largo Police Department Crime Prevention Unit 
works )nly within the City of Largo. 

3. Pinellas Park Police Department aids victims 
and witnesses within Pinellas Park. 

Only the St. Petersburg Free Clinic for the Abused 
Spouse serves the entire county. 

Table 2. Law Enforcement Budgets 

Providing services to victims and witnesses of 
crime and acknowledging the rights of victims must 
become an integral part of the criminal justice system. 
However, the budgeting of funds for victim/witness 
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programs in 1980, particularly as compared to dollars 
expended on local law enforcement, does not indicate 
much progress in this area. As the chart indicates 
t~e ~ajo:ity of the counties have no budgets for ' 
~lctlm/w1tness p:og:ams with hundreds of thousands, and 
1n some cases, m1ll10ns of dollars for law enfornement. 
The 1980 budgets for victim/witness programs represent 
less than 1% of the amount spent on local law enfor­
cement in that year. 

Table 3. County Population and Violent Crime Statistics 

Table 3 provides a county by county view of the inci­
~ence of ~iolent crime within Florida in 1980. Also 
1ncluded 1S the population percentage affected by 
violent crime. 
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VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICES AVAILABLE 
IN FI.JORIDA B.Y COUNTY 

Sexually Crime Crime 
TABLE 1. Rape Abused Abused Abused Crime Victims' Victim #01' 

Victim Spouse Child Child Witness Family (Other) Programs 

(A) Alachua • • • • • • • 3 
(D) Baker 0 
(0) Bay 0 
(0) Bradford () 

(B) Brevard • • • • • 2 
(Al Blllward • • • • • • • 5 
(0) Calhoun 0 
(C) Charlotte • • • I 
(D) Citru~ 0 
(D) Clay 0 
(Bl Collier • • • • • 2 
(C) Columbia • I 
(A) Dade • • • • • • • 7 
(0) DeSoto 0 
(D) Dixie 0 
(8) Duval • • • • • • • <I 
(13 1 Esctlmbia • • • 3 
(D) Flagler () 

(D) Franklin 0 
(0) Gadsden 0 
(0) Gilchrist 0 
(D) Glade5 () 

(0) Gull' 0 
(D) Hamilton 0 
(D) Hardee 0 
(0) Hendry 0 
(C) Hernando • • • • I 
(0) Highlands 0 
(13) Hilhborough • • • • • • 2 
(D) Hllltnes 0 
(C) Indian River • • I 
(D) Jackson 0 
(D) Jefferson 0 
(D) Lafayette 0 
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VIC~rIM/WITNESS SERVICES AVAILABLE 
IN FLORIDA BY COUNTY 

TABLE I. Sexually Crime Crime 
Continued 

Rape Abused Abused Abused Crime Vietims' Victim #01' Victim Spouse Child Child Witness Family (Othel') Programs 
(D) Lake 
(C) Lee • 0 

I (8) Leon • • • • • • • 2 (D) Levy 
0 (0) Liberty 
0 (8) Madison 
0 (13) M!lmllee • • • 2 I (C) Marion • • • • 1* (D) Martin 
() (D) Monroe 
0 (D) Nassau 

(D) Okuloosa () 

(D) Okeechobee 0 
0 (AlOrange • • • • • • • 3 (C) Osceola • • • • • I (A) Palm Beach • • • • • <I (e) Pasco • • • • I (\3) Pinellas** • • • • • • • <I (C) Polk • • • • I (0) Putnam 

(e) SI. Johns • 0 
I (0) SI. Lucie 
0 (l) Santa Rosa 
0 (B) Sarasota • lit • • 2 (Cl Seminole • • • • • • I (D) Sumter 
0 (l) Suwanee 
0 ([) Taylor 
0 (D) Union 
0 (0) Wakulla 
0 (B) Volusia • • • 2 CD) Walton 
() 

(0) Washington 
0 

*lnrOl'lnlltion not u\'ailuhle ,~. progl'am b new, 
**Although it llppeur~ that Pinellas County has four programs serving the cllIire County, three serve only specified municipalities: 

C/l'ar"'all'I' Police Dept .. Victim Assi~tance Program, City or Clearwater only: 
Largo Police Dept .. Crime Pl'evention Unit, City or Largo only: 
i';I/{ll/a.l' Park Police Dept .. City or Pinellas Park only, 

Only the SI. Petersburg Free Clinic 1'01' Abll.~ed Spouse serves the entire County, 

Statbtics based fall 1980 Victim/Witness and March 1981 update 
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A COMPARISON OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
AND,lICTIM/WITNESS BUDGETS 

TABLE 2 

1979 LAW ENFORCEMENT 19HO 1979 LAW ENFORCEMENT 
BllDGETS BY COUNTY Y IW BUDGETS BUDGl~TS BY COLINTY 

ALACHUA $ 9.206.884 $ I 23.()OO LAKE $ 3.043.095 
BAKER 547.816 0 LEE 9,160,113 
BAY 5.572.125 () LEON 8,839,884 
BRADFORD 613,181 () LEVY 845,162 
BREVARD 14.061,533 190.500 LIBERTY 176,782 
BROWARD 89.513,000 681.758 MADISON 534.074 
CALHOUN 423,482 0 MANATEE 6,591.631 
CHARLO'rl'E 2.655,876 45,930 MARION 6,346,537 
CITRUS 1,547,435 0 MARTIN 3.926,055 
CLAY 2,443,501 0 MONROE 4,474,676 
COLLIER 6,675,015 100.000 NASSAU 578,473 
COLUMBIA 1,229,299 10.000 OKALOOSA 4.854,354 
DADE 131.095,243 1.190.273 OKEECHOBEE 1.270,181 
DESOTO 1.053.532 0 ORANGE 37.324.382 
DIXIE 299.732 0 OSCEOLA 3,872,113 
DUVAL 37.651,658 177.000 PALM BEACH 47,981.764 
ESCAMBIA 10.346,920 55.092 PASCO 6.820.339 
FLAGLER 662.153 0 PINELLAS 45,861,824 
FRANKLIN 505,888 0 POLK 16.432.949 
GADSDEN 1,552,666 0 PUTNAM 2.204.531 
GILCHRIST 241.736 0 ST. JOHNS 3.397.264 
GLADES 433,034 0 ST. LUCIE 5.337,521 
GULF 222.344 0 SANTA ROSA 2.161,444 
HAMILTON 548,268 0 SARASOTA 12.141.966 
HARDEE 1.083,358 0 SEMINOLE 9.360.506 
HENDRY 1,462.148 0 SUMTER 349,806 
HERNANDO 357,551 110 respOllse 011 SlIl'VCV SUWANNEE 609.436 
HIGHLANDS 2,573.534 0 TAYLOR 758,089 
HILLSBOROUGH 41.385,359 153,874 UNION 276,001 
HOLMES 396,464 0 VOLUSIA 16.855.382 
INDIAN RIVER 3.917.703 no re~ponsc on ~lII'vey WAKULLA 39.187 
JACKSON 1.145.378 0 WALTON 599.332 
JEFFERSON 429,028 0 WASHINGTON 149.246 
LA.FAYETTE 29.846 0 
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POPULATION & VIOLENT CRIME 
ST ATISTIC·S 

# of % of Population 
Population Violent Crimes Affected by 

TABLE 3. 1980 1980 Violent Crimes 

ALACHUA 438,376 IAOI 1.01 . 
BAKER 13.415 67 . 50 
BAY 97.479 414 .42 
BRADFORD 17,360 88 .51 
BREVARD 275,779 1.584 .57 
BROWARD 966~083 9.899 1.02 
CALHOUN 3.952 12 .13 
CHARLOTTE 57.980 123 .21 
CITRUS 53.136 102 .19 
CLAY 67.089 83 .12 
COLLIER 84,387 536 .64 
COLUMBIA 34,625 254 .73 
DADE 1.514,285 30.191 1.92 
DESOTO 19,040 77 .40 
DIXIE 7.656 13 .17 
DUVAL 571.441 5.150 .90 
ESCAMBIA 233.196 2.110 .90 
FLAGLER 10.565 74 .70 
FRANKLIN 7.530 II .15 
GADSDEN 40,009 8 tl2 
GILCHRIST 5.733 8 .14 
GLADES 6,025 36 .60 
GULF 10,541 44 .42 
HAMILTON 8,561 51 .60 
HARDEE 19,130 40 .23 
HENDRY 18,588 III .60 
HERN1..NDO 43,841 342 .78 
HIGHLANDS 47.313 236 .50 
HILLSBOROUGH 640,256 7.643 1.19 
HOLMES 14.616 18 .12 
INDIAN RIVER 57.217 228 .40 
JACKSON 38.945 90 .23 
JEFFERSON 10,047 33 .33 
LAFAYETTE 3.994 2 .05 
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POPULATION & VIOLENT CRIME 
STATISTICS 

.. 

# of % of Population 
TABLE 3. Population Violent Crimes Affected by 
Continued 1980 1980 Violent Crimes 

LAKE 103.853 596 .57 
LEE 204,277 1.146 .56 
LEON 146.152 1.252 .86 
LEVY 17.630 118 .67 
LIBERTY 4.223 9 .27 
MADISON 14,631 41 .28 
MANATEE 141.188 1,050 .74 
MARION 118.140 835 .71 
MARTIN 62.979 305 040 
MONROE 62.798 686 1.09 
NASSAU 32,925 170 .52 
OKALOOSA 109.717 217 .20 
OKEECHOBEE 20.324 123 .61 
ORANGE 467,664 5.953 1.27 
OSCEOLA 49,103 348 .70' 

PALM BEACH 553,306 5.896 1.07 
PASCO 190.861 744 .39 
PINELLAS 727.227 4,913 .68 
POLK 321,874 2,821 .88 
PUTNAM 48.755 301 .62 
ST. JOHNS 49.601 378 .76 
ST. LUCIE 86,969 887 .21 
SANTA ROSA 55.751 186 .33 
SARASOTA 199.330 787 .39 
SEMINOLE 177.779 796 045 
SUMTER 23.784 133 .56 
SUWANEE 21.671 30 .14 
TAYLOR 15.709 98 .62 
UNION 10.186 13 .13 
WAKULLA 10,694 37 .35 
VOLUSIA 249,434 2,010 .81 
WALTON 21.148 27 .13 
WASHINGTON 14.331 29 .20 
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1 B. Statewide Information on Specialized Programs 

As a result of the grass roots movements of the 
seventies, a number of community based programs pro­
viding services to victims of specific crimes were 
developed across the State. Victims of rape and 
domestic violence were especially seen as needing ser­
vices that had not previously been offered. The abused 
and sexually abused child was, and continues to be, 
served through the Department of Health and 
Rehabilitative Services. 

In more recent years, the needs of victj,ms of all 
types of crime are better recognized, and programs have 
been established to deal with the problems they face as 
victims and witnesses of crime. 

The following section presents the results of the 
1980 Victim/Witness Survey in terms of specialized 
programs. Although some programs designed for general 
victim advocacy and witness management serve a broad 
range of crime victims, they still provide direct ser­
vices in specific areas - i.e., a program will provide 
notification of witness dates only, or assistance in 
filling out crimes compensation forms only - and they 
are therefore considered specialized programs. Also 
included in this section is a review of survey material 
on victim advocate programs, the programs which provide 
a wide range of services to victims and witnesses. 

Sexual Assault Programs in Florida 

Sexual assault programs in Florida run the gamut 
from fully staffed medical treatment and counseling 
programs located in or near hospitals to a single 
volunteer working with a rural sheriff's department as 
an "on-call" rape crisis aide. All the sexual assault 
programs mentioned in this section provide crisis 
intervention, rape counseling, and adjustive therapy 
on a short term basis. They also emphasize special 
training in rape awareness and sensitivity to rape 
issu~s, especially for mental health professionals and 
interested volunteers. 

The map, "Programs Serving Sexual Assault Victims", 
on the following page shows the location of those 
programs with specialized rape assistance services. In 
the following paragraphs, the types of rape assistance 
available in Florida will be detailed. 

Extensive rape crisis assistance services are 
available in Dade and Broward Counties in South 
Florida. The Rape Treatment Center at Jackson Memorial 
Hospital in Miami (serving over 1,000 victims a year) 
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PROGRAMS SERVING 
SEXUAL ASSAULT VICTIMS 

SOURCE: 1980 Victim/Witness S'llvey 
(These are programs with specialized rape & sexual assault 
treatment programs) 

1. Esrambia County Sheriff's Office, Pensacola; 
Ra e Crisis Center of West Florida, Pensacola; . 

2. Vi~tim/Witness Assistance Unit, 2nd Judicial CircUIt, ~a~la~as~ee; !: Alachua County Crime Victim Advo.cates. Program, Gamesville, 
5. Rape Victim Advocate Program.' IGamesvllle; 
6. Hubbard House, Inc., Jacksonvil e; . 
7. Tri-County Mental Health servCi~es, .St.DAug

t 
ustmBee;ach' 

Victim Advocate, 7th Judicial Ircult, ay ona . ' 
8. Guidance Center of Hernando County, Brooksvlile; 
9. Victim Services in Seminole County Sheriff's Department, Sanford; . 
~~: Orange County Sheriff's Department, Victim Advocate Program, Orlando, 

12. Victim Liaison Unit, Orlando; . h . 
Human Development Center of Pnsco County, New Port RIC ey, 

13. Victim Assistance Program, Clearwater ~olice ~epartment; 
~~: Largo Police Department Crime pVre.ve~tJ°An ~sntlat'n' ce Program' 
6 Pinellas Park Police Department, Ictlm SSI . ' 

~ 7: Rape Crisis Center of HiIlsborough io~n?, J,ampa, 
18. Rape Crisis Center of Po~k ~ount~, a e an , 
19. Help Now in Osceola, KISSimmee, . '. 
o Commission Against Sexual Assault, TltuSVI\le, . 

2 . Rape Crisis-Manatee Community Mental Health Center, Bradenton, 

~~: Safespace & Rape Crisis Center of Sarasota; . 
Charlotte County Probation Department, ~unta Gorda, . 

23. Palm Beach County Victim/Witness SerVices,. West p~lm Bea~?, 
2~. Pompano Beach Police Department, Community RelatIOns Unit, 
2 . Witness Liaison Officc, Broward County. Ft. Laudcrdale; 
26. Victi~ Advocate Program, Ft. Lauderdale Police Department; 
27. Women in Distress of Broward County, Ft. Lauderdale; 
28. Broward County Sexual Assault Treatment Center, Ft. ~au~erdale; 
29. R Treatment Center Jackson Memorial Hospital, Miami; . ., 
~~: D~~~ County Victim Advocates/ Advocates for Sexually Abused Children, Miami. 
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1 and the Broward County Sexual Assault Treatment Center 
in Ft. Lauderdale (serving over 600 victims a year) 
provide comprehensive services. They include initial 
medical and psychological treatment, provision of evi­
dence and testimony necessary for prosecution of any 
apprehended offender, follow-up medical and long term 
adjustment counseling, as well as explanat~Dns and sup­
port to the victim for the prosecution of the attacker. 
These major agencies, like many smaller rape crisis 
programs, serve an important role in eaucat'ing the 
public about the effectiveness of and the need for 
their services, and provide a much needed service to 
their communities. Both of these large programs rely 
on local government for the major part of their finan­
cial support. 

The Rape Crisis Center of Hillsborough County is 
the third largest sexual assault program in the state. 
This Center has been relying on Tampa General Hospital 
Emergency Room for its medical-evidentiary treatment. 
Their survey response indicates that trained nurses 
perform the medical examination. They also conduct the 
sexual assault examination within the Center itself. 

There are modestly funded rape assistance programs 
in Lakeland, Gainesville and West .Palm Beach. Rape 
Crisis of Polk County in Lakeland received funding 
through the federal CETA program for its staff which 
serves six victims per month in that county. The Rape 
Victim Advocate Program in Alachua County (Gainesville) 
was developed through the State Attorney's Office from 
an LEAA grant. That program serves an average of fif­
teen clients per month, and the program hopes to 
receive permanent funding through the Alachua County 
Commission. Palm Beach County Victim Services includes 
a special Sexual Assault Division which assists an 
average of thirty rape victims per month. The program 
is supported totally through the Board of County 
Commissioners which has committed itself to con­
tinuation of the entire Palm Beach Victim/Witness 
Program. 

There are three other sexual assault assistance 
programs which have a distinct community identity but 
minimal funding. For example, the Brevard County 
Commission Against Sexual Assault survives on a budget 
of $1,500 from local donations. This program, located 
in Titusville, serves up to twenty victims each month 
and has a major volunteer assistance .program with 25 
active volunteers who assist with both victim support 
and public education programs. This is perhaps the 
lowest cost, highest client ratio of any rape 
assistance program in the state. The Director is a 
full time felony attorney with the State Attorney's 
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Office who serves on a volunteer basis. She is sup­
ported through her regular position in the State 
Attorney's Office, and her defined duties in that 
office allow her to devote a portion of her time and 
per diem costs to sexual assault victims. 

The Titusville program demonstrates one kind of 
involvement and support which can be provided through a 
local State Attorney's Office, even using limited 
resources. State Attorneys' victim/witness programs 
reflect a wide variety of commitment and involvement 
with victim/witness assistance. However, their major 
access to clients is at the time of apprehension of 
the offender rather than at the time of the crime. 

Other rape assistance programs include the Rape 
Crisis Center of West Florida in Pensacola. It is a 
program serving ten clients per month with a $1,200 
annual budget based on local contributions. This 
program is working to coordinate more closely with the 
Escambia County Sheriff's Office Rape Assistance 
program and the YWCA and Community Mental Health Center 
(CMHC). The Sheriff's Office has a single volunteer 
who assists officers in escorting the victim through 
medical examination and the first hours of contact with 
the police. 

The following four rape assistance programs are 
based in mental health centers around the state. Rape 
Crisis -- A Sexual Assault Crisis Service is based in 
the Manatee County Community Mental Health Center in 
Bradenton. It serves an average of six victims each 
month. HELP NOW in Osceola is part of the Mental 
Health Services of Osceola County. It has CETA based 
funding for the rape program portion of their services. 
The program is intended to serve both abused spouses 
and especially rape victims from their first contact in 
the emergency room through the court process. Human 
Development Center of Pasco has rape and victim 
services as part of their general agency programming. 
Their assistance is centered on follow-up and crisis 
counseling for victims, rather than court related ser­
vices. Tri-County Mental Health Services in St. 
Augustine serves Flagler, Putnam, and St. Johns 
counties with rape victim assistance as part of their 
mental health counseling services. They serve less 
than one client per month. The Guidance Center of 
Hernando County serves on the average less than one per 
month, but services are available. These mental health 
service programs are representative of the modest 
level of counseling available in most of Florida's 
rural counties. They are important contact points for 
the future expansion of victim services. Most have at 
least some support through the Department of Health and 
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I Rehabilitative Services. They counsel victims as part 

of ~h~ir regular range of services, but often need 
add1t10nal support and training to increase their 
~otent~al to coordinate with criminal justice programs 
1n the1r area. 

Four additional sexual assault assistance programs 
are housed in multi-purpose women's shelters: 

Hubbard House, serving the women of 
Jacksonville and the surrounding counties provides 
shelter ~nd counseling services to rape victims 
and spec1al rape awareness training for those 
working with rape victims. Hubbard House is 
funded through numerous sources, including pri­
vate, state, local and federal funding. 

Women in Distress of Broward County also ser­
ves rape victims in the Ft. Lauderdale area and in 
surrounding counties. It is one of the oldest 
spo~se abuse shelters in the state, providing 
ass1stance to an estimated 200 women and their 
children each month. The shelter programs are 
funded through state, local, and federal dollars. 

Safe Place and Rape Crisis Center (SPARCC) in 
Sarasota has a joint spouse abuse/sexual assault 
program which serves fifty women and children per 
mo~t~. ,In addit~on to shelter, SPARCC provides 
cr1S1S 1ntervent10n assistance, short and long 
term therapy, rape counseling, and training for 
thos~ who wor~ with rape victims. SPARCC also 
rece1ves fund1ng from multiple local, state, 
federal, and private sponsors, including the 
United Way. 

The Sexual and Physical Abuse Resource Center 
(SPARC) ,located in Gainesville and serving Alachua 
County 1S a shelter for abused women which deve-
loped out of a rape assistance program. Since the 
~PARC shelter opened, the State Attorney's Office 
1n Alachua County has opened its Rape Victim 
A~vo?ate Program through an LEAA grant. This spe­
c1al1zed rape program has relieved the shelter 
s~af~ of the responsibility of housing certain 
v1ct1ms unless the rape victim needs temporary 
shelter. 

Victim Advocate Programs 

, The broadest ranging victim services are those 
Wh1Ch fall under the auspices of a victim advocate 
program devoted to meeting the needs of all victims 
but especially victims of violent crime. While a victim 

23 



" t 

advocate program may not have all the necessary resour­
ces to aid victims within its operation, it serves to 
coordinate such resources for victims, and provides 
information and referrals to direct service agencies 
which can meet victim needs. The chart on the 
following page, "Role of the Victim Advocate", shows 
the victim advocate as the central unit linking the 
victim to all kinds of services within the community. 
An "umbrella" victim advocate program may combine with 
other community agencies to provide specialized 
assistance in sexual assault, domestic abuse (spouse 
and child), witness management or Bureau of Crimes 
Compensation claims assistance. 

Dade County, one of Florida's largest in terms of 
population, has by far the widest range of comprehen­
sive victim/witness services. The Dade services are~· 
led by a well established Victim Advocate program which 
coordinates special service programs for abused spouses 
and for sexually abused children. The overall Victim 
Advocate program provides emergency assistance to vic­
tims of all kinds of violent crimes and also to their 
families on a 24-hour, seven day a week basis. The 
Victim Advocate program is supported through 
Metropolitan Dade County government as part of their 
Department of Human Resources. To be eligible for the 
program, a victim must report the crime to the police. 
(It should be noted that reporting crime is a crucial 
step in assuring that the criminal justice system can 
deal with any crime. Twenty-five to 88% of all crime 
depending on the type of crime - is never reported, 
according to the latest crime victimization 
statistics. ) 

The Dade Victim Advocate program offers emergency 
food, shelter and clothing, counseling (including long 
term counseling, and counseling regarding crime 
investigation and prosecution) as well as information 
and advice regarding social service program assistance 
which might be available to the victim. 

In addition to these direct services through the 
Victim Advocate program, Dade County has two major 
medical centers which assist sexual assault victims and 
domestic abuse victims. Jackson ~1emorial Hospital has 
a major rape crisis treatment program and the 
University of" Miami Children's Medical Service Unit has 
a major child abuse treatment unit. These medical 
programs receive referrals from the HRS Child Abuse 
Treatment Unit and from the Victim Advocate program. 
The latter includes a special emphasis on Advocates for 
Sexually Abused Children. These services combine to 
provide the state's most extensive services to physi­
cally and sexually abused children. 
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The Miami based State Attorney's Office also 
operates a comprehensive victim/witness service pro~ram 
in terms of court related procedures. The program is 
part of the overall services of the State Attorney's 
operation, serving a major segment of the court popula­
tion through education services as well as personal , 
contacts with victims and witnesses when they have cri­
minal justice involvement. 

Palm Beach County Victim/Witness Services consti­
tutes a comprehensive program in combination with the 
Palm Beach YWCA Domestic Assault Shelter. The 
Victim/Witness Service Program is entirely funded 
through local county governme~t and serve~ over 250 
crime victims per month. It ~ncludes a W~t~e~s 
Assistance Division, a Domestic Assault Division, and a 
Sexual Assault Division, with specially trained person­
nel in each area. Personnel also provide training at 
the local law enforcement academy, as well as substan~ 
tial public information efforts through the local media 
and to schools. 

Broward County has been included i~ the,ca~egory 
of comprehensive programming, although itS victim advo­
c,te "umbrella" services are housed in the Ft. 
L~uderdale Police Department's Victim A~vocate Program. 
Broward County has a victim/witness assistance com­
ponent at the Police Departme~t in P?mpano ~each 
through their Community Relations unit. ThiS cou~t~ 
also has the state's largest spouse a~use/rape criSiS 
programs, serving 200 women a month with both shelter 
and counseling programs. Broward County ~lso has a 
large Sexual Assault Treatment Cent~r and,a Wit~ess , 
Liaison Office. These special serVices, in conJunction 
with the two victim advocate programs housed in local 
police departments, met ?ur criteria for a comprehen­
sive victim/witness serVice. 

Orange County has comprehensive victim services. 
There is a Victim Advocate Program in the Sheriff.'s 
Office a Victim Liaison Program in the State 
Attorn~y's Office (serving abused children and sexual 
assault victims of all ages), and a sp~use,Abuse, , 
Shelter. The Victim Advocate Program ass~sts victims 
and indirect victims of violent crimes agalnst,p~rsons, 
such as involuntary sexual battery ~rape), hom7cl~e, 
and suicide. Services are also available to victims of 
other crimes (such) as spouse abuse, robbery, aggra­
vated battery, and any situation where the,law"enfor­
cement officer is in need of referral s~rvlces ,(Or~nge 
County Sheriff's Office brochure). Assistance is given 
in the form of crisis intervention, referral, and 
public awareness programs. 
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Alachua County has a wide range of victim/witness 
services for a county of only moderate urbanization. 
The major program is the Alachua County Crime Victim 
Advocate Program operated by the Alachua County Crisis 
Center, a local crisis intervention program funded with 
one CETA staff position for victim/witness services. 
The Victim Advocate program serves all crime victims 
who seek crisis intervention, long term counseling, 
follow-up, and court appearance counseling. The Victim 
Advocate Program works in conjunction with the 
Gainesville Sexual and Physical Abuse Resource Center 
(SPARC), which serves as a domestic abuse shelter and a 
rape counseling program. There are substantial ser­
v~ces through the University of Florida, including ser­
Vices from the Shands Teaching Hospital's Family 
Practice Medical Group and the University Counseling 
Center. There is also a local runaway shelter and 
Parent-Aid program for assistance to abused children. 
These services are sufficiently coordinated to consti­
tute a "comprehensive" program for Alachua County" 

Three police departments in Pinellas County pro­
vide victim assistance programs within the city limits 
of Largo, Pinellas Park, and Clearwater. In addition, 
there is a spouse abuse shelter in St. Petersburg 
called the St. Petersburg Free Clinic Spouse Abuse 
Shelter. Two victim assistance programs in St. 
Petersburg have closed during the last two years. 
Since such a large part of the county is not served 
through the police units, and since this is a very den­
sely populated area without victim advocate coor­
dination, we have not designated this a comprehensive 
service area. Pinellas does not have major county-wide 
sexual assault and witness services. 

The Charlotte County Probation Department has a 
victim assistance program serving an average of one 
client per month. They receive the majority of their 
referrals from the State Attorney's Office which is 
housed in the same courthouse. This program provides a 
sUbstantial range of services including crisis coun­
seling, medical referrals, court follow-up, and public 
appearances. 

Spouse Abuse Programs in Florida 

Spouse abuse programs in Flori~~ have grown from a 
grass roots movement to provide sheh .. er facilities for 
battered women into the most substantially supported 
segment of victim/witness services in the state. 

This support was validated when the Florida 
Legislature addressed the problems of spouse abuse in 
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the Spouse Abuse Act, House Bill 1782, (Chapter 
79-402), in 1979. One of its most supportive aspects 
is the funds provided to establish and help maintain 
spouse abuse shelters through an increase in the 
marriage license fees. The five dollar increase 
results in the yearly generation of nearly half a 
million dollars for spouse abuse shelters. 

Originally, these funds were used to. establish 
thirteen shelters operating throughout the state (one 
has closed since 1979). The funds were passed through 
the Department of Health and Rehabilitative Services, 
and shelters were established within the eleven HRS 
Districts. (Please see map, "Programs Serving Spouse 
Abuse Victims", on following page for location of 
shelters. ) 

According to guidelines, each shelter is given a 
base funding rate of $25,000 from the State, and 
further allocations based on the number of marriage 
licenses sold in each district. However, no program 
received more than $50,000 in 1980. 

Spouse abuse programs are not totally funded by 
the State. Our assessment of funding patterns, based 
upon the return of the victim/witness survey from 
seventeen different programs, indicates that 26% of the 
funds come from local sources, 33% from State sources, 
21% from federal sources, and 20% from private or other 
sources. This data includes not only the Health and 
Rehabilitative Services funded programs but also three 
additional programs: 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

An all volunteer program in Naples called 
Abuse of Naples, Inc.; 

A community crisis program in Lake City 
called H.E.L.P. - a volunteer organization 
receiving a small amount of funds from 
federal and local sources; 

A very comprehens i ve program in Palm Beac:i 
County funded through the Palm Beach 
Victim/Witness Services Program. 

The additional funding sources include local city 
and county commissions, private donations, churches, 
organ~zations such as the Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration (LEAA), the United Way, CETA, YWCA, and 
Junior Leagues. Special mention needs to be made of 
the fact that six centers received a total of $168,170 
from the LEAA in Fiscal Year 1979~80. With the cutback 
of LEAA funds, program operating level could be 
seriously affected. Also, the cut-back in the federal 
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PROGRAMS SERVING 
SPOUSE ABUSE VICTIMS 

SOURCE: 1980 Victim/ Witness Survey 
(Includes counties servcd within HRS district) 

I. Favor House, Pensacola (Sheltel' for HRS District I, Escambia, 
Santa Rosa, Okaloosa, Walton)' 

2. Refuge House, Tallahassee (Sh~lter fOI' HRS District II Holmcs Jackson 
Wl~shington. Bl~y. Calhoun. Gulf. Gadsden. Liberty. FI:anklin. Lcon, Wakulla, 
Jeffcrson. MadIson. Taylor); 

3. Victim/Witness Assistancc Unit. Statc Attorncy's Officc. Tallahassec: 
4. H.E.L.P .• Inc. Lake City; 
5. Alachua County Crimc Victims Advocate Program, Gaincsville; 
6. Sexual and Physical Abuse Rcsource Center. Gainesville' (Shelter for HRS 

District III Union. Bradford. Alachua. Levy. Mai·ion. citrus, Lakc, Sumtc;', 
Hernando. Gilchrist, Hamilton. Suwannee, Columbia Lafayette' 

7, Guidancc Ccntcr of Hcrnando County, Brooksvillc; • , 
8. State Attorney's Office. 4th Judicial Circuit. Domestic and Sexual Assault Program. 

Jacksonville; . 
9. Hubbard House, Jacksonville (Shelter for HRS District IV, Nassau, Duval. Clay. SI. 

Johns, Flaglcr, Vol usia); . 
10. Domcstic Abuse Council, Inc. of Volusia County, Daytona; 
II. H~n~an De~elopment Center of Pasco, New Port Richcy; 
12. VictIm ASSistance Program. Clearwater Police Department; 
13. Crime Prevention Unit, Largo Police Dep!lliment; 
14. Victim Assistance Program. Pinellas Put'k Police Department; 
IS, SI. Petersburg Free Clinic Spouse Abuse Center, (Shelter for HRS District V, Pasco, 

Pinellas); 
16. The Spri.n¥ of T~mpa Bay, Tampa (Shelter for HRS District V[, Hillsborough, Manatee); 
17. Rape CriSIS of Hillsborough County, Tampa; 
[8. H.O,P.E. of Manatee, Inc., Bradenton; (Sheltel' for Disl. VI) 
19. Victim Services. Seminole County Shcriff's Depl., Sanford; 
20. Ol'llnge County Shcriff\ Department. Vklim Advllcate Pl'llgl'llm, Orlando: 
21. Spouse Abuse, Inc" Orlando (Sheltel' for HRS District VII, Orange, Osceola, Seminole, 

Brevard); 
22. Commission Against Sexual Assault, Titusville; 
23. Help Now in Osceola, Kissimmee; 
24. Sl~fespace and Rape Crisb Center of Sarasota; (Shelter for HRS District Vlli. Polk. Collier, 

I-hghlallll.h. Hardee. DeSoto. C1lade~. Sal'll~ota. Hendry. Charlotte, Lee) 
25. Abuse 01 Naples. Inc. 
26. Pa'im Beach Domestic Assault Project. West Palm Beach (Shelter for HRS District [X 

Indian River, Okeechobee, SI. Lucie, tvlartin, Palm Beach); , 
27. Palm Beach County Victim/Witness Services, West Palm Beach; 
28. P~I11'pano Beadt Police Department, Comlllunity Relations Unit; 
29. Victim ~dvo?ate Progl'llm, FI. Lauderdale Police Department; 
30. Women III Distress of Broward County, FI. Lauderdale (Shelter 1'01' HRS District X, Bro-

ward); 
3 [. Dade County Victim Advocates/ Advocates for Sexually Abused Children Miami' 
32. HRS Child Abuse Treatment Center, Miami; , , 
33. Sl~fe~pace~Battered \~omen's Shelter, Miami (Shelter for HRS District X[, Monroe, Dade); 
34. Victim/Witness SerVices, Office of State Attorney, 11th Judiciul Circuit, Miami. 

29 

26, 

~27 

f-----!28 
",OWARO 29 

~_-r---! 3() 



i
c
'_ 

. ' 

CETA program will greatly affect the staffing of 
several programs. 

- ---- ------------------

Florida has come a long way in providing service.$ 
for abused spouses and their children. However, twelve 
shelters to serve the entire state is far from ade­
quate. Available records indicate that, in the majority 
of cases, the main beneficiaries of the shelters and 
their services are those living in the county where the 
8flel ters are located. In many cases, abuse victims 
within an HRS District would have to travel forty o~ 
fifty miles (and in a few cases, even further) to get 
to a shelter. Given the anticipated and realized 
reductions in federal assistance and the general con­
servative attitude toward allocating ~unds on a local 
or state level, it is essential that every effort be 
made to make local communities aware of the high inci­
dence of domestic violence and the needs of victims. 
It is now more important than ever for the impetus to 
develop these services to come from within local com­
munities. 

The inherent dependence of victims on their abu­
sers has both a financial and an emotional basis, which 
shelters can address, given the resources to do so. 
Once a shelter is av~ilable for an abuse victim and 
dependent children, the vic~im's needs revolve a~ound 
counseling toward a resolutlon of the problems wlth the 
abuser. 

Few of these shelters have sufficient resources to 
place much progrc'lm support on counseling the abuser. 
Yet, the link to long term resolution of the problems of 
spouse abuse rests with dealin~ with the roots of the 
abuse, and not just the victim. Both child abuse and 
spouse abuse data for Florid~ demonstr~te t~at the 
current system is not effectp"".!ly deallng wlth the abu­
sers, through either social service or criminal 
justice "solutions" • 

The services provided by each individual program 
are not broken down at this point, since they are 
explained in detail in APPENDIX A, THE RESULTS OF THE 
1980 SURVEY. For location, again, please refer to the 
map on the preceding page. 

Child Abuse 

The Victim/Witness Survey had only limited success 
in contacting agencies which specialize in chile abuse 
treatment programs. Only six such agencies responded 
to the survey, although many of the other 
victim/witness programs that were surveyed have some 
services for abused children. Four of those responses 
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were from Dade County. Youth Shelter programs in 
Brevard and Collier County also submitted responses. 
Eleven sexual assault programs indicated that they 
could also address the needs of sexually abused 
children. The Alachua County Rape Victim Advocate 
P~ogram also has medical treatment capability for 
sexually abused children. 

More commonly, abused spouse programs offer 
shelter to both the victim and dependent children, many 
of whom may also be abused. The 1980 HRS Spouse Abuse 
Program Evaluation indicated that 35% of the children 
housed by the state's spouse abuse shelters in 1979 
were also abused. (See map on next page for location 
of programs serving abused children.) 

All of the general victim advocate programs in the 
state refer abused children to medical treatment or 
social welfare services through the Department of 
Health and Rehabilitative Services (HRS). The ma~.ority 
of child abuse services in Florida are coordinated 
through HR8 and its eleven District Offices. These 
Districts each operate a "Single Intake" program of 
family services. These family program offices process 
the tho~sands of reports of child abuse or neglect 
which tne st.ate receive8 each year. The victim/witness 
survey was not extended to cover these program offices 
since they each report annually through a variety of 
HRS reporting systems. Both mental health and child 
~buse services are regularly covered through the HRS 
programs. 

The victim/witness survey received responses from 
two major youth shelters, Youth Haven of Collier County 
and "Crosswinds" Youth Services Center, Inc. of Brevard 
County. Both of these private shelters provide 
emergency and long term housing for abused and 
neglected children. In addition, they both offer 
adjustment counseling, family therapy, a 24-hour 
hotline, transportation, and social service coor­
dination. There are undoubtedly other such shelters in 
the state, but the survey had no direct access to 
information about them. Some child abuse programs fall 
under the support of major religious bodies such as 
Catholic Social Services and the Florida Baptist 
Children's Home. Many child care programs are also 
supported through national Juvenile Justice Delinquency 
Prevention (JJDP) funding or through private agencies 
such as the YWCA. 

Witness Utilization 

Programs that provide services to victims and wit­
nesses realize the importance ~f the witness to the 

I 
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PROGRAMS SERVING 
CHILD ABUSE & CHILD 
SEXUAL ABUSE VICTIMS 

SOURCE: 1980 Victim/Witness Survey 

I. Victim/Witness Assistance Unit, State Attorney's Office, 
Tallahassee; 

2. Alachua County Crime Victim Advocate Program, Gainesville; 
3. Rape Victim Advocate Program, G.ai.nesv~lIe;. . 
4. Victim Advocate Program, 4th JudIcIal CIrCUIt, Jacksonville; 
5. Victim Advocate Program, 7th Judicial Circuit, Daytona Beach; 
6. Guidance Center of Hernando County, Brooksville; 
7. Human Development Center of Pasco County, New Port Richey; 
8. Victim Services, Seminole County Sheriff'S Department, Sanford; 
9. Orange County Sheriff's Department, Victim Advocate 

Program, Orlando; 
10. Victim Liaison Unit, Orlando; 
11. Commission Against Sexual Assault, Titusville; 
12. Help Now in Osceloa, Kissimmee; . 
13. Victim Assistance Program, Clearwater Police Department; 
14. Largo Police Department, Crime Prevention l!nit; 
15. Pinellas Park Police Department, Victim ASSIStance Program: 
16. Manatee Community Mental Health Center, Bradenton; 
17. "Crosswinds" Youth Services Centers, Inc., Merritt Island; 
18. Palm Beach County Victim/Witness Services, West Palm Beach; 
19. Pompano Beach Police Department, Community Relations Unit; 
20. Broward County Sexual Assault Treatment Center, Ft. LaUderdale; 
21. Victim Advocate Program, Ft. Lauderdale Police Department; 
22. HRS Child Abuse Treatment Center, Miami; 
23. Dade County Interagency Task Force on Child Abuse, Miami; . 
24. Dade County Victims Advocate5/ Advocates for Sexually Abused ChIldren; 
25. Rape Treatment Center, Jackson Memorial Hospital, Miami; 
26. University of Miami Child Abuse Crisis Program. 
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system, as well as the needs of the witness while his 
involvement in the. case lasts. Of the 58 respondees to 
the survey, thirteen stated that they provided some 
type of service to witnesses. Four of these programs 
are actually located within a courthouse and are pri­
marily designed to facilitate courtroom proceedings. 

Although the specific components of the programs 
vary, their goals are substantially the same: 

to reduce wasted manpower and tax money; 
to increase productivity of the courts; 
to improve the public image of the criminal 
justice system. 

The services within the programs range from a 
phone call (advising the witness that his presence is 
needed or not required), to counseling the witness 
about his situation and training him to be an effective 
witness. 

A complete survey of the State's witness utiliza­
tion practices was undertaken by the Office of the 
State Courts Administrator (OSCA) through a Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration mini-block grant. 
The OSCA is surveying public defenders, state attorneys 
and court clerks in all of Florida's twenty judicial 
circuits in order to profile the costs and procedures 
relating to witnesses for each circuit. Those circuits 
with exceptionally well organized programs will be 
visited to provide in-depth data on their practices. 
The final report from OSCA on this project will provide 
an updated and complete assessment ot witness practices 
in the state. The court based witness utilization 
programs can greatly improve the efficiency of any 
local criminal justice system. In combination with a 
law enforcement-based victim assistance program and 
well-trained social service professionals, most of the 
needs of victims and witnesses can be met in the com­
munity. 

A telephone survey conducted by victim/witness 
project staff in June, 1980, confirmed four judicial 
circuits not previously identified through the survey 
with at least some witness services. The eight cir­
cuits with witness services are identified on the map 
on the following page. Through the telephone survey, 
another four of the twenty judicial circuits expressed 
a strong interest in developing witness management 
programs. The courts are recognizing the cost effec­
tiveness of such progra~s based on the exemplary 
programs already existing in Florida. 
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WITNESS UTILIZATION PROGRAMS 

I. Rape Victim Advocate Program. State Attorney's Office, Gainesville; 
2. Witness Management Office, Orange County, Orlando; 
3. Largo Police Department, Crime Prevention Unit; 
4. Witness Aid Center, Sarasota; 
5. Palm Beach Victim Witness Services, West Palm Beach; 
6. Witness Liaison Office, Broward County, Ft. Lauderdale: 
7. Collier County Clerk of Court. Naples; 
8. Victim/Witness Services. 11th Judicial Circuit. Of:ice of the State Attorney. Miami 

All of these programs include at least the following services: 
(I) Notification of court appearance. 
(2) Explanation of criminal justice process; 
(3) Court case update. 
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For example, the Broward County Witness Liaison 
Office in Ft. Lauderdale has kept track of the cost 
benefit statistics that resulted from program opera­
tion. The Broward Witness Liaison Program Annual 
Report for 1978-79 reported a four-year savings since 
July, 1975 of $1,718,053 to the citizens of Broward 
County through Witness Liaison efforts. The savings 
estimates were based on employment income saved to 
civilian (i.e., non-police) witnesses, uncashed sub­
poenas (civilian), juvenile and South Satellite 
Courthouse subpoena savings, as well as county sheriff 
and police department subpoena savings. Before the 
Witness Liaison Program was established, approximately 
13% of all cases filed in the local judicial circuit 
were dismissed due to lack of witnesses being available 
for trial testimony. "As a direct result of the wit­
ness management and coordination procedures instituted 
by (the liaison program), the percentage of cases 
"dismissed" due to "lack of witnesses" has decreased to 
less than 1% (Annual Report 1978-79). 

More recently, the Orange County Witness 
Management Program showed a total savings of nearly 
half a million dollars during 1980. The chart on the 
following page indicates where these dollars were 
saved. 

Following the Broward and Orange County examples, 
there is a strong justification for witness utilization 
programs in dollar savings alone. The more indirect 
effects of witness utilization, bowever, are also 
important: 

The improved relationship of individuals to 
the criminal justice system; the possibility of 
higher conviction rates based on more effective 
witness testimony; and a more positive public 
image for the criminal justice system as a whole. 

The five programs currently in existence have been 
effective, but these programs represent only a small 
part of the entire state. Orange County, West Palm 
Beach, Ft. Lauderdale, Sarasota and Miami have effec­
tive witness assistance programs, but more are needed 
throughout the state. 
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COST SAVINGS DURING 1980 
RESULTING FROM THE OPERATION 
OF THE WITNESS MANAGEMENT 
PROGRA~1 (ORANGE) 
MAIN COURTHOUSE: 
Witnesses subpoenaed to testify in Misdemeanor and Felony Divisions, 
January through December 1980 .................................................. . 43.113 

Witnesses subpoenaed for Orlando Traffic Division and for jury trials 
of County Judges at branch courthouses (Ocobec. Apopka and Wintcr 
Park), records of which arc not maintained but arc estimatcd to be the 
same as above .................................................................................... __ --=:.4~3 .C!.I =13 

Total number of witnesses whose appearances were managed ............................................ . 86,226 

Witnesses who were paid the witness fcc of $5 a day plus mileage at 
6¢/mile ........................................................................................ ___ .!.J7.c:!:45=0 

Witnesse~ appearances prevcnted .......................... . ....................................... . 78.886 

Each would have collected at least $5 for I day + mileage of an 
6 -- X 5.72 average round trip of 12 miles x ¢ (72¢) ............................................................ ------!~.:-!.!:. 

Dollal'~ saved at iviain Courthouse ................................................................... $450.S,)S. n 

JUVENILE DIVISION: 
Witnesses subpoenaed to testify in January through December 1980 ....................................... . 

Appearances prevented ............................................................................ . 

Each wo~ld have collected at teast $5 + mileage at an average round 

10.719 

7,151 

X 5.90 trip at' 15 miles X 6¢ (.90) ......................................................................... ------!~~ 

Dollars saved at Juvenile Division ................................................................... , 42,190.00 

Dollars saved in 1980 by the Program ........................................ , ............. , ......... . $492,788.72 

*Provided by the Orange County Witness Management Program. 
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IV. Victim/Witness Services: The Strategies 

A. Assessing County Needs and Strategy Recommendations 

Table 1 in the preceding section indicates the 
level of victim/witness services in each county, repre­
sented by the letters A, B, C, and D. In assessing the 
needs of each county, and recommending strategies for 
addressing those needs, it is also necessary to con­
sider the number of victims within the counties who 
will require specialized assistance. It is obvious 
that a county with 32 victims of violent crime each 
year does not need the same level of programming that a 
county with 3,000 victims requires. Therefore, the 
following strategy recommendations are based upon 
current service level, and the number of victims of 
violent crime within each county. For our purposes, 
four "Need Categories" have been established: 

Need Category 1: Counties in which there were 
more than 3,000 victims of 
violent crime in 1980 (UCR). 

Need Category 2: 

Need Category 3: 

Counties in which there were at 
least 1,000 victims of violent 
crime in 1980, but not more than 
2,999 victims (UCR). 

Counties in which there were at 
least 200 victims of violent 
crime in 1980, but not more than 
999 (UCR). 

Need Category 4: Counties in which there were 
less than 200 victims of violent 
crime in 1980 (UCR) .. 

Additionally, the following assessment and recom­
mendations are limited to programs which have been 
developed to directly target either a special category 
of victims, all victims, or witnesses incluoing vic­
tims. It does not assess all the resources available 
to serve victims and witnesses in the state. Every 
police department, sheriff's department, hospital 
emergency room, Health and Rehabilitative Services 
District Office, mental health association, and church 
has the potential to meet some of a victim's or 
witness' needs. This initial survey was only the 
beginning step in assessing all of those services. 
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NEED CATEGORY 1: 3,000 or more victims of violent crime in 
1980. 

Counties: Service Level: 
(as defined by 
Table 1) Potential Service Needs: 

Broward A 
A 
B' 
B 
A 
A 
B 

Existing program coordination. 
Existing program coordination. 
Existing program coordination. 
Crime victims' family assistance. 
Existing program coordination. 
Existing program coordination. 
Need for programs that provide 
county-wide services for the 
crime witness and his family, 

Dade 
Duval 
Hillsborough 
Orange 
Palm Beach 
Pinellas 

and the rape and sexual assault 
victim. 

Recommendations and Strategies: 

These seven large counties have a need for a wide 
range of specialized victim services, based upon the 
large number of violent crime victims within the county 
each year. Although four of the counties have service 
levels of "A", or comprehensive, this does not 
necessarily mean that these counties are meeting the 
needs of all those victims who require specialized 
services.~ealizing that fact should be the first step 
in assessing the potential service needs within the 
county. 

Local Recommendations: 

(1) The creation of an Inter-Agency Council would 
be helpful in coordinating the existing 
services within the county and assessing the 
effectiveness of existing programs. It is 
recommended that representatives of existing 
programs approach their County Commission 
with the request to establish a 
Victim/Witness Programs Inter-Agency Council. 
It is not absolutely essential that the 
Council be established through the County 
Commission, but it is recommended for several 
reasons: 

a. By being appointed by the County 
Commission, the Council is given politi­
cal legitimacy, and can truly say that it 
represents victim/witness advocacy for the 
entire county; 
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( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

b. The Council, if appointed by the 
Commission, indicates interest in the 
issues on the part of local decision­
makers; 

c. Although the Council would not initially 
be asking for funds, if in the future a 
request for funds or the establishment of 
a new program is appropriate, a rapport 
will already have been established bet­
ween service providers and local govern­
ment officials. 

Once established, the first task of the 
Council should be to develop a survey to 
assess the needs of victims and witnesses 
within the county, and the extent to which 
those needs are being met by existing 
programs. 

Once the assessment is made and tabulated, 
potential service needs can be identified and 
methods of eliminating these service "gaps" 
can be developed. Depending on the need, the 
methods can range from seeking sources of 
funding for developing a totally new program, 
to targeting a particular age~cy to ~evelop a 
method of meeting the needs wlth thelr 
existing program. It w~ll,b~ up to the, 
Council to determine prlorltles for thelr 
county, and the extent to which they m~ght 
need outside assistance in either fundlng or 
organizing programs. 

Once the needs assessment is complete and 
priority plans are implemented, the 
Inter-Agency Council could serve as a 
"watch-dog" for victims' rights, and serve as 
a collective voice for victim advocacy within 
their county. 

BCJA Victim/Witness Coordinating Office Support: 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

The BCJA will provide technical assistance in 
the mechanics of setting up and organizing 
the Inter-Agency Council. 

The BCJA will provide technical assistance in 
developing a survey instrument ~h~t will pro­
vide justification to local declslon-make:s 
of the need for additional services for V1C­
tims and witnesses of crime. 
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(3) If recommendations are made that require the 
creation of new programs, the BCJA will 
assist in identifying alternative funding 
sources, considering the possibilities and 
feasibilities of volunteer programs, and 
outlining information to be collected and 
presented. 

(4) The BCJA will also provide information on 
other successful programs in the state which 
could be used as models for developing new 
programs. 

These counties with more than 3,000 victims of 
violent crime each year must not ignore the need to 
provide specialized services to victims and witnesses 
of crime. In terms of the cost effectiveness of the 
programs, as well as the welfare of the victims them­
selves, providing services is essential. Each of these 
counties must be prepared to make a serious commitment 
to meeting the needs and addressing the issues of 
victims' rights. 

NEED CATEGORY 2: Counties in which there were at least 
1,000 victims of violent crime in 1980, 
but no more than 2,999. 

Counties: Service Level: 
(as defined by 
Table 1) 

Alachua 
Brevard 
Escambia 

Lee 

Leon 
Manatee 

Polk 

Volusia 

A 
B 
B 

C 

B 
B 

C 

B 

Potential Service Needs: 

Existing pr~~ram coordination. 
Crime witness, other victims. 
Crime witness, other victims, 
child abuse and child sexual 
abuse. 
Only domestic assault program 
known; all others needed. 
Rape and sexual assault program. 
Crime witness, victims' family, 
abused child. 
Abused spouse, crime witnessf 
abused child. 
Abused child, crime witness, 
victims' family, other crime 
victims. 

Recommendations and Strategies: 

Recommendations one through four of Need Category 
1 are also recommended for this Category, with speQial 
concentration on the following issues: 
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I (1) With the exception of Alachua and Leon counties, 

none of the counties in this Category have 
services for the crime witness. Effective 
witness management has already been shown to 
be cost effective, as well as a method for 
improving the efficiency of the criminal 
justice system, and reducing negative 
experiences for the victim/witness in the 
criminal justice process. Considering the 
relatively large number of victims of violent 
crimes in these counties, it is recommended 
that t~e Inter-Agency Councils include repre­
sentatlves from the State Attorney's Office, 
and work to coordinate programs for managing 
witnesses within their counties. The ser­
vices mayor may not be provided through the 
State Attorney's Office (an alternative would 
be a police or sheriff's department), though 
those services have proven very effective 
when offered through these offices. 

(2) Polk County, at one time, had a spouse abuse 
shelter. In that county, it is recommended 
that particular attention be paid to the past 
experience with that shelter, and reasons for 
its closing. It is possible that, although 
there is a need for services to the abused 
spouse, a shelter might not be the answer, and 
might prove too costly for the area. 

BCJA Victim/Witness Coordinating Office Support: 

The support that will be provided for those coun­
ties in Category 1 will also be available for this 
Category, in addition to the following: 

(1) Since there appears to be a potential service 
need in the area of witness management, the 
BCJA will make available materials on the 
cost effectiveness of witness management 
programs already in operation throughout the 
state, as well as guidelines for developing 
effective witness management programs. 

(2) The BCJA will help the local Council 
establish contacts with other Councils, or 
with other programs throughout the state that 
can provide information and assistance. 

Although not in the highest category of incidence 
of violent crimes, these counties nevertheless have a 
strong need for providing services to victims and wit­
nesses of crime. In most cases, these counties could 
and should develop specialized programs (whether they 
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are staffed by volunteers or with paid staff) to meet 
the needs of victims of crimes. The obvious absence of 
witness management programs is of. ~articular concern 
in this Category, and should be carefully examined by 
the Inter-Agency Councils and local decision-makers. 

NEED CATEGORY 3: , 
Counties in which there were at least 
200 victims of violent crime in 198: , 
but no more than 999. 

Counties: Service Level: 
(as defined by 
Table 1) 

Bay D 
Collier B 

Columbia C 

Hernando C 

Highland D 
Indian River C 

Lake D 
Marion D/C 

Martin D 
Monroe D 
Okaloosa D 
Osceola C 

Pasco C 

Putnam D 
st. Johns C 

Sarasota B 

Seminole C 
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Potential Service Needs: 

Needs all services. 
Crime witness, other vic-
tims. 
Rape and sexual assault, 
crime witness, other vic­
tims, abused child, 
victims' family. 
Crime witness, other vic­
tims, victims' family. 
Needs all services. 
Rape and sexual assault, 
crime witness, other vic­
tims, victims' family, 
abused child. 
Needs all services. 
Crime witness, victims' 
family, other victims, (a 
new program that provides 
services for rape, sexual 
assault and domestic abuse 
has recently been iden­
tified) • 
Needs all services. 
Needs all services. 
Needs all services. 
Crime witness, victims' 
family, other victims. 
Crime witness, victims' 
family, other victims. 
Needs all services. 
Abused spouse, abused 
child, crime witness, 
other victims, victims' 
family. 
Abused child, crime wit­
ness, other victims. 
Crime witness. 

. 
I 

Recommendations and Strategies: 

Th~se counties represent an especially wide range 
o~ serV1ce ~eeds and programming. Although there are 
~lght ~ount1es that have no services identified, there 
1s.a w1de range of service needs in every county in 
th1S C~tego~y. As in the last category, services to 
the cr1me w1tness and witness management are lacking in 
every county, and the need for these services should 
be emphasized. 

(1) R~pre~entatives of those agencies or orga­
n1zat1ons that do exist, should approach the 
county commission to create a task force to 
assess the needs of victims and witnesses in 
their county. (Although approaching the 
county commission is not the only method of 
creating a task force, it is recommended 
since local decision-makers must be involved 
in requests for funding, and since their sup­
port can be very valuable in helping to make 
the community aware of the rights and needs 
of victims and witnesses.) Because the 
n~mbe~ of.o~gani~ations currently in opera­
t10n 1S Ilm1ted 1n these counties, careful 
consideration should be given to appointing 
~embers t~ th~ t~sk force who share a strong 
1nterest 1n v1ct1ms' rights. 

(2) The ta~k force should develop a strategy for 
assess1ng the needs of victims and witnesses 
in the county. This could be a survey 
through public hearings, or by establishing 
contacts with local law enforcement and 
social service agencies. 

(3) Since service in most of these counties is 
very limited, such agencies as mental health 
organizations should be targeted as resources 
for providing or increasing services. 
Several of the counties providing services in 
this Category have special services available 
to victims through their on-going mental 
health programs. When well-coordinated with 
local law enforcement agencies, crisis 
assistance may best be provided by an on­
going agency which serves a variety of mental 
health needs. 

(4) When the "Need Category 3" counties assess 
the range of available services and client 
needs, they should include an assessment of 
the accessibility of specialty services in 
nearby counties. Thus, a spouse abuse 
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shelter in a neighboring county combined 
with a crisis hot-line within the county may 
provide adequate services, and be the most 
cost effective method of meeting the needs of 
the abused spouse. 

(5) If such specialty assistance is not 
available within a forty to fifty mile 
radius, a church or other private organiza­
tion such as the Red Cross or Salvation Army 
might be targeted for assistance in meeting 
victim/witness needs, particularly under cri­
sis conditions. 

BCJA Victim/Witness Coordinating Office Support: 

(1) The BCJA will provide technical assistance to 
those organizing the task force, in terms of 
possible composition and structure. 

(2) The BCJA will provide information to the 
counties on existing programs in surrounding 
counties, with whom service agreements might 
be possible. 

(3) Technical assistance will be provided in 
developing a survey instrument or other 
method of assessing the county's needs. 

(4) If certain agencies are targeted for pro­
viding particular services which are not 
currently being provided, the BCJA will help 
coordinate training for that agency (i.e., if 
a sheriff's department is targeted for pro­
viding assistance to the victim of rape or 
sexual assault, the BCJA will help identify 
training for the department, that will 
acquaint them with the special needs of the 
victim of rape or sexual assault). 

(5) If "full-scale" programs are not feasible for 
a county, but strong needs have been iden­
tified, the BCJA will assist the task force, 
or local decision-makers in identifying 
alternative methods of meeting those needs. 

It is conceivable that these counties, though 
having a moderate number of violent crimes each year, 
could not support a wide range of individual, spe­
cialized programs. Nevertheless, the number of violent 
crimes does indicate that at least several hundred vic­
tims a year might need specialized assistance. It is 
particularly important for these counties to be aware 
of alternatives to large, potentially expensive 
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programs that can very adequately meet the needs of 
victims and witnesses of crime in their counties. 

NEED CATEGORY 4: Counties with less than 200 violent 
crimes in 1980. 

Counties: 

Baker 

Bradford 
Calhoun 
Charlotte 
Citrus 
Clay 
DeSoto 
Dixie 
Flagler 
Franklin 
Gadsden 
Gilchrist 
Glades 
Gulf 
Hamilton 
Hardee 
Hendry 
Holmes 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Levy 
Liberty 
Madison 
Nassau 
St. Lucie 
Santa Rosa 
Sumter 
Suwannee 
Taylor 
Union 
Wakulla 
Walton 
Washington 

Service Level: 
(as defined by 
Table 1) 

All of these 
counties are 
in service 
level D. 

Potential Service Needs: 

These counties need all 
services. 

Recommendations and Strategies: 

Since no existing programs have been identified 
within these counties, the initial strategies for 
addressing the needs of victims and witnesses will come 
from the Bureau of Criminal Justice Assistance, Victim 
Witness Coordinating Office: 
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(1) During 1983, sheriff's departments and local 
court systems will be targeted for spe­
cialized information in meeting the needs of 
victims and witnesses, particularly in the 
areas of spouse abuse, child abuse, rape and 
sexual assault, and in methods of effective 
witness management. Because these counties 
have a relatively light incidence of violent 
crime and are usually less populated areas, 
full-scale programs are probably unnecessary, 
as well as financially questionable. 
However, it is possible for members of 
sheriff's departments and the courts to 
provide adequate and sensitive treatment, 
when provided with the necessary training and 
information. 

(2) The local sheriff's department may be 
targeted in a s~rvey to determine if, in 
fact, any members of the department have 
received specialized training in meeting the 
needs of victims and witnesses. 

(3) If any local agency or organization has per­
ceived a greater need for services than has 
been identified, the BCJA will assist them in 
identifying methods of meeting those needs 
that will be adequate and cost effective for 
the county. 

Counties having the least amount of violent 
crime of any of the four categories, should not be 
deemed as requiring no services tor victims and 
witnesses. Instead, it should be acknowledged 
that wherever there are victims of violent crime, 
there is a need for assistance. There are a 
variety of methods for meeting those needs that do 
not necessarily entail ne~ programs as much as 
interest on the part of the local community to 
meet the needs with existing resources. 

The Selfhelp Guide: Building A Solution In Victim 
Assistance and Witness Management 

Each county in Florida has a different need for 
victim/witness programming. The larger counties with 
thousands of victims and witnesses may appear to 
receive the greatest benefit from the efficient use of 
their criminal justice resources; but proportionately, 
smaller counties can still count a great cost savings 
for such modest programs as a witness management 
effort. Prototypes of victim/witness programming range 
from a superlatively coordinated victim advocacy 
program in major cities, to the single volunteer in a 
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rural county who serves the sheriff's office or police 
departments in victim crisis intervention on an "as 
needed" basis. Such victim assistance program prototy­
pes need access to other community resources. The suc­
cessful program must be based on the involvement of the 
program's staff with other local resources. 

A prototype recommended and intended as a model of 
low cost, efficient support for victims and witnesses 
is a model of a general victim advocacy program that is 
adaptable to almost any special need in victim ser­
vices. A complete copy of this prototype is available 
upo~ re9uest from the Victim/Witness Coordinating 
Offlce In the BureaU of Criminal Justice Assistance. 

The reference is called: 

Building a Solution: A Practical Guide to 
Est~bl!shing Crime Victim Service Agencies, by 
MarJorIe Susaman and Carol Holt Vittert, under 
the auspices of the National Council of 
Jewish Women, St. Louis Section. Funding for 
the manual was supported by the Council and 
LEAA. 

This document is a step-by-step guide to building 
a volunteer based victim service. It includes a survey 
form for local resources, a review of alternative pro­
ject designs, suggestions on how to fund your volunteer 
program, how to set up the agency, a separate training 
program for your volunteers, tips on how to serve 
clients, working with the system, and evaluation of the 
program. 

This guide is a simple and straight-forward proto­
type of a low cost program. It is not intended as a 
model for counties with comprehensive services, but it 
can be implemented in any service areas \'lhich lack 
system coordination. This victim services model would 
best be complemented by a witness management program -
housed and/or funded through the local court system in 
cooperation with the State Attorney's Office. Such a 
program might include improvement of the current wit­
ness subpoena process (instituting a mail-in alter­
native if not currently available), improvement of 
witness notification and verification of court 
appearance (through a call-in telephone recording 
system), as well as witness education, transporation, 
child care, and possible referral to other counseling 
or protective services if the need arises. 
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Copies of The Handbook for Witness Management, 
prepared by Frank J. Connavale, Jr. and William D. 
Falcon (Editor) will be provided as a guide to program 
development in this area. 

This combination of general victim assistance and 
witness management can serve the full range of criminal 
justice interests at the same time it meets the per­
sonal needs of victims and witnesses in their involve­
ment with that system. 

BCJA Statewide Recommendations and Strategies 

Florida has made considerable progess in bringing 
the rights and needs of victims and witnesses into the 
foreground of the criminal justice and social service 
systems. However, there are still many victims and 
witnesses who require, but do not receive, specialized 
services. There are still many communities that are 
unaware of the high price they are paying by not pro­
viding the mo~t basic services to victims and wit­
nesses. There are still many victims of violent crime 
who are reluctant to report their victimization. 

The BCJA Victim/Witness Coordinating Office, in 
addition to the support that will be provided to com­
munities on an individual basis, will also be involved 
in the statewide effort to advance the needs and con­
cerns of victims and witnesses. The following recom­
mendations and strategies are designed for this purpose 
and will be implemented during this year: 

Recommendation 1: 

Guidelines for minimum services for 
victim/witness programs should be developed. 

Implementation Strategy: 

The BCJA will develop "Minimum Service Model 
Program Guidelines". These guidelines, in the 
areas of rape and sexual assault, domestic 
violence, witness management, child abuse, and 
victim advocacy, will provide local communities 
with an outline of the minimum services in each 
area that should be provided to victims and wit­
nesses of crime. From these guidelines, local com­
munities can develop programs as elaborate or as 
simple as their needs require. 
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Recommendation 2: 

Services and programs for victims and wit­
nesses in the State of Florida should be 
increased, expanded or improved. 

Implementation Strategies: 

The BCJA will work closely with the Florida 
Network of Victim Witness/Services (FNVWS) in 
coordinating requests for technical assistance 
from local communities and organizations. The 
BCJA and the FNVWS will provide the following 
technical assist~nce as requested: 

(a) Training programs or information for 
members of the law enforcement, courts, 
and other criminal justice agencies in 
how to meet the needs of victims of 
intimate crime and other victims of 
violent crime; 

(b) Information on the organization or 
expansion of programs requested by local 
governments or community organizations; 

(c) Presentations to civic organizations, 
industry, educational institutions, and 
other appropriate organizations on the 
rights and needs of victims and wit­
nesses, as well as methods to prevent 
victimization; 

(d) Information on seeking alternative 
funding sources for local programs; 

(e) Printed materials or visual aids to 
programs or organizations on 
victim/witness needs and concerns. 

The BCJA will continue the collection of 
materials including films, periodicals, reports, 
and other literature relating to the issues. 
These will be available as resources to local ser­
vice providers. 

The Directory of Victim/Witness Programs in 
Florida will be updated and revised, so that it 
remains a valuable and accurate resource for com­
munity organizations, the law enforcement com­
munity, social service agencies, and local service 
providers. 
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The BCJA will work with the FNVWS to coor­
dinate a yearly conference on victim/witness ser­
vices. The conference serves as a method of 
exchanging information among local service provi­
ders, the law enforcement and social service com­
munities. It also provides an opportunity to 
learn of new developments in the field of 
victim/witness services, as well as learning what 
methods and programs have been successful, or not, 
throughout the state. 

The BCJA will work to establish effective 
liaisons with social service agencies, the crimi­
nal justice commuhity, the Refuge Information 
Network, and other organizations that are involved 
with victim/witness issues. 

Recommendation 3: 

Data and information which would be of use to 
the criminal justice and social service systems 
should be methodically and accurately collected. 
Only by utilizing such data can we determine the 
nature, impact and effect of crime on the citizens 
of Florida. This information is necessary in 
determining where and what types of programs are 
needed. 

Implementation Strategy: 

The BCJA will work with the Florida 
Department of Law Enforcement and other 
appropriate agencies on methods of integrating 
correlation data on victim/offender into the cri­
minal justice reporting system. 

Recommendation 4: 

Funding should be provided for increased and 
improved services to victims and witnesses of 
crime in Florida. 

Implementation Strategy: 

The BCJA will evaluate, recommend and pursue 
a mechanism for providing incentive funding for 
the establishment, improvement and coordination of 
state and local victim/witness programs through 
the state legislature. 
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Recommendation 5: 

The Florida Legislature should be apprised of 
facts, issues and concerns relating to victims and 
witnesses of crime. 

Implementation Strategy: 

The BCJA will keep informed of facts and 
issues affecting victim/witness needs and con­
cerns, and will provide bill analysis and 
research, and advise FNVWS Board members and other 
appropriate individuals of pertinent information. 
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APPENDIX A 

RESULTS OF THE 1980 VICTIM/WITNESS SURVEY 

In the fall of 1980, staff of the Victim/Witness Network in 
the Bureau of Criminal Justice Assistance distributed a survey to 
all known victim/witness assistance programs in the state. The 
survey was intended to accomplish at least two purposes: 

(1) To serve as a basis for the Florida Network of 
Victim/Witness Services Directory of Victim/Witness 
Programs in Florida, which was published in March, 1981. 

(2) To serve as the data base for this document's analysis 
of the current level of local service in the state. 

Limitations of the Survey 

Because of funding limitations, the data from the original 
survey was summarized "by hand" without the advantages of com­
puterization. This prevented staff from providing all the cross­
tabulation which might have been possible with computer 
ass istance. HO\<7ever, due to the small size of the sample, and the 
complexity of the programs subsumed by that sample, the more 
sophisticated statistical generalizations which could have been 
made from the data would have had limited utility. 

Eighty-one copies of the survey were distributed. Fifteen 
agencies were duplicated due to name and address changes, and five 
agencies were defunct. Sixty-one agencies returned a completed 
(or partially completed) survey. Of those sixty-one agencies, 
four were removed from the survey because they were considered 
general service agencies without special programs for 
victims/witnesses. Three of the programs that were included in 
the survey summary and the victim/witness Directory had limited 
services: Two provided assistance with filling out Bureau of 
Crimes Compensation forms as their only victim related service; a 
third had not begun serving clients, but was funded to do so as of 
November, 1980. The remaining fifty-Four surveys were answered to 
varying degrees of completeness. Wherever necessary, this analy­
sis will indicate the number of respondents to specific questions 
if all fifty-seven programs did not respond to that question. 

A sample of the survey for reference is included at. the end 
of this section. 

General Survey Results - Statewide (Parts 1, 2, 3 of the Survey) 

A variety of data was summarized from the victim/witness sur­
vey which may be of use to local agencies in assessing the rela­
tive position of their agency in the statewide picture of 
victim/witness assistance. The data has been analyzed in this 
plan on a statewide basis, a special program basis, and a county 
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by county basis. In this section, the survey will be reviewed in 
depth ~rom a s~atewide perspective, numbered according to the 
order lnformatlon was requested on the survey. 

Section I. 

The number(s) preceding the following headings indicate 
the question numbers as they appear on the survey. 

Questions 1. - 3. were basic information requests: 
address; and telephone of agencies. 

Question 4. ~onsoring Agencies 

name; 

Sponsor~ng agenc~es of Florida's fifty-seven survey 
res~onden~s,lnc~ude flve police departments (serving 
thelr munlclpallty only), four sheriff's departments 
seven state ~ttorney's offices, two county courts, o~e 
local probatlon department, ten county governments 
three Young Women's Christian Associations (YWCA) 'th 
hospi t 1 '! f' . ree ,... ,c;. s, c;.no "lVe mental health agencies. The 
.. emalnlng e:-gh t:-en agenc~es are independent community 
based organlzatlons. ThlS range of sponsoring agencies 
demonstrates that a variety of local operations may be 
developed fro~ already established resource bases. 
Th~se,sponsorlng agencies mayor may not provide the 
ma]orltY,of the funding support for the victim/witness 
programmlng. 

,The survey showed that victim/~dt.ness programs in 
Florlda,curren~lY,fall into six major program 
categorles:, vlctlm advocate, spoUse abuse, sexual 
as~ault, Chlld a~use, witness utilization, and Bureau of 
C71mes Compensatlon aS3istance. Only seventeen of the 
f~fty-seve~ r~por~ing agencies were single purpose agen­
Cles, speclfYlng ln the survey only one type of clien­
tele or program service. The majority of these single 
purpose agencies were spouse 'abuse shelters. Spouse 
abuse,she~ters have the option of maintaining a secret 
locatlon ln order to better protect their clientele. 

, ,The,remaining programs provided multiple 
vlctlm/wltness services. Some of the spouse abuse 
sQelters,provide housing for both the victim and any 
mlnor chlldren who might also be abusE~d. For example, 
31% of the abused women at one shelter indicated that 
their accompanying children were abused by their hus­
bands. Most of the sexual assault programs in the state 
serve ~exually abused ch~ldren within the bcope of their 
opera~lon. Bureau of Crlmes Compensation information 
and wlt~ess orientation information is frequently a part 
of serVlces offered by victim/witness programs 
regardless of their specialty area. 
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Question 5. Hours of Service 

Forty of the responding agencies are either twenty­
four hour operations or provide 24-hour "on call" 
assistance. Twenty-five of the forty agencies are 
twenty-four hour a day operations. 

Thirteen operate 'hot-lines' that they specifically 
mentioned in the survey. These long hours of operation 
are indicative of the "crisis" nature of victimization. 
Only court related, post-crisis, witness management or 
utilization programs are likely to operate during normal 
working hours. The remaining programs fall into the 
primary crisis-intervention category with a major 
responsibility to assist the victim as soon as the vic­
timization is reported. 

Question 6. Name of Director of Program 

Question 7. Geographic Area Served 

There is great variation in the geographic area 
served. Local police de~artments limit their victim 
servicea to their immediate jurisdiction within the city 
limits, while one spouse abuse shelter and rape coun­
seling program serves sixteen counties through the 
largest HRS aistrict in the state. Spouse abuse 
shelters and child abuse foster care programs are 
usually HRS district programs serving multiple counties. 
However, some survey responses made no distinction bet­
ween their HRS services requirements and the areas that 
they most commonly served. That is, respondents spe­
cified that they served a single county, when in fact 
their HRS funding required them to make services 
available to several other counties included in the 
district. Since most clients came from their immediate 
county, the respondents specified the geographic area 
that they normally served, rather than the area that 
they legally served. 

A similar problem exists for court related programs 
which are required to serve a multi-county judicial cir­
cuit. Some respondents may have specified a single 
county normsllY served, although they are legally 
responsible for a wider area. The count~ by county sum­
mary identifies the county in which the program is 
located, not the area which the program serves. 
Programs serve a number of counties either by funding 
requirements or upon request for assistance from clients 
or agencies in other counties. 

Question 8. Number of Mon~hs of Program Existence 

The oldest program in operation in victim/wltness 
services in Florida is a privately funded children's 
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home which has served abused children for 10 years. 
Eleven other programs have been in existence longer than 
five years. These twelve programs represent the grass 
roots programs of the mid-1970's, in which a local need 
was recognized and a local program was developed to meet 
that need. Another thirteen programs are between four 
and five years old (from the 1980 data), and another 
twenty-three programs are less than three years old. 
Thus the majority of victim/witness programs are relati­
vely new. This stimulation of program development in 
the last three years also indicates the increased 
influence of victim advocacy through public relations, 
law enforcement training, statewide organizations and 
through federal and state legislation. 

Question 9. Type of Client Served by Victim/Witness Programs 

The following statistics represent the type of 
clients served by fifty-four responding progra~s with 
the number indicating the total number of programs 
serving these clients. 

- rape victim - 29 
- abused spouse - 32 
- abused child - 21 
- sexually abused child - 31 
- crime witness - 13 
- elderly victims - 6 
- crime victims' family - 27 
- crime victims other than those pre-

viously mentioned - 15 

The most frequently served client is the abused 
spouse, followed by the sexually abused child and the 
rape victim. The sexually abused child is frequently 
served through rape programs and children's special 
programs. Crime victim families are always dealt with 
as part of a specialty program such as rape or spouse 
abuse counseling. The percentage of crime victim fami­
lies served is therefore much narrower than the general 
data indicates. The "crime victim other than those pre­
viously mentioned" category usually reflects a "victim 
advocate" program which delivers services to all kinds 
of victims of violent crime. Witness program ~tatistics 
represent several programs that assist the victim bf a 
special area of crime (rape, spouse or occasionally· 
child abuse) through the entire criminal justice pro­
cess. This is particularly important for rape victims 
who need special counseling assistance in light of the 
trauma of a court appearance. 
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Question 10. Sources of Victim Referrals 

Sources of referrals to a victim/witness program 
are usually d~rectly correlated to the type of agency in 
which the victim program is housed. For example, 
programs in local law enforcement agencies will get 
their major percentage of referrals from police or 
sheriff's officers or from their reports. Programs 
housed in a community based organization (CBO's) such as 
a mental health program office will receive the majority 
of ~heir referrals from other similar community organi­
zatlons. The latter CBO's are also more likely to have 
developed a community outreach program, although all 
types of victim programs may have a 24-hour crisis hot­
line with broad community outreach potential. 

To summarize briefly, victim advocate programs are 
usually housed in police or sheriff's departments, state 
attorneys' offic:s, or a local mental health program 
office. Their. primary source of client referral is the 
police or the police reports. The state attorney s offi­
ces have their own record keeping system which iden­
tifies victims, but they are also indirectly dependent 
upon police reports for their information. If the vic­
tim suffered personal injury, local hospital emergency 
staff also provided referrals. For rape programs, which 
are more likely to be housed independently, the police 
and hospitals are major points of referrals. Child 
abuse programs rely on the HRS Single Intake Services 
(see the Child Abuse section of this document for further 
details) for most of their referrals. Community based 
organizations also provide child abuse referrals. A 
lesser number come from the courts or law enforcement 
agencies. Witness utilization programs rely on the 
state attorneys' records and secondarily on police 
referrals for their access to victims and witnesses. 

Question 11. - 13. ~ing for LocB,l Victim/Wi tness 
Programs 

Fifty-one of the victim/witness programs surveyed 
offered usable budget data for our analysis. Of these, 
thirteen programs were predominantly spouse abuse cen­
tered, six were child abuse, fifteen were primarily 
sexual assault, twelve were victim advocate programs, 
and five were witness programs. The data represents 
program budgetL for 1980, but each program's fiscal year 
may vary according to the requirements for federal, 
state and local accounting. Fiscal year budgets usually 
begin on January 1, July 1, or October 1, depending on 
such requirements. Since most programs were surveyed in 
the fall of 1980, their budgets would have been for 
1980, or 1980-81. Survey data was supplemented with 
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data from the March, 1981 telephone survey for two 
programs. 

A total of $3,982,581 was budgeted for victim/wit­
ness programs in Florida in 1980 according to our survey 
and a follow-up telephone survey in March, 1981. (See 
chart on the following page for breakdown of funding 
sources.) Of that amount, eight percent was derived 
from private sources (including foundations and indivi­
dual donations), thirty-one percent derived from State 
dollars, forty percent came from local government sour­
ces, nineteen percent came from federal resources, and 
two percent came from miscellaneous other efforts such 
as local fund raisers~ This data does not include the 
budgets of two state attorneys' offices programs in 
Jacksonville and Dade County. Dade County has a total 
budget of 7.3 million dollars for their State Attorney's 
Office but they were unable to break down that portion 
of their budget which directly related to witness ser­
vices. Therefore, that data was not used in order to 
avoid skewing the results. 

The proportion of total dollars spent on 
victim/witness services in Florida is very small as com­
pared to local law enforcement. For example, local law 
enforcement expenditures in Florida in 1978 totaled 
almost 558 million dollars. (This is the most recent 
available data). Compared to the total of approximately 
4 million dollars spent on local victim/witness services 
in Florida in 1980, less than one percent of the dollars 
spent on law enforcement was spent on victim/witness 
services. When compared to the total criminal justice 
expenditures for Florida in 1978 ($6,408,000,000), the 
victim/witness percentage is even more minute, repre­
senting less than .06% of total criminal justice 
dollars. 

At this time, there is great uncertainty about the 
continuation of federal funding for both Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration programs (LEAA) and for the 
Comprehensive Education and Training Act (CETA) 
programs. These are the mainstays of the ,nineteen per­
cent of federal dollars currently supporting local 
victim/witness services. Although only four of the 
program budgets are over 90 percent dependent upon 
federal dollars, many other programs rely on federal 
dollars to attract local matching dollars from ten to 
fifty percent. Without this federal incentive dollar, 
programs may face cuts in local funding as well. 

Twenty-seven agencies said their future funding was 
uncertain in the 1980 fall survey. In addition, funding 
was listed by thirty-four victim/witness agencies as 
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Victim/Witness Program 
FUNDING ANALYSIS 
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their highest priority need. Anoth(~r three agencies 
indicated it is a high priority need. This was by far 
the most frequently mentioned problem of all responding 
agencies. The uncertainty about federal funding and its 
match requirement added to this dilemma. 

In assessing the overall budgets of victim/witness 
services in these categorical areas, the following 
results were obtained: 

'Total Private State Local Federal Other ---
Spouse Abuse 1,547,081 17% 33% 26% 21% 3% 
Child Abuse 1,100,200 6% 54% 12% 25% 3% 
Sexual Assault 633,300 1% 11% 65% 21% 2% 
Victim Advocate 278,842 14% 82% 3% 1% 
Witness 420,158 5% 95% 

Major witness programs operated out of the State 
Attorney's Office are not included in these statistics on 
witness utilization/management. The Dade County State 
Attorney's Office operates a seven million dollar 
program which supports many witness services. This is 
totally funded by the State. Since that program could 
not distinguish its witness services budget, it was not 
included in this summary. 

Spouse abuse and child abuse programs are most 
reliant upon State dollars from the Department of Health 
and Rehabilitative Services. The major source of spouse 
abuse dollars derives from a $5.00 tax on marriage 
licenses which was legislated in 1978. This provides 
for up to fifty thousand dollars per spouse abuse 
shelter in each of the eleven HRS districts in the 
state. 

From our sample of only six child abuse programs we 
know that HRS supports 60% of the Child Abuse Treatment 
Centers and 100% of the University of Miami Child Abuse 
Crisis Program. 

The 1979 statistics on HRS dependency referrals 
(January-September 1979) indicated that over seventy 
percent of children referred to HRS were abused or 
neglected, and 76.8% of all children who were referred 
were placed under protective supervision, remaining with 
their families. The remaining 23.2% of referrals were 
placed in HRS foster care programs. Foster care 
programs include foster families, foster family group 
homes, private child caring facilities (non-psychiatric, 
agency operated group homes, and psychiatric residential 
treatment facilities). 
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The two child abuse residential programs included 
in our survey of victim/witness services are repr7sen­
tative of agency operated group homes. They recelve an 
average of $8,000 per child each ye~r~ as compar7d to 
$422 expended for protective superv~slon, ac~Or~lng to 
the 1979 HRS figures. Just under nlneteen mlillon 
dollars was spent in 1979 on various kinds of foster 
care programs, which suggests that our ~ot~l d~ta base 
of $1,100,200 in terms of child abuse vlctlm/wltness 
services is very limited. 

Victim advocate and witness utilization programs 
are the most reliant upon local dollars of all the 
victim/witness programs. Victim advocate programs are 
primarily funded as ~art of l~c~l l~W enforcement 
programming, while wltness utlllzatlon and m~nagem~nt 
programs are supported by the State Attorney s Offlce or 
the judicial circuits. These two types of programs are 
most easily developed at the local level because they 
have an inherent "cost effective" aspect in ~etter 
managing victims and witnesses to ensure ~ h 7gher rate 
of solved crime and a higher rate of convlctlo~. They 
are also important public relations efforts for law 
enforcement agencies, the state attorneys and the 
courts. Although the least amount of dollars, is spent 
in these two areas of victim/witness prog~ammln~, they 
may have the highest number of contacts wlth cllents and 
offer the greatest range of services, especially in the 
victim advocate programs. 

Sexual assault programs were most often developed 
from a local support base. A significant 65% of their 
support still comes from the local level. They serve 
relatively few clients and are often ~ubs~med under 
another agency in order to defray thelr dlrect costs,of 
service. Two of the programs surveyed had no operatlng 
budget and were staffed totally by volunteers. Three 
other programs were under $10,090 in budge~. The three 
largest programs were centered ln three maJor urban 
areas where the need for such services is assured by ,the 
sheer number of rapes. Three of the programs h~d maJor 
federal funding through the Law Enforcement Asslstance 
Administration. 

Questions 14-16. Victim/Witness Program Staff and Volunteers 

Survey data on program staff and volunteers was 
unreliable. Several respondents included the entire 
staff of their multi-purpose agency in t~eir answers~ 
since many staff members had some sporadlc contact wlth 
victims. For example, the Dade County State A~torney's 
Office indicated that they have 400 staff servHlg almost 
4,000 victim clients per year with a total b~dge~ of 6.5 
million dollars. This data was so overwhelmlng ln 
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comparison to the small programs encompassed by the 
remainder of the data, that we were forced to eliminate 
that response from most of our summary analysis in order 
to provide a more accurate picture statewide. Under 
such a broad definition of victim services, all state 
attorneys' offices would be defined as victim/witness 
programs. 

Twenty-eight respondents indicated that they had 
less than ten people on their staff and many of the 
programs with larger staffs served clients other than 
victims/witnesses. Volunteers were a major part of the 
staff of most of the spouse abuse shelters in the state, 
with many shelter'responses indicating 15, 20, or 25 
volunteers who assist in the day-to-·day running of .the 
shelter and monitoring the 24-hour crisis telephone. 
About half of the rape crisis programs had a significant 
component of volunteers. The remaining sexual assault 
programs were sufficiently staffed by professionals or 
had such a limited need for their service in a rural 
area, that a single trained staff person was able to pro­
vide adequate service. Victim advocate programs in 
police departments were the least likely to use volun­
teers, although both of the responding sheriffs' depart­
ments used a few each month. Witness utilization 
(management) programs reflected a wide range of volun­
teers, from zero to 250. The latter program is a wit­
ness notification project staffed by volunteers in Dade 
County. 

Section II. (of the survey), Services Available Through Victim/ 
Witness Programs 

The victim/witness survey respondents were to indi­
cate the types of services that they offer directly, 
contract to another agency, or refer to another agency. 
The survey covered such services as: housing/shelter, 
counseling/therapy, medical services, educational/ 
training classes, follow-up procedures, special ser­
vices, and public information/awareness. (See the sur­
vey following this section for specifics.) Since the 
range of services and variation in method of delivery 
vary so widely between the programs surveyed, a summary 
of the data has only limited utility. Therefore, we 
will use this section to indicate the major service 
trends statewide. 

Housing/Shelter 

Only sixteen of 49 respondents indicated that they 
provide short term shelter. At least twelve of these 
are spouse abuse shelters and two are shelters for 
abused or neglected children. These sixteen spouse 
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abuse and child abuse shelters provide term housing for 
up to two months, although most such facilities cannot 
provide long term shelter. 

Counseling/Therapy 

Crisis intervention counseling is the single most 
common feature of all victim/witness service programs in 
the state - 46 of 52 respondents indicated that they 
provide that service. Only the more technical, court 
management/witness service programs did not provide cri­
sis intervention counseling. Individual adjustive 
therapy (short term) was the second most common form of 
counseling service, covered by 41 of 51 respondents. 

Rape counseling (32 respondents) and counseling 
relating to pending court cases (28 respondents) were 
also significantly available through Florida's 
victim/witness programming. Hours of counseling per 
month varied according to the number of clients and the 
type of program. Actual hours in counseling per month 
varied from five to ten hours for a small program 
serving one or two rape victims, to over 300 hours per 
month in one of the major spouse abuse shelters which 
employs full time professional counselors for both indi­
vidual and group sessions. At least two of the survey 
respondents were community mental health offices whose 
hours of counseling far exceeded the normal response. 
We did not consider these an accurate reflection of 
their direct victim programming so they were not 
included in this part of the assessment. 

Medical Services 

Only seven of 34 respondents indicated that they 
could provide immediate emergency medical treatment and 
only four provide such treatment for child abuse victims. 
This is another area of' the survey where only major vic­
tim specialty programs were surveyed. 

Educational/Training Services 

This area of the survey actually encompassed three 
potential types of trainees -- the victim, volunteers to 
assist the staff of victim programs, and social service, 
medical or social welfare deliverers who need to better 
understand the problems of victims. Thirty-three of 38 
responding programs train their own volunteers to assist 
their staff. This is the most common type of training 
made available through victim programs in Florida. They 
also commonly train the following: mental health per­
sonnel (27 of 35)u persons working with rape victims (26 
of 31), medical personnel (25 of 32), and police who 
handle domestic and rape cases (25 of 33). 
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, Most programs (34 of 35) refer clients to educa­
~lo~al pro~rams available through local high schools, 
J~n1?r colleges, or vocational/technical school. Four 
v1ct1m programs (shelters) do provide remedial reading. 

Follow-up Procedures 

Most victim programs (39 of 43 respondents) were 
ab~e to follow-up with their clients by telephone. 
Th1 7ty-one of,38 programs were able to follow-up with 
ad~l~lo~al cl1en~ counseling following their initial 
cr1S1S 1nt~rvent1on treatment. Twenty-two programs of 
28 respond1ng had follow-up home visits to clients. 

Special Services 

Almost a~l (38 of 46 respondents) victim/witness 
programs prov1de some type of transportation for clients 
who ~eed it. T~is is the most common type of special 
serV1ces recogn1zed through the survey. Thirty-seven of 
4~ P70grams indicated that they advocate for victims 
w1th1n local and State government to ensure victims' 
rights are ac~nowledged and responded to. Most programs 
are also comm1tted to keeping the victim/witness updated 
on relevant court proceedings (35 of 43 responding). 
All but one of the latter programs also helps to prepare 
the victim/witnes~ for a court appearance. Twenty-five 
programs have the1r own 24-hour hotline and another 17 
receive referrals from other hotlines in their area 
Thus, 42 of the 45 respondents have direct 24-hour ;om­
mu~ic~tion ~pen to victims in their community or county. 
Th1S 1S an 1mportant special service since so many inci­
dents of violent crime occur during the late night and 
early morning hours. 

Public Information/Awareness Programs 

, ,pub~ic informa~ion ~nd awareness are key parts of 
v1ct1m/w1tness serV1ces 1n every community which offers 
such a program. Forty-one respondents indicated that 
their staff,h~d made a public information appearance on 
local telev1s1on ~t least once. Forty-nine reported 
that they had del1vered lectures to various community 
gr?ups and 39 had given lectures in local schools. 
Th1rty-four prog7ams ha~ developed pamphlets, fliers or 
brochures on the1r serV1ces. Forty-six had periodic 
newspa~er,reports on their program, twenty-four respon­
dents 1nd1cated that they had developed commercial spots 
on radio and television highlighting their services. 
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Public Appearances 

Fourteen of the specialized programs made at least 
one or two public appearances per month. Nine of the 
larger victim advocate programs made between eight and 
twenty public appearances each year. 

section III. (of the survey) Agencies/Organizations To Which 
Programs Refer Clients 

This section concluded the specific names of orga­
nizations utilized by the respondents. The majority of 
the programs included: mental health centers, police 
departments, Departmeht of Health and Rehabilitative 
Services, hospitals, other victim/witness assistance 
programs and various community organizations. Although 
the responses did indicate that programs utilize other 
community services, there was no method of determining 
to what extent there was coordination among organiza-
tions. 

Section IV. (of the survey) Service Needs of the 
Victim/Witness Programs in Florida 

The survey of victim/witness programs provided a 
priori ty scale of specific needs. 'l'he top twelve needs 
were determined by adding the columns which specified 
high and extremely high priority needs. Since the sur­
vey reached only those areas with existing programs, 
overall state victim/witness needs are not reflected in 
this section. This wider needs assessment must be left 
to local representatives. 

The survey responses indicated the following high 
priority needs for victim/witness services (in order of 
priority with total responses following number of 
programs which indicated that this was a high or very 
high priority): 

1. Secure funding of proven programs (37 of 41, 
including 34 specifying this as an extremely 
high priority). 

2a. Emergency short term shelter - 48 hours or less 

(37 of 46). 

2b. Police training in domestic intervention (tied 

at 37 of 46) • 

3. Shelter/housing for abused spouse (34 of 45). 

4. Increased staff for existing program (34 of 

49) . 
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5. Shelter/housing for mother and child (32 of 
45). 

6. Shelter/housing facilities for children (32 of 
47). 

7. Public information/awareness programs (32 of 
45) • 

8. Counseling/therapy for children (31 of 41). 

9. Funding for new programs (30 of 43). 

10. Training for mental health personnel (30 of 
39) • . 

11. Integration of community services '30 of 41). 

Section V. (of the survey) Miscellaneous Questions 

Expansion of Services 

Service expansion responses varied according to 
loca~ needs and the security of program funding for any 
partlcular agency. Those agencies which faced budget 
cuts were more concerned with program survival than 
expansion. Agencies with secure funding addressed the 
expan~io~ of t~eir operations to meet specific needs of 
the vlctlms WhlCh they were already serving. For 
exal~ple, one of the shelters for abused spouses needed 
to lncrease the program's services to the children of 
these women. No day care arrangements were available if 
the women were attending counseling sessions or 
receiving special training or job counseling. This was 
targeted as an area of needed future expansion. Further 
details were similarly program specific, and are more 
relevant only to the county by county program assessment 
in the body of the document. 

Average Number of Clients Served 

Excluding the two large offices of state attorneys' 
witness programs which served 1,000 and 3,797 clients 
per month, the typical victim/witness program served 47 
clients on the monthly average. Four of the smaller 
programs served only one client per month, usually 
through a rural sexual assault program staffed by a 
single "on-call" volunteer. State attorneys' programs 
as mentioned earlier, served the broadest range of ' 
victim/witness clients, but usually were able to provide 
at least follow-up counseling for those clients on their 
legal rights. Victim advocate programs serving the full 
range of victims had the second widest scope of clien­
tele. The average spouse abuse shelter housed about 
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thirty women and children. Sexual assault programs 
varied according to the size of the community and the 
viability of their rape crisis programs. Those com­
munities with evidence of close cooperation between the 
sexual assault crisis staff, the medical emergency ser­
vices and the police had the greatest rate of rape cri­
sis clients who were willing to report the crime to the 
criminal justice system. 

Medical Treatment 

The majority of witness utilization and state 
attorneys' programs do not regularly refer their clients 
to medical services. Programs which specialize in 
sexual assault, spouse abuse or child abuse frequently 
report almost 100% of their victims are offered or 
referred to medical treatment. Victim advocate programs 
fall between the two extremes depending on client need. 

Follow-up 

Over 75% of all victim/witness programs have some 
form of follow-up: by telephone, letter, or horne visit. 
Statistics developed in the special services section 
verified this high degree of follow-up contact with vic­
tims. Several programs specified that they made no 
attempt to follow-up in those cases where the witness or 
victim might be placed in fUrther jeopardy. This 
applied especially to spouse abuse cases. This high 
percentage of follow-up allows the staff to assess the 
continuing needs of the client and to determine if they 
should receive additional assistance through counseling 
or other social service referrals. 

Client Demographic Data 

Client reporting formats varied to such an extent 
that no summary data was compiled. Special categories 
of data are collected by some of the larger programs and 
they will be reported in the special program sections of 
this document as they are needed. 

Special Criminal JusticA Treatment of Sexual Assault 
Cases 

The survey also asked if there was a special police 
unit which handled sexual assault cases, and if there was 
a single judge or prosecutor assigned to such cases from 
start to finish in their local jurisdiction. Seventeen 
agencies (of 44) said that there was a special police 
unit to handle sexual assault cases, and fifteen (of 41) 
said there was a single prosecutor/judge assigned for 
the duration of each sexual assault case. Since police 
jurisdiction may be limited to the city limits and since 
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many of these judicial areas cover more than one county, 
the answers w7re questionable. For example, one police 
department sald that they had no poli~e sexual assault 
"unit" alth06gh they did have a specially trained police­
woman who accompanied the victim throughout th-a 
reporting process. That department reported that they 
had no sexual assault assistan~e program since they did 
not regard one policewoman as a "unit". A total of ten 
c~unties r 7Port7d that they had some police units spe­
clally tralned ln sexual assault in some areas of the 
c~un~y a~d ten counties had some prosecutorial con­
tlnu:ty ln the legal process. Since both prosecutors 
and J~dges ~er7 included in the same question, it was 
sometlmes dlfflcult to determine what level of con­
tinuity was indicated by the response. 

W~at Are the Major,Needs Presently Facing Your Program 
(1'7" problems WhlCh can be altered via some internal 
actlon)? 

Responses to this first question paralleled many of 
the high priority needs identified in the preceding sec­
tion. The concerns of the respondents centered on: 

- The need for more funding, and ~ore secure 
funding. 

- The need for more staff and volunteers. 
- The need for legal aid, court follow-up, and the 

sam7 prosecutor to handle the case throughout the 
varlOUS parts of the criminal justice system. 

- The need to secure and maintain residential faci­
lities. 

- The need for greater community cooperation to 
support victim/witness programs. 

w~at Are The Most Critical Needs Facing 
V~ctims/Witnesses ~ithin Your Geographic Location 
(l.e., problems WhlCh are outside of the program sphere 
of influence)? 

, Responses to the question were variedQ They were 
dlr~ctly related to the availability of services at the 
loca~ level. This document details the availability of 
serVlces on a county by county basis. That section also 
includes a brief summary of the local victim/witness 
program needs which were covered in this part of the 
survey. 
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APPENDIX B 
SURVEY OF VICTIM/WITNESS SERVICES 

Section I. 
1. Name of Agency: 
2. Address: 
3. Telephone: 
4. sponsoring Agency (if different from nl) 
S. Hours of operation: 
6. Name of Direct.o)":: 
7. Geographic Aren Served: 
8. Nwnb(~r of Months program Has Been in Operation: 
9. please check the type of client your program serves: 

__ Rape victim _ Abused spouse Abused Child 
Crime Witness Elderly Victims Sexually Abused Child 

- Crirre Victi.m's Family _._Abused spous; . . 
- Crime Victims (other than those listed) __ Elderly Victims (Spec~nl serv~ces) 

10. HoW-do clients come to your attention? (please approximate \ in each category) 
% Walk-in/Self Referral __ \ Referrals from state Attorney 

--.. Referrals from police _'" Referrals from Court 
-% Refe~rals from Community Based % Other/Please Specify 
- o~~~izations 

11. Please indicate your program's funding by providing the approximate percentage 
within the categories below: 

Private % 
State Govt. % 

Federal Govt. % 
Other (please explain) 

Local Govt. % • 
12. Please provide your program's total operating budget for present fund~ng year: 

13 • Are fund!-:::f"-o-r-:-t:-h-e-::"fo-l:-l:-o""w"-i;-:n:-g::-:y:-e:-a:-r:-:s::e:"::cure? Yes No 

14. 
15. 
16. 

I f not / please explain: 
Program staff (please identify number of staff, job title, salary): 
What is the average nwnber of volunteers working with your program per month? 
please explain briefly the activities in which volunteers are encouraged? 

Section II. l;ITailable services 
(Responsdents were asked to indicate "A"--if the service was offered; 

"3"--if the service was contracted out 
"C"--if the client was referred to another agency 

"c" assumed the service is provided by the agency the client is referred. 
~ or Not applicable was also allowed 

Housing/Shelter Available 
1. Emergency short term shelter (48 hours or les!;) 
2. Shelter/housing (2 mo. maximum) 
3. Long-term shelter (0-6 mo.) 
4. Temporary short term facilities for children 
S. Foster homes for children 
6. Housing for mother and child 
7. Wbat is the average length of stay at the shelter? 
8. How many times is abused spouse allowed to return to the shelter? 
~. Please list other types of housing/shelter offered, but not covered above: 
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Counseling/Theril-!,y services 
1. Crisis intervention counseling 
2. Individual adjustive therapy (short-term) 
3. Individual adjustive therapy (long-term) 
4. Rap/group sessions, wives only 
S. Group sessions, husbands/wives together 
6. Family counseling 
7. Counseling/therapy provided for children 
8. Group sessions for children 
9. Psychological testing 

10. Psychiatric testing 
11. Evaluation services 
12. Anger management 
13. Wife beating conflict control 
14. Rape counseling 
15. Stress and frustrati'Jl1 counseling 
16. Home care counseling 
17. Drug/alcohol counseling 
18. Counseling related to pending court cases 
19. What is the average number of hours of counseling your agency provides per month? 

(estimate if necessary) 

Medical 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
S. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

Services Available 
Immediate emergency medical treatment 
Child abuse treatment facilities 
Collection of medical evidence (sexual assault) 
A private examination room available for victim (sexual assault) 
Free treatment 
Release medical report to prosecutor/p,';)lice (with victim approval) 
Uniform reporting mechanism (physician's report) 
Other services not included above (please list) 

Education/Training Classes Available 
1. G.E.D. Classes 
2. Vocational training 
3. Remedial training 
4. Police training in domestic intervention 
S. Train~ng for court personnel in domestic violence 
6. Training for medical personnel 
7. Training for mental health personnel 
8. Training for interested volulteers 
9. Special sensitivity training for those working with rape victims 

10. Rape awareness training for thoGe working with rape victims (understanding the 
phenomena of rape) 

11. Training to improve identification of battered women (e.g. health and social 
service personnel) 

12. Child management for parent(s) 
13. Recognizing the common signs of child abuse 
14. Other training/classes not mentioned above (please list) 

Follow-up Procedures 
1. Follow-up phone calling program 
2. Follow-up for medical appointments 
3. Follow-up of client counseling/psychiatric treatment 
4. Staff/volunteer visitation of home 
S. Other follow-up procedures not mentioned (please list) 
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Social Services/programs 
1. 24-hour Hotline (use B if your program is referred via another hotline) 
2. Provide organizational assistance to interest groups wanting to establish 

victim services 
3. Provide transportational services 
4. Provide welfare, social service coordination .. 
5. Perform lobbying efforts for victims within local government/~mpact~ng 

organizations . ..,. ht 
6. Advocate for victims within local/state government to ~nsure v~ctims r~g s 
7. Provide employment assistance 
B. A woman companion to accompany the victim through various stages of process 
9. Call (discuss with) victim/witness entire criminal justice process prior to 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 
14. 
15. 

court appearance 
On-call system where victim/witnesses are informed to appear in court only when 
they are needed 
Keeping victim/witness abreast of related information about, and access to, 
court proceedings 
Daycare facilities for children of victim/witness dU!'ing court appearances 
and other CJS and related activitius. 
Provide coordination wi th Bureau of Crimes Comper'z;,ation for filing claim 
Prepare victim/witness for C'-lL't appearance 
Assist victims in property recovery 

Public Information/Awareness Programs 
1. Pamphlets, fliers, which address some aspect of the problem (if you offer, 

please include samples with returned survey) . 
2. Periodic articles ~n local newspaper (regard~ng your program or discussing some 

3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 

aspect of domestic violence, rape, child abuse) 
Commercial spots OIl radio/television 
Appearances on public information television show 
Lectures, informal talks to various community groups 
Lecture program in local schools 
Please provide average n~mber of public appearances made per month (estimate if 
necessary) 

B. Please list other information/awareness programs offered, not ment_ioned above 

Section III. . 
Directions: Pleas~ list agencies/o~ganizations to which you refer cl~ents or 

utilize their services: 
Housing/Shelter: 
Counseling/Therapy: 
Medical Treatment: 
Educational/Training: 
Ol:her: 

section IV. 
Directions: Using the scale provided, rank according to your persp:ctive the follo~ing 

service needs (1-34). Mark £ if not a perceived need ~n your geograph~c 
area. Mll.rk "1" for extremely low priority; 2, 3, as higher, and 
"4" being extremely high priority. 

CONTINUED O~ NEXT PAGE. 
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1. Increased staffing for existing programs 
2. Emergency short-term shelter (48 hours or less) 
3. Shelter/housing for abused spouse 
4. Shelter/housing facilities for children 
5. Shelter/housing for mother and child 
6. Personal support for victim 
7. Crisis intervention counseling 
B. Individual adjustive therapy 
9. Group sessions 

10. Counseling/therapy for children 
11. Rape .:.,unseling 
12. Getting and keeping trained volunteers 
13. Immediate emergency medical treatreent 
14. Child abuse treatment facili'ties 
15. Collection of medical evidence 
16. Uniform reporting mechanism (physician'~ report) 
17. ~olice training in domestic intervention 
lB. Training for interested volunteers 
19. Training for court personnel 
20. Training for medical personnel 
21. Training for mental health personnel 
22. Recognizing common signs of child abuse 
23. Special sensitivity training for those working with rape victims 
24. Rape Awareness Training (understanding phenomena of rape) 
25. Follow-up procedures 
26. 24-Hour Hotline 
27. Integration of community services 
2B. Coordination body for information exchange 
29. Transportation services for victim/witness (v/w) 
30. Public information/awareness programs 
31. Secure funding for proven prograw.s 
32. Funding for new programs 
33. Subpoena notif~cation, entire criminal justice· process is explaiued to victim/witness 
34. On-call system where v/w appear only when needed. 

Section V. 
Directions: Please answer the following questions. If not applicable, put N/A. 

1. Are you planning to expand or add to the services you are presently providing? 
If yes, please explain. 

2. What is the average number of victims referred to your program per month? 
J. Approximately what percentage of victims/clients are in need of medical treatment, 

either at the time of referral or during their association with your program? 
4. Approximately with what percent of your clients/victims are you able to follow-up? 
5. If available, please include in the return a summary of client demographic informa­

tion (e.g. sex, race, age, time of occurrence, previous history of abuse, weapon 
used, location of crime, etc.). If not already compiled, please respond to these pointE 
briefly below, based on clinical experience. 

6. Within the jurisdiction you serve, is there a special police ~,it which handles sexual 
assault cases? 

7. Within the court system in your jurisdiction, does one judge/prosecutor typically 
handle a sexual assault case from start to finish? 

8. What are the major needs presently facing your program (i.e. problems which can 
be altered via some internal action)? 

9. What are the most critical needs facing victims/witnesses within your geographic 
location (i.e. problems which are outside of program's sphere of influence)? 
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