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If you had contact with Arizona POLICE concerning DV within the past 2 years, please

respond to the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree
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The police officer(s) who came to my aid made me feel safe and comfortable. G G G G G

I think calling the police for a DV incident is a waste of time. G G G G G

The police followed my wishes in deciding whether or not to arrest my abuser. G G G G G

If you had contact with a VICTIM’S ADVOCATE in Arizona within the past 2 years, please

respond to the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Having a victim's advocate helped me get a better result in my case. G G G G G

I felt comfortable dealing with a victim's advocate. G G G G G

I felt that I had to follow my advocate's suggestions if I wanted help. G G G G G

The resources and services I was offered met my needs. G G G G G

I could never get help from the victim's advocate at a time convenient to me. G G G G G

If you had contact with an Arizona PROSECUTOR within the past 2 years, please respond to

the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

I was satisfied with the prosecutor's handling of my case. G G G G G

I feel the prosecutor blamed me for staying in an abusive relationship. G G G G G

I was able to meet with prosecutors as much as I needed to. G G G G G

I feel the prosecutor treated me with respect. G G G G G

The prosecutor didn't take my case seriously enough. G G G G G

I felt pressured by the prosecutor to go ahead with my case. G G G G G

I didn't want my abuser to be prosecuted. G G G G G

The prosecutor was too eager to drop my case. G G G G G

If you had contact with an Arizona JUDGE within the past 2 years, please respond to the

following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

I was able to participate fully during court hearings. G G G G G

I was satisfied with the judge's handling of my case. G G G G G

My abuser deserved a stiffer punishment than he/she got. G G G G G

The judge didn't take my case seriously enough. G G G G G

My case took too long to resolve. G G G G G

I thought the judge in my case acted fairly. G G G G G

I was able to play a role in the sentencing of my abuser. G G G G G

My abuser's court-ordered treatment helped keep him/her from doing it again. G G G G G

I felt the judge blamed me for staying in an abusive relationship. G G G G G
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If you had contact with an Arizona PROBATION OFFICER S or with a victim-services person in 

a probation department S in the past 2 years, please respond to the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Probation helped keep my abuser in line. G G G G G

The probation officer favored my abuser over me. G G G G G

The probation officer treated me with respect. G G G G G

The probation officer kept me informed. G G G G G

The probation officer didn't want to hear from me. G G G G G

I received useful services from the probation department. G G G G G

The probation officer helped my abuser get help. G G G G G

The probation officer was too hard on my abuser. G G G G G

The probation officer took action when I thought it was necessary. G G G G G

Please answer the following questions, if applicable, writing as much or as little as you like:

Was there any service or assistance that you did NOT receive that would have helped you deal with your domestic violence case?

Do you have any other comments or thoughts about the handling of your case by the Arizona criminal-justice system?

Your gender F Male     F Female Your age Your ethnicity:        White
       African-American
       Hispanic/Latino

Your Zip code        Asian
       Native American
       Other

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR HELP. YOUR TIME IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

For further information about this survey, please contact Olivia Salcido, Richard Toon, or Bill Hart, Morrison Institute for

Public Policy, Arizona State University, toll-free at 1-866-496-8875 or maria.salcido@asu.edu or richard.toon@asu.edu or

whart@asu.edu. Morrison Institute is an independent, nonpartisan public policy research unit in the School of Public Affairs,

College of Public Programs.
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Encuesta de Victimas de Violencia Doméstica en Arizona

Por favor tome algunos minutos y llene la siguiente encuesta que esta siendo administrada por el Morrison Institute for

Public Policy (ASU) a víctimas de violencia doméstica en el estado de Arizona, con la aprobación de las coaliciones Arizona

Coalition Against Domestic Violence y Arizona Coalition for Victim Services. Encuestas similares están siendo aplicadas a

jueces, fiscales, oficiales de libertad condicional y a aquellas personas que abogan por las víctimas de violencia doméstica.

Favor tome nota que sus respuestas y comentarios son COMPLETAMENTE CONFIDENCIALES. Su identidad y dirección nunca

serán publicadas ni difundidas en ninguna forma.

OBSERVE: Nuestro estudio se limita a aquellas víctimas de violencia doméstica que hayan estado en contacto con el sistema de justicia (por ejemplo, si llamó a la policía,
fue a la corte, obtuvo una orden de protección) durante los últimos dos años. Por favor llene la encuesta si usted es una de estas personas. ¡Gracias!

¿Que tanto tiempo lleva usted viviendo en Arizona? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . años S meses

¿Cuál era su relación con su agresor(a)? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . casada
no casada, vivimos juntos
no casada, vinamos separados

¿Son usted y su agresor(a) del mismo sexo o de sexo opuesto? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . mismo
opuesto

¿A usted utilizado alguna vez un albergué para personas que están viviendo en una situación de violencia doméstica? . . . . . . . Si
No

Favor de leer las siguientes afirmaciones. Si aplica a su caso más reciente, marque su nivel de acuerdo basándose en su

propia experiencia y opinión; si no aplica, favor de dejarla en blanco.

AFIRMACIONES GENERALES Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

Los familiares y amigos manejan mejor la violencia doméstica que la policía y las cortes. G G G G G

Arrestar al agresor es La mejor forma de responder a la violencia doméstica. G G G G G

Las agresiones que yo sufrí fueron eventos aislados dentro de lo que de otra manera seria una buena relación. G G G G G

Si yo fuera agredida nuevamente, buscaría nuevamente ayuda por parte del sistema legal. G G G G G

Si usted tuvo contacto con la policía de Arizona por causas relacionadas con la violencia

doméstica en los últimos dos años, favor de responder a las siguientes afirmaciones:
Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

Tuve la impresión de que los policías fueron más compasivos con mi agresor que conmigo. G G G G G

Al arrestar a mi agresor terminó el abuso. G G G G G

La policía no tomó lo suficientemente en serio mi caso. G G G G G

Mi agresor ha estado bajo arresto por otros crímenes. G G G G G

Me sentí satisfecha con la información que recibí por parte del (los) oficial(es). G G G G G

Los oficiales que vinieron en mi ayuda me hicieron sentir segura y cómoda. G G G G G

Yo creo que el llamar a la policía en relación a un incidente de violencia doméstica es una pérdida de tiempo. G G G G G

La policía tomó en cuenta mis deseos en decidir si mi agresor sería o no arrestado. G G G G G
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Si usted tuvo contacto con alguien que aboga por víctimas de violencia doméstica en

Arizona en los últimos dos años, favor de responder a las siguientes afirmaciones:
Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

El tener una persona que abogara por mi me ayudó a obtener mejores resultados en mi caso. G G G G G

Me sentí cómoda al tratar con esta persona. G G G G G

Sentí que, si yo quería obtener ayuda, tenía que seguir las sugerencias de esta persona. G G G G G

Los recursos y servicios que me fueron ofrecidos cubrieron mis necesidades. G G G G G

Nunca pude obtener ayuda por parte de esta persona a un horario que a mi me fuera conveniente. G G G G G

Si usted a tenido contacto con un fiscal de Arizona durante los últimos 2 años, favor de

responder a las siguientes afirmaciones:
Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

Quedé satisfecha con la forma como el fiscal manejó mi caso. G G G G G

Siento que el fiscal me culpó por estar en una relación abusiva. G G G G G

Pude reunirme con el fiscal tanto como yo necesitaba. G G G G G

Siento que el fiscal me trató con respeto. G G G G G

El fiscal no le prestó la seriedad debida a mi caso. G G G G G

Siento que el fiscal me presiono para que siguiera con el caso. G G G G G

Yo no quería que mi agresor fuera procesado. G G G G G

El fiscal estaba muy ansioso de poder dejar mi caso. G G G G G

Si usted estuvo en contacto con un juez de Arizona en los últimos 2 años, favor de

responder a las siguientes afirmaciones:
Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

Pude participar plenamente durante las audiencias de la corte. G G G G G

Quede satisfecha con la forma en que el/la juez manejo mi caso. G G G G G

Mi agresor se merecia un castigo más fuerte del que recibio.    G G G G G

El/la juez no le prestó la seriedad debida a mi caso. G G G G G

Mi caso se tardo demasiado en resolverse. G G G G G

Creo que en mi caso el/la juez actuó de una manera justa. G G G G G

Pude jugar un rol en la sentencia de mi agresor. G G G G G

El tratamiento ordenado por la corte ayudó para que mi agresor no lo hiciera otra vez. G G G G G

Sentí que el/la juez me culpó por mantenerme en una relación abusiva. G G G G G

Si usted a tenido contacto con un oficial de Arizona que se encarga de los casos de

libertad condicional — o con una persona que brinda servicios a personas dentro del

departamento de libertad condicional — durante los últimos 2 años, favor de

responder a las siguientes afirmaciones

Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo

El estar bajo libertad condicional ayudó a mantener a mi agresor bajo control. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional favorecía a mi agresor más que a mí. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional me trató con respeto. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional me mantuvo informada. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional no quería saber más de mí. G G G G G
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Si usted a tenido contacto con un oficial de Arizona que se encarga de los casos de

libertad condicional — o con una persona que brinda servicios a personas dentro del

departamento de libertad condicional — durante los últimos 2 años, favor de

responder a las siguientes afirmaciones

Muy de
acuerdo

De
acuerdo

Ni de acuerdo
Ni en desacuerdo

En
desacuerdo

Muy en
desacuerdo
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Recibí servicios útiles por parte del departamento de libertad condicional. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional ayudó a que mi agresor obtuviera ayuda. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional fue demasiado severo con mi agresor. G G G G G

El oficial de libertad condicional tomó acción cuando yo lo consideré necesario. G G G G G

Favor de contestar a las siguientes dos preguntas si aplican a usted. Puede escribir un poco o mucho, como usted prefiera:

¿Hubo algún servicio o asistencia que usted no recibió que le hubiera ayudado con su caso de violencia doméstica?

¿Tiene usted otros comentarios o sugerencias acerca de la forma en como su caso fue manejado por el sistema de justicia de Arizona?

Genero F Masculino   F Femenino Edad Etnicidad:     Blanco     Afroamericano
    Hispano/Latino     Asiático
    Nativo Americano     Otro

Codigo postal

MUCHAS GRACIAS POR SU AYUDA. APRECIAMOS SU TIEMPO.

Para mayor información sobre esta encuesta, favor de comunicarse con Olivia Salcido, Richard Toon, o Bill Hart, al Morrison

Institute for Public Policy, Arizona State University. Llame gratis al 1-866-496-8875 o envíe un correo electrónico a

maria.salcido@asu.edu, a richard.toon@asu.edu o a whart@asu.edu. Morrison Institute es una unidad de investigación

independiente dentro de School of Public Affairs, College of Public Programs, sin afiliación a ningún partido.
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Survey of Arizona Domestic Violence Victim Advocates

Please take a few moments to complete this survey, which is being administered by Morrison Institute for Public Policy (ASU)

to advocates throughout the state. Similar surveys are being administered to judges, prosecutors, and other court personnel.

All answers and comments are completely confidential. Neither your identity nor your email address will be known to

Morrison Institute or anyone else.

How many years have you been an advocate? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Where are you employed?
 Prosecutor’s Office
 Shelter
 Family Advocacy Center
 Other, please specify

Have you ever dealt with a domestic violence (DV) case? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . F Yes F No

If so, please estimate what percentage of your caseload over the past 12 months has consisted of DV cases. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . %

Have you ever had training specifically concerning domestic violence? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . F Yes F No

Based on your own experience and opinion, please check your level of agreement with each of the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Too many DV cases cannot be prosecuted because victims drop out of prosecution. G G G G G

Most DV victims are receptive to intervention by the justice system. G G G G G

Most DV incidents stem from abusers’ need for power and control over victims. G G G G G

Convicting DV offenders seldom helps reduce future DV incidents. G G G G G

Most victims receive enough information to understand the legal process. G G G G G

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. G G G G G

DV cases should be prosecuted only when there is clear evidence of injury. G G G G G

DV cases take too much of the criminal justice system’s time and effort. G G G G G

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice system. G G G G G

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person arrested. G G G G G

“Pro-arrest” statutes and policies are the best approach to DV incidents. G G G G G

I think prosecutors turn down too many DV cases. G G G G G

DV victims too often defeat protective orders by initiating contact with the offender. G G G G G
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Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Morrison Institute for Public Policy Advocates Survey Page 2

A major problem with DV is that there are so many repeat cases. G G G G G

Most judges encourage advocates’ participation in the justice process. G G G G G

Most DV incidents are isolated events in otherwise good relationships. G G G G G

DV offenders should be prosecuted even if victims don’t want prosecution. G G G G G

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. G G G G G

Anybody who violates a DV order of protection should be prosecuted or held in contempt. G G G G G

Most DV victims are safer as soon as they leave an abusive relationship. G G G G G

Most DV victims who drop out of prosecution have good reasons for doing so. G G G G G

Orders of protection are effective in deterring future DV incidents. G G G G G

I think the existing range of sanctions for DV offenders is adequate. G G G G G

Too many DV victims try to use the criminal justice system to help them in family law disputes. G G G G G

Most judges impose effective sanctions on DV abusers who violate an OP. G G G G G

The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to hold the offender accountable. G G G G G

Most DV incidents occur because of offenders’ anger-control problems. G G G G G

In my experience, most prosecutors are well prepared to present DV cases. G G G G G

Many DV cases would be better handled through mediation than prosecution. G G G G G

There should be a limit on how many cases are filed on behalf of a DV victim who repeatedly refuses to prosecute. G G G G G

Substance abuse by the suspect is a primary cause of DV. G G G G G

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. G G G G G

I think the treatment options now available for offenders are effective. G G G G G

Most DV offenders do not exhibit other criminal or violent tendencies. G G G G G

I believe most DV victims are satisfied with the system’s handling of their case. G G G G G

Conviction of a DV offense should not affect a parent’s visitation or custody rights. G G G G G

Supervised probation is effective in holding DV offenders accountable. G G G G G

An advocate’s main job is to ensure that victims aid prosecution. G G G G G

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to both parties. G G G G G

I feel that plea agreements are usually used in an effective manner in DV cases. G G G G G

Most DV offenders who violate probation should be sent to jail. G G G G G

 The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to ensure victim safety. G G G G G

The definition of a “relationship” in DV statutes is too broad. G G G G G

In my experience, most DV cases are adequately prepared by police. G G G G G

Court-ordered treatment programs seldom have a positive impact on batterers. G G G G G

Most prosecutors encourage advocates’ participation in the justice process. G G G G G
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Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree
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I think judges usually sentence DV offenders too lightly. G G G G G

In my experience, the justice system takes DV cases seriously. G G G G G

Most prosecutors respond adequately to advocates’ questions and suggestions. G G G G G

Please answer the following two open-ended questions, writing as much or as little as you like:

What would help you in dealing with domestic violence cases?

Please add any other comments or thoughts about your experience with domestic violence cases.

Your gender F Male     F Female

From the list below, please select the area in which you currently work:

 Region 1 S Maricopa County  Region 2 S Pima County

 Region 3 S Coconino, Yavapai counties  Region 4 S Mohave, La Paz, Yuma counties

 Region 5 S Apache, Navajo, Gila, Pinal, Graham, Greenlee, Cochise, Santa Cruz counties

For further information about this survey, please contact Richard Toon (richard.toon@asu.edu) or Bill Hart

(whart@asu.edu), Morrison Institute for Public Policy, 602-496-0900. Morrison Institute is an independent, nonpartisan

public policy research unit in the School of Public Affairs, College of Public Programs, Arizona State University.
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Survey of Arizona Probation Officers on Domestic Violence

Please take a few moments to complete this survey, which is being administered by Morrison Institute for Public Policy (ASU)

to probation officers throughout the state. Similar surveys are being administered to judges, prosecutors, and other court

personnel. All answers and comments are completely confidential. Neither your identity nor your email address will be

known to Morrison Institute or anyone else.

How many years have you been a probation officer? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Have you ever dealt with a domestic violence (DV) case? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . F Yes F No

If so, please estimate what percentage of your caseload over the past 12 months has consisted of DV cases. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . %

Have you ever had training specifically concerning domestic violence? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . F Yes F No

Based on your own experience and opinion, please check your level of agreement with each of the following statements:

Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree

Arresting and prosecuting DV offenders seldom helps reduce future DV incidents.

Many DV cases could better be handled through mediation than through prosecution. G G G G G

DV cases are my least favorite cases to handle. G G G G G

Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” laws have forced the system to deal with too many minor DV cases. G G G G G

Most victims are safer as soon as they leave an abusive relationship. G G G G G

A major problem with DV is that there are too many repeat cases. G G G G G

DV cases take too much of my office’s time and effort. G G G G G

The primary goal in supervising DV probationers is holding offenders accountable. G G G G G

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person arrested. G G G G G

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. G G G G G

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. G G G G G

Most DV incidents are isolated events in otherwise good relationships. G G G G G

I think DV offenders should be arrested and prosecuted even when the victims don’t want it. G G G G G

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. G G G G G

Most DV offenders who violate probation should be sent to jail. G G G G G

There should be a limit on how many cases are filed involving a victim who repeatedly refuses to prosecute. G G G G G

Too many victims try to use DV prosecution to help them in family law disputes. G G G G G
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Strongly
Agree

Agree Neither Agree
Nor Disagree

Disagree Strongly
Disagree
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Conviction of a DV offense should not affect a parent’s visitation or custody rights. G G G G G

Any DV probationer who violates an order of protection should be prosecuted or held in contempt. G G G G G

Orders of protection seldom prevent more violence by DV offenders. G G G G G

Substance abuse by the offender is a primary cause of DV. G G G G G

Supervision of DV probationers effectively prevents further violence against intimate partners. G G G G G

Court-ordered DV treatment seldom reduces future violence. G G G G G

Most batterers who abandon court-ordered treatment are then sanctioned effectively. G G G G G

All DV probationers convicted of violence should be supervised. G G G G G

Most DV victims cooperate with probation supervision. G G G G G

I always inform police or prosecutors when the victim of a supervised abuser tells me of new abuse. G G G G G

The primary goal in supervising DV probationers is victim safety. G G G G G

Most DV incidents stem from abusers’ need for power and control over victims. G G G G G

I require DV probationers to inform me of new intimate partners. G G G G G

Probation officers too often end up as the primary resource for victims. G G G G G

Most DV victims who drop out of prosecution have good reasons for doing so. G G G G G

Most DV incidents occur because of offenders’ anger-control problems. G G G G G

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice system. G G G G G

Police are usually cooperative in serving warrants on DV probation violators. G G G G G

More training would improve my handling of DV cases. G G G G G

Court-ordered treatment programs too often teach abusers how to be better abusers. G G G G G

My office lacks the resources to supervise misdemeanor DV probationers effectively. G G G G G

My office has sufficient resources to provide DV victims the help they need. G G G G G

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to both parties. G G G G G

Prosecutors usually respond effectively to my requests for full  hearings for DV probation violators. G G G G G

I keep in regular contact with most DV victims while supervising their abusers. G G G G G

Most DV probationers successfully complete probation. G G G G G

DV offenders are more likely to fail probation than other offenders. G G G G G

In my experience, most judges are too lenient in sentencing DV offenders. G G G G G
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Please answer the following two open-ended questions, writing as much or as little as you like:

What could be done to improve the supervision of DV offenders in Arizona?

Please add any other comments or thoughts about your experience with domestic violence cases.

Your gender F Male     F Female

From the list below, please select the area in which you currently work:

 Region 1 S Maricopa County  Region 2 S Pima County

 Region 3 S Coconino, Yavapai counties  Region 4 S Mohave, La Paz, Yuma counties

 Region 5 S Apache, Navajo, Gila, Pinal, Graham, Greenlee, Cochise, Santa Cruz counties

For further information about this survey, please contact Richard Toon (richard.toon@asu.edu) or Bill Hart

(whart@asu.edu), Morrison Institute for Public Policy, 602-496-0900. Morrison Institute is an independent, nonpartisan

public policy research unit in the School of Public Affairs, College of Public Programs, Arizona State University.
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Interviews
A total of 71 hour-long, one-on-one semi-structured
interviews covering a wide range of topics were
conducted in Lake Havasu City, Yuma, Bullhead City,
Show Low, Williams, Kingman, Sierra Vista, Florence,
Casa Grande, Parker, Flagstaff, and Prescott, as well as
metro Phoenix and
Tucson. This table
shows the
breakdown by target
group.

The interviews were
digitally recorded,
professionally
transcribed, and
concept-coded using
NVivo qualitative
data software.

Victims DV Interview Protocol

Police
1. Did you ever have contact with the Arizona police concerning

domestic violence within the past 2 years?
If yes, then ask:

2. What was your experience like?
3. Did you get a chance to tell your side of the story? Did they

listen?
4. Were you satisfied with the results?
5. Do you think it was handled in a fair manner?
6. If children were present when police came, what if anything

was the impact on them ?
7. Do you have any recommendations as to what could have

been done differently?
8. If needed, would you call the police again?

Victim Advocates
9. Did you have contact with a Victim Advocate in Arizona

concerning domestic violence within the past 2 years?
If yes, then ask:

10. What was your experience like?
11. Did you get a chance to tell your side of the story? Did they

listen?
12. Were you satisfied with the Victim Advocate’s assistance?
13. Do you think your case was handled in a fair manner?
14. Do you have any recommendations as to what could have

been done differently?
15. Would you request to have a Victim Advocate again?

Prosecutors (or anyone else from this department)
16. Did you have contact with a Prosecutor (someone in this

department)     in Arizona concerning domestic violence within
the past 2 years?

If yes, then ask:
17. What was your experience like?
18. Did you get a chance to tell your side of the story? Did they

listen?
19. Were you satisfied with the Prosecutor’s (or others’)

assistance?
20. Do you think your case was handled in a fair manner?
21. Do you have any recommendations as to what could have

been done differently?

Judges
22. Did you have contact with a Judge     in Arizona concerning

domestic violence within the past 2 years?
If yes, then ask:

23. What was your experience like?
24. If your children were ever present in court, what was the

impact on them?
25. Did you get a chance to tell your side of the story? Did they

listen?
26. Were you satisfied with the Judge’s assistance?
27. Do you think your case was handled in a fair manner?
28. Do you have any recommendations as to what could have

been done differently?

Probation Officers
29. Did you have contact with a Probation Officer     in Arizona

concerning domestic violence within the past 2 years?
If yes, then ask:

30. What was your experience like?
31. Did you get a chance to tell your side of the story? Did they

listen?
32. Were you satisfied with the Probation Officer’s assistance?
33. Do you think the Probation Officer     handled the case in a fair

manner?
34. Do you have any recommendations as to what could have

been done differently?
35. Did the overall criminal justice response make you feel safer?
36. Is there anything else?

General
37. Did the overall criminal justice response make you feel safer?
38. Is there anything else?

Advocate DV Interview Protocol
1. How important is DV as a social problem facing your

community?
2. How well does the justice system do in dealing with DV?

What are the major obstacles to more successful handling
of DV?

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE INTERVIEWS

Judges 16

Prosecutors 14

Probation officers 10

Victim advocates 15

Victims 16

Total interviews 71

Source: Morrison Institute for Public Policy,
Arizona State University, 2007.
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3. Do you think that the attitudes of judges and prosecutors
towards DV have changed in recent years? If so, how and
why?

4. What do you think are the major factors that cause DV?
5. Why do you think there are so many repeat DV cases?
6. Why do you think more DV victims don’t simply leave abusive

relationships?
7. Is there a significant relationship between DV and other

criminal acts and social ills?
8. What are the typical sentencing options for DV offenders?

Are they effective [deterrence]? What are the usual
treatment options? Are they effective [recidivism]?

9. Is your input welcomed and valued by prosecutors and
judges?

10. Which is your main goal: To convict the offender or ensure
victim safety?

11. Do you think most relationships where DV occurs are
salvageable?

12. Are there any changes you would like to see made in
Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” law or in related agency
[police/prosecution/probation] policies?

13. Do orders of protection work? What are their benefits and
limitations? Would you favor any changes in how they are
issued, served or enforced?

14. In general, how do prosecutors and judges deal with DV
offenders who violate probation? Would you suggest any
changes?

15. Do DV victims have important needs that the criminal justice
system fails to meet?

16. Is there something the justice system can do to improve DV
victim participation?

17. Do victims sometimes have good reasons for not wanting
prosecution?

18. How, if at all, do DV cases intersect with custody and other
family court cases?

19. In general, how well do police and prosecutors prepare DV
cases?

20. Do you think probation officers do a good job supervising DV
offenders?

21. What one or two things would help most in dealing with DV
cases?

22. Any other comments?

Prosecutor Interview Protocol
1. How important is DV as a social problem facing your

community?
2. Do DV cases bring special challenges for prosecutors?
3. Do you think prosecutors’ attitudes towards DV have

changed in recent years? If so, how and why?
4. How well does the justice system do in dealing with DV?

What are the major obstacles to more successful handling
of DV?  [Victim reluctance; agency cooperation]

5. What do you think are the major factors that cause DV?
6. Why do you think more DV victims don’t simply leave abusive

relationships?

7. Does DV contribute to other criminal behavior and social ills?
8. What are your typical charging options for DV offenders? Are

the punishments effective [deterrence]? Is the treatment
effective [recidivism]?

9. Does your office pursue a “no-drop” policy? Vertical
prosecution? Why or why not?

10. What do you do when dealing with a DV victim who wishes
to drop prosecution?

11. Are there any changes you would like to see made in
Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” law or in related agency
policies?

12. Do orders of protection work? What are their benefits and
limitations? Would you favor any changes in how they are
issued, served or enforced?

13. In general, do you deal with DV offenders who violate
probation any differently than other offenders [less leeway]?

14. How, if at all, do victim advocates contribute to the
prosecution of DV cases?

15. Why do you think we see so many repeat DV cases?
16. Do DV victims have important needs that the criminal justice

system fails to meet?
17. How, if at all, do DV cases intersect with custody and other

family court cases?
18. In general, how well prepared are the DV cases that come to

your office?
19. Many LE officers say prosecutors fail to pursue too many

cases. Comment?
20. Do most judges have sufficient knowledge about DV and

issue appropriate rulings?
21. What one or two things would help your office most in

dealing with DV?
22. Any other comments?

Judge Interview Protocol
1. How important is DV as a social problem facing your

community?
2. Do DV cases bring special challenges to your court?
3. How well does the justice system do in dealing with DV?

What are the major obstacles to more successful handling
of DV?  [Victim reluctance; agency performance]

4. Do you think judges’ attitudes towards DV have changed in
recent years? If so, how and why?

5. What do you think are the major factors that cause DV?
6. Why do you think there are so many repeat DV cases?
7. Why do you think more DV victims don’t simply leave abusive

relationships?
8. Is there a significant relationship between DV and other

criminal acts and social ills?
9. What are your typical sentencing options for DV offenders?

Are they effective [deterrence]? What are your treatment
options? Are they effective [recidivism]?

10. Are there any changes you would like to see made in
Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” law or in related agency
[police/prosecution/probation] policies?
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11. What are the benefits and limitations of orders of
protection? Would you favor any changes in how they are
issued, served or enforced?

12. In general, how do you deal with DV offenders who violate
probation?

13. Do DV victims have important needs that the criminal justice
system fails to meet?

14. Is there something the justice system can do to improve DV
victim participation?

15. Do victims sometimes have good reasons for not wanting
prosecution?

16. How, if at all, do DV cases intersect with custody and other
family court cases?

17. In general, how well prepared are the DV cases that come
before you?

18. What one or two things would help your court most in
dealing with DV?

19. Any other comments?

Probation Officer Interview Protocol
1. How important is DV among the social problems facing your

community?
2. Do DV cases bring special challenges for probation officers?
3. Do you think probation officers’ attitudes towards DV have

changed in the past 20 years? If so, how and why?
4. What do you think are the major factors that cause DV?
5. Why do you think we see so many repeat DV cases?
6. Why do you think more DV victims don’t simply leave abusive

relationships?
7. Does DV contribute to other criminal behavior and social

ills?
8. How well does the justice system deal with DV? What are the

major obstacles to more successful handling of DV?  [Victim
reluctance; agency cooperation]

9. What are your court’s typical sentencing options for DV
offenders? Are the punishments effective [deterrence]? Is
the treatment effective [recidivism]?

10. Does your office supervise misdemeanor DV offenders?
Should it?

11. What tasks are involved in supervising a typical DV
offender?

12. Do you generally find DV victims to be cooperative?
13. Are there any changes you would like to see made in

Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” law or in related agency
policies [police, prosecutor, judicial]?

14. What are the benefits and limitations of orders of
protection? Would you favor any changes in how they are
issued or enforced?

15. In general, how do your court and department deal with DV
offenders who violate probation?

16. Do DV victims have important needs that the criminal justice
system fails to meet?

17. How, if at all, do DV cases intersect with custody and other
family court cases?

18. What one or two things would help your office most in
dealing with DV?

19. Any other comments?
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PROSECUTOR SURVEY RESPONSES (5-POINT SCALE)

Statement

Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

DV is a significant problem in my jurisdiction. Count 87 81 12  2 182
% 48.% 45.% 7.%  1.% 100.%

In my experience, most DV cases are adequately investigated by
police.

Count 9 73 54 43 3 182
% 5.% 40.% 30.% 24.% 2.% 100.%

Too many cases cannot be prosecuted successfully because
victims fail to assist prosecution.

Count 96 64 17 4 1 182
% 53.% 35.% 9.% 2.% 1.% 100.%

Prosecuting DV offenders seldom helps reduce future DV
incidents.

Count 10 32 48 72 19 181
% 6.% 18.% 27.% 40.% 10.% 100.%

Many DV cases would better be handled through mediation than
through prosecution.

Count 7 32 39 68 36 182
% 4.% 18.% 21.% 37.% 20.% 100.%

In my experience, judges tend to be too sympathetic to DV victims. Count 2 10 45 89 36 182
% 1.% 5.% 25.% 49.% 20.% 100.%

Orders of protection are effective in deterring future DV incidents. Count 2 40 57 66 17 182
% 1.% 22.% 31.% 36.% 9.% 100.%

DV cases are my least favorite criminal case to handle. Count 12 33 57 61 19 182
% 7.% 18.% 31.% 34.% 10.% 100.%

Arizona’s mandatory arrest laws have forced the system to deal
with too many minor DV cases.

Count 12 39 45 55 29 180
% 7.% 22.% 25.% 31.% 16.% 100.%

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. Count 6 40 35 75 25 181
% 3.% 22.% 19.% 41.% 14.% 100.%

I only prosecute protection-order violations if a separate crime has
been committed.

Count 1 5 27 80 66 179
% 1.% 3.% 15.% 45.% 37.% 100.%

Most victims are safer as soon as they leave an abusive
relationship.

Count 7 46 40 58 30 181
% 4.% 25.% 22.% 32.% 17.% 100.%

A major problem with DV is that there are too many repeat cases. Count 37 88 38 16 2 181
% 20.% 49.% 21.% 9.% 1.% 100.%

DV cases take too much of the criminal justice system’s time and
effort.

Count 3 11 42 79 45 180
% 2.% 6.% 23.% 44.% 25.% 100.%

DV cases should be prosecuted only when there is clear evidence
of injury.

Count 1 10 9 92 69 181
% 1.% 6.% 5.% 51.% 38.% 100.%

I will not proceed with a case if the victim is reluctant to do so. Count 1 13 24 85 59 182
% 1.% 7.% 13.% 47.% 32.% 100.%

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person
arrested.

Count  13 36 82 51 182
%  7.% 20.% 45.% 28.% 100.%

The current statute that makes a DV arrest a felony after previous
misdemeanor convictions is too severe.

Count 1 1 19 79 81 181
% 1.% 1.% 10.% 44.% 45.% 100.%

The definition of a “relationship” in Arizona’s DV statutes is too
broad.

Count 10 50 23 65 33 181
% 6.% 28.% 13.% 36.% 18.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. Count 10 25 33 62 52 182
% 5.% 14.% 18.% 34.% 29.% 100.%

I believe most DV victims are satisfied with the system’s handling
of their case.

Count 2 23 64 79 13 181
% 1.% 13.% 35.% 44.% 7.% 100.%

Most DV incidents occur because of offenders’ anger-control
problems.

Count 9 95 37 27 6 174
% 5.% 55.% 21.% 16.% 3.% 100.%

Most DV incidents are isolated events in otherwise good
relationships.

Count  2 26 108 38 174
%  1.% 15.% 62.% 22.% 100.%

DV offenders should be prosecuted even when the victims don’t
want prosecution.

Count 49 90 21 11 3 174
% 28.% 52.% 12.% 6.% 2.% 100.%
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Statement

Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. Count  13 46 91 23 173
%  8.% 27.% 53.% 13.% 100.%

I recommend jail time for most DV offenders who violate probation. Count 30 97 32 10 4 173
% 17.% 56.% 18.% 6.% 2.% 100.%

DV victims too often defeat protective orders by initiating contact
with the offender.

Count 19 89 52 12 2 174
% 11.% 51.% 30.% 7.% 1.% 100.%

DV victim advocates play a valuable role in the court process. Count 81 70 18 5  174
% 47.% 40.% 10.% 3.%  100.%

Most DV offenders convicted of misdemeanor assault deserve jail
even on their first offense.

Count 17 44 51 55 6 173
% 10.% 25.% 29.% 32.% 3.% 100.%

There should be a limit on how many cases are filed involving a
victim who repeatedly refuses to prosecute.

Count 7 19 31 86 31 174
% 4.% 11.% 18.% 49.% 18.% 100.%

Too many victims try to use DV prosecution to help them in family
law disputes.

Count 12 36 74 47 5 174
% 7.% 21.% 43.% 27.% 3.% 100.%

Supervised probation is effective in holding DV offenders
accountable.

Count 18 80 58 14 4 174
% 10.% 46.% 33.% 8.% 2.% 100.%

Conviction of a DV offense should not affect a parent’s visitation or
custody rights.

Count 1 10 63 85 15 174
% 1.% 6.% 36.% 49.% 9.% 100.%

Anybody who violates an order of protection should be prosecuted
or held in contempt.

Count 22 100 32 19 1 174
% 13.% 57.% 18.% 11.% 1.% 100.%

A victim advocate’s main job is to ensure that victims aid
prosecution.

Count  13 39 104 18 174
%  7.% 22.% 60.% 10.% 100.%

In my experience, judges tend to be too sympathetic to DV
offenders.

Count 14 58 49 51 1 173
% 8.% 34.% 28.% 29.% 1.% 100.%

Court-ordered DV treatment seldom reduces future violence. Count 7 42 66 52 7 174
% 4.% 24.% 38.% 30.% 4.% 100.%

A DV victim’s wishes should be the primary influence on a
prosecutor’s decisions.

Count 1 6 37 103 27 174
% 1.% 3.% 21.% 59.% 16.% 100.%

Most judges impose appropriate sanctions on DV offenders who
violate probation.

Count 2 32 50 65 21 170
% 1.% 19.% 29.% 38.% 12.% 100.%

Most DV victims are receptive to prosecution of their offenders. Count  12 34 109 17 172
%  7.% 20.% 63.% 10.% 100.%

Most offenders convicted of non-injury DV misdemeanors are
sentenced too severely.

Count 1 2 35 114 20 172
% 1.% 1.% 20.% 66.% 12.% 100.%

Most DV incidents stem from abusers’ need for power and control
over victims.

Count 51 83 34 4 1 173
% 29.% 48.% 20.% 2.% 1.% 100.%

Most DV victims who fail to assist in prosecution have good
reasons for doing so.

Count 1 32 80 55 5 173
% 1.% 18.% 46.% 32.% 3.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the offender is a primary cause of DV. Count 23 73 35 40 3 174
% 13.% 42.% 20.% 23.% 2.% 100.%

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice
system.

Count 1 2 15 68 87 173
% 1.% 1.% 9.% 39.% 50.% 100.%

Arizona’s current “mandatory-arrest” statute and policies are the
best approach to DV incidents.

Count 9 68 61 31 4 173
% 5.% 39.% 35.% 18.% 2.% 100.%

More training would improve my handling of DV cases. Count 21 87 34 29 3 174
% 12.% 50.% 20.% 17.% 2.% 100.%

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to both
parties.

Count 22 65 39 35 11 172
% 13.% 38.% 23.% 20.% 6.% 100.%
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JUDGE SURVEY RESPONSES (5-POINT SCALE)

Statement

Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

There is a need for separate DV courts. Count 22 41 62 57 19 201
% 11.% 20.% 31.% 28.% 9.% 100.%

Orders of protection seldom prevent more violence by DV
offenders.

Count 7 29 47 106 10 199
% 4.% 15.% 24.% 53.% 5.% 100.%

Most DV offenders who violate probation should be sent to jail. Count 17 63 93 25 2 200
% 9.% 32.% 47.% 13.% 1.% 100.%

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice
system.

Count 6 4 12 79 102 203
% 3.% 2.% 6.% 39.% 50.% 100.%

Conviction of a DV offense should not negatively affect a parent’s
visitation or custody rights.

Count  25 60 91 26 202
%  12.% 30.% 45.% 13.% 100.%

Convicting DV offenders seldom helps reduce future DV incidents. Count 7 17 42 116 20 202
% 3.% 8.% 21.% 57.% 10.% 100.%

Arizona’s “mandatory arrest” law has forced the system to deal
with too many minor DV cases.

Count 16 44 61 55 27 203
% 8.% 22.% 30.% 27.% 13.% 100.%

Anybody who violates an order of protection should be prosecuted
or held in contempt.

Count 18 84 60 36 4 202
% 9.% 42.% 30.% 18.% 2.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. Count 4 29 51 73 46 203
% 2.% 14.% 25.% 36.% 23.% 100.%

DV cases should be prosecuted only when there is clear evidence
of injury.

Count  10 25 116 51 202
%  5.% 12.% 57.% 25.% 100.%

DV cases take too much of the criminal justice system’s time and
effort.

Count 3 11 44 92 53 203
% 1.% 5.% 22.% 45.% 26.% 100.%

Most DV offenders convicted of assault deserve jail even on their
first offense.

Count 3 27 87 74 11 202
% 1.% 13.% 43.% 37.% 5.% 100.%

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person
arrested.

Count  21 55 85 41 202
%  10.% 27.% 42.% 20.% 100.%

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. Count 7 25 49 87 34 202
% 3.% 12.% 24.% 43.% 17.% 100.%

Most DV incidents occur because of the offender’s anger-control
problems.

Count 15 90 50 37 9 201
% 7.% 45.% 25.% 18.% 4.% 100.%

I think victim advocates play a valuable role in the court process. Count 42 94 46 13 4 199
% 21.% 47.% 23.% 7.% 2.% 100.%

A major problem with DV is that there are so many repeat cases. Count 9 86 71 35 1 202
% 4.% 43.% 35.% 17.% 0.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the suspect is a primary cause of DV. Count 13 76 72 37 5 203
% 6.% 37.% 35.% 18.% 2.% 100.%

I’m supplied with adequate criminal history information on the DV
defendants before me.

Count 2 59 41 79 22 203
% 1.% 29.% 20.% 39.% 11.% 100.%

DV offenders should be prosecuted even if victims don’t want
prosecution.

Count 20 102 66 12 1 201
% 10.% 51.% 33.% 6.% 0.% 100.%

More training would improve my handling of DV cases. Count 18 80 50 45 7 200
% 9.% 40.% 25.% 23.% 4.% 100.%

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. Count 1 30 84 79 8 202
% 0.% 15.% 42.% 39.% 4.% 100.%

I think the treatment options now available for offenders are
effective.

Count  29 86 74 14 203
%  14.% 42.% 36.% 7.% 100.%
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Statement

Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

Most DV victims are safer as a soon as they leave an abusive
relationship.

Count 6 57 60 60 20 203
% 3.% 28.% 30.% 30.% 10.% 100.%

Too many DV cases cannot be prosecuted because victims drop
out.

Count 6 80 71 27  184
% 3.% 43.% 39.% 15.%  100.%

Orders of protection are effective in deterring future DV incidents. Count 3 94 55 29 3 184
% 2.% 51.% 30.% 16.% 2.% 100.%

I think the existing range of sanctions for DV offenders is
adequate.

Count 3 92 52 36 1 184
% 2.% 50.% 28.% 20.% 1.% 100.%

Most DV victims are receptive to intervention by the justice
system.

Count 2 49 84 48  183
% 1.% 27.% 46.% 26.%  100.%

Too many DV victims try to use the criminal justice system to help
them in family law disputes.

Count 15 51 67 45 4 182
% 8.% 28.% 37.% 25.% 2.% 100.%

The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to ensure
victim safety.

Count 7 89 49 38  183
% 4.% 49.% 27.% 21.%  100.%

In my experience, most prosecutors are well prepared to present
DV cases.

Count 6 60 64 45 6 181
% 3.% 33.% 35.% 25.% 3.% 100.%

Many DV cases would be better handled through mediation than
prosecution.

Count 5 30 63 65 19 182
% 3.% 16.% 35.% 36.% 10.% 100.%

Court-ordered DV treatment seldom has a positive effect on
offender behavior.

Count 3 15 72 88 5 183
% 2.% 8.% 39.% 48.% 3.% 100.%

It’s especially important in DV cases that victims play a role in
sentencing.

Count 11 97 51 18 4 181
% 6.% 54.% 28.% 10.% 2.% 100.%

Most DV offenders do not exhibit other criminal or violent
tendencies.

Count  10 71 93 8 182
%  5.% 39.% 51.% 4.% 100.%

“Mandatory arrest” statutes and policies are the best approach to
DV incidents.

Count 9 39 82 42 10 182
% 5.% 21.% 45.% 23.% 5.% 100.%

Supervised probation is effective in holding DV offenders
accountable.

Count 9 99 56 16  180
% 5.% 55.% 31.% 9.%  100.%

Most DV incidents stem from abusers’ need for power and control
over victims.

Count 41 90 41 8 1 181
% 23.% 50.% 23.% 4.% 1.% 100.%

DV cases are my least favorite cases to handle. Count 6 37 63 64 11 181
% 3.% 20.% 35.% 35.% 6.% 100.%

The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to hold the
offender accountable.

Count 11 87 57 27  182
% 6.% 48.% 31.% 15.%  100.%

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to
both parties.

Count 14 54 43 58 14 183
% 8.% 30.% 23.% 32.% 8.% 100.%

I feel plea agreements are usually used in an effective manner in
DV cases.

Count 2 94 67 17 2 182
% 1.% 52.% 37.% 9.% 1.% 100.%

The current statute that makes a DV arrest a felony after previous
DV misdemeanor convictions is too severe.

Count 2 13 48 93 25 181
% 1.% 7.% 27.% 51.% 14.% 100.%

I believe most DV victims are satisfied with the system’s handling
of their case.

Count 2 36 106 37 1 182
 % 1.% 20.% 58.% 20.% 1.% 100.%

My court has a problem getting its protection orders served. Count 2 10 66 85 17 180
% 1.% 6.% 37.% 47.% 9.% 100.%

The definition of “relationship” in the Arizona DV statute is too
broad.

Count 7 32 54 81 9 183
% 4.% 17.% 30.% 44.% 5.% 100.%
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VICTIM SURVEY RESPONSES (5-POINT SCALE)

Statement
Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

Domestic Violence (DV) is best handled by family and friends,
rather than by police and courts.

Count 16 14 33 44 49 156
% 10.% 9.% 21.% 28.% 31.% 100.%

Arresting abusers is the best way to respond to DV. Count 61 43 28 17 9 158
% 39.% 27.% 18.% 11.% 6.% 100.%

The abuses I suffered were isolated events in an otherwise good
relationship.

Count 9 17 22 49 56 153
% 6.% 11.% 14.% 32.% 37.% 100.%

If I am abused again, I will seek help from the legal system again. Count 65 38 20 9 20 152
% 43.% 25.% 13.% 6.% 13.% 100.%

Overall, the police seemed more sympathetic to my abuser than to
me.

Count 39 20 27 24 13 123
% 32.% 16.% 22.% 20.% 11.% 100.%

Arresting my abuser stopped the abuse. Count 8 7 31 26 44 116
% 7.% 6.% 27.% 22.% 38.% 100.%

The police didn’t take my case seriously enough. Count 45 34 15 17 11 122
% 37.% 28.% 12.% 14.% 9.% 100.%

My abuser has been arrested for other crimes. Count 43 30 14 17 21 125
% 34.% 24.% 11.% 14.% 17.% 100.%

I felt satisfied with the information I received from the police
officer(s).

Count 21 22 18 30 34 125
% 17.% 18.% 14.% 24.% 27.% 100.%

The police officer(s) who came to my aid made me feel safe and
comfortable.

Count 20 26 18 29 28 121
% 17.% 21.% 15.% 24.% 23.% 100.%

I think calling the police for a DV incident is a waste of time. Count 24 22 17 31 29 123
% 20.% 18.% 14.% 25.% 24.% 100.%

The police followed my wishes in deciding whether or not to arrest
my abuser.

Count 17 25 29 19 30 120
% 14.% 21.% 24.% 16.% 25.% 100.%

Having a victim’s advocate helped me get a better result in my
case.

Count 33 23 28 11 12 107
% 31.% 21.% 26.% 10.% 11.% 100.%

I felt comfortable dealing with a victim’s advocate. Count 41 34 13 8 10 106
% 39.% 32.% 12.% 8.% 9.% 100.%

I felt that I had to follow my advocate’s suggestions if I wanted
help.

Count 21 28 23 18 13 103
% 20.% 27.% 22.% 17.% 13.% 100.%

The resources and services I was offered met my needs. Count 31 30 19 8 16 104
% 30.% 29.% 18.% 8.% 15.% 100.%

I could never get help from the victim’s advocate at a time
convenient to me.

Count 13 4 28 32 24 101
% 13.% 4.% 28.% 32.% 24.% 100.%

I was satisfied with the prosecutor’s handling of my case. Count 10 12 14 12 29 77
% 13.% 16.% 18.% 16.% 38.% 100.%

I feel the prosecutor blamed me for staying in an abusive
relationship.

Count 16 16 22 8 12 74
% 22.% 22.% 30.% 11.% 16.% 100.%

I was able to meet with prosecutors as much as I needed to. Count 7 14 18 12 27 78
% 9.% 18.% 23.% 15.% 35.% 100.%

I feel the prosecutor treated me with respect. Count 10 21 18 11 18 78
% 13.% 27.% 23.% 14.% 23.% 100.%

The prosecutor didn’t take my case seriously enough. Count 22 10 19 12 15 78
% 28.% 13.% 24.% 15.% 19.% 100.%

I felt pressured by the prosecutor to go ahead with my case. Count 13 8 33 8 17 79
% 16.% 10.% 42.% 10.% 22.% 100.%

I didn’t want my abuser to be prosecuted. Count 4 3 17 13 42 79
% 5.% 4.% 22.% 16.% 53.% 100.%
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Statement
Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

The prosecutor was too eager to drop my case. Count 16 9 23 6 22 76
% 21.% 12.% 30.% 8.% 29.% 100.%

I was able to participate fully during court hearings. Count 20 32 14 9 13 88
% 23.% 36.% 16.% 10.% 15.% 100.%

I was satisfied with the judge’s handling of my case. Count 16 18 14 14 26 88
% 18.% 20.% 16.% 16.% 30.% 100.%

My abuser deserved a stiffer punishment than he/she got. Count 38 21 19 8 3 89
% 43.% 24.% 21.% 9.% 3.% 100.%

The judge didn’t take my case seriously enough. Count 27 16 19 12 14 88
% 31.% 18.% 22.% 14.% 16.% 100.%

My case took too long to resolve. Count 26 16 18 15 11 86
% 30.% 19.% 21.% 17.% 13.% 100.%

I thought the judge in my case acted fairly. Count 14 21 23 12 19 89
% 16.% 24.% 26.% 13.% 21.% 100.%

I was able to play a role in the sentencing of my abuser. Count 7 18 21 15 21 82
% 9.% 22.% 26.% 18.% 26.% 100.%

My abuser’s court-ordered treatment helped keep him/her from
doing it again.

Count 6 4 26 7 41 84
% 7.% 5.% 31.% 8.% 49.% 100.%

I felt the judge blamed me for staying in an abusive relationship. Count 19 9 34 11 12 85
% 22.% 11.% 40.% 13.% 14.% 100.%

Probation helped keep my abuser in line. Count 3 7 11 12 18 51
% 6.% 14.% 22.% 24.% 35.% 100.%

The probation officer favored my abuser over me. Count 13 5 19 8 4 49
% 27.% 10.% 39.% 16.% 8.% 100.%

The probation officer treated me with respect. Count 6 11 17 5 11 50
% 12.% 22.% 34.% 10.% 22.% 100.%

The probation officer kept me informed. Count 6 4 14 11 14 49
% 12.% 8.% 29.% 22.% 29.% 100.%

The probation officer didn’t want to hear from me. Count 12 6 17 8 5 48
% 25.% 13.% 35.% 17.% 10.% 100.%

I received useful services from the probation department. Count 4 7 14 7 18 50
% 8.% 14.% 28.% 14.% 36.% 100.%

The probation officer helped my abuser get help. Count 6 6 17 8 11 48
% 13.% 13.% 35.% 17.% 23.% 100.%

The probation officer was too hard on my abuser. Count 3 1 16 8 22 50
% 6.% 2.% 32.% 16.% 44.% 100.%

The probation officer took action when I thought it was necessary. Count 7 8 16 6 15 52

% 13.% 15.% 31.% 12.% 29.% 100.%
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Statement

Strongly

agree Agree

Neither agree

nor disagree Disagree

Strongly

disagree Total

Too many DV cases cannot be prosecuted because victims drop out of

prosecution.

Count 21 44 16 19 3 103

% 20.% 43.% 16.% 18.% 3.% 100.%

Most DV victims are receptive to intervention by the justice system. Count 4 39 27 31 2 103

% 4.% 38.% 26.% 30.% 2.% 100.%

Most DV incidents stem from abusers need for power and control over

victims.

Count 67 31 2 3  103

% 65.% 30.% 2.% 3.% 100.% 

Convicting DV offenders seldom helps reduce future DV incidents. Count 8 31 23 32 8 102

% 8.% 30.% 23.% 31.% 8.% 100.%

Most victims receive enough information to understand the legal process. Count 33 20 11 53 15 102

% 3.% 20.% 11.% 52.% 15.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. Count 3 16 7 35 42 103

% 3.% 16.% 7.% 34.% 41.% 100.%

DV cases should be prosecuted only when there is clear evidence of injury. Count  6 2 46 49 103

%  6.% 2.% 45.% 48.% 100.%

DV cases take too much of the criminal justice system’s time and effort. Count 1 3 3 35 61 103

% 1.% 3.% 3.% 34.% 59.% 100.%

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice system. Count   2 16 85 103

%   2.% 16.% 83.% 100.%

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person arrested. Count   7 34 62 103

%   7.% 33.% 60.% 100.%

“Pro-arrest” statutes and policies are the best approach to DV incidents. Count 8 39 41 12 2 102

% 8.% 38.% 40.% 12.% 2.% 100.%

I think prosecutors turn down too many DV cases. Count 15 45 27 15 1 103

% 15.% 44.% 26.% 15.% 1.% 100.%

DV victims too often defeat protective orders by initiating contact with the

offender.

Count 6 35 27 25 10 103

% 6.% 34.% 26.% 24.% 10.% 100.%

A major problem with DV is that there are so many repeat cases. Count 17 53 19 8 6 103

% 17.% 51.% 18.% 8.% 6.% 100.%

Most judges encourage advocates participation in the justice process. Count 5 19 39 28 10 101

% 5.% 19.% 39.% 28.% 10.% 100.%

Most DV incidents are isolated events in otherwise good relationships. Count 2 1 10 37 53 103

% 2.% 1.% 10.% 36.% 51.% 100.%

DV offenders should be prosecuted even if victims don’t want prosecution. Count 49 43 8 2 1 103

% 48.% 42.% 8.% 2.% 1.% 100.%

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. Count  2 8 44 47 101

%  2.% 8.% 44.% 47.% 100.%

Anybody who violates a DV order of protection should be prosecuted or held

in contempt.

Count 45 45 7 4 2 103

% 44.% 44.% 7.% 4.% 2.% 100.%

Most DV victims are safer as soon as they leave an abusive relationship. Count 4 10 7 37 45 103

% 4.% 10.% 7.% 36.% 44.% 100.%

Most DV victims who drop out of prosecution have good reasons for doing

so.

Count 14 29 37 20 3 103

% 14.% 28.% 36.% 19.% 3.% 100.%

Orders of protection are effective in deterring future DV incidents. Count  18 35 39 11 103

%  17.% 34.% 38.% 11.% 100.%

I think the existing range of sanctions for DV offenders is adequate. Count 1 4 16 50 32 103

% 1.% 4.% 16.% 49.% 31.% 100.%

Too many DV victims try to use the criminal justice system to help them in

family law disputes.

Count 1 10 25 46 21 103

% 1.% 10.% 24.% 45.% 20.% 100.%
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Most judges impose effective sanctions on DV abusers who violate an OP. Count  15 12 45 30 102

%  15.% 12.% 44.% 29.% 100.%

The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to hold the offender

accountable.

Count 25 55 15 1 2 98

% 26.% 56.% 15.% 1.% 2.% 100.%

Most DV incidents occur because of offenders? anger-control problems. Count 19 30 8 24 17 98

% 19.% 31.% 8.% 24.% 17.% 100.%

In my experience, most prosecutors are well prepared to present DV cases. Count 4 10 30 40 14 98

% 4.% 10.% 31.% 41.% 14.% 100.%

Many DV cases would be better handled through mediation than

prosecution.

Count 1 5 7 39 46 98

% 1.% 5.% 7.% 40.% 47.% 100.%

There should be a limit on how many cases are filed on behalf of a DV

victim who repeatedly refuses to prosecute.

Count 3 4 8 34 49 98

% 3.% 4.% 8.% 35.% 50.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the suspect is a primary cause of DV. Count 6 18 18 29 27 98

% 6.% 18.% 18.% 30.% 28.% 100.%

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. Count 1 5 4 39 49 98

% 1.% 5.% 4.% 40.% 50.% 100.%

I think the treatment options now available for offenders are effective. Count  4 15 39 39 97

%  4.% 15.% 40.% 40.% 100.%

Most DV offenders do not exhibit other criminal or violent tendencies. Count  8 20 49 21 98

%  8.% 20.% 50.% 21.% 100.%

I believe most DV victims are satisfied with the system’s handling of their

case.

Count  8 14 44 31 97

%  8.% 14.% 45.% 32.% 100.%

Conviction of a DV offense should not affect a parent’s visitation or custody

rights.

Count  2 19 47 30 98

%  2.% 19.% 48.% 31.% 100.%

Supervised probation is effective in holding DV offenders accountable. Count 5 30 27 21 15 98

% 5.% 31.% 28.% 21.% 15.% 100.%

An advocate’s main job is to ensure that victims aid prosecution. Count 3 9 14 51 21 98

% 3.% 9.% 14.% 52.% 21.% 100.%

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to both parties. Count 1 22 22 32 20 97

% 1.% 23.% 23.% 33.% 21.% 100.%

I feel that plea agreements are usually used in an effective manner in DV

cases.

Count 1 17 24 36 19 97

% 1.% 18.% 25.% 37.% 20.% 100.%

Most DV offenders who violate probation should be sent to jail. Count 33 56 6 2 1 98

% 34.% 57.% 6.% 2.% 1.% 100.%

The primary objective in sentencing a DV offender is to ensure victim safety. Count 22 36 16 22 2 98

% 22.% 37.% 16.% 22.% 2.% 100.%

The definition of a “relationship” in DV statutes is too broad. Count 4 12 32 35 14 97

% 4.% 12.% 33.% 36.% 14.% 100.%

In my experience, most DV cases are adequately prepared by police. Count  7 20 44 27 98

 %  7.% 20.% 45.% 28.% 100.%

Court-ordered treatment programs seldom have a positive impact on

batterers.

Count 14 36 31 16 1 98

% 14.% 37.% 32.% 16.% 1.% 100.%

Most prosecutors encourage advocates” participation in the justice process. Count 5 36 27 25 4 97

% 5.% 37.% 28.% 26.% 4.% 100.%

I think judges usually sentence DV offenders too lightly. Count 28 55 8 4 3 98

% 29.% 56.% 8.% 4.% 3.% 100.%

In my experience, the justice system takes DV cases seriously. Count 2 15 21 44 16 98

% 2.% 15.% 21.% 45.% 16.% 100.%

Most prosecutors respond adequately to advocates’ questions and

suggestions.

Count 3 36 28 27 4 98

% 3.% 37.% 29.% 28.% 4.% 100.%
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Arresting and prosecuting DV offenders seldom helps reduce
future DV incidents.

Count 8 32 38 67 27 172
% 5.% 19.% 22.% 39.% 16.% 100.%

Many DV cases could better be handled through mediation than
through prosecution.

Count 2 21 41 69 39 172
% 1.% 12.% 24.% 40.% 23.% 100.%

DV cases are my least favorite cases to handle. Count 10 24 71 53 14 172
% 6.% 14.% 41.% 31.% 8.% 100.%

Arizona's “mandatory arrest” laws have forced the system to deal
with too many minor DV cases.

Count 5 29 44 68 26 172
% 3.% 17.% 26.% 40.% 15.% 100.%

Most victims are safer as soon as they leave an abusive
relationship.

Count 17 43 20 51 41 172
% 10.% 25.% 12.% 30.% 24.% 100.%

A major problem with DV is that there are too many repeat cases. Count 39 92 27 11 2 171
% 23.% 54.% 16.% 6.% 1.% 100.%

DV cases take too much of my office’s time and effort. Count 2 11 53 72 33 171
% 1.% 6.% 31.% 42.% 19.% 100.%

The primary goal in supervising DV probationers is holding
offenders accountable.

Count 39 85 20 24 3 171
% 23.% 50.% 12.% 14.% 2.% 100.%

DV victims are often as responsible for the incident as the person
arrested.

Count 4 14 40 69 44 171
% 2.% 8.% 23.% 40.% 26.% 100.%

Many DV victims could easily leave their relationships, but don’t. Count  32 20 72 48 172
%  19.% 12.% 42.% 28.% 100.%

Substance abuse by the victim is a primary cause of DV. Count 3 15 34 68 52 172
% 2.% 9.% 20.% 40.% 30.% 100.%

Most DV incidents are isolated events in otherwise good
relationships.

Count 1 3 14 87 67 172
% 1.% 2.% 8.% 51.% 39.% 100.%

I think DV offenders should be arrested and prosecuted even
when the victims don’t want it.

Count 49 93 20 6 4 172
% 28.% 54.% 12.% 3.% 2.% 100.%

DV victims often exaggerate the amount of violence involved. Count 1 8 38 85 40 172
% 1.% 5.% 22.% 49.% 23.% 100.%

Most DV offenders who violate probation should be sent to jail. Count 39 74 38 19 1 171
% 23.% 43.% 22.% 11.% 1.% 100.%

There should be a limit on how many cases are filed involving a
victim who repeatedly refuses to prosecute.

Count 8 23 33 66 42 172
% 5.% 13.% 19.% 38.% 24.% 100.%

Too many victims try to use DV prosecution to help them in family
law disputes.

Count 2 24 78 51 17 172
% 1.% 14.% 45.% 30.% 10.% 100.%

Conviction of a DV offense should not affect a parent’s visitation
or custody rights.

Count 4 17 36 88 26 171
% 2.% 10.% 21.% 51.% 15.% 100.%

Any DV probationer who violates an order of protection should be
prosecuted or held in contempt.

Count 69 91 10 1 1 172
% 40.% 53.% 6.% 1.% 1.% 100.%

Orders of protection seldom prevent more violence by DV
offenders.

Count 19 86 37 30  172
% 11.% 50.% 22.% 17.%  100.%

Substance abuse by the offender is a primary cause of DV. Count 7 43 44 53 25 172
% 4.% 25.% 26.% 31.% 15.% 100.%

Supervision of DV probationers effectively prevents further
violence against intimate partners.

Count 6 49 55 56 6 172
% 3.% 28.% 32.% 33.% 3.% 100.%

Court-ordered DV treatment seldom reduces future violence. Count 2 26 56 80 8 172
% 1.% 15.% 33.% 47.% 5.% 100.%
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Most batterers who abandon court-ordered treatment are then
sanctioned effectively.

Count 3 38 46 65 20 172
% 2.% 22.% 27.% 38.% 12.% 100.%

All DV probationers convicted of violence should be supervised. Count 36 83 22 18 2 161
% 22.% 52.% 14.% 11.% 1.% 100.%

Most DV victims cooperate with probation supervision. Count  29 57 68 7 161
%  18.% 35.% 42.% 4.% 100.%

I always inform police or prosecutors when the victim of a
supervised abuser tells me of new abuse.

Count 32 65 48 16  161
% 20.% 40.% 30.% 10.%  100.%

The primary goal in supervising DV probationers is victim safety. Count 61 74 19 7  161
% 38.% 46.% 12.% 4.%  100.%

Most DV incidents stem from abusers’ need for power and control
over victims.

Count 74 62 18 7  161
% 46.% 39.% 11.% 4.%  100.%

I require DV probationers to inform me of new intimate partners. Count 54 70 32 4 1 161
% 34.% 43.% 20.% 2.% 1.% 100.%

Probation officers too often end up as the primary resource for
victims.

Count 19 76 44 19 1 159
% 12.% 48.% 28.% 12.% 1.% 100.%

Most DV victims who drop out of prosecution have good reasons
for doing so.

Count 1 30 66 49 15 161
% 1.% 19.% 41.% 30.% 9.% 100.%

Most DV incidents occur because of offenders’ anger-control
problems.

Count 12 71 31 34 13 161
% 7.% 44.% 19.% 21.% 8.% 100.%

DV is best handled as a private matter, rather than by the justice
system.

Count 2  10 54 95 161
% 1.%  6.% 34.% 59.% 100.%

Police are usually cooperative in serving warrants on DV probation
violators.

Count 17 70 54 18 2 161
% 11.% 43.% 34.% 11.% 1.% 100.%

More training would improve my handling of DV cases. Count 37 89 27 6 2 161
% 23.% 55.% 17.% 4.% 1.% 100.%

Court-ordered treatment programs too often teach abusers how to
be better abusers.

Count 2 14 54 73 18 161
% 1.% 9.% 34.% 45.% 11.% 100.%

My office lacks the resources to supervise misdemeanor DV
probationers effectively.

Count 26 39 39 40 17 161
% 16.% 24.% 24.% 25.% 11.% 100.%

My office has sufficient resources to provide DV victims the help
they need.

Count 2 51 48 40 19 160
% 1.% 32.% 30.% 25.% 12.% 100.%

Orders of protection would be more effective if they applied to
both parties.

Count 32 62 44 18 5 161
% 20.% 39.% 27.% 11.% 3.% 100.%

Prosecutors usually respond effectively to my requests for full
hearings for DV probation violators.

Count 4 51 86 15 5 161
% 2.% 32.% 53.% 9.% 3.% 100.%

I keep in regular contact with most DV victims while supervising
their abusers.

Count 11 68 61 19 1 160
% 7.% 43.% 38.% 12.% 1.% 100.%

Most DV probationers successfully complete probation. Count  33 82 41 5 161
%  20.% 51.% 25.% 3.% 100.%

DV offenders are more likely to fail probation than other
offenders.

Count 6 31 79 45  161
 % 4.% 19.% 49.% 28.%  100.%

In my experience, most judges are too lenient in sentencing DV
offenders.

Count 19 57 57 27  160
% 12.% 36.% 36.% 17.%  100.%
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