NEVADA COUNCIL FOR THE PREVENTION OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
VICTIM ADVOCATE PROTOCOLS SUBCOMMITTEE

Minutes of Meeting

Monday, August 6, 2012, at 10:00 a.m.

Via Teleconference with Public Access Located at:

LVMPD Headquarters
400 S. Matrtin L. King Boulevard, Building B
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106-4372

Call-In Number: 1-888-557-8511
Access Code: 4188407

Committee Members Present
Elynne Greene
Barbara Aupperle
Suzanne Ramos
Lori Fralick

Committee Members Present Via Teleconference
None

Committee Members Absent
None

Public Present
None

Attorney General’s Office Staff Present
Kareen Prentice, Domestic Violence Ombudsman
Brett Kandt, Council for Prosecuting Attorneys
Henna Rasul, Senior Deputy Attorney General

Call to order and roll call of members.
Elynne Greene called the meeting to order at 10:45 a.m. A roll call was taken
and quorum was established. For the record Brett Kandt is not a member of the

Victim Advocate Protocols Subcommittee. For the record Kareen Prentice is the
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Domestic Violence Ombudsman and Henna Rasul is the Senior Deputy Attorney
General for the Council.

2. Public comment.
There was no public comment.

3. Review and approval of minutes from the May 21, 2012 and June 18, 2012
meetings. (For possible action.)

Elynne Greene asked for a motion on the meeting minutes for May 21, 2012.
Suzanne Ramos made the motion to approve the minutes. Barbara Aupperle
seconded the motion. A vote was taken and the minutes were approved.

Elynne Greene asked for a motion on the meeting minutes for June 18, 2012.
Barbara Aupperle made the motion to approve the minutes. Lori Fralick
seconded the motion. A vote was taken and the minutes were approved.

4. Discussion, recommendations and possible action regarding Victim Witness
Advocate Model Protocols. (For possible action.)

Elynne Greene introduced item agenda number four and opened it up for
discussion. Ms. Greene stated that each member was assigned a component
during the meeting on June 18, 2012.

Lori Fralick addressed the component on training for advocates. Ms. Fralick
stated there are many variables when it comes to best practices as well as
challenging on agencies to meet the minimum hour requirements for training.
Elynne Green stated that a critical piece is the cross training between systems
based, community based, law enforcement, and prosecution. Review the
Humboldt County model.

Barbara Aupperle addressed the component on types of services. Private
services are able to offer more tangible support than public because of
accessibility to resources and services. Lori Fralick stated that all components
need to include volunteer advocates.

Kareen Prentice addressed the scope of crimes (i.e. sexual assault, stalking,
domestic violence, etc.). There was discussion regarding victim safety and and
offender accountability pertaining to policies and procedures (i.e. what you can
and cannot provide as a victim advocate).

Elynne Greene addressed the component on confidentiality. Ms. Greene stated
that different agencies have different policies and processes when it comes to
confidentiality, privilege, documentation, and maintaining records. Ms. Green
stated the presence of a third party will have an effect on confidentiality and
privilege. Ms. Greene stated that SART; the team brought in for an initial
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interview of a victim presents an issue pertaining to confidentiality and privilege.
Discussion on specific topics and applicable statutes may require appendices.

Discussion on the protocols document, including downloadable, electronic,
process for updates, and a possible grant for printing for those agencies that do
not have printing capabilities. Suzanne Ramos addressed the component on
documentation (i.e. community based, law enforcement, prosecution).

Lori Fralick stated that she found a best practices guideline for crime victim’s
services through the Office of Justice Program at the Minnesota Department of
Public Safety publication from November 2010. Ms. Fralick stated that there is an
assessment tool provided that evaluates an agency’s individual programs against
best practices and gives solutions that work for that agency. Ms. Fralick stated
that | would be good to review the document, take what is liked and discuss at
the next meeting.

The committee took a break and the meeting resumed at 12:05 p.m.
5. Schedule future meetings & agenda items. (For possible action.)

The next meeting for the Victim Advocate Protocols Subcommittee is scheduled
for Monday, September 24, 2012 at 10:00 a.m. via phone conference.

Suzanne Ramos stated that the Humboldt County model and OJP, MN DPS
publication needs to be reviewed and not enough time during this meeting. This
will give more information on the components assigned to each member. Then
they should all bring a draft on each component in writing to the next meeting to
review and discuss.

6. Public comment.
There was no public comment.
7. Adjournment. (For possible action.)
Elynne Greene asked for a motion to adjourn the meeting. Suzanne Ramos

made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Barbara Aupperle seconded the motion.
The meeting was adjourned at 12:10 p.m.
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