
Movement Cohort Meeting July 6, 2017 

In attendance: Jenni and Julia, Coburn; Natasha and Linda Wilk, HOH; Melissa, CODA; Kate, Marie, 
Demi, Jess, Terri, ICADV; Leslie, AFBC; Susan, Prevail; Lynne and Jan, Hope’s Voice; Lindsey, FSA 
Howard County; Johna and Ashley, Alternatives; Sam and Debra, MWH ; Linda Perez; April, Beaman 
 
Community Questions 
We discussed our questions here are some emerging thoughts and distilled questions. Marie will 
wordsmith/concept smith these, and will submit them back to us for another round of 
review/revision/approval. 
 
What do we mean about wellbeing? 
Safe, stable and nurtured? 
Prosperous seems a little problematic because of the financial connotations. 
With broad categories, individuals can determine which pieces are resonant for them. 
With that thinking, we drilled down on the questions that Marie generated. 
 
We want to provide what survivors say they need; in the way that survivors say they want. 
How do we best ask that? 

• What does safe mean to you? 
• What does success mean to you? 
• What does happiness mean to you? 
• What does next look like for you? 
• What are your successes? 
• What is fulfilling? 

Should we offer a prompt, or a way to invite respondents to think about these questions in the context of 
relationships, as well as in the community? 
 
How do we frame the questions in a way that encourages people to think about their personal experience? 
Across multiple identities--as a survivor (or not), but also as a parent, sibling, learner, worker, etc. 
 
When you think about happiness, what does that look like to you? 
What would it take for you to be ok? 
 
Coburn has a multiple domain survey/pre and post tests that they use with clients that they can share. 
 
With respect to the AORTA decision making process, we agreed that total consensus was unlikely, and 
that we should just get to the point of agreement that would enable next steps. 
 
General question domains that we decided on were: 

• Safety 
• Thrivingness/Happiness 

 
• Reflecting on your thoughts about the .previous questions, if you were designing supports for 

those affected by domestic violence, what would they look like? (some concern that  
consequences using the term  “domestic violence” will limit respondents and the response) 
o For survivors 
o For offenders 
o For children 
o For families 



 
• Who (if any) were the individuals or organizations did you seek out when you were experiencing 

abuse in your relationship? 
 

• Among those who you sought out, what was helpful? 
• What was unhelpful? 
• What do you wish that they would have offered? 

 
• Are there other individuals or organizations you wish you could have sought out? Or, were there 

other organizations or individuals that you would have wanted to support you in your situation? 
 

• What barriers made them not feel like a good resource for you? 
 

• What needs were unmet in your experience? 
• What additional assistance, if any, would have been helpful to you? 

 
• What, if anything, did you feel that you needed to change or hide about yourself in order to access 

services? 
• What was it about the service provider that made you feel that way? 

 
Process thoughts—what can we do to help prepare people to answer our questions well. Send/post them 
in advance? Provide them to partners? Announce in various places that we will be eager to hear and post 
the questions? 
 
Preamble—We’re trying to make our services better/more relevant/more accessible, and wanted your 
advice to help us to think about how we do that. 
 
Peer Advocacy Program  
Leslie—Albion Fellows Bacon Center—AFBC provides both residential and non-residential services. 
The peer advocacy program is operated through the non-residential program.  
The DV/SV unit of the police department is a partner in this program. They refer AFBC and the YWCA 
to homes for follow up visits subsequent to a report/referral—emergent dv situations. Police do 
assessment work to determine safety, then invite their domestic violence program partner to respond on 
scene to provide supports/services for the whole family to try to prevent a recurrence or escalation of the 
violence. 
 
When they arrive on scene, they explain why they’re there (not a current call—trying to be helpful in the 
context of the previous police response). For this response, they use an unmarked car, law enforcement 
are in plain clothes to protect the family’s privacy. Engagement with the advocate is introduced as 
optional—families are not required to engage. Of families that they are able to encounter (those who are 
home/open the door), they have an 87% engagement rate. 
 
AFBC speaks with family members separately to ask what the family needs, what are the barriers, what 
supports would be helpful, etc. AFBC then helps to connect families with resources in the moment, and 
also to refer them back to the agency’s resource advocate for ongoing support. 
 
The Mayor’s Commission tracks recidivism rates to the homes that have received visits from the peer 
support program. The police report lower rates of recidivism among those families. Also, 61% of visited 
families engage in follow up services with AFBC. 
 



The position is supported with VOCA funding. 
 
Over time the program, and partners orientation to the issue has really evolved—from a hard 
accountability orientation with those who were identified as the abuser, to a trauma-informed, supportive 
orientation with the whole family. They use an extensive training process for all of the participants 
including role playing scenarios derived from real experiences that they’ve had over the years. 
 
Another full-family oriented program that they provide, in collaboration with the Y, and prosecutor’s 
office is a class called Choices. Families are referred to the class in the context of some legal proceedings. 
Where the prosecutor introduce the option where they think that it might be helpful/relevant. Participation 
in the class is optional. Participants talk about their needs and barriers, and are provided with info about 
the legal process and potential community resources. 
 
September meeting. We need to reschedule our September meeting. Colleen will send a doodle poll to 
determine our reschedule date. Please reply at your earliest convenience so that we can choose a date that 
works for most of us. 
 
Next steps—August 3rd Meeting 
In August, we will practice data collection methods applied to the questions that Marie provides. 
We will discuss the Ladder of Citizen’s Participation and determine our goals around engaging survivors 
across of development process. 
We will hear from our members who were able to attend the Forward Stance training with Norma Wong 
about their takeaway learnings. 
 


