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l. Introduction

Part one of the Ohio Family Violence Needs Assessment focused on direct service
providers’ opinions of what services/resources are lacking in Ohio for victims of
domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalking. They also ranked services they felt were
most important for victims to have. The information gained from their responses proved
to be quite beneficial; however the picture would be incomplete if victims were not
provided with an opportunity to voice their own needs. Therefore, the second half of the
Ohio Family Violence Needs Assessment reports on information gained directly from
victims of domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalking.

Focus groups were held with different groups of victims across the state of Ohio,
beginning in June 2008 and ending in September 2008. The results from the initial survey
sent out to service providers presented the framework for which groups were to be
targeted for the focus group project. A total of six groups were held for specific
populations. These populations were: (1) Immigrant/Refugee victims, (2) Victims from a
rural county in Ohio?, (3) Victims from a medium-sized county in Ohio, (4) Victims from
a large county in Ohio, (5) Deaf victims, and (6) Victims from the gay population?. Each
population represented in the focus group project had an organization that offered to
serve as host site for the meeting.® For offering their time in helping locate victims, and
in some cases transporting and providing childcare, as well as providing their facilities
for our use; organizations were awarded $500 grants.

The remainder of the report will be broken down by focus group. Although there
are commonalities between all six groups, there are also important differences that need
to be explored separately. In the conclusion of this report, commonalities between the
groups will be discussed. Also, findings from direct service providers and victims will be
tied together; in addition to discussing how the two perspectives diverged on particular
services. Finally, recommendations and limitations of this study will be explored.

I1. Focus Groups

Focus Group: Immigrant/Refugee Population
Location: Wood County
Date: September 3, 2008

Two female interpreters, who had no affiliation with the host agency, provided
interpreting services during the focus group. The two women went through the
confidentiality statements and demographic information forms for focus group
participants in addition to interpreting the focus group questions and their responses.

! Rural counties: Pop. <100,000; Medium counties: Pop. 100,001 — 499,999; Large counties: Pop. >500,000
% The group was scheduled to include Lesbian, Gay, Bi-Sexual, and Transgendered victims, however only
gay men participated. See page 27 for further information.

¥ See Appendix for list of organizations that served as host sites.



Group Demographics

A total of six Latina women participated in the focus group. All of the women
immigrated to the United States and were victims of domestic violence. The women were
spread fairly evenly between age categories. Two women indicated they were in the 18-
24 age range. Two women were also represented in the 25-34 age range. One participant
represented each of the following ranges: 35-44 and 45-54.

Table 1—U.S. Citizenship

50-
45+
40-
35-
30+
Percent 25-
201
154
104
5-
0-

Yes No Missing
Are you a U.S. citizen?

Table 1 shows the numbers of participants who indicated they were U.S. citizens.
Half of the focus group participants left this question blank on the questionnaire. Of the
three women who answered, only one stated she was a U.S. citizen. During the focus
group the women shared that they were not U.S. citizens and then discussed the problems
associated with their undocumented status.

In regards to education, 67 percent of the women possessed less than a 12" grade
education. One victim had obtained her high school diploma or GED and one completed
some college courses. Half of the women left the question regarding their annual income
blank. None of the three women who completed the question made more than $20,000
annually. Two participants indicated they were single and the remaining four were
married, divorced, widowed, or partnered. All of the women had at least one child, with
one woman indicating she had five.

Four out of the six women were not proficient in English. Table 2 shows that only
33 percent of the women could read and speak English.



Table 2—English Proficiency

70
60
50+

40
Percent

20+
10+
0-

Proficient in reading Not proficient in
AND speaking English English

The Catholic Church was very meaningful for many of the women. Sixty-seven
percent indicated that they were affiliated with a particular religion. The women wrote in
that they were affiliated with either the Catholic Church or the Christian church.

In the final open-ended question on the questionnaire, “Is there anything else you
wish to say about yourself?”” some of the women offered the following information:

e “l would like to go to college so I can prepare for life.”

e “| have been helped and am so thankful for this program” (The victim is

referring to the host agency.)

Resources Initially Sought

All of the women who participated in the focus group received services from the
host agency. However, they arrived at the host agency in different manners. Some of the
women learned about the host agency through family members and friends while others
were referred to the host agency by churches. One woman stated when she first arrived in
Ohio she looked for help in the telephone book and located the host agency. While at the
host agency, the women received help with securing housing, resources for their children,
and advocates accompanied them to court.

The women indicated they were initially scared to seek help for various reasons.
According to the women, the principle reason they were hesitant to search for help was
due to concerns related to their immigration status. They felt calling the police or other
entities would create more problems than it would solve. They were ultimately afraid of
being separated from their families.



Barriers/Problems Experienced

Undocumented status

As previously stated, only one out of six women who participated in the focus
group reported being a U.S. citizen. Almost all the women stated their abuser threatened
them and said they could not survive without them. Their abusers would say, “You have
no Social Security Number, you NEED me.” Their status and language barriers affected
every aspect of the process to locate resources as noted in the following sections.

Police

The majority of the focus group participants had unfavorable opinions of the
police. Two women acknowledged they called the police. For one woman, police were
not helpful since she made the decision not to press charges because she was
“embarrassed and scared.” Given that she decided not to file formal charges, the police
officers were not helpful and were reluctant to return when she called them in the future.
This woman did not speak English.

For the second woman, who was proficient in English, the police were helpful and
her abuser was caught one week after she called. She said, “I wish | would have called
the police the first time he hit me and pressed charges on him right away.” When the
police arrived, they made it very clear to her that they were there for the domestic
violence incident and not immigration issues. She says that hearing this empowered her
to call again later when she needed them.

Job and Family Services

The women acknowledged the information they received from Job and Family
Services regarding jobs and other benefits was not very helpful because they did not have
“papers*.” The women who had children that were born in the United States had some
benefits, but still not enough. The women also shared stories of how their benefits were
taken away because they were applying for jobs or lived with roommates. They were
frustrated because they felt the system was not designed for them to better themselves
and succeed in life.

The women in the focus group reported that at Job and Family Services, all
Spanish-speaking individuals are required to be assisted by the same woman at the
agency because she is the only one who speaks Spanish. They are not permitted to bring
family or friends in to interpret for them and interpreters are not provided for them so
they can be serviced by other members of the staff.

Housing
Once one of the victims left her abusive husband, she and her children had no

place to turn for support. Prior to being referred to the host agency by a woman from the
Catholic Church, she and her children lived at a work camp. The women explained this

* The women frequently referred to their undocumented status as not having “papers.”



was a place where families were able to live for free if they worked in the fields. They
also had a small section reserved for victims of domestic violence, and this is where she
stayed with her children. She described the camps as crowded and dirty. Since she spoke
no English she felt isolated without access to resources. With no money and an overall
lack of means, staff at the host agency helped her locate resources and provided school
supplies for her children.

Another focus group participant also stayed at the camp located in Northwest
Ohio. She was provided with some help in her domestic violence situation, but staying at
the camp “was stressful because it’s not your own home and there were rats there.” The
woman indicated she was tempted to go back to her abuser because the conditions at the
camp were so bad, but someone referred her to a domestic violence shelter in the area. It
was there that she was able to be connected with an advocate.

She stayed at the shelter for seven months; “it was nice, just like a house.” Even
though the shelter was nice compared to the camp, there were no workers who spoke
Spanish at the shelter and she felt isolated. She desired to participate in the group
sessions, but was unable to communicate effectively. Her experience at the shelter
motivated her to learn English. “It’s sad that shelters targeted at mainstream survivors are
so much nicer than the ones available for Hispanic women.” She believes since there
were no workers who spoke Spanish at the shelter, Hispanic women don’t know that
mainstream shelters are even an option—"“they haven’t even heard of it at all and they
don’t know to call or go to them for help.” The women agreed and acknowledged they
love the host agency because all the workers are familiar with their culture and customs,
making them feel more comfortable and at ease with opening up about their problems.

Transportation

It is difficult for the women to make it to the host agency and other appointments
due to transportation issues. There are no forms of public transportation in Bowling
Green, Ohio. There are a few services that will transport individuals to appointments,
however there is a roundtrip fee attached and some of the services require the riders to
have certain Medicaid coverage. The women relied on the advocates at the host agency
and their friends to take them to court dates, medical appointments, and to work.

Employment

The women who were employed without being a legal U.S. citizen explained how
difficult it is to make the decision to pick up and move away from their abuser because it
would be difficult to obtain another job in a different location. Therefore, women are
more inclined to stay in their abusive relationships because they have a job.

Other Issues Specific to this Group

The language barriers experienced by most of the women in the focus group
proved to be a significant challenge. One of the women who learned to speak English
said, “Many institutions are willing to help, but women must seek them out. However,
language is a barrier.” She indicated that some Hispanics are unaware of services such as



welfare assistance because of their language barriers. Some victims become embarrassed
when they are unable to effectively communicate with individuals at these agencies.

The language barrier continues beyond seeking social services into the courtroom
where these women went to seek justice in their cases against their abusers. When one
focus group participant had a court hearing she was told her witnesses were going to be
provided an interpreter, but when she arrived at court no interpreter was present. Court
staff requested the victim’s advocate interpret for her witnesses but the advocate could
not because it would be a clear conflict of interest. Court staff then proceeded to call the
woman from Job and Family Services who speaks Spanish, but the victim said she had a
difficult time interpreting for her witnesses because “[this JFS worker] was not the best
Spanish speaker in the first place.”

One of the two women who could speak English in the group took classes at
Bowling Green State University. Ohio Hispanic Coalition comes to the University and
offers English classes. Although she had to pay for these classes, she said it was well
worth it because upon completion of the courses she realized that she had rights and
learned how to defend herself. She believes that learning the English language is
“empowering.”

For the women who had not learned English, they emphasized how important it
was to have Spanish-speaking counselors available for little or no cost. The women were
aware of a few people in the community who provide counseling in Spanish, however all
of them charged for their services.

Top Needs

When asked to list their top needs, the women produced very similar responses.
All of the women agreed that the following needs were vital to them: (1) Interpreters and
Spanish-speaking counselors and (2) Transportation.

Two women who participated believed having employment and educational
opportunities were important. When the women referred to education, they were
specifically referencing learning how to speak and read English. They felt it was
important to be understood so they could receive effective help with their problems: “The
more education you have, the more opportunities that are open to you.” These women
were also quick to say that having interpreters is not the same as being able to speak
English themselves and interpreters are not always available when they need them. In
emergency situations they need to be able to communicate themselves.

Locating housing and child care were also needs listed by two women. Other
needs listed once by women included cash assistance, food, health care, and legal
assistance. One woman stated that eventually all of them will be required to show proof
they are legal U.S. citizens and she would like help with this process.
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Focus Group: Rural county victims
Location: Defiance County
Date: August 11, 2008

Group Demographics

Six women participated in the focus group. Four of the women indicated they
were Caucasian, while the two remaining identified themselves as Hispanic and African-
American, respectively. The women were generally middle-aged with two women aged
35-44 and three women aged 45-54. One woman fell between the ages of 25-34. Four of
the women in the group were U.S. citizens and two women omitted this question.

Two of the women in the focus group earned their Associate’s Degree while two
additional women completed some college courses. One woman earned her High School
Diploma or GED and one woman completed less than the 12" grade. Two women
indicated they earned less than $10,000 annually while three women respectively landed
in the following categories: $10,001-20,000; $20,001-30,000; and $30,001-40,000. One
woman left this question blank on the questionnaire.

Sixty-six percent of women in the focus group indicated they were divorced. All
focus group participants were proficient in English and had at least one child. When
asked if they were affiliated with a particular religion, two women said they were, one
said she was not, and the remaining three omitted the question. Only one woman filled
out the open-ended question, “Is there anything else you wish to say about yourself?”
stating, “I have no family they died 13 years ago. | have been under counseling for 20
years.”

Resources Initially Sought

When victims were asked to share where they first turned for assistance following
their crisis situation, several different answers were provided. First, a few women
indicated they found the host agency in the telephone book. A local hospital was listed by
one victim in addition to an outpatient alcohol/drug treatment center by another focus
group participant. This victim pointed out she initially went to the outpatient treatment
center, then left to stay at a local shelter with her daughter. They did not stay long at the
shelter because it was “terrible.” Finally, one woman who received services from the host
agency was acquainted with an advocate currently working at the agency. This provided
her direct access to resources and the support she needed.

Barriers/Problems Experienced

Police

The general consensus from the group was that the police were not helpful and
most of the women acknowledged they received a bad response from police when they
called for assistance.

While one of the victims was at the local police station, officers laughed at her
and called her stupid. They told her, “Ma’am, you’re really stupid for taking this man
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back; you’re on a death wish.” Another victim with a mental illness stated she believed
the police treat individuals who have a mental disability differently. She felt the police
were more likely to make incorrect assumptions about individuals with mental disabilities
and their situations.

A focus group participant obtained a permanent protection order when she lived
in Florida and since moving to Ohio, she has found it difficult for some police officers to
honor the order. When she has shown them the order, police officers have given her a
difficult time because it was given in Florida and not Ohio. She has told the officers that
her order is “good anywhere in the United States.”

It was suggested by the focus group participants that police officers take a course
on domestic violence. The women did not feel the police officers sympathized with them
and were insensitive. One woman said police continually asked her, “Why did you take
him back?” She offered the following response: “I barely survive off the money | have. |
live on $35 a month after | pay my bills. If I had him living with me, I could live a little
bit better; that’s why | kept him.”

Housing

Obtaining adequate immediate, intermediate, and long-term housing® was a
problem for the women in the focus group. The majority of the women participating in
the group had spent time at the local domestic violence shelter. One victim described the
shelter as being “like a prison camp.” She spent time at the shelter in 1991 and returned
years later. She believes the shelter is in better condition now than when she first visited
17 years ago.

Most of the women in the group agreed the shelter was a “horrible place” and
some of them acknowledged they left the shelter to return to their abuser. The women
stated that although no one at the shelter physically abused them, they suffered through
emotional and psychological abuse from staff members who constantly hassled them and
seemed insensitive to the victims’ situations. One victim never experienced any success
when she called the shelter and felt as though, “they are not really there for you.” All of
the women learned about the shelter through word of mouth because it is the only
domestic violence shelter in the area. One victim believed that many people decide not to
stay in the shelter because of negative experiences people share via word of mouth.

The ladies felt their county was in “desperate need” of transitional housing.
According to them, available resources within their county were not being used to their
full potential. There is an empty school building in the community the women felt could
be converted into livable space for victims of domestic violence.

Victims also experienced difficulty when trying to secure long-term housing. The
women acknowledged how difficult it was to get and remain on the waiting list for HUD
housing. One woman stated she had waited four years to get her name on the list for
HUD housing. To remain on the waiting list, the women must call into the office every
two months to confirm they still need housing. If they fail to call once, their name is
removed from the list.

® Time frames are defined as: Immediate: within 48 hours, Intermediate: 60-180 days, and Long-term: 18-
24 months.
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Everyone believed victims of domestic violence should be moved to the top of the
list and there should be “some sort of categories” ranking certain groups higher than
others. (The women gave the example of individuals with children being given priority
over those without children.) The women also believed that the housing provided should
be more affordable.

Court

Most of the women in the focus group viewed court proceedings as intimidating.
Those who chose not to take their situations to court stated they were “scared.” One
victim said that although her abuser did not live in town, he still threatened her life in
addition to her children’s lives if she filed formal charges. Others who were successful in
obtaining a protection order against their abuser believed the protection order did not
mean anything to anyone. The women who received assistance from the advocates at the
host agency were very pleased with the support they received in and out of court.

Employment

Most of the women in the focus group were employed or received financial
assistance from other entities. They believed men keep women “financially strapped” so
locating and maintaining employment is very important. One woman who spent time at
the local domestic violence shelter indicated the shelter was helpful in assisting her locate
employment.

Transportation

The women were quick to note that no forms of public transportation exist in
Defiance. When asked to clarify, they explained there were no buses, taxi cabs, or other
forms of transportation for individuals without their own personal vehicles. When the
women needed to attend court dates, work, and medical appointments, they were forced
to walk, bike, or have their friends or family transport them. One of the women diagnosed
with a mental illness, acknowledged that Maumee Valley Guidance Center provided
“very limited” transportation if an individual had a mental illness and had been assigned a
case manager.

Other Issues Specific to this Group

All of the women cited issues with jail overcrowding as an important matter. They
believed having an overpopulated jail allowed their abusers to serve minimal time before
being released to “terrorize” them again. Once their abusers were released, the victims
said that they were not notified. Sometimes the advocate at the host agency is notified,
but not for three days and as the women noted, “a lot can happen in a span of three days.”

One woman in the focus group indicated she would like to change her Social
Security Number (SSN) but experienced difficulty when trying to do so. She was a
disabled veteran and funds she received were directly tied to her SSN.
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Overall, the women in this focus group emphasized how the lack of services and
sensitivity from the general public, police officers, and service providers influenced their
decision to take back their abusers. Some of the ladies felt they “had no other place to
turn.” According to them, “The cycle of violence needs to be broken and in order to do
this funding is needed.” Below is a quote from a victim that summarized the feelings of
the women present:

“It’s not just the police, the whole system is broke. If you haven’t been
through it, if you haven’t dealt with all these things you can’t figure out
how to fix the system. We [victims] know how to fix the system.
Everybody has a little different view on how to do it, but if you put all
those views together you’ll go, ‘That’s a really good idea; that’s how the
system needs to be fixed.””

Top Needs

All of the women in the focus group agreed that financial support is vital for
victims of domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalking. Having childcare provided was
listed as an important need for three victims. Two women indicated that housing and
accessible transportation was important to them. The following needs were listed once:

e Employment
Legal aid
Personal support
Better shelter hotlines
Health/medial insurance
“Having police treat domestic violence victims better than they do”
“Improve communication between counties”

“Greater support from all agencies in the county with one specific central
person”

Focus Group: Medium county victims
Location: Columbiana County
Date: August 28, 2008

Group Demographics

Nine women participated in the focus group. This group was unique because four
of the women who participated were being housed at Eastern Ohio Correction Center
(EOCC), a Community Based Correctional Facility for women. A member of the host
agency staff leads a group at EOCC with victims of domestic violence, sexual assault,
and stalking. The women from EOCC who participated in the focus group were members
of the aforementioned group held at EOCC. The women were spread fairly evenly in
regards to ages. Three women indicated they were 18-24 and one woman was 25-34.
Three were between the ages 35-44 and two women were 45-54. Eight women were
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Caucasian with one woman identifying as Hispanic. All of the women participating in the
focus group were U.S. citizens.

Five out of nine women had earned their High School Diploma or GED and four
women had completed some college courses. Table 3 shows the annual family income
breakdown for the focus group participants. Approximately 78 percent of the women
earned less than $10,000 annually. This clearly influenced the needs expressed during the
focus group.

Table 3—Annual Family Income

$20,001-
$30,000
$10,001-
$20,000
$0-$10,000
0 20 40 60 80
Percent

Four women indicated they were single while three were married and two were
divorced. Approximately 67 percent of the women had at least one child or were
currently pregnant. All of the women were proficient in English. Six women in the group
had a particular religious affiliation with one woman indicating she did not. Two women
omitted this question. Of the women who reported their religious affiliation the following
denominations were listed: Protestant, Methodist, Baptist, Christian, Presbyterian, and
Pentecostal Christian.

The following responses were given in the final open-ended question, “Is there
anything else you wish to say about yourself?”” some of the women offered the following
information:

e “Verbal, sexual, and physical abuse” experienced

e “l am currently a resident at EOCC working on my recovery...l am a very

calm person who wants all the help and knowledge I can get.”

e “l am a survivor of domestic violence and now work at our local domestic

violence shelter. If not for the shelter, | don’t know what | would have done.”

e “Never thought I’d be here.”

Resources Initially Sought

Having such a diverse group of women broadened the scope of places the women
turned for assistance. One woman learned about the host agency from pamphlets she
came across in her area. Once she connected with the host agency, she worked with an
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advocate to gain a protection order against her abuser, with whom she had an abusive
relationship with for 12 years.

Another victim explained she turned to the host agency for housing. She stayed at
the shelter for one to two months and then moved into transitional housing where she
remained for 18 months. Staff helped her meet her goals and she was only required to pay
30 percent of her rent.

One of the women participating in the group from EOCC contacted the police, but
then decided to drop the charges. She resided in North Carolina during this time and felt
the police there were very helpful. A different woman in the focus group from Ohio
gained assistance from the host agency after being referred to the program by a local
police officer.

A shelter located in Newark, Ohio was cited as a place one victim turned to for
help. She stated, “The shelter helped me feel safe...and helped me feel like I didn’t have
to stay in my abusive relationship.” She was scared to call the police because her abuser
“brainwashed” her into believing she would get arrested instead of him because she was
on probation.

Finally, a focus group participant shared she went to a crisis center in Belmont for
counseling. After she left her abuser, she became homeless and ended up at the Salvation
Army where they assisted her in obtaining an apartment. The counseling services
provided were based on income, and since she did not have an income at the time, she
received free counseling. Also, an advocate working for victims in the East Liverpool
area was cited as a resource for one focus group participant.

Barriers/Problems Experienced

Housing

With approximately 78 percent of the women in the focus group earning less than
$10,000 annually, securing housing was a significant problem. The women all agreed that
the typical length of stay permitted at shelters, 30 days, was too short. They felt the time
should be extended to a minimum of 60 days. One victim wanted to make it clear that she
was coming from a “place of need, an honest perspective,” and was not trying to abuse
the system. The women explained the process to obtain a protection order took time and
it was difficult to leave behind everything they knew and start from scratch. “Some
women are starting from scratch, with just the clothes off their backs. You need time to
readjust and free yourself.”

A victim in the group expanded upon the need for shelter stays to be extended. To
get back on her feet she acknowledged that she would need a place to stay and a job.
However, she said it was difficult to focus on working towards these two things when the
system puts a time limit on shelter stay. “That’s huge. You’re trying to still overcome
what has happened. You don’t want them thinking that you’re so unstable that you can’t
even perform your duties.” The length of stay at the shelter forced one woman in the
group back to her abuser: “That’s why | went back because | didn’t have anywhere else
to go.” The women explained that most waiting lists to find housing take longer than 30
days.
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Another issue related to housing brought up during the focus group was safety at
shelter facilities. Some women indicated that sometimes they do not feel safe at shelters.
They are intended to be “safe houses,” but word of mouth and locations cause problems.
“You can’t control what people say, especially in small communities...everyone knows
where the shelter is located.”

Police

One woman in the focus group was being stalked by her husband who had
recently been released from jail. She repeatedly called the local police department to ask
for extra patrol in her area since her neighbors had seen him lurking around her home;
however she was told they could not provide additional patrol due to a lack of manpower
and resources. She was frustrated and scared because even though she had a protection
order against her husband, he was still able to get close to her and her daughter. On one
of the occasions the police did come out to her home, they found a bag full of her
husband’s clothes and court papers he had left on top of the hill that overlooks her home.
The police told the woman they could not arrest her husband because she had no proof he
was the person who left the bags on the hill.

Another woman in the group explained how she called the police multiple times
and on the last time she called, the police told her, “If | have to come by, I’m taking both
of you in [to jail.]”

Other Issues Specific to this Group

EOCC

The women participating in the focus group being housed at EOCC had numerous
experiences in common with the other victims in the group. However, they also had
distinct differences. They were victims of domestic violence, sexual assault, and stalking
in addition to being women struggling with drug and alcohol addictions, child custody
issues, and other undisclosed circumstances that caused them to be incarcerated.

One of the women from EOCC was serving time for breaking the terms of her
custody agreement when she came to Ohio from North Carolina. Her daughter called and
informed the woman that her father, the woman’s abuser, was also abusing her. The
woman agreed on a plea bargain and is currently receiving help with her drug addiction
problems. She wished she would have abandoned the relationship sooner but she did not
know where to go “besides calling the cops.”

Prior to ending up at EOCC, another victim became homeless and was raped
while sleeping under a bridge. She gave birth to a child from this crime and had difficulty
dealing with the circumstances surrounding the baby. With no family and friends to offer
support, she attempted to harm the baby and is currently serving time at EOCC.

Cycle of Abuse

The women in this focus group were the only ones in the entire focus group
project to discuss and specifically name their experiences as “the cycle of abuse.” All of
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the women in the group dwelled on the fact they found themselves in a routine of picking
abusive men. One particular woman had gone back to her abuser after leaving 10 times
over the past two years. Her abuser had a daughter from a previous marriage and she felt
responsible for his daughter who was eight years old. The child’s mother reportedly
committed suicide, so the victim felt as though she needed to fill the role of her mother.
The victim also believed that her abuser somehow killed his former wife and was capable
of killing her as well.

Each woman told stories of how their abusers encouraged and ultimately forced
them to move quickly at the beginning of each relationship. Some of the women
acknowledged moving in with their abuser only days or weeks after meeting them. One
victim in particular married her abuser after only 15 days of dating him. The women
discussed how when “they’re in the situation...in love” they don’t see the warning signs.
Even though the majority of women not being housed at EOCC had their own jobs, some
of them lost homes and cars because their abusers managed all the money that entered the
home.

Top Needs

When asked to list their top needs, six women listed counseling and housing as
significant. They wanted to take part in long-term counseling, support groups with
women in similar situations, as well as general counseling to learn about themselves and
ways they could prevent entering future abusive relationships. In regards to housing, the
women wanted more housing to be available for homeless domestic violence survivors
and an increase in safe places to go. They also believed that more women’s shelters
should be created.

Improving the quality of police training was listed by four women. They felt
police need training to become more sensitive when they respond to domestic violence
calls. According to the women, the police also need to arrive quicker when the abuser is
present and a protection order has been issued.

Four women also indicated they would like more information and advertising
about domestic violence resources available in their community. They also desired
informational classes about the warning signs of domestic violence. Along these same
lines, two women felt education about domestic violence should be offered in high
schools as well as elementary schools. They believed there should be a greater awareness
about the warning signs of domestic violence in schools.

Three women felt the need for stricter laws was important. These women stated
the laws need to be more severe on abusers and the sentences abusers receive should be
more severe.

Securing employment so that victims would be able to obtain their own residence
and assistance with switching jobs for safety reasons were voiced by two women in the
group. The following needs were also listed by at least one woman: transportation,
financial assistance, and support from family and friends.
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Focus Group: Large county victims
Location: Hamilton County
Date: July 30, 2008

Group Demographics

Table 4--Age Range of Participants

50
40
301
20
10

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55+

Percent

Eight women participated in the focus group. The focus group participants were
older in age. Table 4 shows that 75 percent of the women were over the age of 44. This
focus group contained the largest number of minority, non-Hispanic women. Table 5
illustrates that 75 percent of the women were African-American with one woman self-
identifying as Italian-American. All of the women in the group were U.S. citizens.

Four of the women earned their 