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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES STAFF ANALYSIS 

BILL #: CS/HB 225 Self-Authentication of Documents 
SPONSOR(S): Civil Justice Subcommittee; Fitzenhagen 
TIED BILLS: None IDEN./SIM. BILLS: SB 352 

REFERENCE 

1) Civil Justice Subcommittee 

2) Justice Appropriations Subcommittee 

3) Judiciary Committee 

ACTION 

13 Y, 0 N, As 
cs 

SUMMARY ANALYSIS 

ANALYST 

Malcolm 

Smith 

STAFF DIRECTOR or 

BUDGET/POLICY CHIEF 

Bond 

Evidence, such as a document, must be authenticated before it can be admitted in the course of litigation. 
Florida law currently considers a number of documents, such as a certified copy of an official public record, to 
be self-authenticating and thus admissible without further proof of authenticity. 

The bill provides a process for the self-authentication of court filings and government records available on the 
internet. The party seeking to authenticate a government record available on the internet must provide notice 
to other parties who may object to the authenticity of the document. The process for self-authenticating online 
government records does not prohibit a party from authenticating a document under current law. 

The bill also provides that a certified copy of a self-authenticating, official public record may be filed 
electronically. 

The bill would have an indeterminate fiscal impact. 

The bill provides that it is effective upon becoming law. 

This document does not reflect the intent or official position of the bill sponsor or House of Representatives. 
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FULL ANALYSIS 

I. SUBSTANTIVE ANALYSIS 

A. EFFECT OF PROPOSED CHANGES: 

Authentication of Documents 

Section 90.901, F.S ., requires that potential evidence, including documents, be authenticated before it 
may be admitted into evidence in a court proceeding . To authenticate a document, the proponent must 
provide prima facie evidence showing that the proffered document is what the proponent claims.1 A trial 
court's determination of authenticity does not mean that the court has ruled that the proffered evidence 
is genuine; the opposing party may challenge its genuineness, and the jury will ultimately determine as 
a matter of fact whether the document is genuine. 2 An authenticated document remains subject to 
inadmissibility under any exclusionary rule, such as the hearsay rule .3 

Authentication of Electronic Records and Websites 

Like other evidence, electronic records and website contents must be authenticated with extrinsic 
evidence of authenticity before being admitted into evidence.4 Generally, an electronic record may be 
authenticated by the testimony of a person who created the record, another person who witnessed the 
record being composed and transmitted , or circumstantial evidence, such as appearance, contents, 
and distinctive characteristics of the evidence.5 To authenticate a printout of a website, it is not enough 
to prove that the printout of the website is accurate; rather, there must be prima facie evidence that the 
contents of the site are authentic and that the purported contents of the website as indicated on the 
printout were what appeared on the website on the relevant date.6 To authenticate printouts from a 
website , "the party proffering the evidence must produce 'some statement or affidavit from someone 
with knowledge of the website, for example a web master or someone else with personal knowledge 
would be sufficient. "'7 

Self-Authenticating Documents 

Section 90.902, F.S., sets forth a list of documents that are considered self-authenticating ; that is, the 
document has sufficient guarantees of genuineness and is admissible into evidence without proof of 
extrinsic evidence of authenticity.8 Documents considered to be self-authenticating under s. 90.902, 
F.S., include documents bearing official seals of governments, copies of official public records, 
documents issued by governmental authorities, newspapers, and commercial papers as provided in the 
Uniform Commercial Code. 

Effect of Proposed Changes 

The bill amends s. 90.902, F.S., to provide a process for the self-authentication of certain government 
records available on the internet. Specifically, the bill provides that a party may file a copy of any 
pleading, order, or other filing from any court in the United States or United States territory as well as 

1 Charles W. Ehrhardt, FLORIDA EVIDENCE, § 901 .1 (2015 ed.). 
2 Pace v. State , 854 So. 2d 167, 182 (Fla. 2003) (quoting Ehrhardt at§ 901 .1). 
3 Ehrhardt at§ 901.1 (citing Acre v. Wackenhut Corp., 40 So. 3d 813, 816 (Fla. 3d DCA 2010); Dollar v. State , 685 So. 2d 
901 , 903 (Fla. 5th DCA 1996)). 
4 /d. at§ 901 .1a. 
5 /d. 
6 /d. 
7 St. Luke's Cataract & Laser lnst. , P.A. v. Sanderson, 2006 WL 1320242, 70 Fed. R. Evid . Serv. 174 (M.D. Fla. 2006). 
8 Ehrhardt, at§ 902.1. The provisions of s. 90 .902, F.S ., regarding self-authentication are available as an alternative to 
introducing evidence to meet the authenticity requ irements of s. 90.901 , F.S. Therefore, if a document fails to meet the 
requirements of one of the requirement of s. 90.902, F.S., and cannot be self-authenticated, then it may be authenticated 
under other procedures for authentication. /d. 
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any document or record filed with or retained by a local, state, territorial, or federal governmental 
agency that is available to the public from a website authorized or run by a governmental agency. The 
party seeking to authenticate the record must file a Notice of Reliance on Electronic Records (Notice) 
that includes a copy of the document to be authenticated, discloses the website and web address 
where the document can be located, and serve the Notice not less than 20 days before a hearing at 
which the authenticity of the document or its acceptance by a court as authentic is at issue. The court 
may waive or shorten the time period for filing the Notice. 

A party may object to the authenticity of the document by filing and serving on every party an affidavit 
challenging the authenticity of the document by attaching a copy of what the challenging party asserts 
is the authentic document, and detailing in writing the portion of the challenged document which is not 
authentic; or by asserting that the document does not exist on the website as indicated in the Notice of 
Reliance on Electronic Records. 

After the court reviews the document, the court must deem the document authentic unless: 
• the Notice does not satisfy the statutory requirements ; 
• an objection is filed and the court sustains the objection ; 
• the document does not have the same content or text, in all material respects, as the document 

that appears on the website identified in the Notice; or 
• the court otherwise determines the document is not authentic. 

The process established by the bill for authenticating online government records does not prohibit a 
party from authenticating a document under s. 90.901 , F.S., or as otherwise provided ins. 90.902(4), 
F.S. , which are current methods of authentication . 

Electronic Filing of Court Documents 

Section 28.22205, F.S., requires each clerk of court to implement an electronic filing process (known as 
e-filing). According to the Florida Bar, all clerks of court in Florida now require all court documents to be 
filed electronically. 9 Because of this e-filing requirement, some clerks will not accept a physical certified 
copy of a document into the court file as contemplated by s. 90.902, F.S., thus hindering a party's 
ability to file self-authenticating public records with the court. 10 

The bill amends s. 90.902(4), F.S., to provide that a certified copy of a self-authenticating , official public 
record may be filed electronically. 

The bill also updates cross-references and provides that it is effective upon becoming law. 

B. SECTION DIRECTORY: 

Section 1 amends s. 90 .902, F.S., related to self-authentication. 

Section 2 amends s. 90.803, F.S., related to hearsay exceptions; availability of declarant is immaterial. 

Section 3 provides that the bill is effective upon becoming law. 

9 Real Property, Probate, and Trust law Section of the Florida Bar, White Paper, Proposed changes to Fla. Stat. 90.902, 
concerning authentication of electronic records, 1 (on file with the Civil Justice Subcommittee). 
10 /d. 
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II. FISCAL ANALYSIS & ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 

A. FISCAL IMPACT ON STATE GOVERNMENT: 

1. Revenues: 

The bill does not appear to have any impact on state government revenues. 

2. Expenditures: 

The bill does not appear to have any impact on state government expenditures. 

B. FISCAL IMPACT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: 

1. Revenues : 

The impact is indeterminate because the Clerks were not able to accurately articulate the revenue 
stream of certified copies used as court documents. Although we were able to receive data on 
certified copies, it did not provide information on certified copies submitted as court documents. 
Clerks currently receive a fee for certifying copies. Under this bill , which allows a certified copy of a 
self-authenticating official record to be filed electronically, there will be no fees paid to the Clerks. 
The number of certified copies purchased across the state in recent years has not been 
determined, neither has the percentage of copies which were used as evidence in court cases. 

2. Expenditures: 

The bill would likely have a minimal impact on reducing workload . 

C. DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACT ON PRIVATE SECTOR: 

The. bill does not appear to have any direct economic impact on the private sector. 

D. FISCAL COMMENTS: 

None. 

Ill. COMMENTS 

A. CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES: 

1. Applicability of Municipality/County Mandates Provision: 

The bill does not appear to require counties or municipalities to take an action requiring the 
expenditure of funds, reduce the authority that counties or municipalities have to raise revenue in the 
aggregate, nor reduce the percentage of state tax shared with counties or municipalities. 

2. Other: 

There is a balance between the powers of the Legislature and the Florida Supreme Court on matters 
relating to evidence. The Legislature has enacted and continues to revise ch . 90, F.S. (the Evidence 
Code), and the Florida Supreme Court tends to adopt these changes as rules. The Florida Supreme 
Court regularly adopts amendments to the Evidence Code as rules of court when it is determined 
that the matter is procedural rather than substantive. If the Florida Supreme Court views the changes 
in this bill as an infringement upon the Court 's authority over practice and procedure, it may refuse to 
adopt the changes in the bill as a rule .11 

11 See, e.g., In re Florida Evidence Code, 782 So.2d 339 (Fla . 2000) (Florida Supreme Court adopting Evidence Code to 
the extent it is procedural and rejecting hearsay exception as a rule of court) ; compare In re Florida Evidence Code, 372 
So.2d 1369 (Fla . 1979) (Florida Supreme Court adopting Florida Evidence Code to the extent it is procedural), clarified, In 
re Florida Evidence Code , 376 So.2d 1161 (Fla. 1979). 
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B. RULE-MAKING AUTHORITY: 

The bill does not appear to create a need for rulemaking or rulemaking authority. 

C. DRAFTING ISSUES OR OTHER COMMENTS: 

None. 

IV. AMENDMENTS/ COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE CHANGES 
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FLORIDA H 0 U S E 0 F R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S 
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6 
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8 

9 

CS/HB 225 

A bill to be entitled 

An act relating to self-authentication of documents; 

amending s. 90.902, F.S.; allowing certified copies of 

official public documents to be filed electronically; 

providing a method for authenticating public documents 

other than by certified copies; amending s. 90.803, 

F.S.; conforming a cross-reference ; providing an 

effective date. 

10 Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Florida: 

11 

12 Section 1. Subsection (4) of section 90.902, Florida 

13 Statutes, is amended, subsections (5) through (11) are 

2016 

14 renumbered as subsections (6) through (12), respectively, and a 

15 new subsection (5) is added to that section, to read: 

16 90 . 902 Self-authentication.-Extrinsic evidence of 

17 authenticity as a condition precedent to admissibility is not 

18 required for: 

19 (4) A copy of an official public record, report, or entry, 

20 or of a document authorized by law to be recorded or filed and 

21 actually recorded or filed in a public off ice, including data 

22 compilations in any form, certified as correct by the custodian 

23 or other person authorized to make the certification by 

24 certificate complying with subsection (1), subsecti on (2) , or 

25 subsection (3) or complying with any act of the Legislature or 

26 rule adopted by the Supreme Court, which certified copy may be 

Page 1 of 4 
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FLORIDA H 0 U S E 0 F R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S 

CS/HB 225 2016 

27 filed electronically pursuant to s. 28 . 22205 . An electronically 

28 filed certified copy is admissible to the same extent as the 

29 original would be if it complies with this subsecti on . 

30 (5) A copy of any pleading, order, or other filing in any 

31 court sitting in the United States or a United States territory, 

32 or a document or record entry fil ed with or retained by the 

33 United States or any state, municipality, district, 

34 commonwealth, territory , or governmental department or agency of 

35 such an entity wh ich is available to the public from an Internet 

36 website operated by a governmental agency or authorized by a 

37 governmental agency. 

38 (a) The party seeking authentication of a document 

39 pursuant to this subsection must: 

40 1. File a Notice of Reliance on Electronic Records which 

41 attaches a copy of the document to be authenti ca ted and 

42 discloses the website and web address where the document can be 

43 located. 

44 2. Serve the written Notice of Reliance on Electronic 

45 Records at least 20 days before a hearing at which the 

46 authenticity of the document or its acceptance by a court as an 

47 authentic document is at issue. The court may waive or shorten 

48 t he time period for filing the notice set forth in this 

49 subparagraph. 

50 (b) A party may object to the authenticity of a document 

51 that is the subject of a Notice of Reliance on Electronic 

52 Records by filing and serving on every other party an affidavit 

Page 2 of 4 
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F L 0 R D A H 0 U S E 0 F R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S 

CS/HB 225 

53 at least 5 days before a hearing, unless such time period is 

54 waived or shortened by the court . The affidavit must challenge 

55 e ither the authenticity of the document by attaching a copy of 

56 what the challenging party asserts is the true, c orrect , and 

2016 

57 authentic document , and detailing in writing the portion of the 

58 document that is not authentic; or assert that the document does 

5 9 not exist on the website or web address as specified in the 

60 Notice of Reliance on Electronic Records . 

61 (c) After review and consideration by the court, the c o urt 

62 shall deem authentic the document that is the subject of the 

63 Notice of Reliance on Electronic Records unless: 

64 1. The party seeking authentication of the document does 

65 not sat i sfy the requirements of paragraph (a) ; 

66 2. An affidavit objecting to the authenticity of the 

67 d o cument is filed pursuant to paragraph (b ) and the court 

68 sustains the objection; 

69 3 . The document does not have the same content or text, in 

70 a ll material respects, as the document that appears on the 

71 webs it e identi fi ed in the Notice of Re liance on Electronic 

72 Reco rds; or 

73 4. The court otherwise determines the document is not 

7 4 aut hentic . 

75 

76 This subsect i on does not prohibit a party from authenticating a 

77 document under s. 90.901 or as otherwise provided in subsection 

78 (4) , all of which are alternative methods of authentication. 
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FLORIDA H 0 U S E 0 F REPRESENTATIVES 

CS/HB 225 2016 

Section 2 . Paragraph (a) of subsection (6) of section 

90.803 , Florida Statutes , is amended to read: 

79 

80 

81 

82 

83 

90 . 803 Hearsay exceptions; availability of declarant 

immaterial . -The provision of s . 90.802 to the contrary 

notwithstanding, the following are not inadmissible as evidence, 

84 even though the dec larant is available as a witness : 

85 (6) RECORDS OF REGULARLY CONDUCTED BUSINESS ACTIVI TY.-

86 (a) A memorandum, report, record, or data compilation, in 

87 any form , of acts , events , conditions , opinion , or diagnosis , 

88 made at or near the time by , or from information transmitted by , 

89 a person with knowledge , if kept in the course of a regularly 

90 conducted business activity and if it was the regular practice 

91 of that business activity to make such memorandum, report , 

92 record , or data compilation , all as shown by the testimony of 

93 the custodian or other qualified witness, or as shown by a 

94 certif i cat i on or declarat i on that complies with paragraph (c) 

95 and s . 90 . 902(12) 90.902(11), unless the sources of information 

96 or other circumstances show lack of trustworthiness . The term 

97 "business " as used in this paragraph includes a business , 

98 institution , association , profession , occupation , and ca lling of 

99 every kind , whether o r not conducted f or profit . 

100 Section 3 . This act shall ta ke effect upon becoming a law. 
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953151 

Amendment No. 1 

COMMITTEE/SUBCOMMITTEE AMENDMENT 

Bill No. CS/HB 225 (2016) 

COMMITTEE/SUBCOMMITTEE ACTION 

ADOPTED (Y/N) 

ADOPTED AS AMENDED 

ADOPTED W/0 OBJECTION 

FAILED TO ADOPT 

WITHDRAWN 

OTHER 

(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 

(Y/N) 

1 Committee/Subcommittee hearing bill: Justice Appropriations 

2 Subcommittee 

3 Representative Fitzenhagen offered the following: 

4 

5 Amendment (with directory and title amendments) 

6 Remove lines 29-99 and insert: 

7 original. 

8 

9 -----------------------------------------------------

10 D I R E C T 0 R Y A M E N D M E N T 

11 Remove lines 13-15 and insert: 

12 Statutes, is amended to read: 

13 

14 -----------------------------------------------------

15 T I T L E A M E N D M E N T 

16 Remove lines 5-7 and insert: 

17 providing an 

953151 - HB 225 Fitzenhagen.docx 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES STAFF ANALYSIS 

BILL#: HB 815 Courts 
SPONSOR(S): Harrison 
TIED BILLS: None IDEN./SIM. BILLS: None 

REFERENCE ACTION ANALYST 

1) Civil Justice Subcommittee 11 Y, 2 N King 

2) Justice Appropriations Subcommittee Smith 

3) Judiciary Committee 

SUMMARY ANALYSIS 

STAFF DIRECTOR or 

BUDGET/POLICY CHIEF 

Bond 

Lloyd 

The Second District Court of Appeal (2nd DCA) is currently headquartered in Lakeland, Florida. The court has 
long since outgrown its building in Lakeland and has been renting additional space in the Tampa area for over 
35 years. Today, most of the judges of the court have their office in the Tampa branch. 

The bill moves the headquarters of the 2nd DCA to Tampa. It also provides for more flexibility to all of the 
state's appellate court clerks regarding where the court's records may be kept. 

This bill has no fiscal impact on state or local government expenditures. 

This bill becomes effective July 1, 2016. 

This document does not reflect the intent or official position of the bill sponsor or House of Representatives. 
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FULL ANALYSIS 

I. SUBSTANTIVE ANALYSIS 

A. EFFECT OF PROPOSED CHANGES: 

Second District Court of Appeal 

The state's judicial landscape is split into counties, circuits, and districts. Counties are the smallest 
judicial unit. County judges have jurisdiction over civil claims under $15,000 and criminal cases dealing 
with misdemeanors. 1 There are 67 counties in Florida. Judicial circuits are made up of between one2 

and seven3 counties and serve as the trial courts for civil claims over $15,000, criminal cases dealing 
with felony charges, and are the first intermediate court of appeal for decisions of county courts.4 

Florida has 20 circuits. Florida's circuits are divided into five appellate districts. These five districts 
serve as the intermediate and final appeal of right for many cases in Florida.5 These districts can be 
comprised of as few as two counties (3rd DCA) or as many as 32 counties (1st DCA). 

The 2nd DCA is comprised of 12 counties and serves 28% of Florida's citizens. It is currently 
headquartered in Lakeland, Florida, 40 minutes east of Tampa, but the Court has had a branch in 
Tampa since 1980.6 Currently, 11 of the 16 judges and six of the 11 central staff attorneys have their 
offices at the Tampa branch7 in Stetson University's Tampa Law Center.8 It leases this space for 
$513,324 per year. 9 

The Second District's geographical jurisdiction stretches from Pasco County in the north to Collier 
County in the South and over to Polk and Highlands Counties in the east. But, almost half of its cases 
come from Hillsborough and Pinellas Counties. 

This bill moves the headquarters of the 2nd DCA from Lakeland to Tampa, which is more 
geographically central for the majority of the citizen's using the Court. This bill does not affect the 
court's ability to keep a branch office in Lakeland, and, because the bill no longer requires the clerk's 
office to be in the headquarters, the records could remain in Lakeland. 

1 s. 34.01, F.S. 
2 3rd circuit. 
3 11th, 13th, 15th, 16th, and 17th circuits . 
4 s. 26.012, F.S. 
5 s. 35.01 , F.S. 
6 District Court of Appeal, Second District, Facility Needs Assessment 3 (July 2015) (on file with the Civil Justice 
Subcommittee). 
7 /d. at 1. 
8 Stetson University, About Tampa Law Center (last visited Dec. 22, 2015) http://www.stetson.edu/law/about/home/tampa
law-center.php; Second District Court of Appeal, Tampa Branch (last visited Dec. 22, 2015) 
http://www.2dca.org/Directions/tampa.shtml . 
9 /d. at 5, n.3. The lease is designed to gradually increase the price of rent until it reaches $634,317 in FY 2022-23. 
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Figure 1 below shows the 2nd district by county with shading to illustrate the concentration of 
geographical origination of cases filed in the district. 

Figure 2 below shows the counties in the 2nd DCA ranked by the percentage of the districts filings that 
come from that county. 

Rank 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

Clerks of the Court 

Background 

Counties of the 2nd DCA Ranked by Percentage 
of Filings Made in That County 

County 
Hillsborough 

Pinellas 
Polk 
Lee 

Pasco 
Manatee 
Sarasota 

Collier 
Charlotte 
Highlands 

DeSoto 
Hendry 
Hardee 
Glades 

% 
30.1 
19.3 
12.2 
8.7 
6.1 
6.1 
5.6 
4.6 
2 .6 
2.3 
1.1 
0.7 
0.5 
0.2 

Appellate court clerks are constitutional officers.10 However, the constitution says nothing about their 
duties. It only states that they serve at the pleasure of the Court they are attached to .11 The duties of an 
appellate clerk are set forth in the Florida Judicial Rules of Administration. 12 The clerk collects filing 
fees, maintains the records of the Court, and issues mandates of the Court. 13 

1° FLA. CONST. art. V, ss. 3(c) , 4(c). 
11 /d. 
12 

FLA. R. J . ADMIN . 2.205(b), 2.210(b). 
13 /d. 
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Current law provides that the clerk of the Supreme Court must maintain an office and keep custody of 
all the court's records in the Supreme Court building, 14 while the clerk of a District Court must maintain 
an office and keep custody of all the court's records at the headquarters of the Court.15 

Effect of the Bill 

This bill removes the requirement that the clerks of the DCAs keep custody of the court's records at the 
headquarters. The bill provides that an appellate clerk should maintain the records of the court as 
directed by the Supreme Court but deletes the requirement that the clerk keep custody of the records in 
his or her office. The clerk of a district court is still required to have an office at the Court's 
headquarters, but it likewise deletes the requirement that the clerk keep custody of the Court's records 
in his or her office. 

B. SECTION DIRECTORY: 

Section 1 amends s. 25.221 , F.S. , regarding books and records of the Florida Supreme Court. 

Section 2 amends s. 25.301, F.S., regarding decisions of the Florida Supreme Court. 

Section 3 amends s. 35.05, F.S., regarding the headquarters of district courts of appeal. 

Section 4 amends s. 35.15, F.S., regarding decisions of a district court of appeal. 

Section 5 amends s. 35.23, F.S., regarding the location of the clerk's office of a district court of appeal. 

Section 6 amends s. 35.24, F.S., regarding books and records of the district courts of appeal. 

Section 7 provides an effective date of July 1, 2016. 

II. FISCAL ANALYSIS & ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 

A. FISCAL IMPACT ON STATE GOVERNMENT: 

1. Revenues: 

This bill does not appear to have any impact on state revenues. 

2. Expenditures: 

The bill only changes the statute defined headquarters of the 2nd DCA from Lakeland to Tampa, 
where there is an existing branch location. The bill also removes the provision that all records must 
be located in the office of the Clerk of Court, and allows the records to be kept offsite under the 
control and maintenance of said Clerk. 
This bill does not appear to have any impact on state expenditures.16 

B. FISCAL IMPACT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: 

1. Revenues: 

This bill does not appear to have any impact on local government revenues. 

2. Expenditures: 

14 ss. 25.221, 25.211 , 25.301 , F.S. 
15 ss. 35.15, 35.23, 35.24, F.S. 
16 Office of State Courts Administrator, 2016 Judicial Impact Statement: House Bill815, January 14, 2016 (on file with 
Justice Appropriations Subcommittee). 
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This bill does not appear to have any impact on local government expenditures. 

C. DIRECT ECONOMIC IMPACT ON PRIVATE SECTOR: 

This bill does not appear to have any direct economic impact on the private sector. 

D. FISCAL COMMENTS: 

None. 

Ill. COMMENTS 

A. CONSTITUTIONAL ISSUES: 

1. Applicability of Municipality/County Mandates Provision: 

This bill does not appear to require counties or municipalities to take an action requiring the 
expenditure of funds, reduce the authority that counties or municipalities have to raise revenue in the 
aggregate, nor reduce the percentage of state tax shared with counties or municipalities. 

2. Other: 

B. RULE-MAKING AUTHORITY: 

The Florida Rules of Judicial Administration require that the clerk of the Supreme Court and the clerk of 
a district court of appeal keep the court's records in the clerk's office, which office must be at the 
Court's headquarters. 17 The Supreme Court may wish to amend its rules to allow the flexibility accorded 
by this bill. The court has sufficient rulemaking power to accomplish this. 

C. DRAFTING ISSUES OR OTHER COMMENTS: 

None. 

IV. AMENDMENTS/ COMMITTEE SUBSTITUTE CHANGES 

None. 

17 
FLA. R. J. ADMIN. 2.205(b)(3), 2.210{b}{1 ). 
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FLORIDA H 0 U S E 0 F R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S 

HB 815 2016 

1 A bill to be entitled 

2 An act relating to courts; amending s. 25.221, F.S.; 

3 revising provisions concerning books, records, and 

4 other materials of the Supreme Court; amending s. 

5 25.301, F.S.; revising provisions concerning the 

6 filing of decisions of the Supreme Court; amending s. 

7 35.05, F.S.; transferring the headquarters of the 

8 Second Appellate District; amending s. 35.15, F.S.; 

9 revising provisions concerning the filing of decisions 

10 of the district courts of appeal and their judges; 

11 amending s. 35.23, F.S.; deleting a requirement that 

12 the clerk of a district court of appeal keep records 

13 at the headquarters office; requiring such clerk to 

14 have an office at the headquarters; amending s. 35.24, 

15 F.S.; revising provisions concerning books, records, 

16 and other materials of the district courts of appeal; 

17 providing an effective date. 

18 

19 Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the State of Florida: 

20 

21 Section 1. Section 25.221, Florida Statutes, is amended to 

22 read: 

23 25.221 Maintenance Custody of books, records, etc.-All 

24 books, papers, records, files, and the seal of the Supreme Court 

25 shall be maintained by kept in the office of the clerk of said 

26 court and in the clerk's control, as prescribed by the Supreme 
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27 Court custody. 

28 Section 2. Section 25.301, Florida Statutes, is amended to 

29 read: 

30 25.301 Decisions to be filed; copies to be furnished.-All 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

decisions and opinions delivered by said court or any justice 

thereof in relation to any action or proceeding pending in said 

court shall be filed and remain in the office of the clerk and 

maintained in the control of the clerk, as prescribed by the 

Supreme Court. Such decisions or opinions, and shall not be 

taken out except by order of the court; but said clerk shall at 

all times be required to furnish to any person who may desire 

the same certified copies of such opinions and decisions, upon 

receiving his or her fees therefor. 

Section 3. Subsection (1) of section 35.05, Florida 

Statutes, is amended to read: 

Headquarters.-35.05 

( 1) The headquarters of the First Appellate District shall 

be in the Second Judicial Circuit, Tallahassee, Leon County; of 

the Second Appellate District in the Thirteenth Tenth Judicial 

Circuit, Tampa Lakeland, Hillsborough Fe±* County; of the Third 

Appellate District in the Eleventh Judicial Circuit, Miami-Dade 

County; of the Fourth Appellate District in the Fifteenth 

Judicial Circuit, Palm Beach County; and the Fifth Appellate 

District in the Seventh Judicial Circuit, Daytona Beach, Volusia 

County. 

Section 4. Section 35.15, Florida Statutes, is amended to 
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53 read: 

54 35.15 Decisions to be filed; copi es to be furnished. - All 

55 decisions and opinions delivered by the district courts of 

56 appeal or any judge thereof in relation to any acti on or 

57 proceeding pending in s aid court shall be filed and r emain in 

58 the office of the c l erk a nd maintained in the control of the 

59 clerk. Such decisions or opinions , and shall not be taken 

60 therefrom except by order of the court; but said clerk shal l at 

61 all t i mes be required to furnish to any person who may desire 

62 the same certified cop i e s of such opinions and decisions, upon 

63 receivi ng his or her fees therefor. 

64 Section 5. Sect i on 35 . 23 , Florida Statutes , is amended t o 

65 read: 

66 35 . 23 Location of clerk ' s office. -Each c l erk shall have an 

67 offi c e lceep his or her records at the headquarters of the 

68 district court of appeal. 

69 Section 6 . Section 35.24 , Florida Statutes , is amended to 

70 read : 

71 35 . 24 Ma i ntenance Custody of books , records , etc . -All 

72 books, papers , records , fi les~ and the seal of each district 

73 court of appeal shall be maintained by, and in the contro l ~ 

74 in the office of~ the clerk of said court. 

75 Section 7 . This act shall take effect July 1 , 2016 . 

Page 3 of 3 

CODING: Words stricken are deletions; words underlined are additions. 

hb0815-00 





Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Executive Summary 

The 2015 Legislature allocated the Florida Department of Law Enforcement (FDLE) $300,000 
to conduct a statewide assessment of sexual assault kits (SAKs) that have not been submitted 
for analysis. It also required the department to submit a report of its findings, including reasons 
for delays or deferment of analysis, to the Governor, President of the Senate and Speaker of 
the House of Representatives by January 1, 2016. This document provides the findings 
requested , information on DNA casework, and a business plan proposal for the testing of 
unsubmitted SAKs from reporting victims. This summary is a snapshot of significant findings 
included in the full report: 

-;, Response rate to the survey was exceptional and included 279 local law enforcement 
agencies representing 89 percent of Florida's population. 

~ Agencies that responded to the survey accounted for 91 percent of the rapes reported 
in 2014, according to FDLE's Uniform Crime Report statistics. 

~ Responding agencies indicated there were approximately 13,435 unsubmitted SAKs 
within their inventories and approximately 9,484 of them should be submitted. 

" Of this overall total , 6,774 kits are housed in jurisdictions served by county forensic 
laboratories and 6,661 are housed in jurisdictions served by FDLE crime laboratories. 

" Agencies identified several appropriate investigative and legal reasons for not 
submitting kits for testing. 

~ Biology/DNA casework by FDLE labs is increasing about five percent per year. 
~ In 2015, the department received approximately 13,400 incoming Biology/DNA cases 

statewide. 
} SAKs received by FDLE labs have increased by nearly 141 percent in the past four 

years and most significantly in the past year (approximately 83 percent). 
,. Biology/DNA casework on sexual assault cases generally requires more man-hours 

than other types of cases. 
).. Proposals to test unsubmitted SAKs (defined as new backlog) are dependent upon 

additional fund ing for outsourcing, technology, overtime and a stabilized workforce of 
crime laboratory analysts. 

~ The most cost efficient and timely way to manage th is backlog is through outsourcing a 
portion of SAKs, obtaining additional robotics through federal funding, and utilizing 
overtime funds to allow scientists to conduct technica l review of these cases and upload 
them to the FBI 's National Combined DNA Indexing System. 

~ Proposals for managing the backlog range from approximately $9 to $32 million (FDLE 
funding- not local laboratories) with timeframes ranging from three to nine years. 

~ Other states and municipalities that have engaged in or are in the process of testing of 
unsubmitted SAKs have similar cost/time estimates. 

~ FDLE recommends continuing to seek funding , like the New York County District 
Attorney grant, to offset the cost associated with working unsubmitted SAKs. 

~ FDLE recommends testing all SAKs from reporting victims in the interest of public 
safety. 

);. FDLE recommends reverting the $300,000 appropriated for this assessment into 
overtime for Biology or contracted services to outsource SAKs. 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

A sexual assautt kit (SAK) is a package that contains ~ems collected from the body of a sexual assauH victim. 
The ~ems, including swabs from the body, are collected by a medical professional and documented on 
accompanying forms. The kit can be processed by a laboratory and the results used to aid law enforcement 
investigations and the courts in the pursuit of criminal prosecution. 

Introduction 
Increased awareness of the potential of DNA evidence to exonerate the falsely accused or to 
solve cases, even beyond the case for which the evidence was collected, has grown 
exponentially in recent years, not just among criminal justice professionals but also among the 
general public. Through laws requiring the submission of DNA samples from those arrested, 
charged or adjudicated for felonies, local, state and national DNA databases have grown 
significantly thereby enhancing the potential for matches or "hits" of offenders to other 
unsolved crimes. 

DNA awareness and enhanced federal funding have highlighted the issue of unsubmitted 
SAKs throughout the nation. Unsubmitted SAKs contain evidence pertaining to an allegation of 
sexual assault that was collected and preserved but never submitted to a forensic laboratory. 
Additionally, national media outlets have begun reporting on the experiences of municipalities 
and states that initiated the process of inventorying and testing previously unsubmitted SAKs. 

The urgency to test all SAKs is due to the development of the FBI's National Combined DNA 
Indexing System (COOlS), which provides laboratories the ability to compare and search DNA 
case results submitted by a state or local DNA laboratory against national records. This has, in 
general, proven the public safety value for testing all kits. 

For example, in the case of a sexual assault where a SAK is collected from the victim and 
submitted to FDLE, a DNA sample of the suspected perpetrator is developed from the swabs 
in the kit. The profile attributed to the perpetrator is entered into FDLE's DNA Database and 
searched against convicted offender and arrestee profiles through COOlS. If there is a "hit", 
the laboratory will go through procedures to confirm the match and, if confirmed, will obtain the 
identity of the suspected perpetrator. The DNA profile is also searched against the database of 
crime scene profiles in an attempt to link two or more crimes. The law enforcement agencies 
involved in these cases are then able to share the information obtained on each of the cases 
and possibly develop additional leads. 

In 2000, the City of New York initiated the process of inventorying and testing all previously 
unsubmitted SAKs without regard to the status or facts of the case (forklift approach). Testi~g 
of 17,000 SAKs resulted in over 2,000 DNA matches and 200 cold case prosecutions across 
New York City. Those offenders are now serving more than 900 years in prison. Similar results 
have been reported in Michigan where the Wayne County Prosecutor's Office identified 188 
potential serial rapists and obtained 15 convictions. In Houston, Texas, testing of 6,663 
untested SAKs resulted in 850 matches in the federal DNA database and the prosecution of 29 
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offenders. 1 In each of these cases, the testing took several years to accomplish and 
outsourcing was a major contributing factor in the ability of these entities to continue working 
their daily caseload while managing the testing and processing of backlogged untested SAKs. 

Law enforcement agencies have an obligation to every crime victim - first and foremost to 
respond to reports of criminal activity and to handle the investigation and evidence collection 
and submission in a professional and timely manner. They also have an obligation to 
communicate with victims and be responsive regarding case status and any forensic results 
which might provide value to the investigation. There are very few "standards" that dictate 
when evidence must be submitted to a crime laboratory. Florida does not have a statute 
requiring the submission of SAKs. Unsubmitted SAKs are retained in law enforcement 
evidence rooms in accordance with the policies of the local law enforcement agency. The 
decision to submit a kit for testing rests with the local law enforcement agency. Several states 
including California , Illinois, Michigan , Ohio and Texas have recently passed laws requiring 
submission of SAKs regardless of the status of the investigation. None of these laws address 
the submission of kits taken from victims who wish to remain anonymous (non-reporting 
victims). 

In August 2015, in cooperation with the Florida Sheriffs Association and the Florida Police 
Chiefs Association, FDLE developed and launched a survey of Florida's sheriff and police 
agencies to determine the number of unsubmitted SAKs and the reasons the kits had not been 
submitted to a forensic laboratory for testing (survey questions are included in the Appendix) . 
The online survey instrument allowed law enforcement agencies in Florida to self-report the 
number of kits in their inventory and reasons that factor into their agency's decision not to 
submit a SAK. The survey was live from August 15 - December 15, 2015 and included 
responses from 69 percent of Florida's police departments and 100 percent of the state 's 
sheriff's offices. These agencies represent 89 percent of Florida 's population . According to 
FDLE's Uniform Crime Report statistics , agencies that responded to the survey reported 91 
percent of the total number of rapes reported in 2014. 

Survey results ind icate there are 13,435 unsubmitted SAKs held in local law enforcement 
evidence rooms statewide. Summary results by type of agency are presented below. Detailed 
responses and the list of responding agencies can be found in the Appendix to this report. 

Agency Agencies who Unsubmitted Should be 
Type Responded SAK Submitted SAK 

Police Departments 212 6,168 4,147 
Sheriffs ' Offices 67 7,267 5,337 

Totals 279 13,435 9,484 

Of this total, 6,774 kits are housed in jurisdictions served by county forensic laboratories and 
6,661 are housed in jurisdictions served by FDLE crime laboratories. As noted later in this 
report, FDLE has utilized the total unsubmitted kits estimates rather than the "should be 
submitted" estimates in formulating a business plan for testing SAKs. 

1 The New York County District Attorney's Sexual Assault Kit Backlog Elimination Program , 2015. 
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The number of SAKs reported in the "Should be Submitted" column above represents the 
number of kits that, under agency guidelines, should be submitted to a crime laboratory for 
testing. As part of the survey, responding agencies were asked to identify from several 
possible reasons why a SAK in their evidence room may not have been submitted . The survey 
instrument did not specifically ask agencies to examine all case files associated with SAKs that 
had not been submitted. The department presumes agencies performed some form of case 
review or evidence log review to complete their responses. Respondents were allowed to 
choose more than one answer to this question . A summary of agency responses to this 
question is provided below: 

• 41% - Victim decided not to proceed with the investigation. This category includes 
victims who after first reporting the crime did not participate in the investigation or 
prosecution of the case. 

• 31%- State Attorney's Office declined to prosecute. 
• 20% - Suspect pled guilty. 
• 18%- SAK collected from non-reporting victim. A non-reporting victim is someone who 

has a kit collected pursuant to an alleged assault but does not wish to file a police 
report. The kit may be held by local law enforcement or by a rape crisis center for a 
period of time in the event the victim decides to report. Only if a report is filed, and the 
victim consents to testing, is the kit forwarded to a laboratory for testing . 

• Additional reasons were provided: 
o Allegation was unfounded; 
o Case cleared by exception (victim deceased); 
o Collection preceded analysis technology; 
o Sexual contact is admitted by perpetrator and the case hinges on consent; 
o Suspect convicted on other charges, SAK not needed; 
o Environmental damage to packaging; and 
o Crime laboratory restrictions2

. 

Although not specifically cited as reasons by Florida agencies responding to this survey, other 
national research such as the 2011 National Center for Victims of Crime publication entitled 
Sexual Assault Kit Testing: What Victims Need to Know, lists the following possible reasons a 
SAK may not be submitted for analysis: 

• Lack of funding for DNA analysis; 
• A decision by law enforcement that the results of the kit would not be significant to the 

investigation; 
• Backlogged crime laboratories; 
• Law enforcement not prioritizing sexual assault cases; and 
• Lack of victim credibility. 

2 This reason was cited by an agency and refers to an incorrect interpretation of FDLE's Case Acceptance Policy 
for Biology/DNA discipline; the department will accept any SAK submitted for testing . This policy is part of the 
FDLE 's Crime Laboratory Submission Manual. 
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Biology/DNA Casework 
FDLE's crime laboratories are part of the state's crime laboratory system. Section 943.35, 
Florida Statutes, identifies county forensic laboratories in Broward, Miami-Dade, Palm Beach 
and Pinellas counties as areas within the state primarily served by a county forensic 
laboratory. The Indian River Regional County Laboratory is also a part of the state's crime 
laboratory system and provides primary forensic services to Indian River, Martin, Okeechobee 
and St. Lucie counties. FDLE has primary responsibility for forensic services to local law 
enforcement agencies in the 59 remaining Florida counties . FDLE's laboratory system consists 
of six facilities that offer forensic analysis service in a variety of disciplines including Chemistry, 
Digital Evidence, Firearms, Trace Evidence, Latent Prints, Toxicology, Questioned Documents, 
Crime Scene and Biology/DNA. Each discipline is staffed according to workload within the 
discipline and crime laboratory analysts are not usually qualified to work in multiple sections. 
There are 95 analysts assigned to the Biology/DNA discipline. 

The FDLE laboratory system utilizes several tracking metrics to measure the forensic workload 
received, including the number of cases, submissions or service requests/tasks received by 
the laboratory system, a particular forensic section or an individual: 

• Cases: Represents the number of unique cases received from a criminal justice agency. 
One case can have multiple submissions of evidence items and it can require testing in 
one or more of the forensic sections within the laboratory system. 

• Submissions: A delivery of evidence packages containing one or more items for a 
particular case. All case evidence can be delivered in one submission or could have 
multiple submissions as the investigation progresses. 

• Service Requests/Tasks: Represents the types of forensic services requested or 
required to complete the analysis for a submission of evidence. There are routinely 
multiple service requests per case and/or submission. Multiple service requests can 
exist within a section and can involve multiple sections. 

As an example, when a robbery occurs at a drug store, the law enforcement agency submits 
evidence for latent print analysis, a gun to compare to a cartridge casing at the scene, 
swabbings from the crime scene for DNA analysis and Latent Print standards from a suspect. 
The evidence was submitted in three submissions. In this one case, there were three 
submissions and five service requests across three forensic sections. 

The chart below shows the relationship between the three metrics as well as sexual assault 
case submissions to FDLE laboratories over a four year period. Statistics in this report refer to 
the number of cases metric because a sexual assault investigation for a single victim will only 
have one SAK. For this reason, using case numbers to estimate workload and costs is more 
accurate than other measures. 

Sex Assault Cases Received 
Cases Submissions Tasks 

2012 1,779 2,239 4,160 

2013 1,933 2,454 4,784 

2014 2,349 2,926 5,663 

2015 4,290+ 4,829 7,782 
Projected total cases received by FDLE labs based on 2015 monthly average 
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SAK contents are typically very standardized and, because they are collected directly from the 
victim's person, generally represent the most probative evidence. Over the past five years, 
FDLE has received and processed an average of 2,412 SAKs. This volume is expected to 
grow to an estimated 3,500 kits per year. An analysis of the number of forcible rape offenses 
reported in Uniform Crime Reports (2011-2014) as well as information provided by the Florida 
Council Against Sexual Violence, leads FDLE to believe that approximately 71 percent of 
reported forcible rapes result in the production of a SAK. However, SAKs may not be the only 
evidence collected during a sexual assault investigation. Other biological evidence might 
include bedding, clothing, or other articles collected at the crime scene. 

Biology/DNA forensic processing requires multi-step analysis. Several laboratory members, 
numerous consumables and an array of equipment and software are involved before data 
interpretation begins, quality reviews are completed and a report of the analysis released. The 
process begins with a screening phase to identify samples most likely to produce probative 
evidence, inventorying and documenting each sample and placing the samples in tubes which 
are then sent for DNA testing. 

DNA testing involves multiple steps that can vary in time requirements based on the type of 
case. For example, the processing of samples from a burglary is generally less time 
consuming that those from sexual assault cases. The nature of sexual assault often leads to 
mixtures of DNA from more than one individual. Separation of male DNA is often not perfect 
and the mixed DNA profiles must be examined to see if a foreign donor profile can be 
resolved. Training, experience and mathematical calculations are used in making these 
determinations. To ensure quality and accuracy, the results of the analysis of all DNA samples 
are reviewed by a second qualified analyst. The process of screening through data 
interpretation can take three to five working days per item submitted. The various levels of 
technical and peer review can add weeks per case submission. A summary of the steps to 
process Biology/DNA evidence is included in the Appendix to this report. 

In 2015, the department 
estimates receiving 13,400 
incoming Biology/DNA cases 
statewide. Approximately one
third are related to sexual 
assault cases. In 2013 and 
2014, burglary cases 
represented the majority of 
Biology/DNA requests totaling 
36 and 35 percent, respectively. 
For the same period, sexual 
assaults represented about 22 
percent. This reversal in trend 
reflects the increase in SAKs 
received during 2015. 

2015 DNA Casework by Offense Type 
• Sex Offe !lSl' 

A~sauh/Robbt>ry 

• Homicide 

• Theft 

• Fiearrm/We<Jpons 
Offense<; 
drug 

• other 

A comprehensive business plan that considers current incoming casework as well as the 
recent bulk submission of older SAKs must include a combination of short and long term 
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strategies that have proven successful in overcoming backlogs while maintaining current case 
load . This requires consideration of the following assumptions: 

• FDLE currently has 95 crime laboratory analysts assigned to Biology/DNA; however, the 
discipline typically operates at about 80 percent capacity due to vacancies and new 
analysts in training, giving an effective capacity of 76 crime laboratory analysts. 

• The survey identified 6,661 unsubmitted SAKs reported by local law enforcement within 
FDLE laboratory jurisdictions. Additionally, an estimated 2,000 kits with offenses prior to 
October 1, 2014 have recently been submitted to an FDLE lab. These approximately 
8,600 SAKs are defined as the FDLE SAK backlog. 

• This plan does not address the 6,674 unsubmitted SAKs identified through the survey 
that will be handled by the five non-FDLE laboratories. FDLE suggests funding requests 
from these entities should be handled as appropriate at the county, state or federal level 
to handle the backlog in these jurisdictions. 

• There are an estimated 3,500 SAKs incoming annually to FDLE. 
• Total Biology/DNA incoming cases are estimated at 13,400 in 2015, increasing at an 

average annual rate of 5 percent. 

The use of state and federal funding , as well as asset forfeiture funds such as the DANY grant, 
to obtain technology to enhance SAK processing and the use of outsourcing will allow the 
department to effectively and efficiently process the previously unsubmitted SAKs, increase 
production throughout the Biology/DNA discipline and maintain appropriate staffing to manage 
the growing demand for services: 

1. Funding for Purchasing Technology 
• Six additional extraction robots (QIAcubes) designed to separate sperm cell DNA from 

non-sperm DNA. The QIAcubes increase the speed of the extraction step of the DNA 
process, producing a cleaner DNA sample, and making data interpretation easier and 
quicker. 

• Three additional instruments (EZ1) used in the purification process to maximize the 
benefit of the QIAcube and allow for more rapid processing. 

• Software programs (probabilistic genotyping) to enhance the speed of difficult mixture 
interpretation and allow interpretation of multi-donor samples common to SAK cases. 

The new QIAcube technology has enabled FDLE to streamline screening processes to allow 
all male on female SAKs to be screened by differential extraction and quantitation , dropping 
samples that do not contain male DNA. Between 30-50 percent of SAK cases (1 ,000- 1,750 
cases) are now complete after the second step in the process, increasing efficiency and saving 
time. This strategy is credited with enabling FDLE to absorb the increase in sexual assault 
workload from 2,412 to 3,500 annually. 

To maximize the use of the QIAcube, six-person teams will be dedicated to each robot (nine 
total robots) . This strategy requires a commitment of 54 of FDLE's total Biology/DNA FTE (71 
percent of the total effective FTE) whose primary assignment will be processing SAKs (35 
percent of the workload). The remaining 22 effective FTE will have primary responsibility for 
the balance (65 percent) of Biology/DNA workload. 
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At maximum capacity, nine QIAcubes and the dedicated 54-person team could process 
approximately 6,500 SAKs per year. However, other considerations including total staffing, 
vacancies, training, court requirements, rush and priority cases will reduce the number of 
SAKs that can be completed to an estimated 4,500 SAKs per year. This will allow FDLE to 
keep up with the increased annual volume of 3,500 cases and process 1 ,000 older SAKs each 
year. 

2. Outsourcing of Selected Cases to Increase Laboratory Production Capacity 
Outsourcing case work is a common, industry-accepted tool to help forensic laboratories 
manage unexpected, unplanned workload. Outsourcing means FDLE's crime laboratory 
packages the evidence and sends it to an accredited outsource vendor. Once completed, the 
vendor returns the analysis to FDLE, where each case undergoes the same rigorous technical 
and administrative review as a case analyzed in-house. Appropriate results are uploaded to 
CODIS by FDLE. Outsourcing has the potential to reduce the work hours associated with a 
case up to 75 percent. 

The practice of outsourcing is encouraged by the National Institute of Justice through several 
grant programs. FDLE has successfully used it to increase productivity for more than a 
decade. In 2008, the Legislature provided approximately $2 million in General Revenue 
funding specifically earmarked for outsourcing Biology/DNA case work. As illustrated in the 
table below, outsourcing is a major component of the reduction plans in other states with SAK 
backlog challenges. 

Location #SAK Start Date Completion Date Total Time Outsourced? COOlS Hits Approx. Cost 

NYC 17,000 1999 2003 4 years yes 2000 12 million 
Illinois 3,770 2010 2013 4 years yes 927 3.3 million 
Colorado 6,283 2012 2500 complete 4+years yes 
Houston 6,663 2013 2015 3 years yes 850 6 million 
Detroit 11,000 2009 2015 6 years yes 2616 
Ohio 11,400 2011 9000 complete 5+years No 
Memphis 12,364 2013 5255 complete 3+years yes 6.5 million 
Los Angeles 12,500 2009 201 1 3 years yes 753 
*Project ongoing ( +) 

FDLE utilizes one vendor, which is accredited by a national forensic accrediting organization. 
The vendor must additionally meet FDLE standards for testing and reporting and undergo an 
annual on-site inspection by FDLE. Outsourcing cases is based on several factors including 
cost predictability, trial status, funding restrictions and overall impact to laboratory efficiency. 

Outsource Option A- 8.5 vears ($32 million) : FDLE will outsource a maximum 4,300 burglary 
cases (maximum vendor volume) per year. Burglary cases represent 30 percent of the 
Biology/DNA incoming workload . With 54 analysts primarily dedicated to processing SAK 
cases, outsourcing burglary cases will allow the remaining analysts to process the balance of 
incoming cases, including homicide, robbery, theft, firearms and other violent crime offenses. If 
only burglary cases are outsourced (no SAKs), the department would work older SAKs at a 
rate of 1 ,000 cases per year, taking approximately eight and a half years to complete the 
processing of the 8,600 backlogged kits. 
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Outsource Option 8- 6.5 years ($23 million): In addition to outsourcing burglary cases, FDLE 
will use recently awarded grant funds from the New York District Attorney's Office (DANY) 
specifically earmarked to outsource 1, 776 SAKs from FDLE's Jacksonville Regional 
Operations Center jurisdiction. These funds, totaling $1.2 million, are available for immediate 
use and will be reverted if not used for this purpose. This will reduce the total number of 
estimated older SAKs from 8,600 to 6,824 and could reduce the estimated time frame for 
processing these older SAKs to from eight and a half to six and a half years. 

Outsource Option C- 3 years ($8.1million): Recommended option. FDLE will outsource a 
maximum 2,800 older SAKs per year, while continuing to use the QIAcube strategy to keep up 
with incoming volume. The maximum number of outsourced SAKs is dictated by vendor 
analysis capacity and the availability of FDLE analysts to package and document the 
outsourced cases on the front end and quality review the cases on the back end. This includes 
the 1,776 outsourced SAKs recommended in Option B. FDLE will work burglary cases in 
house. 

Use overtime to encourage trained analysts to increase work hours. These hours are most 
efficiently used to complete technical and administrative reviews of outsourced cases. 
Because of the complexity of SAK evidence and the number of samples per case, three 
burglary cases can be worked in the same amount of time it takes to work one sexual assault 
case. Outsourcing SAKs will require a smaller volume of cases to be sent to the vendor so 
there is significantly less administrative time consumed on the front and back end of the 
outsourcing process. It takes approximately .5 hours to review each outsourced SAK case. It 
takes approximately .25 hours to review each outsourced burglary case. Outsourcing the 
sexual assault cases will mean fewer cases to quality review and will eliminate the older SAK 
backlog more quickly- approximately three years. 

Additional Items to Consider 
1. Retaining experienced analysts to reduce productivity lost to vacancy and training is 

critical to long-term success in meeting increasing DNA/Biology service requests. It 
takes two years to replace the productive capacity of a trained analyst. Including the 
productivity of trainers, every lost analyst represents an estimated 240 cases. FDLE has 
requested a competitive pay adjustment as part of its FY 16-17 Legislative Budget 
Request to slow the exodus for higher paying analyst jobs in city and county crime 
laboratories. 

2. Add FTE to the current number of FDLE trained analysts. Using improved technology 
and more efficient procedures, as well as overtime and outsourcing, FDLE can process 
today's incoming volume of Biology/DNA cases. With a five percent annual growth rate 
projected over the next five years FDLE's Biology/DNA workload will reach 17,103 
cases by 2020. The department plans to request a five percent per year increase in 
Biology FTE to keep pace with the growth, resulting in the addition of 27 FTE over the 
next five years (five FTE per year 2016 - 2018; six FTE in 2019 and 2020). Three crime 
laboratory analyst supervisors (CLAS) will also be needed to maintain the department's 
ratio of one CLAS per eight analyst positions. 

3. Increase FDLE laboratory physical capacity. To accommodate the planned growth in 
FTE, renovations in five of FDLE's six facilities in Ft. Myers, Jacksonville, Orlando, 
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Tampa and Tallahassee will be needed. If the new Pensacola facility is built, a new 
laboratory is included in the design so no renovation is projected for that facil ity. 

4. Encourage the timely submission of SAKs and limit the impact to state and county 
laboratories by developing: 

o Legislation to require law enforcement agencies to implement internal agency 
policies and/or tracking systems for SAKs; 

o Formal policy requiring the submission of all SAKs except those obtained from a 
non-reporting victim; 

o Standardized guidelines and procedures for collecting and submitting SAKs in 
connection with a sexual assault offense; and 
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Appendix A: FDLE Sexual Assault Kit Survey 

The Florida Department of Law Enforcement (FDLE) is conducting a statewide assessment of 
sex assault kits (SAKs) that have not been submitted for analysis. Through this survey to all 
local law enforcement agencies, FDLE is attempting to identify the number of untested SAKs 
stored in law enforcement evidence rooms throughout Florida. The survey will also allow FDLE 
to prepare for the anticipated workload of processing the SAKs. 

For the purpose of this survey, when a SAKis collected but a police report is not filed, the victim 
is considered a non-reporting victim. The SAKis stored, but the victim does not want law 
enforcement involvement. 

The survey consists of eight (8) questions. For questions or concerns regarding the survey, 
please contact Marcella Scott MarcellaScott@fdle.state.fl.us. 

1. Agency Contact Information 

Agency Contact 
Information 
Name of Agency 

Your Name 

Your Phone 
Number 

Your Email 

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

2. Please enter the county in which your agency is located. 

3 
Please enter the county in which your agency is located. 

3. Total number of SWORN LAW ENFORCEMENT (do not include 
corrections) members in your agency 

• Less than 1 00 

• 100-299 

• 300-499 

• 500-699 

• 700-899 

• 900 or more 
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4. Please indicate how many sexual assault kits have NOT BEEN 
SUBMITTED for analysis: 

5. Of the total number of kits which have not been submitted, please 
indicate the number of kits that SHOULD BE SUBMITTED for analysis: 

6. Please indicate the reasons for not submitting sexual assault kits. 
(Mark all that apply) 

r Please indicate the reasons for not submitting sexual assault kits. (Mark all that 
apply) Some kits are from non-reporting victims 

r Victim no longer wants the investigation to proceed 

r Case is not being pursued by the State Attorney's Office 

r Suspect has pled guilty/no contest 

r Agency does not require submission 
Other(prle~a_s_e ____________________________________________ __ 

specify) 

7. Approximately how many kits does your agency anticipate submitting 
for analysis within a 12 month period? 

• Approximately how many kits does your agency anticipate submitting for analysis 
within a 12 month period? Less than 25 

• 25-50 

• 51-100 

• 101-200 

• 201-300 

• 301-400 

• 401-500 

• More than 500 
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Florida Department 0 1 Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix B: Responses by Agency as of December 16,2015 

I # not submitted for #of kits that should be #of kits from non- Expect to submit within 
Name of Agency I county analysis submitted reporting victims 12 months 

;~fa~;-~tt;-~~~~~-~[~~~~~~~~:~ii~-- ·····-···· --- ~~-- -- -- --- _· l§~~~~~~ ... --.. ···············-···-~•-·•:-•~::~ --~ -: ..........................................•• _:_ ::·~·--·~- :~ -·-·• : -=---=-~=----· -~-=~ _::~--~=~~~~-~-~:-~~~~-~=~=I~i06~~]% 
Apopka Police Department !Orange 7 1 Less than 25 

~;~~~~-~~ti%~;a~:~~~ --~-~-~~~~-----=~:J:f:.~~----~:~=- -~ ::·====~- --= ~:=: :~ --------- ------ ~ ______ _t;~;;~;_;~~ 
Atlantic Beach Police Department ! Duval 16 0 ... fi Less than 25 
Ailaniis ~T~~~ -.[)~ii.~~-ril~ni-~:==~-~ ·························· --------- · -------- ---· · -·~~[ril f?.~~ac~ ______ 3 -- · -----------· --~=---~~ ==-=::: · :~~--~·~:=:=~ =:_____ ---~~ss .!!!_~~2 
Auburndale Police Department Polk 1 0 Less than 25 

1 Avei1iura -Police~a~men_!_:_=:: ::~=- -··· --- - - M-iami~Dade ____ _ :_-: : -~~:________ 6 --6 - ---- ·--=-~~--=~==== Less than 25 
Baker County Sheriffs Office Baker 6 0 2 Less than 25 

k!i~~ii~ ......... ~~~~ === ~~~~""~~--- ........... ·-=J~~~-===4-~--~- ~-- ~=~;~t;~i 
f?~Y _tl_~r:_~g!I~~n9_~ '=9li~~ _D~paf!f!1~0t ................ .................. ........ .... . ................................................... ~!_<:!!:l]i_:_Dad~------- _ _ 0 __ __ _ _ ........... ~ __________________ ___ Q __________ ~e~s than_2~ 
Belle Isle Police Department _____ _ __ ______ Orange _____ -·· . _ ... ··-··--·----~!--- 0 0 Less than 25 
Belleair Police Department Pinellas 1 0 0 Less than 25 
siolinisiown-F>oiiceDepa~~~!=-~~== -~--=: · ·· caii1oli-n -······------ --=-- ·-------- ------ ·········- --=~ __ o --~]: =-~ --cess~-11-ar12-s 

Boca Raton Police Services Department Palm Beach -59 0 6 Less than 25 ................................... ················ -···-·-· -- --·--·---- -· - -. -----·· -------- ···-·-······· ........................... ····················-········-- ······--·······----··-·- ·-·-····- ----- - ----------- -·-- --·--:-r····---·· ·······-··-·········-·····-·-· ······--··-·········-·······--·--····---·· 
~ling Green Police Department __ ·--····-----·----- Hardee ------·-------·-····· 0 ____ 0 0 Less than 25 
Bradenton Police Department Manatee 40 2 Less than 25 

~~9rd Pu~lic ~chools- Office of District and Sc~g_<:>_l §_~curi!l'__ B~evard Q __________ 0 0 Less than 25 
Brooksville Police Department Hernando 0 0 0 Less than 25 

;sroward jiieritt::~_Qffi~~:::~~~== mm mm mmm mmm • ---- --. --- - jsrowar~=::~: :: ~::::~: _______ - 277 -- ·· ···--·· -_ _:_~-277 - -- ---~=-~------~ -----~~:-~~:~~:=-~o i=36"6• 
Calhoun County Sheriff Office !Calhoun 0 0 0 Less than 25 

liti!i~=-~=-~~~ -~1~~·~~·· = =-=·=~ ·l==-=~~~:.~=:=•~~~f:~~ 
Chiefland Police Dpartment Levy 0 0 o. Less than 25 
·············-················-·· ················--··· ---·· ..... ·············-··· -- ... ···- ............. ·-·-·····- ·- .. ---- --- --····--- ...... --······················ .... i···· -····· ······················-····· ........ ·······················-··················r······· ······· ·············-···--·-···---------------------

chipley Police Department ---·-·-·-·----·-···-···-· ··-··-·- Washington 1 _________ Q Less than 25 

fc¥&~~~~~~~d'$~~i~:~o~;~~meni ··--· --~:···-······ -------- ___ ~~~~~---- 8~ --- ------------=~--~ -··· . ~ f ·· ·· t~~~-i~~-~~-~ 
City of Daytona Beach Shores Police Department Volusia I 0 0 ~- 0[ Less than 25 

CU)' of Vooke Polke Departmeol . Soca•ota · I 
1 

g::~~~T~7r~~~~L~~~~~eent ------ -· --~··· ····~·-····--=~--·-~ -= -~~ · --· -~~~~~~~ =~:~_-······ · ···············--··· _: ·· --·····-----·················- . ·- ;~ . -----~-~~:~~~~ ····-----··· -~- __ . . -----~---········ ····················· · .. .... ........... _ =--~~~~ 
Clermont Police Department Lake : 0 0 0 Less than 25 
- ------- ---- ----- - -- ···············- ····· ............ ······- ···---- -··· · ··--- !-::_- --·-- . ····-· ···+········· .......................... ·····-·······-----·------ -·----- ····················· ......................................................................................... .. 
Cocoa Police Department . Breva rd ! 0 0 0 Less than 25 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix B: Responses by Agency as of December 16, 2015 

Na~~- !?!~~!'1~---------- __ -- ---········ l<?ounty __ __ _ . [ . __ -~11~~Y~!~ _ _ .. __ ___ ·- -~-ubr:_nJ!!_~ ____ _ -1-- ~portlng_~l_c~~~-- _____ ... ! ~ -~~11.t~s _ . _ 
g~_cQn_l:!t _gr~e_k£_olice £:!~p~_r:!rne.f1t .. .. _ _ !Browa_r_<!_ _________ .!_ ________________ 2 ___________ ___ ____ Q _________________ L~~s_!~~~§_ 

# not submitted for j #of kits that should be #of kits from non- Expect to submit within 

26lJ~%~Z6o~;;~j§~~i~~r6#ice·- ·· ---------- -- ------ -~--- ~--~=j~~_t~~~~a-~----~- 4~ ------ - ~ _ 
1 ~ ~~:~% 

_g_~?I_Springs£'_Qil~E!Dee!:l~rne__nt __ __ jsro'l.l_?rd ___ _ _______ _ ___ ____ _}8 ___ ---------·· ___ _ _o ___________ _____ 0 ___ ____ !:e_ss _ _t!1~_fl_2_~ 
Cre~_tview Police Department :Okaloosa ____________ _1 ______ . _______ _ ___ 9. _ _ _ __ ___ _ _____________ _____ Less than 25 
Dade c~ty P~~~c~_q_epartme_~t___ __ ·····-········-··· .. . ............ __ --f-as~o_ __ _ __ ______ ____ _ __ . _____________ .§ ,_ __ __ ___________ .J _____________ ----=-r-·--- _ ___g~~_t!1~_fl__25 
~or:!_P<>.Ii~e_P!l_Eartrnent Polk I 0 ___________ jl _ 0 Less t_han 25 

§~~-!~:~iie~b~~~eartm.en(~-=--=~~=====-~~- ·- -- ·· ---- +~~i~Z~ ···· ··· - --- -- ~ - ------ ---- -- ----1~ - ··· ------------ -·14% ··· ------------------o ------ ------------sf~ foo 

rii:~IE~'~"~;c·:~~~:~ -- ·-~----- ==1=~~::==~! .=~~-~= -==-J=-;~~~- l :~ 
Dunllon Police Department Marion j 1 0 0 Less than 25 

~~~~~I{i~~=~~~~ ==~~=~~~=-=-~=~~=:~;~~=~-=~=-=~~;-.-:1-·===~~ 
Fellsmere Police Department Indian River i 0 0 0 Less than 25 

fe_rf1~f1<Jif1i3 f3.e.i3~ES!Ji~e__ P.e_E~.i!~~-n:!~:= -~: .. :~ : ·:·=~:~ ____________ Na s~a u_ ________ I _ _ ····-··---·-·········· o o ...... ___ ··-·· ·-···--· ..... . .. .................... ... g_f ................................. ~.e..s.~ ... tb.~.r:'- ~.5.. 
Ylagler Beach Police Department Flagler - - .. : mmm -------- - -- --- ----------- • 

~~~~f~~~~~~!~~~~f~~~ ;~!~!~~~~~ _ =~== ~=~~~§eacii ___ :·· · -- -------- -
1-!- ---------~-t -- ··· ·-- - ~L--· --;:.;st~~ 

--- -. -- ... ------- ··-···-·- Y. ..... -···························--·······················. ................................. ........... ........... .. .. ·······································- ..... , ........... -----· ----·-· ______ . _____________ _______________________ _ 
florida International L!~i_ve_r~i!Yf:'_o_li~~p~pa _ _r:!l:~ent _____ ____ Miami-Dade I 0 0 _ 0 __ _ _ _ __ 
flg~i<J~f'()IY!~_C:t!.r1i_C:\:!.fl!~~!~i~Y P()!i_c:e DeP!:IE!ment ______________ r:_()_lk __ .. _ ____ ______ _ + 0 __ 52 ___ _ _o Less than 25 
Florida School for the Deaf and the Blind Campus Police Department•St. J().br:'~ . ... --·--··---·r··-·-·--------- 0 0 Less than 25 
f~()~is!9!3C>_ut~Y'{~~!e.r.r1!3!~!e_ _~()ll~ge_pp~ ................. _ _ _________ ~~~- - --- ···-··----- ____ --··----···-----_:1 ________ _________ 0 __ ______ __ 31 ____ _____ __l:~~s __ tha_f)_25 
Florida State University Police Department Leon ' 6 0 Less than 25 

f9r:! ~aud~r:9<31e _ f:'_()li~!l .P.~Et_!Yie_r1~-----···------ - . . ..... .... --- ~!()"YC!rcj ......................................................................... _ .............. ___ ______ s2J. : -- -~ ·:::: ~-- __ _______ 19.Q ___ _____ _ ___________ __ -______ _:_~ __ 25-so 

1
Fort My~~~f:'_()~~-Q~p_9_rtmen!_______________________ Lee 92 25 25 ~5-50 
Fort Pierce Police Department St. Lucie 23 23 25-50 

~l~!~!i!r~~=:_~==-=~~rt~ ····- ·· --·· - ~:=~:~~~~~---- =d:_--_~:_1~~~ 
_Gamesv1lle Police Department • Alachua 11 0 53 51-100 
Gilchrist County Sheriffs Office . ... ..... . .. .. -~ __ - +~l~;:hrist .. 6 2 ·----------- 3 ·················· -Lessitian25 
9}~9.~~f_e>~r1!Y.§"b~r.[tfi.:9~i~~-------~-~:_::_~::.====~;;s--· ····· I o o ·· -- --------o ------- ---Le5su1ari2-s 

~~~~~nc~~~g~rPo~~b~~~rtment __________ ------------R~~!t·Dade --- -- ·r----------- -- -- ·· -§ ----·· ~ ~ --------t;~--~~ 
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Florida Department or Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix B: Responses by Agency as of December 16, 2015 

# not submitted for # of kits that should be # of kits from non- J Expect to submit within 

~~~~e~"~'"""' -~~~ . _ ~-~ ~:i~~~"' = ~~ ·· ~==•=-=--f .·;~:e<t_=~ ~=~:~~~ f=~~t~~;; 
1
Gulf C£un~ -~b_E:!El!f:S..9ffice__________ Gulf _____ __________ ___ 0 0~ Less than 25 
Q_[JI~§t~~<3111F'()Iic;~Q~R<3r:!l11~nt _ _ _ ___ _ _ ........ ... ·······-···· Palm Beach .. ___ _ ____ ___ 0 e- - __________ _ ____ _____ ... 0 ______________ _ _ _ ___ Q+-____ ___ _L_e.~s.t~a._n_?_~ 

~~~:!~~~~~i~~~~=P~;::a~~eri_1__________ ____ ___ :~~ttas 1 ~ o ____________________ 9+- -------[~~~ffi~~- ~-~ 
!-:-:-=- ·-····································· ··········· ·······-···· ··-··-···--·-················ . ······--·······----------------- -- --· -------- fc- ····-·· ............... ·············································-· ···············-····· .:: .. ---- ······ ··-·----------- --~ --- --------------·-------------- ----·· ---
Hallandale Beach Police Department Broward 0 0 Ot Less than 25 
Hamilt_()n __ C.()_[J_nty§~~riff'S.9tfic;~ _ :·.- ~:: _ :~~-~=- Ham~lt()~ ---- 0 _____________ ~} -_::-----=~=~=~=::=_:::§ =:::~=J-:~s~tF);36]~_ 
f.:l~~9-~E:l~ounty Sheriffs Office _____ _ _ _ !::1~!.9_e_~------ 4 4 Less than 25 
Havana Police Department Gadsden 0 0 0 Less than 25 
· ·······-····-- -------- -- --- . --------········· ····························-····· . ····· ······-··---------- --- - -- ---------·· ··· -····· ··········--------············ ........... . .. ··············-···-···· ········-····· 
._Hendry Coun~ ~~r~~Q!!i~---- ________ Hendry __ __ 1----- _ _________ __ 63 48 Less than 25 
f-ie.r~<3t:l9..C> C::C>l1ntyS~e~!f_S. _ Q~<::~ -- _ ___ ____ _____ __ f-if:'!r~<3f19.() __ _ _ __ __ _ ____ __ _ _ _____ l.Q_f- _ _ _ ___ _ _ __ __ _ Q __ __ .......... ______ _ . ___ Les.s.!b~-~ ~~ 
Hialeah Police Department Miami-Dade 102 102 25-50 

fii~J~§J?!.~f19S. F'e>lic~Q~P~r:!l11f:'!~l _ · -~:---~~-==~- =~--- ____ Alachua _ _ ...... ..... o _ ____ __g :=~=~=:- -~=---------==--=~t-~:~=~=-t::e~-~~n-2.:~ 
f-iig~l?.f19.~_C.£.~--~_beriff's Office ______ !::!lghland_:>. _________ 12 0 _ _!:-ess than 25 

~~:~~~~i~u)~~~~~~~r~~~~~M~~ --~ ~~:~:~ugh__ --- --~==:~: ______ ---- - 1~! ~ -- - --9-- ~::: :~E1 ~~ 
- ..... - ---···········--- ------··· .. - - - . -----···- ......... ·········································-·-·········· . ················-·······-·······-····--- ----- ------- ---- .. ·····-··-·· 0 ··············-··-······ .. 

~-!~~~:::=~ ·~- ~··=-= = ~~§~ ·-······ ••••••••• -J-~~-= .... =:~~ ~=- -- -=~r -===:~ =~~~±!::Ii 
~~6:;~~~~~;k0~~~~~~~~i::~~pa~111_f:'!~! __ ----- 1 ~~=;~~~a_a~ - ______ ~ _j _______ ; ~ -- o ____ -----c:;;~~;~- ~ 
Indian _Harbour Beach Police Dei?_C!I3~~-f1!__ ------------------- I Brevard ; ______ g __ _______ ____ 0 0 Less than 25 
th~iC!~ _R_iv_erC_?~-~ty.§~e:rif!'S. Qffic;~ - H •• mH- --- -w.~ia_f1_F3_iye:_r __ ---- - l- ?2 • ••• - • • Hm m• mH- •-- • __ Q -- ·-•mmm --• •••m ••• _.!.9H ___ ___ ___ • - !:e:s._s._~t_l_"=~-~-~~ 
Indian Rive:_r?_~()~~f_LI_~~i£§_<3!e:!Y.. .____ +Indian River______________ ....... 

1

1 ......... ___ __ _ 0 0 0 Less than 25 

j~~~ia~hg~~~0~i~:r~e!6~~:.n_! -- ---- ····· j~~~~6~ ····· ·---------- ·- ------ - · · ---------~ · ---- ------- · ~ 0 
- ~=~~ ~~:~ ;; 

Jacksonville Aviation Authority Police Department_______ Duval o --·- - ···· ··----- ·------ o 01 Less than 25 
·· ·································································--·-·······---------------·-·· -···········. ·· ······-·····----------- ---- -------- --=-·····-············ ··· ············· ....•. .........•..•... -------------------- ----- -- -----···- ---- ·----------------- -- ----
_Jacksonville Beach Police Department Duval 21 21 0 Less than 25 
Jacksonville Sheriff's Office · --- ·······················-----·- - ---- Duval 1302 1302 ------ -------- · 148 - ·- -- -Moretha-nSOo 
JasperF>otice Department · ---------------------- ----· --- Hamiltori - --- ------- - ···· ·· · · --- - o ····· ------------- ·------------ -- 6 - -- - 6 -- ------cess ii1-an -25 
JeffersoilcountySheriffs Office Jeffers-on - - - --------- o o o Less than 25 

;:~~~~Yc~~I~~~~~~e_~f __ ______ - ~~~;~::~-ell .... -- ~---~:~ -----~l=~~~~=---~-------~ ------------- ----· ~ _____ ·······--_-_--_- __ : - _~;:: ·~~:-~;; 

~l~~[~i:~m•~ --~=~ :~: lrf{~h---~f~~· ···_·;~! :=~- --- .•..••...• ~e~ :· -~=~t~= ~~~ 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix 8: Responses by Agency as of December 16, 2015 

Expect to submit within 
12 months 

1 i # not submi~ed for l # of kits tha~ should be # of kit~ fro':' ~on-
~<lrT1f:l()f~Qf:li1~Y _________ _ ...... ....... 1g()IJI1~ ............... ____ _! ____ ~_!'~~~--- --------·-·· _ ____ S.IJb'!l'ttf:l~ rf:lp()rtli1QII'~~Fl1S. 

1 
___ ........................................................................ . 

~:-~;~~:~~~~~!j't"' ==~~ -- = ~~~~~- == [:=:· -~=====~~~ __ -=::~----~~ ===~-~~~=~ii-~iJ!! 
L(l~ely1aryf'()li~~[)~p(l~t0~~f:~----- _ ________ ............ _ Seminoie ·· - --- =~- ___________ _________ Q1 ___ ..... _ -- o Less than 25 
Lake Placid Police De artment _ ___ _______ Hi hlands _________ _______ QL__ Less than 25

1 
t:~~~~ii'-Wc;~~!i~e~~~~:r11t ------------ - ---- ~~:~ L · · - -------31~ ---- -------- 17~ ················································ · ···· · ·· ··· ~€ls.\t6f~n28@ 

~E)Y._ ~Oii~e _[)epa~men_~ --- w?_n?_!E)~--- ___ 0 0 _______________ _______ 0 _ ------ ---~e_S~-~(lll_~~ 

~~n°~::~it~ ~~i~r;~i~e----- .. . ... t~:~,~~~~e - ------- -- _ . ... ~ 6 _ ... -~------ -----1
--- t=~~~-~~ 

Martin County Sheriffs Office Martin 1 68 0 32 i Less than 25 

~:~;~;i:~it,rt~:,~--: ==- - ~;fi1"<Ce_____ t= --==~~---····_-- i -· - -- J,;--=~ -=:- --=~_ti~~ 

~~~~~f~::. =~=- • ---~~~~;.-;~-=-- =--=-~~·-J •... .•..•. --~~-:=! =====_S=~~--)f~itil 
Miami-Dade Police Department Miami-Dade 1350 1350 101-200 
Miramar Poiiee Department --- ... . -- - - Broward B ------ 0 Less than 254 

~;~ra:;i . -~- ---:: :=- ~~ :: : _:':::::______ ·g ------- ~, -=-J~ ~l~~;i 
~~=~;:c;;~:!~p~~;~"'- == : ==::~-~~:;i" .. ..... --. --- ~ j . 1--- - ....... ---t --- t~:E.~-l-
~~~-g?~!~ge of Florl~? Police Department ___ mmm mmm Sarasota 0 0 0 _______ Less than 2SI 

~~:-~-~~~~~~~~~~~~i~i6£;~~~ent -qblusi~ l t ~::: !~:~ ~~ 
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Florida Department 01 L.aw Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix 8: Responses by Agency as of December 16,2015 

# not submitted for # of kits that should be # of kits from non- 'I Expect to submit within 
Name of Agency County i analysis submitted reporting victims 12 months 
~ic~~Te ~2]ceoepart~~6I ___ : ___ - - ........... ok~i~9~·?._:___:~=-~~~-=- ~::·· C::~::~::--~~=:--~-- 1 1 ::·-~-- ~ ---················· ······· 9. ·:: . ~~~~~~!~~n 2s 
North Miami Police __ Q~partment _ __ _ ______ _ __ M_i~mi~Qad_~ - - _ ............. _ L .............................................................. .:1: ____ __ ............. _()__ ____ __________ __ _ _ ___ ~~ss than 25 
!':~?!!~_Palm B~ch Police Department Palm B~;:J_c;h ______ i' _________ 3 0 0 Less than 25 
North Port Police Department Sarasota 3 0 3 Less than 25 

~g;;·:;n~~~~~~~:~~~~f~t~- . -- ~~-~=--~--:=~------ .......•• -: __ = ~~ar~;ne mm ----- -J_ ·····--··· __ ----==~~~~ -------~~-~=-~-=~--:~ ~:-==~ ~==-~- - :~jt-~==~--~f;;~f~*~~ 
Ocean Ridge Police Department _ ...... _ _ _____ Palm Beach i 0 0 ··-=- Less than 25 
Office of the State Attorney, 20th Judicial Circuit Lee l 0 0 0 Less than 25 
p "k<lioosa County Airports Police Department ---- - - - ---~-=~= OkaT~~~~ - ::: ____ :· --- -- ___ o -6 - .. - ------ -- -----0. .. .. --- lessthan25 

g-~-:~c~~b~~~~;-h-~~~i~ttg~ce- ····· ······················· @~~~;ils:bee ··· - --- - - --- ---- ----
2~~ - ·· - --- -------

1 ~ 15 j~~~:~ 
- - ----~- -·-····-··-···············-··-·· --·--·····-······--·---·--· ---------------···-······-
Orange City Police Department Volusia 0 0 0 Less than 25 
·······-·-······-················-·-······· . -·· ·-·-·····-·-·-··- ---·--. -------- ·-·-----········ ·····················-····· ······ ····-·· -····--::+------ --· ····- ·--····-· -·-·--------··· ·-·-··------------ -- --
_Orange County Public ~chools Distri_c:!~2~ ic;~Department Orange 0 _______ ___ ____ Q. _ _ ________ 0 __________ Less than 2!?_ 
Orange County Sheriffs Office Orange 200 200 120 • 101-200 
9i?.69~~~E ~~§Jic~j2_~f?arimeni ----- --- -- --- c~ay-::_ .............................. ____ ---------------~ - o1

···· -6 - ··· -- ·-------------6 -- ---- Less than 25 
Orchid Police Department Indian River 0 0 0 Less than 25 

, .... .. -··· ---- . - ·--- . . - - - - ···- - --·-···· .. ···-········ ·----··········-··-·- --- ------------ -· ---·- ·--- ... .. ···························----------·-··-- -----

~~andQ__Police _l?~_e_a!lf!l~~t ____ Orange 751 _____ ·-------------- 375 ___ _2:1_:1.9.9. 

~~~!~t~~~im;~=~~ -~~i~i~-·· __ - ~=:~:=::~~=-=~-=~=+~~!~ 
Palm Beach Shores Police Department _ Palm Beach _ 0 0 I Less than 25 

~t~~~tj~~~t~;ae;~~ent ······------~~--~--~~-·-~: ......•. ___ ---=~~- -1 -~:;~i~e-- =:~==~~:.......... -~~-·~--- -----------i _ _ _________ _______ ---~ --=·-~~~~ -----~ --- _ :=-~~ =~=- ___ _ . _t;;;_l;_~;~ 
~ark~r Police Department _ .§?.Y ________________ I--- 0 0 0 Less than 25 
Pasco Sheriffs Office Pasco 250 200 201-300 
Pembroke Pin-es F>ciiieeoepariinent - ·· ··· --- · 8roward · ··· -- -- -- - -- -- - --- ---------- 25- ------- - - ·o ··· ·· - ················ L.e55!i1aii2s 

P~~~a~91e3 polic;~P~PC3.rtf11i~t - - ······ -~===-=-- __ _ . _____ ~s~af!1~i<3 . . ... ......... --- -·- ~~~::=::~:~ _:::-:- .: ~ _- :~==---_ _____ -l------~~=-~:~:: === 
Perry Police Department ____________________ ~<:Jylor 15 5 1 Less than 25 
Pin_~li<!~County ~chools Poli~e.Pe.P<:Jrtrl1e. r1t Pin._e.lla_s _ _ _ ______ _________ ____ _Q_ . 0 0 ~~~~~~~-~ -?-~ 
tinella_~S?-~.l!-~!Y.. .. ?~-e.~iffs Office tPinellas ________________ ___ _ ____ ___ 0 0 51-100 
_p_@_nt C_i_ty _Po! ice D~_part_ment _ ......... J~J.I!~~-orough 37 0 Less than 25 -·····-·· . ---· --- -- - ·-·- -- -----'--;;:· --·· -· -· ··· ····- ·--·------·-····· ......................... ·························-····· ··························- ···---··--···· ··················-···· 
Plantation Police De__partment !Broward 0 0 0 Less than 25 

f'?l~ g_9y_ nty Shir~!>_ §fiT~~~----~=--~~-~~::----:=~-------- ............... ... .............. ! E'c:Jik ______ . -------~---m~ ~=-~-~----~-=~~=------~ ______ .. _ _ ____ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ 51 : } oo 

J~~lili~r:g:~;;.. == ~-~~~ _____ ___ : - ~ .. - -~::~ - t;mi~J 
--· . ··-···--- ·················-··· ·· -····-··---····· .. --·········----···----- -·-- ··- --'- ----·-·--·-·-····- ····-·---'-:::- -----···-················· ······· ························· ····-·····-···· ····· ········ ······················---···--··-······-······ ······ 
Port StL,oie Police Dep•rtmeot I St. '""· e 67 9 6 ' 25-50 
!:!:!!:1.!9_g9!~9 _Pgli~e.Q~P5!r.!rl1.ent Charlotte '--------------····- ..................... _2 ___ ______ _ 0 1 Less than 25 ::~:,~z~~'~"B;;;,·"~:i' -- . - - ; ~;~::;;;- -- 1 - '1 --- -- --- ~1 ---1- t~:~~ 

Sexual Assault Kit Assessment 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix 8: Responses by Agency as of December 16, 2015 

Name of Agency . . County ... .. . . . . . analysis submitted reporting victims 12 months 
# not submitted for · # of kits that should be~ of ~ts from oon- l Expect to submit w11hlo 

l!!!!~~~~~·~-~-~:-= ---~2~t~~-~~-• ---·-=-~-~ =~~ -·~·-~-1-~~=~-~L~-~~-~~i!tii 
1 Saraso_t<:~C::<:>~!l.!L~b~~.!!'s._Q_!fice ____ Sarasota 89 0 7 1 Less than 25 

i-~~E~~_ta __ r.tl<3'.:1<3.!~~ A_l:po_~t~~on~--------- .. _____ --· -···· _ Sarasota 0 0 0 ____ Les.s._~':!<:!~ ?5_ 
Sarasota Police Department Sarasota 108 0 5 Less than 25 
Satellite Beach Police Departmerii____ - -- -------- Brevard 4 0 Less than 25 
·····-···········-··-····-···- ·-·-----· - ·---·· ...... ·················-····- .... ··-··---- ·--------- .. ---- --- --------- ...................... •·······--··-·-·········· . ------------------------··---- ................................... -------·····-----------············--·· ---------
Sea Ranch Lakes Police Department ________ ___ f?_r:~<3rd __________ ______ _____________ 0 0 Ol_ ____ Less -~~~~-?.? 
~~~ast@_~ po1~ce _ ~~P<3':!rn~'.:lt __ ..... 11_:1cj_i_?~_ !3.!':'_E!r .. _ ... __ __ ____ _ ______ 0 ________ 0 ______________ O! _ __________ ~~s.s. _tb~~2-~ 
~~~ing PoliceD~~- Highlands ____ --~ 0 _ _________ _______ __ Less than 25 

~!: 1\\Jg.!J~!lr:~ _Beac:h Po!i_~.Q~p~~~t___ ___________ __ _ ________ ::;t , ~()~~-S. _ _ __ __ __ _ =i= _ 

~iffl~E~~~:,e -=-=;F-~==-- --~-=--- -1-- ----------- ~r---- --~-----¥==~--fm~~i~~ 
-..... -..... -...... -..... -._.~--_::-··· _:_t:.:;:..:~--=-~-=1~:.:.:::::_~-'---.. =~~:::.~~ 

:~Ji}~~~Ji67~;,eP~"':~~me": ___ =-=-~]~~,~~~= - ~~-=-- ~= ~r~=. =-~~ ;~F- ~-= •'~~:=--= ~:::!: 
T?.YJ()_r_(::()_unty _Sh~!i!!'S... O!f~~ ___ _ _____ ........ ___ ___ __ _ ______________________ TC3YI()r -··· .. ··•·•·•· _ -- ---------------- -------------------- --- ------ --------- --·········---- -- (~ ---- ---. - __ ·---~--~- --=~=-Q_ =·=---~= ---:~ -:- ~--::··Q --- ~=- ~~~~fi"'?§' 

Less than 25 

~~pie T~rrace~olic~Q~PC3rt~~f_lt _ _ _____________ Hillsborough 14 0 ~ 25-50 
I~q~-~-S.!C3 _ _F'()Iic:;e __ ~~r!f!l_~n_! __ ------· - - m ----- ---------- - _F'_9_1_m B~ac;_h --- 2 2 1 Less than 25 

~~i~~~~i~~:rtmeot .••••• - -=~~ ~~~~ = :~~~-:: -- - +:-- ----i-~==~;-i--~~;ti~' 
·-·-·-· ·-·--·--·· --···-----

Less than 25 

~f.~~~~t~;~;;~::iit==~~= g;~ie n! = ••••••••••••• --~ = _---_g ----=---=~- =~-% -- -~:~1~~ 
~-~:~:i~~;~~;~m~l;i:~:- ~f'~~i~r~i;~i~~~t:eoepartmenl _____ ~~~~;()~g~ ---- ---1 -- - -- ~ , __ - ~ ~ --- t:::i~:~~~ 

Sexual Assault Kit Assessment 
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Florida Department ot Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Appendix 8: Responses by Agency as of December 16, 2015 

#not submitted for #of kits that should be #of kits from non- Expect to submit within 

~~iWZr~rs~~eof~ De--artmeni-- .... ---- ···-················ .............................. ··························· §i:~~%sa - - - - -] ---- - ~~aly~~s_ ----0 - -----su~mlt_!ed - - ---0- report~g_-~~_!!~s 0 
12 -~-r~!i~han- 25 

------ -- ----~----- - -···· ········· -- ---- ...................................... .... ··············-····-· ····------· .. . .... ······-- ·····-··-·-·-------- ..... --------- ----- ----- ---------------- !----- ----- --------·----------- ---------------- --------------
Vero Beach Police Department __ _ _ Indian River _ 1 0 0 _ Less than 25 
viifa9e-ofPi~~_<:fest P~~I~~-g~i?~~-iil~0~t -·--··- ---------- MT~!rlii:oaC!e _______ · ---===-=== ---- .9 ___ -----------------2 _ _________________ __Q = ~=: :::=~~I~~~_t:~~~=?I 
Vol usia County Beach Safety Ocean Rescue Volusia 1 0 Less than 25 voiusiacoliniybivisionOtcorreciions- ----------- ------ - -__ --~~:s.i~- · =---.:==:_:: _________ -·· -------- o -----------------·- o ··-- a -------Tess-ilian2s 
Volusia County Sheriff's Office Volusia 199 187 12 101-200 

1 waklilia_~g~=ti6!Y._~.b~0f56fiice m mmmmmmmm ---- ---- wai<ufia -- ···---------- ------===-~- - ------ 1§ :-=~·:=::~~=----m- m·ma··· m--m----- mm:=~=~=:==~=li~~~itia~:I~ 
Walton County Sheriffs Office Walton 26 0 Less than 25 
-----•••• ·----- ••••• • • ••••••·------·-· -·--- • -- -·- -···----·••• •••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• ••••• ••••••••••• ••••••• 000 0 •• •o ••••••••••OO••·••••·-------- --- -·•• ----------------,------------------ ---- ---- ------•m·----·-
Washington County sheriff's office Washin_gton 0 0 0 Less than 25 
Wauchula Police Department Hardee 3 0 Less than 25 
webster Ponce Dept - - - -- -· - - s\Jm-ie_r __ -- -- -- --- o o o ··· ··· - - Less if1an 25 
West Melbourne Police Department Brevard -·····--· ··--·····--·--------- - ----------- 1 0 0 Less than 25 
wes-t P- a-lrli--seact1F>_o_iice beparimeni - - F>almseach - - - - ------ -- --- 5oo -- - 5oo ······ - - · 25-5o 
~Sp~~s~~ITc;DepartmeM Hammon ----~--------------~~o~--------~~o~---------:o~---~L-e~s-s~~~a-n~2~5 
wiidwciocl~c)iiceDepartme_n_t ------- ·····-·······-· . ··········---·-···-······ Sumter ------------ ----------2 ---------------- o ---·· ···········-·-- --·----- 2 ----- Less than 25 
Wilton Manors Police Department ·---------------- ------· ··------- ---- ------ -Broward 0 0 ·-·-· 0 Less than 25 
·····--------·····-····-·----·--························· ············---- ·------- ....... ---------------··-··. . . ..... ------------ ---. ----- ---- 1--::::------- -------· . ----. . ·-- -- ----·-----·--·-·----· ---------------------------·------··--·-· 
Windermere Police Department ___ __ 9.!:.':1. ~9.1'!______ __ _ ____ _ __ 0 0 0 Less than 25 
Winter Garden Police Department Orange 4 1 Less than 25 wiiiter Haven Police 6eparimenT - - - -------- ------ ·roli< _________ -- ---- -- ----------------58 ------- -- 6 -- - ------- --- ·c-ess!flan25 

y;ii~j~! ~~!~~~~iicet?__~~-~!l'l'l~~------ _ ··-------------------------------------------------- Qr~!19~ __ _ _ _ ~------ -===~=====-~=:~~=-~ ~- -==-------- o _ _ __ _ ___ _ ____ __ !:ess than 25
1 

Winter Springs Police Depaf!~~[lt_________________ Seminole 3 _________ 0 r------- ___ -·-· ---··----- --·- Less than 25 
Zephyrhills Police Department Pasco 0 0 Less than 25 

Sexual Assault Kit Assessment 
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Name of Agency 
f- ··············- ·---····· ·-·---.. ------~~------·· 

Alachua County She1iffs Offi<:e 

Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual AssauH Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assault Kit by Agency 

~me kits ar~~:.;:-~:'orting ~-~;~.;~~~~~;;;;~-~-+::• ~~':tA=:;:-;:~+~'!~~~~t)!~_apl!"l_ll~~ltyl".~r;<>nt~!! 1···· .... ~~·".~;..;.~:~~~" ---+~~ (~•-~!'_5.P.~£1fyL 
! < ' ! 

'It should be noted that consistency is 
necessary amongst :.1gencies as it 
pertains to the s t:~tute of lirnilations 
for non-repor1ing victims. We have 

I 
I 
discovered that t~a•re is gross 
inconsistencies among the t"gencies 
in how long agencies hold sexual 
battery kits. Our inveshgations have 

' j J shown that some agencies hold the 

····-··--··---··-··· .......... ······-------·-·-. ·-·· __ _t_ \ ~~~s ~;;~d~e:r~;~b:~~;;r~~: :~ 
I · +- kits for 90 days and others hold the 

i T o1a l Cases Not Filed: 4 ~No intnent 

I 
, to prusecute, 4 - Unfounded. 3-

1 j Clearf.!d by exception. 2 -lnflctive, 1-
; ~ \ No cooperation from victim. 1 • 
)victim no lon9e1 wants the Case is not being pursued by ttle ; Capias flied , 13- No fil f'ld by SA'J , 8 N 

\jnvesti ation !!?proceed S~.~ ~Homei!._<?.!!!£~-·-·-.. -------·&~~J?.~CI ha~ .. !?.~~~ .. .9.~.~~Y./~.~ ... C.£~ .......... ---- Plea 

~-;~~··~·:;~~-,~~¥~~~~ - ~~~~~~~~ ·:::::::~::: _~-. =· t~~."'~~ ~=~ --_ 
Some k•ts (It e from non--report1n9 ! 
victims ' 1 

Alt<lmonte Spri"<Js Polic-e Department 

Apt)pka Police Depaltrn<'nt 

A~£~if~-·po~~Qii?.~f.Ot-·-· .. -... ·-····-~.~:~:.:_·~~~·:.:~::~~=-===::· 
~~~~a Polke Dep;mmcnt 

At!Jntrc Beach Polrce OP.partment 

Atlantic; PohcP. Depe:~rtment 

f-· 
Auburndale Police Oepa1tment 

AventlJra Police Department 

Bart('IW Police Department 

B c t Sh iff Offi , unfounded after being reportt~d but 

I
• Several cases were determined to be 

ay oun Y er s •ce Som(! kits are from non-rcport.;ng !Vic tin no longer '-A'ants !he ;cas a is not being pursued by the . prior lo evidence being submitted fo• 

!:!:}~.::::~~~::::~;~epor~-~ nl ·---··········· v;c t;~~-------- ... .. -- -tve"~a:n IO proceed·~~~::~ ±'~~:;·~~~·so:~=- : : =~:SUS£::~:":~~~;~;~J~~~~~~~~- ==~~~-------~~:cwedlobe.unfouOded ········ • 
before sut:mission was done. 

Blountstown Polir.e Departm~n t 

Boca Raton Police Services Departrnent 

~~ing Gre~~!)9.~~P.!~_P.artme!'_!. __ 

Bradenton Police De.prutmenl 

Br<ldford County Sheriffs Office 

l ViCtrn-no-lo·;;ger-waniS the···· · ··· · ·-··fcase .. ;s .. n·o·t .. t;;;;~·lg··p;~;:s·;~etrby··i-hP. ...... 
~investigation to_proceed !State Attorney's Offtee -----·--

son·~e - kits··~~r·e··ri·Orn no;w·e·P-aiti·i,g 
victims 

j --- -- .......... ... ·- ---~~]~~~;:d 0~~~·~ ':.~~=----! 
i 1 i None to submit. ---- ·Mctirrl ~no longer waOiSthe- ·- -. ·tease is not bffl09Pursued by the ---'!----·----·---·----·---------- ............. --.. -.... ·-- ..... 1.BPO'.diif3SsiStOn;y·;o,. a~ 
!investigation to proceed !State Attorney's Office [Suspect has pled guilty/no contest ~a?'g:.::«c;:lCX:.z....,,.,---,,...,..=-,--=-:c-:-

Our local hospital. Shand5 of Starke. 
dof)s not perfo1m sexual assault 

l
·fOfensic exams: thel'eforP. our agency 
doos not receive non reporting kits. 

'l Our victim exams are completed at 
Shands of u.~::. Any non repelling 

I kits are hP.Id by authorities tn Alachua 
does notre uire submission County. 

Brevard County Sheriffs Off~e s.o~e kits arc fforrl- i10f~f~'i)Orting l~ictrn_ no !ong(':r w11nts the 1Case is not being pursued by thp I . . . . ............... ~---

~::~~~:!~~~~!~~::~~~~~1.-oftiiSiriCian(fSchoO!Securit -· -- · ~~- · - ·· · --·· -- · ···· ·---1~~~!9~~ ~-".<:~---- , sta~e_!'~n~x:.~. omc_:_e __ · ----- :1:;-"~~~_h__a_s_p~p~1ty~no_~··• A ~!'~~-"~-~=~!=~i'§~~i>!~ ~;;;:;;;;;:;; ;;;~;;;;,;i ; ;;;;;;;;,· - . 

Florida Department of La .... Enforcement 
Sexual As ~<Jull Kit Assessr 

81'Jt I!> 



Florida Department 01 L<n• Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Ktts 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assau" Kit by Agency 

Name of Agency 
----------

Some kits are from non-reporting 
vldime ............................ ·········-·······-··"··-r······ 

Victim no longer wants the e ase ls not being pursued by ihe T ___ ---- Agency does not require 

.. ---·· -----· ~@,:::'.••:::~~· .. ~;;;~;Y--~~:,::;~:;;;J:::~:~:::::=:.=~•="JSi~~~~ 
Some kits arP from non-reporting lVichm no longer wants the !Case is not being pursued by the : 

Broward Shc r ifr~ Office 

___ victims i invcstiqation 10 proceed ·state Attorne 's Office ... -...... _ ........ -..... J~.l'-~~c:_!~,le,_,d_,g"'u"'iltyz;_ln:.:o=co:c:n"l'e'-'s"-t -1P="-"========"-' 
Some kits are from non-reporting 1Viclim r1c longer wants the Ca~e rs not being pursued by the : 

~ ~=~~~i~=tt~~~~~~;~::i~O:(:~-=:=~:=~:.:- -- ------- victhns__ ----- - .. ---- ---- ... }nv~sli9 •tiontop• ~~:::~=- :::~:-. :_i~-';~~::~~~~:• --•--- No sexualassuah cnmes 

Charlotte County Sllenfrs Office ~ Vtchm_ no longer wants the :Case ts not betng pursued by the ; 

-+--- - ------- ·· ···· -fN7A ____ ___ __ _ 

~----v--··-···------·-- -------···. . .... -------------- __ ~investlg_!tion ~J~~~~~-----·· .. L~-~~-~~--~~~?..'.~-~Y..'-~ . .9-~fke __ ... ...J ~- ~!-~P.~-~-~ -~-~-~-- P.!~~-9~!~-~i~.<? .. ~~~~~~-~--- .. __ ---------------------- ________ ---------------- __ 

~ ~~;~~:~~0;:!~::~;:.~~::~~~"": . _____ , • m -• - ••·--- -: • .}i~:~i~~~~~~~p~~~~~~h~ ______ j ______________ d:------ ---------··•·•--• •-··---- '"'"''' m ''''"""""'''"''" '"" ~~•••~-~-~-~- -~-~- ~ - -~~--~~~!.~.~-~!::~:,, ,,, 
Chipley Police Oepanment ~ ~ictim_ no _longer w;.tniS the · ! 

I---------- --------- ~;;skrt~:- f:~n- •:<~n-ce~~~ing .. -~~~!~;;::;~~;~;~!~h;----~- ~~:..~=-~"~~~~;:~::-:-},:-___ ~:-~·~-=:=-~~:::.:-:;~--,-~,-~-"'t::::~-----+-~-- u_-,-P~-<:_-I_-ha-_s-_ [>i-le-~-g-'!-!~-!'2-o-c-on-t-es-t-+-_-_-_-_-__ -_--------+-------------f Citrus County Shenf1'5 Office 

City of Bunnell Police Depllftmcnt Anvttme one IS UtiliZEd tl IS SUbmitted. 

I 1 Enforcernen1 assistance. the kit is 

·------·-···-·-· .. ···-······---·-·------- ' 

1 

• If the vK:tim is not wanting Law 

C•ty of Daytona Beach Shores Pohce DP"partment I ! ~tared at the Volusia County Sheriff:s 
ore. 

~-- . . . -- SOOle-kYiS··ar;·rr·om··no;·):.-;epor·iiilg-----!Victim no longer wants the jCase is not being pursued by the j' - --·-···-··-· ··· .. ····-·-·-- - - -· . 

~~~ ~'V. of Mwmt Pohcc Oeparlment · . ; · ~ · · · Some kits are frorn known offender 

Cl."'y County Sheriff's Office 

Clearwater Pohce Department 

I 
lease is not being pursued by the 

·· l-~ -~~~~.f~:!.~ ~~!:l~:.Y..~ . .Qf.f!.~ .... 

SuspeC1 was arrested on one case 
and due to the c~t cumstances , the kit 
was not needed. 
TilCtdent-witrieSSedbY sWOrn POlice
officer; Incident determined to be 
"unfounded~ allegatiOn: sexual 

: contact between pa11ies not in 
~ C a'ie 1s not being pursued by the ; dispute, critical element was dispute lvictim no longer wants the 

irwe st_I<J.~fi?.~ .~-~ P~9_<_:~ed . ;state Attorney's Office l over forced used. 

~~::::=~~ ----r-·· ........ ~- -~==-=-~~~:==---+=----- -·· ~-==- ~ ~~~. 
Cnffier County Sherirfs o rtir.e 

~:~~~::g:~!!~~?~~~~!!f.~j?}f.cC ___ --- -·--· ---·· -···· 
Coral Springs Police Department 
----··-----
Crestview Police Departmenl 

Dade City Police Department 

0-ii~P.ili).Oft-~0-tiZ:e oe·p·~.r1i1~enr 
QQYJ~.POTiCe Def)arrmcnt ---

Som~ k11s Me from non--reporting 

··--·-·---~i.::!!.~.~·- ··· 
SOme kit s a1 e from n-oO..rcporting 
victims 

! ~ Suspect has pled ouilty/no contest as~autt o<Xurred. (Unfounded} 
lVICtirl100.i00Q(~r wants the-_ ---··;cas€-I-inothAinQ-pursued bYihe 

.. , ::::~~i::!i1:~::~.~::~~=~=::-_::~!~::~:~:;~~~~~:.- ···---~-~ -"-'!:•.c_l __ h_a_s_pledQ~• i lty!~~ c_o~l~st_ .... 1\a~~<Ot~~~~~~g!l!•~-~~~~~!-~~:N/,( ----------

-~~~-5.!!9~~~-'? pr~ee~ ·---·-·----~~t~!!':..~.!~~!.~.~. r.:.~ .. .Q.f.~~~... .. . .. . ..... . . . . ............ . ~-~-~P..!:=. ~.~--~~ -~-. .P..~~.~ .. 9.~~Y.~~~~ntes~ -·-· ·--·----------l------- -- --
Victim no IClnger wants !he .CaM is no1 being pursued by the · 
!fnvestigDtion to proceed iSta1e Anorney's Otrice j§~~P.!9. .. ~~~ . .P..~~.!!..9~.!!!Y.Ino contesl Other jurisdiction. Unfounded Case 

:Yictim no longer wants the j·Ca~e is not being pursul~d by the 1 __ 

····-·~~~~-~~~e~.?..~. t.<? prc<:ee~_ ... _ ··- Stale Attor~_y:~_Q.ff~ee ---· ----f··--~········· 
·· ····---·.-- ·---· -··---- --- ----············ ' . 

~-g·~-~-~Y. .~~~-~--~-~~.E~.9~~!!.~-~l!.~~!~~!~!l ... 

Some kits are from ilon:;ep·ort~ng ··· · · ~viCtim·no-i~;ngerwaiiiSihe··---··- !Case is not being pursued by the 

~each S~~~es Oep•r~c~l -of~~~~~~safe~ ... r~~----- ...... -.. . .. - l i~Y.~~Qa lion loJ"-~~e~: -~!~~~:;.~~~!:!~!.ued~ the- :g:~~:::~:~::~:~::::::~ ~~~~::::~:,:::~~~~~:f:::~,:lt --
!Onf! case determ1ned not to be a 

Daytona Beach Police Oepar1menl 

DcFunial< Springs Police Oepartmp,nt 
I ···----------------···· ·lsorr;e-khS are-frOm-·non:~ t'a10rling· -- ~ Victinl_n_o lon9er Want,··;·h·e······················ ······t···· 

~-----------------·-· ··················-··· ... ~!~!~~.~--- ;~i:~:t~~~~~~:~;~:~he 1
casc is nol being purfi iJeCTh·y··ii·)·;,; .... 

DeMto Counly Sheriff~ Office [1nvestigation to proceed I s tate Attorney's Office 

Deland Police Deparlment 

Flonfia ()ep~•tment of Law Enforcement 
Sexual Assault Kit Assessment 

·---------f~~.Y.~!-~.!.!.~~r~ submissi?.~ ... i~~~·~-~-~ .. ~~~~!:!~.~--~-~!t.~. -~~--~~!2~~-~.~~-~; .. .... . 
.
lc __ -__ ase~ closed Unfounded or fa ls1.~ 
lre~r\. 
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Name of Agency 

P.~~~~::¢~~!i~Y::$~~~~t:~::9.~:~:~::: : · 
DunHon Potice Depa11ment 

Edg<:!water Pchce Department 

~~.9.~.~-~~--.~~J.~.~ . .P.~P..~t.~~~:~~r:!~ .. ··········-····. 
Escambia County Sheriffs Office 

Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assault Kit by Agency 

~~~!~~~:1j;'~f~ent -==--~~:==~::= ~=== =-=-=~: .. ... ................•.••. :: ······. ::::~·.· ... ··~-···· ••.•. : ~~=~::·~·::: :J:::· :· ·=-==~===:==-:~=-J:::--- =- -----===~:-:::: _:::--=~=--::::__ ___ ·--~=-=-~~-~~~e no kits iO~-utHniC ~ --~==~~ 
Fernandina Beach P~K:e Department ·----·------------L-- · ! 
Flagler Beach Poti~ o --partmenl -4·~---~~-

~:::::,: :::.:: . .,._. =.-....... , .. _~ ... , ::::;;:::~~ ~ r..:::.:~;~;~· ~ ·~ -l ....•........ .. . ·· ~ ····················· ························-···----·-.. ··. ··· ~· -················ ................... -. ·-- 1 

-----·--·---

! i ! w'~ are .1 new start up Agency ~~nd 

1when Wf.> do nave a case in"Jolvmg a I i 
I i ~- ± [sexual assault L~keland Pollee will 

: 1assumc the investigation and 

::::::~·:::,:,'-' 000 0 ~,_,_"' ;;::,"'"' "'"'""""~""" - ~ -····. ··==-= --=---===. ··- :~"~L::;::;::;,~,~t~~:·=· : :: =" 
.. . .. ........ .. . - ---- - [~~;;,,;;,~~~~~;;,·c:'!~iie ---- · ~:~: ~n"o~~~~;:~'PJ.~!";;a i;v·,~,.-- -+---

Florida Potytechnic University Polir:e Department 

Florida State Uni .-ersity Police Department 

Fort l.a"Jderdalc Police Department I ivtctirn nc longer wants the 

1-- --t ! inves.Q9.".~D!l_l<!.l''.9S!'!'.d. ..... 
Case 1S not being pursued by the ! 

___ JS..!f:il!~!~omey_:; OffJCe I Suspect has pled guilty/no contest 
I , 
! 

Fr,11 M; e1s Police Department 

I Kit may have been coflected. but 

1irwesligation revE".Iaed no crime 
]occurred. 

[secu.::\1 Assault krt collected during I Homicide Investigation wherein there 
!Was no se:-::ual assault of the victim/ 
Case w;:ts unfounded/ Case invo lv~d 

penetration with o 1t1e1 object (Not 

penis)/ crime reported several days 
later/ victim and sw;pecl were in 
domestic relationship"! tim~ cf 

•••• "' "" ~·· ~-""""" , ..... M ..,._., '"' I"'"~·"'"'~·~· • ~ . 
F B p I 0 _- ----TC!""' -- --- ---- : :=~~t~~:~i::~~~;F~;~:~--- q ~~~g;i~!i~~ii:::::::~:-~jf~~:~~thaspl~d .. ::y~:'~_n·~~ -~ r----------------·1-- ·-

ort Walton each c 1C~ cpattmem ·---··-··-·-··- ----------- in~~~i!Jn ~~eed !Stale At1t:trney's Office ! --1 
Franklin Count Sheriffs Offtee S_o':'e kits arc from non-feportin0 ctim_ no _Ienger wants the , I 

f- ---
For1 PieH.:e Folice Department 

~-------··- ·····-··--t<:~i_~~----·-·-····· ·· --

-···--·--·--···-·-····-~-- ··-·---···-···---····-·· -·-- ··------·· _ ·- --··-· _ __ VICI1mS --····-· ··--·-······---------h~~~~~Q~~!?.~.~ -!~ .. !?:~.!?.~~-~~---···· ....................... t ···-········ 
Fruttland Park Polio~ Department I 

-·--····-··--+··-··· ·-··------4 ----···--·---------·t-NOCases that would havefeQl•lred 

the kit 

;:~~~:::,:::::· ·-· ==···········••-•t~:==~:- =-~,~~·.;;.;:· .. ~~~:e:·7~~::~:J~---~-~--=--- -=~=- -~:::::~.:::~; 
!Gilchrist County Sheritrs Office ~~;~~£!kits are from non-rf!pcning j : . . lOnf) ca"~ 1~ from_19S5, .and 1 can find 

'ijiT~§:""''' =·· .. -····-= ·.:: .• = = ·· -=······=----=t.:: .~-.=-== 4~~~ .. "' ~=~""= =.::• ······-· --· ~;£~;:;~_ ... · 
; .~~.~!!.~!.~~e Pol:ce D~rtmenr______ . _ ___ ____ ___ ____ _ No k1ts 10 need or subm•sston. 

·§~~-~~~-~ ~:~g;5~::~:n~nt -l- ··---- - . -t··- . --·--·-·--· .. --- --- -- ----

Florida Depaf1rncn t of Law Enff)rcemenl 
Sexual Assaull Kit Asscssr 
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Florida Department 01 L•'" Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmltted Sexual Assault Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assault Kit by Agency 

•~• • """ I """"'., ,_ ooM~"" I ••• ~ 'oo~' ~•• •• ~"" ~ ~-. ~·~• ~ ~ 1 '~"""' oou •• ~--

g~1~~--=···----~=~~~~~-~~~~~~~;=:J:;;;~2:'~~;~~~·~~ 
, Cnsf.! is not being f'lursued by thP 

.1.~-~.?..! .~--~-~-~-~-~.Y..~ ~-.9.!!~.--.--.-·-········· ······-·l----··· --·- ··----------·-··---·· ·-·--··· ~g-~ncy docs not require ~~~~is~o!!_ 
! i None 

Hardee County Sherirf~ Office 

Ha~an·a··p·oiice ··D"ep;;nm·ci1:c=====~~--·· __ ___________ _ ------
Hendt Count Sheriffs Office ]Victim no longer wants lhe ; . 

~~~;~,~,;,;;:_~=: : ~:. . .. =t= --=--~~~--~~;;r.;~~;;l;!1:~~=~-~~:~:~~::~~;~~~~;ued by the - ·· ······· ······················· ········· --- · ···· ~.2~~~X~.O<l.~.n.~~.!.~9.~'.i!.~ .. ~O.~'.T1'.'.>1~.n ~ . . -----·-. . . , 
Hialeah Police De a

1
tment l Suspec_l standards for s~Jbmtttton are 

IB!ilt;sfjiirii~)i()i;et')fi(>1ijlill~~i: ::=::_::::::: :: _ _ __ _ __ _ _ ___ - ___ _ __ _ ___ · ____ _ ______ --+---- .. _ -~:~-~-==-=-=- ~-=·:_:-~~--:.-_ ... --- --- -- . =-·_:--~~~~-~~~==-:__:-~ ~~~:~~~::~~~~::~:;~'::men --
;:;;:;.;:~:~~::~:::c::;;, ________ . _ =i· .. __ .. _ _ _ .. __ . ____ j~~~':_;_;_;,:~~;:·P~~~:~~c ~~=f~=~":~~~;:;~~:~~:~;:~~~=~l .... ---- - __ =: :~~~= - -·- -- w"' obJained from anolln" pi"<• c! 

~ 1 ! Homicides {sexu al baHery net an 

H ill~ borough County She!iffs Office !Vic tim no longer wants the 1Case 1s not b f:l •ng pwsued by lht:! ! issue-s.}, appeals. ev1dence retenhor. . 

...... J!!:!~-~~~9-~~~~~--~~!.. P.~~-~:-~~-~ ---······ . !.~~~~-~~~~~-~X::~ . .9..!.~ :::~ ---··························· ...... l~-~-~-P..!:~~--~~~~ -P-~~-~~ - .9.!~~~ -~Y.-~.'-~5?.E~-~!-~~-~ ---· ~~g-~-~Y.. ~~~~~_!?_t_ require submission l as s~ o!l:!~ ~~~~-------------- ---· 

Holly Hm Police Depam-nent 
jVir;lim no longer wants the iCase IS not betng pursut~d hy lht> · j 
:investigation to procef:d 

1
State Attcrne ·s OfficQ =J ! -----~--------------· 

~~&.;~1~~~~~~!:1~~:"'··~-··=·:.:==:---- ·.::.~~:::+==:-=--==~:-~ ··· ·---~--------- ··········-····-···· ·-· -- ·--------~ __ _______ ,. _______ ----·-·-------------~---· ---- --· ----- --~---- .. ---- ---·------i-----
IN/A 

··~ -----·!;§:;~~~ .• f~:~·~~ :~~~~~-=; y ~~~=~~:~.~-"'"'""' '" 
I =isdicl~n 

1 

--------
Hol.--nes Countv Shf'rifrs Off:r.e 

'!!~~e.Y. :!~:ili~I~_i,J~ .. P~~-D.~"Qr!i~~;~(_ 
lndi~lantic Police Oepartmen1 

lndif'ln Creek Village Police Department 

~~:.;;;:~-=. ====:2:"""''"""""~ ~;;~···· .. ~~~:~_:"•:"' .. ··i=::'~~=••c.f= ______ .. ------~--- -------------·-···-·~----~:::::=~=:=~~: 
! .............................................................................................. . 

i .!!:!~i~-~__tji}_~~~-Be~~ Policl! .. Q.~P.~E.~-~~~--

Indian Rive' County Sheriff s Office 

··t······· ······-----·-···--·-···· 

not of probative value 
NOiBpj)iicable·--··-···· 
All have been s-ubmitted 

=~-~-~:~~- :~~n~~ -~-~~~~0~~~-- ····---· ···--·······-·· -------+~ .. .. . =-==;:-:;:,:::;•,::::.~ . ·I·····-------··-. -- ·- -- _l ·-- --------------- ·- -·- -.----------~· ·---- . -···--·-··. . .......... 9.!:'.!:: .. ~!.~~!~-~__i_~--~~~~!:!-~~-~! .... ························-
Jac~sonvil}P Aviation Authority Police Department · No cases for submission 

i~i~ri~==~~ ~-= ······--·~······ . ~-=~i ~··--=·····-- ··-~==.:j=~:~·f···=::. ·-~~:;:::~ 
~Ke West Polict:: Oe ~~rtm;;nt lyictim_ no ~onger wants !he ;case is not being ~ursued by the ; 

:.~Eii~i£~fi;;;:oifi<i•ll11i:nL_ ~:: :::~:=::::~- ~- · ::::. :::~:-:::::: ......... _:: : :~==:=~~:"o: t~p'.":~~~: · ······ ::j=~~~:~·!=~·Y~':~'=:~: =~ =~~=:::L____ ... . 
Lady Lake Police {)(~P-:artment i • + 
..-:;-_ . H . ~.. • CL • • • • ~·~~~ -===--=:=:::::::_:-:::::=:: ·-·--- ==:::::::::::::::~:::::=:::==:~:=~-::::~:::::=:: :::::=~~=:t:::::::::=:~:==:::::::::::::~===t===== 

nt l -1Case. is not being pursued by the 1 

~~=~~~~;:;~:=~~~~~~;~; :~~=~~ -~::=-- t:~~==- ·-= t::~::: =::= : - _-r~::·~~·,~r:·_ ():Hi~c -~~~--~ =~:-q __ 

~~~::=:-- = r~~~::~~:~.~~'':":::-:::::·= ·~.··o: .• r~:: ::=·~==-==::.:::3 
I 

--·---·-------- E.~'!~.?~~~~~~~-~~~9-~~~-P-~~~:?_tli~g. 

---.··~ . --~--- ----····-·-+---·--·-w-·--- . ····················~···-- · ......... ~~--~-~-~-- ~?. .. ~.~~~-~~--?S~Uh~----~=~~~ 
Lake County Sheriffs Office 5:c~e kY'.s ~1re from non-rPpm1ing tVictim no longer w ants the iCase IS not bF!Ing ptn sued by thP. , 

·~·· ""'" -"'""-''''- ~,,.~ .. , ~ ---··---~··· . lake l'lamillon Police Depanmenl , DO NOT HAVE ANY KITS 

!:;~~%~~[~i~~: _:=:--==::===~: ____ :_[ ::=-=~~-:-: :::::_ ~~--:]_:::=-===:=-:=·=~~ :.:=~ ._ -~-- -------:---· ----~ ~;_: ___ :-:~~~~-~:~~~-~ -_ ~=: -· ·:~~:.:·-~::~=:: : ~~~~.~;;,,~f.~,;;~~o-~-==--
\Victim no lol"'ger w ants the \ ' l a•e Wales Polit~ DcpMment 

Floridil Dep t'H1ment of law E.nforcem'.:"! n\ 

Sexual Assaull Kit Assessment 

trwesliQalion to pwcee<.l I 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assault K~s 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assault Kit by Agency 

~.~-~~:,~:;;;or:~:rti".~ .i .... ·-v~~~;;;~;;~.;;;;;.~·-- .... f ... ~.~~~;~;~;'~q~~~ ~~+su..•~.~ .. ~-P.~~U.IKJ;n~~~~!t. Ag~~.c~;;.~:;oq'"':__·-+.--c--""'7"--
, ' 

Name of Agency 

Lar o Poi~~_Qepartment ~--· ----------··------------- - .. ···---- -·------ ··--.. - . ., ...... --.. 
1 

~:- - -·-----------··-··- .. -- · .... -----+----------- ······· ···--····----····-······---·--· 
Lee County Port Authori1y Police Department ~ ' 

Some kits are from norw--eporting I Victim no longer wants the !Case is not being pursued by the 

'-----------------------1:.;vi:::;Ct:::_<m:.:;s;__ ····-··-···-- tnves!_!~n to proce':_<!_~--·------~~!!2!.~ Office ---~··--· Sus ect ha5 pled guitty/no contest_ 
r !victim no longer wants the Cas~ is not being pursued by the 

Lee County Sheriffs Office 
Aft untested kits are submined to 
FDLE for analysis once a purge letter 
is recefved from the case detective. 

~ investtgalio~~procec~-·--- ---- - ·- State ~f!9.~~f>ffice ----·--·····- .... Suspect has e_led ~hytno c~~~--·t-------------1-- ~------···-·------1 
<Vlctim no longer wants the Case is not being pursued by the i 
i inveslioation to proceed State Attorney's OffiCe isuspect has pled guilty/no contest Agency does not require submission 

Leesbur-g Police Department 
---········-·-~-· ·-- -----·-·- ·--··· 

Leon County Sherrfrs Office 

~~:rt~~:u~i:hse~::~~~~:..... ~-- -__ :=__-- :_: ---~)~~~~;.~~'~;~~r~~~;;t~ ~~~":~~~~~~·~~~;~~d-b~;·= :j~~~~==c_'-"!'!£~~:=:==~:-C<l~!~:::: ::=:~~~~~ -~=:==;!.• .. •~.b!J'i.S..•i.o.n. . ~~~!~,~~:;,~~~;;·~~~~~~-~ 
' ,_.._ , .__ .. _ _ n~:-• Poltce OP.partment -+-- t NIA 

}i~Q!£aftmen[~~:~-~~~: ::=:: ~=~-~~. -___ ~~-:- -~---- --~ _ ~=-- _-:~:::~1~=~· - : :: : : : : : ... -~-- · -·- .. .'.::.:.~~:~~:~ ........ ·---:: .. :·:--:::1 ::::::::::~=~~::::::::: · :.: : ~~·::::: ::::::::: :::::~~=~~~:::::::: ..... : ::: 1:·· · -:··:··==:~~:~·-:: ::::: :~~:::::····:::~::~=~~::::······ ···· ·: :: · ·:::·::·::::::=:=::::::~:~~::=:::=: .. _ Ailk[s'~ s~~~£5!~== 
Lon9wood Police Department ~~~;5kl1!> are from non-reponu1q ~ ~~~: ~1~~~-~~:::~~~=ued by the l 

J
'Vlcttm no Ionge' wants the 1 I 

'"~:~"""""'~-'~":::' _______ --~-- -r~- __ ______ ,-v'nvets~~~~J~_procet~_<!__1h ---- ~-~---- - - ----u~~~t haspl~~nocontest -+---------- _ ·-.. -·-----· 
-· 1c 1n1 no tvOger wan s e 
Maitland Police Oepalttnent \investigation to proceed __________________________________ ___________ __ _ 

~~~- ~~ -~-f=:··~~~f~;~· ~;::~t:~~~~~==~--~~ --···-··--+------·--·-· -·--

M~rtin Coonty Sheriffs Office 
Some kitS--ar-Edfrlni rlOrH-ei)Orting rVictirn no longer wants th~ i 

· ····-· ·· --- ·· -··-- !v!>~T.~.--- ---·- . -· ·····-----------i~~!:~~:::~~~~:;.~~he·------i·--- -·--------··-------+--- --- --------_ - -~~Y-~....!_ not require sub!!_'~~LC?D .... ~·-··----- ........................... _ ...................... ~ 
M~scone Police Department 

~~~!~Y.:!~~j~:£:!?.~P.-~~~~~~:~·---- -· ··--···------------~:·~: ............... ............ ...... 1 .. . 

--=-· - + ~~~ .... r~ . .;~:.; ,,;: .. _.,,.~~e-=·~:~~::~:~·-Melbourne Airpon Police Dep:mmenl 

Melbourne Beach PolicP Department 

r--- - - ----·· 
Melbourne Police Department 

Melbourne Village Police Department 
r----·---- -· -----------·---
Mexico Beach Police Dea1tment 

~-~~~!-~-~-~-~-~-~--~-~~~--Q.!:P.~~~~~·-··· 
Miamj..()3dP Police Department 

------;---.. -·------ ... ... . :±~===--==±==~--==~:=~ ~.,;~,'-""""'"' 
.. --~--....._______ _ __ ,. _________ ---· 

jVictim no k>nger wants the 
!inveslioation to oroceed 

----~~fa~.: :,~~!l~~~~~:uedbYthe-··-r-----·-· ---·-·-----~----------- - :~~:~i~~·~:r""'"'ii~rr•Ci :---

Miramar Pol;ce Department I I !Case is not bemg pursued by the ! ~~ak normal protocol f01 dna collection 

~:;~~~;:, ~:::·=~=-~~:=~~~~-==:~~~~a;:,~~~ ~~A~~~~ ......... ==--== "'"''"="., .,,,,=.~;.::~--~~·=~ 
N;:,ples Police Department 

Nassau County Sheriffs Offtee 

Fk>rida Department of Law Enforcement 
Se~~:;u a l Assault Kit Asses!" 

·~~~:~:~:::::::::;~:::::~:: r~~:~i;;ti~;~:,p;·"~;~:·_ . ........... ,~~:i~!~~i~;~J~;;;:: :~:~:---1 .. 
v ictims I :Stale Attomev's Offtee 

Case Unfounded/False report by 
-~C_!!.':2._ __ ____ _________ ____ ______ __ _ _ 
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Florida Department ot L•W Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmltted Sexual Assault Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual AssauH Kit by Agency 

ame 
0 gency .. _ ... __ If!~~~---------- __ __,_ ____ l_nv_e~~9_ation to pr~~d- ___ _;__~tate Attorney's O!!!c~ ____ ! Suspect has pled Q~l-~1_!!~-co_11t~!_ ~_'!_l>f!ll_".".~"-- j Other (J>l~•!! _s_p~<;_i!)l) __ 

N fA Someklts8refr0mnon-rep0rtlng · l Vlctlmrlo .IOn-ger-Want! -the ~ - Caselsnotbeingpursuedbythe ~ ----- ·--- ~ - Ageni:ydoeonotrequlre , 

The suspect admi1.1£~d to having sex 
with the victim. We already knew that 
the suspects DNA was going to be 
present and did not want to use funds ! Neptune Be..1ch Poil(.e Department 

Some kits are from non-reporting 

l 

1 that maybe needed for a ki1 without 

. _________ :~:~~==-:=:~-----·- :::1ffi:~f~~:~~1::=~:~~:~:~::······ ~-~~:g~~~9.~~~~~-~~:i_~_P.9..'.is.~.g~p~~-'~e~!.. .· _____ _ ·-=:=··· ·:·.:::·:=. :E~::.::::::·: :: :r -·· ·········· · ·· + --- . --- -- ----- ---------------- ~:~j~ss:~:~~~i~;'~~~~~d we New Pott Rir:hey Police Department 
1------- --------------·····----- ----------- -- - ·· 
New Smyrna Beach PoficP. Department I !victim no long.- wonts the ! ! are wa~ing on State Attorney 

! J invest i~E~.!!2.~.~~ .. P.!.~~-~-:!.<L ______ ... _j ...... --·-··-·--··-··-·-···-- , ~ instructions on_howto roceed 

NiceviiiP. Police o{~p;;rtmcnt j : , , I Rece~t ~ase- 10 process of 
1 submiSSIOn 

§~E~§!~~=· •=~~~~~~~;~;~~~~~~l~~;~:-·_t_-_---_-_ ::.: ~--= -(-· ------~ :::~~ 
Ocala Police DepartmPnt 

[

•Some ki1s are from non--reporting V•ctim no longer wants the -~notbeTr19J:>U;-sue~i -bYttle--- --------- -------------···· 
.. ~~~~------·----- ------J~~v~~-~C?J~~~<:~-~9.- ·········- ···-···---~.f.\_!.~£_~e_'(~ _ q!~~<; ... 

--~Oj-k~~f-ic~2~~~--~cc~0~~~~~~As.~h;~Jrtff~~YPo::.J,~Z (&~~;i0~;f!l ~ . -- --_··_·_···· ··················· :;_L_=~_-._;~~;~ ;:~~;,.;r;;;;por tin~:······· j]~;,~::~~~;~i:_-r~w_ -._-_nts th __ _ -. . -:fc~s~-r~ -n;:~;,g-~~;~ed-by-~h~~· -~----~:~:::_~---:-___ _t~~~~·_' "-ct ··~~· submrs>~cn ~~~:r~::~=~~~~h:~:~ ----
-3 osa oun y en s I!CP · · · · I I ........... _ ... _ ---------------- ___ ------ -·· . .. ~!~:t.~~-~ ·-···· .... ...• ~.~.Y~~-!~.9.?..!!.~-~--~-~-- P.~.?.<:~~~ ... . ..... State_~t_<!.rner.)_Q!f!c! _ _ _ _ Suspee_!jl .~~~ P!~_91 !t~Y!!1~ £2.ntesl -~Q.('!:C_t_ doPS ~o~ !_egu!rc submt ~.!.2_n_ .9~.£5?£~~ed '!!_o~her 1ur:!~d~!~on_ 

Okeechobee County Sheuffs Ofllce :vrctrn_no _longer wants the Case rs not betng pursued by the , _ l _. 

Ocean Ridge Police OepJr1rnenl 

~gu C1ly Police Oepartm'Jnl j - -- -- -~~~-~-~~P~~=~~~=~:: .. ::~~: ____ :::::::: ........ ~.~~~~--=~~is 9~_ce ___ - -----~ 

Orange County Public Schools District Police Oepattment I 
I ----·---·---------·········--------·----- --------·--··------ + - ·-·---------------- -------------------- ---------------···-----·--· - -

OCPS District Poltce is a new 
agency, and is not currently 
investigating otny sexual assaults: 

tllus, we ~~-'!£~~~ ~~S_!lult kits. 
0 C Sh iff Off I Some kits ~re from non-reporting .Vtctim no longer wants the !Case is not being pursued by the 
r~nge ,..ounty er s 'C'Z' --·----- ---·- ··---- -···- victims ----·-·------ jinvest lg~tton to_p_rocecd istate Attorne· ·s Office Su~pect has pled guilty/n~'-'''=''o:.:;n00tee;:s,_t --1---------------l-- ------------l 

::~~~~:~~£~:~:r~:~~~~-"! .... . .................. mm···········+ ······ ···· ···- ············ ················· ·········· ..... :_:_:~Vrct ,moo ioo9~; ~.~;:-t~~ ~·-- -····- lca~e~s~:~ b-:i::P.::.~.:~t~~- -:------·----· -- -- ········-···· ._ ,__ ______ .. -... ·-·······- · ·· · ·- · -····--~OfS8XLia(3SS-allhiri-the -
r am o o K.e - '-Dartn>,_ nt l i!'~~~tiq~t.i~r, _to._ p_ro __ c. __ ~--~~ -------- ___ .... j ?•a.t• _l\~~!:!'.et~. _()'-~~_e ______________ -~~-•J>"-~:~-~_ll_~<l__9~/no c?_r:r~ s_t_ _ -------- --- -·- ----~$ acn:,~~~~~i;~~~~~~~~-i;e-?S 

!Victim no longer wants tt1e lease i"i not be1ng pursued by the j Office invotved in a Murder I Su1cide Ormond Reach Police Department ---···-·- · ·····-· ..... -.... - -±---~--- · --- ~ ----l~~;.~"s~~~~~~::~~;.::~:~he ·······-····· ··· · · · ··· · · ~ ~~~J:--~~~Z.5~i-~·~:~;:~ued··by · ttle· ·· ·····1· · ·· ·- --··-··· .. ··-···-··--····· .... -~-~~-cy .. ~_'?.!:~ .~-~l~.9.Y.~~!: .. ~~~P..!~.~L~~--f~Y.~.~-''9·~-~~~!!~ ---·· 
............ -····-··--.. ..... _ .. ___ ~ 11nvcsttgatton to proceed IISta l t~ Att~f!!.f!Y 'S Office --LUnfounded 

t=-'=-"-'-====='--------- . !none were not submitted 

PP_ ~_rmi _____ ?B-.~-~-~ho-Ciic~ ~~P:_hr-7~11':~.~ Offi -·-- - -- -------~=== So~~iis -ore ironi nori:rep.orti.iiij' -·---j\rictim oo longer wants the - ---- ....... ,!Caseisrioi iicingj)iirsue(fi)iiiie-- .. ~----- ------------- --- -· ~.!:c1...~~ not re_g_uire submi~~~2_n_ -· ·----- ·-- --- --·--·-
rl m eac ounty ~~ t.O s c~ . . : . >lig< . S ffi ' 

~-~~·-·~~h~~,~~ns ~oii~~ijep~~fiien.t m - ===~- ~r::: H - - - -- ! ":_:~ :~:r:~o~::·"
1

___ -___ ;_~~o~:'~Y~~~ _rc:- ---~~:!:P.~~t~~·~~=~~!r=:=="='"=~ m .. .. m m mm mm - - --m-m NA ----
P;.:ttm Beach Shores P<1hce Oep<1nmenl i · · . . . 

Patrnetto Police Depa•tment 

P"nam.1 City PC\Iice O~p '1rtment 

·-·· .. -·····--·····-- .................... ______________ L ~gency doP.~ not requrre submtss1on ~ 
;Victrn rm longer w~nts the .Case i ~ not b~ing pursued by the 

_____ ~-t---------· -·- .... ··-··- ........ ........... v~-~~- ~.!.i.o.~.~ -i-~.0 ... ~~ - .r.~g·~-~-~.~ ... ········-· ....... !§.~:~.!~ .. ~!~~~E~!::x : .~.9.~~~~ ---- _ .. ·-------------4 ..... ___ ---····--·-- .. 

i 

i 
----~-- __________ ____ L ________ - --------------- --------- ··-

]OPe wt\s t,.ansrerred to agency 
fhavtnq juri.sdictlon, S were false 
ireports and no evifJence found at 
jtime SAK was perf01med by medical 

·--t-····· ·--· .. ···-·--·-·--·- ·-······-.. ·--·--------t~e1f~~~~1tlli~~~e~~~~~I_D..l:.~~~:= 
';'~:k:~ :::~:~:~m.~n.! -··· ::=:= :=.:--------t= ~·:~i~;Z,~~~~~·P::~~=~he ~ ~;.~: ~t~~~~~:~~~~~;ued by the : suspect-::.~~:~~::ytn~ contes t 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubm~ted Sexual Assault K~s 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assauh Kit by Agency 

i Case Is not being pursued by the 
. \ ...... ___ State Atto'!'~f.• .. ()lft<:<O ............... J ... ll~spec:t~II.• .. PI"<<. Q~Itty/r1oc~.nte.a_t _ 

Name of Agency l Some kitS ar6 fr()n1 nofH'&porting 1 VicUm no longer wents 1he Agency does not require 

·-~~!!~.~~- · .......... iv;ct;m---2;~~P~!3:: .. ?6A:-~>o-tf'iet_. ... Pembr~~. ~~n~~~~;~~;~~artment mm --m I - ,-k:tlrn•----- --- --lvictTni 1*~~~~~:.ti:~~~,a;;,~ce•d 
hnve.stiQallon to proceed 

P~nsa~;;ola Polit:~ De.p<-'rtment 

;Case i~ not being pursued by the 
!State Attorney's Office ---+ .......... -------·-··~· .. ,. ____ .. ,_, ____ , ....... ----+- -··- .. -.. ·-~~~~-~-~-~-S:.~.~!:.~: .......... _ .. _ 

Perry Police Department 

known offenders there is a-(~UCStiOrl 
on consent and not wtln the offender 

f---·------------------ s_ome kits are from non~reporting r iCtlmS ----L--------- ----\------------L------··---·----------------- ........ ·---------·------------·---·----- w~------ -----·----·-·-------... ----
1 . 
1 We contract W1th the larger agencies 
, to handle these t pes of cases 

---·----···-·t--·-- We do not subit if the suspect is 

! i known to the victim and the victim 
~ decides he/she doe!> not wan! the 

Pinellas County Schools Police Department 

PinP.IIas County Sheriff' s Office 

----·- ·····-·· ····-··· _ ··········-·--···-·-··------·-----+.;-""=~====.-----+=-~-,-,----,-,----,--+--·---- ····--·-···--·--·····-·--.. -.. matter investigated further. 
Plant Cit Police De artment !Voetim no longer wanls lhc ta'" is not be~1g pursued by the . . . 

;::;~;;:,_ ...• =-~ ~ === :~;:~;;-~ =s~~~-=:_=:~~~;· ~j;~:~,;~~:~,.- ~'"'::::'__:'~~~·~·-·"' 
P 

0 
p r 

0 1 
Some k1ts are from non--reporting ]Victim no longer wants the ! l 

ort range 
0 

ICe epa! ment ----··· ··-······-·····-··· vi_~~~-·-----·- i investigJiion to ptocced l • ........ _________ ···---··------... - .... -----+-------------1-;c"""',-:-;-:===:-c:===-=----l 
Pori Richey Police Depar1ment i j Allbmse~uadl assauft kits have been 
-· -·-··-·--- -------·-----·---·-··-----·-·-.... . ................... ,. ...................................................................... -\ ......................... _____ ........ ..... -.. - ---- ·-·- L-----·------------ ----f--... -... ........... ......... . ... -~-':! ........ !.~~~ .... : .................................... --------------
? ·t S L . P I' . 

0 
_ l l Some k1ts are from norHepor1ing :Victim no k>nger w~nts lhP. :case is not being pursued by the · Faist~ Allegations I Unfounded 

0' t. uCJe 0 l<;e epartrnt.!n victims ---·---.. -.L~~~~.!:! .. ~~ proceed__ i State Attorney's Offlce !Suspect has pled guilty/no contes1 through investigation 
Some kits are from 110n-reporting jVic lirn no longer wants the i 1 

. ···- ·················· ···············--~=r~~: __________ =-..._ ____ .-.. -.1~:;;,:~~~:~;:t;~tle··· ·····················]~~~;~~~~;~~~~~~:~·-a-~"ih"" ..... ,_,_! §u~p_e~~~~~~~u~~~~~~:t===~=~~~~=~ r~·····-·=:===:===· ·l [Victim no kmgerwan ts the [Case is not bP.ing pursued by the ' 
iinvestigaHon to proceed !State Attome(~.Q.!f!~~-..... 

Punla Gorda Police Oepantnent 

Putnam County Sheriff's Offtec 

RockJedge Police Department 

San ford Airport Police OepJrtmen~ 

Sanford Police Department 

-........ ______ , .. ~ ..... ________ _ 
]Victim no longer wJnts the 

·-------------· J~~~:;~;~;~~;·~;:c~~~he 
l!nY.~-~-~9~~!!?.!.!.!~ .. !?.~~~-d ____ ·- ,_ . ·santar·e--cone9e .. Pobce ne(?a7tme~;t··-·----~-------... - ................ f .. 

Santa Rosa County She1iffs Off~ee 

Sarasota County Sheriffs Office 

§:~!~:~~~- .. ~-~-!-~~- ~-~-~~~f.~~0.~~~~9.:~IY:-:::---
sarasot3 Police Department 

SC~teHite Beach Police Department 

~ea Ranch ~akes Po~!!_ ~_2~!_~t
Sebastian Police D~rlment 

Sebring Pol k:•.~ Dcpar1mtnt 

Some kits ::!re from non-reporting !Victim rw longer wants the 
........ ,_ .... ________ ......... --~--+------·---·-----·---- Agency docs no.!_ _~ _!:_q!~i~--~~~~~!~sio~----..... .... - .. -.. ------------1 

victims ! investigation to proceed ... iSusped ha~no contest 

--··some kitSarefiOmnon-reportinQ-- · -\Vtei-;,1·-noiongor·w·;int·s .. the· ........................ 1-c·a·s·e·;·s .. not·bein·g--p;:ir·sue<fbY .. ihe-·- --·--f·-.... - .. ·-.. -·--------~---+ ----------·--·- ·-- ·-· · ------ ·- ------~ 
~ictlms 1inve~tigation to proceed iS tate Attornev·s Office - ................ J§.~~.P.!:~~~~:?..Pl~ .. 9Y.~no contest ~gency does not require submission 

Yictirn no kmger wants the j ! 

-===!~::·!!~=~="~=~·~- --• t=:=:: :~::::::_~: ;: ::: _____ ::~- ··::.::~:-~ :~:~:::::~~:=-=-=:::::~:-_:: == ~O.:S.!'~~~~~~ii:iiii!'.!'{==== 
• ;------·--·----------·---.. - -- Case pending with 

\ confession/Records no longer 
Victim no longer wants the iCase is no! being pU! sued by the available and don't know re~ults of 

~~~~~~·············-~---- r~=--~_:-~~==~·~=:J=:
1

~~:- ~_i-~ - 1 --~------:- ---~~V~;;E~~~:·:· 
Springfield Police Department 1 ~ :s~ we submit immediately on each 

,._____ _, _ __ ---- ------------ .... - .. - .. , .. _ _ ...... .... .... ............... . . .................................... .. _ .......... . , .. ....................... . ........ .1._.__ --·--·- ....................................... _____ , ...................... .. 

St. Augustine Police Depat1ment ! ~ictirn _ no longer wants the i laken a~ scene of suspicious death. , ... -------.. -· I --.. ~~~~0~.!~2~~~~~------.. -~- - .. ·-------.. ----.. -·-· P.!.~-~~~-~!!!.9~.~--~~-~.9~---... - ........ . 
St Lude County Sheriff'!'; Offke Some kits are from nmHeponing ~ Victim no longer wants the ;case is not being pursued by !he 

. - .. ·-·---·----- -----· -----~v icti!!1.§: __________ . 1Vi;J::,~:Pi%';;ii~f!!;;t~~i,~ha ··. +!;ta t~~tto_ffleJ.:s_ Qffic_? _________ I Susp~ct has plcd ... O.'!!il)'lno contest _____ _ 

~!_e~~~rg Po~~€~:'_~"~-~e~~ ---- _ investigation to proc~~~ - .. _ l- -----------------+------------+-------------t------------t 
St. Augustine Beach Police Department I 

Florida Department of Law Enforccrn~nl 

Sexual Assault Kit Asses~ 
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Florida Department ot .:aw Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual Assau~ Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual Assault Kn by Agency 

1
~-~~-~ of Agency ~~---- J. So~e~l~~r~;;~n~:::o~n~- L .... ~~;~~~;~~;;:;:;~~· ..... L ~··~~~;';;;;;.~;~;ythe l Sua~ct ~~s_pl~ pullly/n:comest L . Agen~:;;J!~~eqt>re 
St Cl dP r D rt t ~ Victimno longcrwantsthe ~ ca~eisnotbemgpur sue{1bythe I( 
;;~;::~~ ~~·:~ ~~?;-ff ------------ 1 ~~~~~~ n~ti1~~~~;:o;::,:~he ~ ~~~= ~~~~:~~.;~~~~~:uedbyu;t; ___ f-"~l'~et !~~Jl-~ _9u'!fjl~ <:~!~'--- ----------_ .............. _texuala~s._a_u_it .. ~~~ .. t<I_I_~~:!Y. '"P<trted. . 

St: •• : ~:lic:·::.,:~n~ tc~-- ... ..............•••.•••.. .•••••••••.• ~~-- - -.: ______ ~-- ------1~~~~;~::~~~;:~:~he · .... j'''"'" ~!~~~n_ef~_!~~' . \§usp~-"' ha.~p le~qui~/''?.0:0.'' '"-st I. ....................... . ................ ~<ls~ de, T~r~n i<>~dto be~~fpu •c<J~d __ 

··•- -· __ ()_'!'er_(pf~~·~ ~~-c.lfy). ___ _ 

Sumter County Sherrffs Office 
C3l=ie is not being pursued by the 

lState Attorney·_~ Office 

Collected for other jurisdiction. 
suspect claims consensual 
encounter, victim recanted allegation 

§_~_!!~:~~~ --~g_l_t_~-~--P-~P.~-~~~~!:!! .... 
Surfside Po licP. Oeaprtment 

.. ..... ----+---·· -~·-·····----·-·····.i. .... ., .. .. ....... .. _,,,,. ... ,.,,. _____________ +----- ------------·-·" N.l~-------- --· - ... . 
No sex crimes have been.!~£'.?!.~~<!. .... . 

:;uwannee 1....ounty Sheriffs Office- ------------ ---..;..------------+---------------- + ......... _ ................................. - ............... --·+---... ··------------.. ·-·--.. -tiV~k:!;!~~-~!~!I .. ~!.~!£1!.~.~-~-~- --· .............. . 
have not investigated a sexual 

Tahaha~!H'e Comm1mrty Collt~ge Police Deptutment battery on campus nor conected any 

Tallahass~e P olir.P. Oep<JrtmP.nt 
------·-

Some kits are from non-r~porting 

k,its ' 
Victim no longer wants !he ca·s·e-is··;;·Qi""i)t!ln·g-·r;l;rs~ed"bYtile _____ L_ ____________ _ 

--- •~':!.." .. ~'i9~'-'g~ 1£1>.':..~~~~~ ·-- __ State A_!!~!!l~{~ _ Qf!l~:.~ --------A·--i~.~!.~.P..~.~~--~-~~-.P·~-~~--.Q-~!.~~.Y.!~.!~.E.~-~!.~.~-~ 
Kit impounded, but incident 

··-·-~-Q-~.r.':.l:Y. .. ~~~-~- - !."!·~-~-.'.".~.q~_!!. ~--~-~~-~-~-i-~-~-i-~~J~.~-~PP.~.~-~~--i·~- --~-':'!.2.!~.~TJ~~-!.~~!.~.~!?.!.'! .. .... . 
T p ij D :Victim no longer wants the ; 
I ampa 

0 
ce ep~·utment ------------·-·- ............ - ........ J ~_:-J~.3tion ·to proce~d __ ' ! Suspect has pled guilty/no contest 

!_~~-~t_~-~--~-~-~~~f.l .. P.~.p~r .. ~f!.f~l .. ....... ·-· ---,--·~- ~-· ·-··. _ ... u ~ •• ~-----· • • ~---- • • ••• · • .; ........... ................ ·- ··--- · • ••• --· ---- - · ··· --····--··-- t ----- ---------- ---- - ---·-- · ~--.w··--· ·--·· ------1-· -·- -- ----·--·--·· 
T a lo1 Count Sherifrs Offict~ i 1 

..... Y.·--···--····------Y.····-·····- ------ .... . .. -- ---··------- -- - -·- -- ··- -··---···· .. i~l~'::"z,,i~::t~; ;::~:t• . . .. --·~,·.~=~~~~~;;:;Q~;;~•~d:~~~:_Jt;~~~-c~~~~---;~; · ui;~ -~~~-=test -----------------= --- -=~==-~~-~~ 
0 

Some kits are from non-reponing : Victrn no longer wilnts the 

Agency does not require submission 

ep.lrtrnent ... .. V..i.~-~~~-~ ···---··-··-··· ____ -~ ___ [ i_!l~~~~tion_!.!! f?f ·~~~~- ------ --·-· ·· ·· ·· -~---··-·-·-····· ......................................... ..1. ... . 
Titus vile Police Dep~rtment ~ Victim_ no _longel wants the ! 

. ______ _. i ~veshgauon _to PIOC"<"C'd 
Y~~~~:fFg,;z;h~~;,;~~-~~0~h(~:::-- -- · ·· ··-· -------------·---- · --· · ·--
' Umatilla Police Deprtmenl 

Univers-ity of North Flor ida Police Ocpa
1
tmonl ···················-~-·- ·······f?"r;:·1110_ no _longer Wi:'ln t~ ~he 

, ................ ············-··--·-·-·-·-----··-··········---·-· . .. . . .. ------·-- ...... ........... i ulVeSttg~-~-~C?.0 Ia procee 

·~;~:f~~:;{t;~~i~[£~~~~~~~~~i'\"~ ~~ -.. . .. -.... --- ' .. ----------= .:·~=~~;- - ~~~ =:=::: 
University of South Florida St. Petersburg_ Polic~J?..~..P.i!~'!!.!:!~!l~ -----·-· ............... _________________ ___ ' ___ _ 

~qraiso Police Department ------··- ·-----··--·---·-------- ···--·------ -- ----·-

Cases Unfounded 

I· ····r:io··kl·is·ta··sl;brJii·i···· 

J 
.............. j ........................ _, ........ .. 

nla 

-r-------------~--- -----j 

1-------·····-···· -·····--··--······-· :::::::::~=~~~:~~~f!.~C!:~:-~:?.:~I~:~::: : -··· 

Vero Beach Police Department I Subject ('.onvictelJ on other· charocs. 

j 
bu t SA has instructed to hold 

f-- - ---------------+-·-.. -----·---.. indefinitely until cteared com letety. 
··--··- ·····-·-··-··---~------ Miami...Oade Police investigate all 

Villagt~ of P1net:,est Polict~ Department 

~~~~~~ =~~~~~=~:~-~y-?cean Rescue I ~~~~:::;,~;;~~~~;;~;;,;;::.~ . ........ -+ 

Volusia County Division of Con echons 
; 

sexual baUety cases for Pinecrest 
and MOPO collecls all evidence 

... ·-···-···-······------·-·--- t ____ - ·---·· ___ _ ----~~-----· ~-!lated to the case. . .... ~. __ ~- -··- _ 

Not applicable..Jail is independet of 
Sheriff ;::.nd does not submit sexaul 

+···- ··························--·---··-----·--··· ··----~-~-~-~-~-~-~--~~-~· .. Y!!.2!!~--~-~-.Q~-~---~~~-~-~: ... 

::::;::::::.:.:;:; . .. - ~·"':':"":"""~-. I~~ -~-=:-~:- = :-.-::± .. ~_;:;.;.~:::]-- --------···-·· ·l~~~~-~~::~·::~~--·····-·· · ·· ····· -1 

lfwe 

' 

Walton County She11ffs Office 

Y:ia-sh;;if~tOri""COUf.!YSher;ffS~OffiCe-· -----~---· ~Q~-~-~Y..-~.9.~-~-- ~~?.~ .. 1:.~.9.~.~! ." !7. .. ~.~-~!.~.~!.~~---~---·-··· ...................... ·-······-·-···· . ... ... . . ............. , 

Wauchula Police Department 

.Y!~~~~~f. -~2.i~~::ti~~t-•• - - ~~~--~=- i - ----=::::::==-.:=-: __ ==t=~- --····- - · - - ----·- fi'jiJ>: . ::::::=: . 
Wf:!i t Ml~ lboume PoliC£) Department 

Flonda Dep'"'11ment c;f Law Enforcement 
Sexual Assault Kit Assessment 

... + ............ , _______ _,,,.,,, 
Kit was fo1 Orlando PD. OPO neve~ 
rcqul~~led kit san1. Holding in 
evidence. 
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Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
Assessment of Florida's Unsubmitted Sexual AssauH Kits 

Responses to Reasons for Not Submitting a Sexual AssauH Kit by Agency 

f~~~-~· - ----- ------- -~ ~ ...... :. k~t·~~~~;~n~~:~~~~~ l · ... . vl;~,;;;.;~~~-;~;~:.~~ ...... r. ~·~-·~~~~:_:~~q;~:~h-~--~ !!.'!~p~c_~ ha~_pl~_gullty_!li~-.C:.O."'~~~ .. -- ~-g=~:;.;~l:'n;;_:;uir: _______ (l._lf:l!'~_(I'!~!'•!' .. ~P~C.Ity) 
! : t Histmical labratory 

West Palm Beach Police OP. p~rtment Some kits are from non-reporting ~ Victim no Jooger wants the iCase is not being pursued by the j restrictions/requirements for 

vic~!.T.~.·-······················-· .. ···-·····-·······--.. --~"'estigatio~~ceed !State Attornev's Office 
1
Susoect has ok!d ouittv/no contest Aaency does not require submission rocesstnQ cases --··--··-· ... 

. ! AGENCY HAS NO SEXUAL 

White Springs Police Department ! ASSAULT KITS TO SUBMIT/NO 

f---------------------f,=-,-,=~==------·------- ··· ·· ................................ --·-··--· --·-·--·---·----+-·-- --· OCCURANCES -·---------·-·---· 
Wildwood Poti<:e Department s_~e kits are from non-H:'p011ing ! , : 

Waton Manor~ Police Oeparlrnent 

.~~-~~.~e~t).F.~~~~--Q~:P~~~~-nt . 
Winter Garden Police Department 

Winte1 Haven Police Department 

Wintet Park Police Dopartment 

Winte1 Springs Police Oepf"rtment 

7.ephyrhifis Polke Department 

Florida Q(!pa11ment of Law Enforcement 
S(~xua l As!\auh Kit Asse~w 

v•cums ·-·-- ····· · ····· ·· · ··f·· ·· · · ·· · ·· · - · · · \case is'iloibeinii ;;~;s~e;i't;;; · iile··----L-·---- ·--· 

i~:"::~~ ~~==~~==~-===-=---~---~==:~ ::::::::::=::::::::=±::= : :~~~Z~~c-_o:--c:cac::s-:-es=-o::-,:--, fi"'•le:-----~ ·--·---·-·--··-f--------- ::X------------ - . -~=JVict•n no longer wants the lease is not being pursued by the : 
l invAstlgation to proceed State Attorney's OffiCe ;s tJ spect has pled guittyfno contest 

; I 
!Victim no longer W311t& the jCase is not being pursued by the 

kit taken as an assist for other 
agency. false r-eport report 

----!--· ----~~---- --··~~~.;;::~~~::~;;:J::···--·· ... -·· ·~~~: .~·~~~·~··-~~~~ : --- -··-. --·-·_j· ··!··· .. -·····- ....... ········-·· ·····- --··-·----+ ---------------------1 
~i~:~~~Ztil~~~~~~:::'!~he 1 ;~a~: ~~~~:l~~~~~~:ued by the 

.. : ~~-'P!..C:~-~~-~--e~Q~~!.!Y.(.~-~-~?..~~~-~---~ ----· ~~-!:1-~S!-~-~~~~-- ------

I 
Agency does not require submission !Docs not apply 
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Appendix C: Summary of Biology/DNA Process 

Biology/DNA forensic processing requires multi-step analysis. Several laboratory members, 
numerous consumables and an array of equipment and software are involved before data 
interpretation begins, quality reviews are completed and a report of the analysis released. The 
process begins with a screening phase to identify samples most likely to produce probative 
evidence, inventorying and documenting each sample and placing the samples in tubes which 
are then sent for DNA testing . 

The first step of DNA testing is called extraction, whereby the cellular material is separated 
from the cotton swab or cutting of evidence and the DNA released from the cells. Extraction 
involves several stages of washing and purifying the samples and can be done manually, but 
automated versions of this process require less time and sample manipulation. A differential 
extraction is required to separate DNA from sperm cells from that of non-sperm cells. It is 
laborious, yet imperative, to processing sexual assault evidence. Clean DNA samples provide 
the best possible opportunity to obtain interpretable DNA profiles later in the process. 

The next step, quantitation, determines the amount of total human and male-specific DNA 
present in each sample. If too little male DNA or no human DNA is contained in the sample, 
testing can be discontinued. 

The third step, amplification, creates millions of copies of the specific DNA types (alleles) found 
in each sample. The copies of fluorescently-labeled DNA fragments undergo separation and 
detection through a process referred to as capillary electrophoresis conducted on a genetic 
analyzer instrument. By differentiating between the colored dyes, the genetic analyzer 
prepares a graph of peaks that represent the DNA types present and their relative amounts. 

During data analysis and interpretation, the peaks are assigned numbers and transferred to a 
table for comparisons. The nature of sexual assault often leads to mixtures of DNA from more 
than one individual. Separation of male DNA is often not perfect and the mixed DNA profiles 
must be examined to see if a foreign donor profile can be resolved. Training, experience and 
mathematical calculations are used in making these determinations. To ensure quality and 
accuracy, the results of the analysis of all DNA samples are reviewed by a second qualified 
analyst. 

DNA profiles developed as a result of the analysis will be entered into appropriate CODIS in 
accordance with database criteria. CODIS is a three-tiered system consisting of local (LOIS), 
state (SDIS) and national (NDIS) databases. Criteria for entering and searching data become 
increasingly restrictive as the levels progress. Some profiles can be entered at the local and 
state levels but are not eligible for upload to NDIS. For example, a profile developed from a 
non-reporting victim's SAK can be entered into Florida's DNA Database, but is not eligible , 
under FBI guidelines, to be entered into the national database. 

Finally, all of the results, interpretations and conclusions from the case documentation are 
transferred to a final report. The file , which contains any CODIS entries, and report are then 
submitted for technical review by an additional qualified analyst, followed by an administrative 
review. Once both reviews are complete, the report is released and evidence returned to the 
contributing agency. The process from screening through data interpretation can take three to 
five working days per item submitted. The various levels of review can add two to four weeks 
per case submission. 
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Appendix D 
Sexual Assault Kit Reduction Plan Option A 

8.5 years- $32,057,598 
Assumes no outsourcing of sexual assault kits. Includes 6661 reported from survey, 2000 received in lab Jan-Oct 2015 = 8600 (rounded) backlog 
Assumes outsourcing 4300 burglary cases annually 
Assumes processing 1000 older SAKs in house annually for 8.5 years 
Assumes processing 3500 new volume SAKs in house annually [including typical incoming + 1, 000 projected annual increase] 
Assumes effective productive capacity at 76 FTE (80% *95 CLA) 

funded 2011 2017 2011 .2111! 

Expense 

OTto review 4300 outsourced burglary cases@ .25 hrslcase = 1075 
hrs* $66hlr 70,950 70,950 70,950 70,950 
GMtO..X lui install software @$2,3341CLA 9,336 18,672 18,672 18,672 
GMIO..X analysis software 9342/CLA 37,368 74,736 74,736 74,736 

SAK, reagents & consumables for processing additional 2000 sex 
assault k~s I yeaf @S400ISAK 800,000 800,000 800,000 800,000 
Probabilistic Genotyping Software ($400,000) NIJ grant 

oco 
6 QIAcubes @17,200 ea: TOTAL 103,200) NIJ grant 
EZ1 robot @45,100 (3 first yr + 1/yr) 135,300 45,100 45,100 45,100 
thermal shaker (1 ,414 per 4 CLA) 1,414 2,828 2,828 2,828 
QIAgi~ty. pre-amp (4,125 per CLA) 16,500 33,000 33,000 33,000 
AB 7500 SDS (qPCR) (5.313 per CLA) 21 ,252 42,504 42,504 42,504 
AB 9700 thermal cycler (913 per CLA) 3,652 7,304 7,304 7,304 
cenbifuge (245 per CLA) 980 1,960 1,960 1,960 
pipette set (4 volumes) (per 4 CLA) 1,333 2,666 2,666 2,666 

Contr1et Strvlcn 
Outsource 4300 burglary cases/year @$646/case 2,777,800 2,777,800 2.777.800 2,777,800 
EZ1 annual maintenance 3,068 3,068 3,068 3,068 
OIAcube annual maintenance . 3,564 3,564 3,564 3,564 
QIAgility annual maintenance 5,113 5,113 5,113 5,113 
AB 7500 annual maintenance 3,523 3,523 3,523 3,523 

Tot1l 3,891,153 3,892,788 3,892,788 3,892,788 
-

zvzv 

70,950 

800,000 

2,m ,8oo 
3,068 
3,564 
5.113 
3,523 

3,664,018 

20z, 211~ _zv~ 2V24(1n101) 

70.950 70,950 70,950 35.475 

800,000 800,000 800,000 400,000 

2,777,800 2,777,800 2,777,800 1,388.900 
3,068 3,068 3,068 1,534 
3,564 3,564 3,564 1,782 
5,113 5,113 5,113 2,557 

3,523 3,523 3,523 1.762 

3,664.018 3,664,018 3,664,018 1,832,009 32,057,598 
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Sexual Assault Kit Reduction Plan Option B 
6.5 years- $23,014,769 

Assumes Use of DANY funds to outsource 1776 SAKs, reducing number of old kits from 8, 600 to 6600 (rounded) SAKs 
Assumes outsourcing 4300 burglary cases annually 
Assumes processing 1000 older SAKs in house annually 
Assumes processing 3500 new volume SAKs in house annually [including typical incoming + 1, 000 projected annual increase] 
Assumes effective productive capacity at 76 FTE (80% •gs CLA) 

Funcltd 2016 2017 2011 2019 

Expense 

OTto review 4300 outsourced burglary cases@ .25 hrslcase = 1075 hrs' 
$66/hr 70,950 70,950 70,950 70,950 

OTto review 1776 outsourced SAK@.5hrslcase = 888 hrs/case@ $66/hr 71,280 45,936 
GMID-X fuH install software @$2,334/CLA 9,336 18,672 18,672 18,672 
GMID-X analysis software 9342/CLA 37,368 74,736 74.736 74,736 

SAK, reagents & consumables for processing additional 2000 sex assault 
kits I year @$400/SAK 800,000 800,000 800,000 800,000 
Probabilistic Genotyping Software ($400,000) NIJ grant 

oco 
6 QIAcubes @17,200 ea; TOTAL $103,200 NIJ grant 
EZ1 robot @45, 100 (3 first yr + 1/yr) 135,300 45,100 45,100 45,100 
thermal shaker per 4 CLA) 1,414 2,828 2,828 2,828 
OIAgility, pre-amp (per 8 CLA) 16,500 33,000 33,000 33,000 
AB 7500 SDS (qPCR) (per 8 CLA) 21 ,252 42,504 42,504 42,504 
AB 9700 thermal cycler (per 8 CLA) 3,652 7,304 7,304 7,304 
centrifuge (per 8 CLA) 980 1,960 1,960 1,960 
pipette set (4 volumes) (per 4 CLA) 1,333 2.666 2.666 2,666 

Contract Services 
Outsource 4300 burglary cases/year @$646/case 2,777,800 2,777,800 2.777,800 2.777,800 
EZ1 annual maintenance 3,068 3,068 3,068 3,068 
QIAcube annual maintenance 3,564 3,564 3,564 3,564 
QIAgilily annual maintenance 5,113 5,113 5,113 5,113 
AB 7500 annual maintenance 3,523 3,523 3,523 3,523 

2020 

70,950 

800,000 

2,777,800 
3,068 

3,564 
5,113 
3,523 

Total 3,962.433 3,938,724 3,892.788 3 ,892 ,7~ - _3.664._018L-. 

2021 2022 (6 11101) 

70,950 35,475 

800,000 400,000 

2,777,800 1,388,900 
3,068 1,534 

3,564 1,782 
5,113 2,557 

3,523 1,762 

3,664,018 1,832,009 23,014,769 
-------

Pr - of 3 



Sexual Assault Kit Reduction Plan Option C - RECOMMENDED 
3 years - $8,169,279 

Assumes outsourcing 2800 of the approximately 8600 older SAKs per year 
Assumes processing 4300 burglary cases in house 
Assumes processing 3500 new volume SAKs in house annually (including typical incoming+ 1,000 projected annual increase) 
Assumes effective productive capacity at 76 FTE (80% *95 CLA) 

Funded 2011 2017 2018 

Expense 

OTto review 2800 outsourced SAK per year @.5hrs/case = 1400 
hrs*$66/hr 92,400 92,400 92,400 
GMID-X full install software @$2,334/CLA 9,336 18,672 18,672 
GMID-X analysis software @ $9,342/CLA 37,368 74,736 74,736 

SAKs, reagents & consumables for processing additional1000 SAKs I 
year @ $400/SAK 400,000 400,000 400,000 
Probabilistic Genotyping Software ($400,000) NIJ grant 

oco 
6 QIAcubes@ $17,200 ea (Total $103,200) NIJ grant 

EZ1 robot@ $45,100 (3 first yr + 1/yr) 135,300 45,100 45,1001 
thermal shaker (per 4 CLA) 1,414 2,828 2,828 
QIAgility, pre-amp (per 8 CLA) 16,500 33,000 33,000 
AB 7500 SDS (qPCR) (per 8 CLA) 21 ,252 42,504 42,504 
AB 9700 thermal cycler (per 8 CLA) 3,652 7,304 7,304 
centrifuge (per 8 CLA) 980 1,960 1,960 
pipette set (4 volumes) (per 4 CLA) 1,333 2,666 2,666 

I 
Contract Services 

I 

Outsource 2800 older SAKs/year; 1776 kits@ $675/ea over 2 years; I 

remainder @ $900/kit $1 .2 M DANY 1,548,000 1,893,600 2,520,000 
EZ1 annual maintenance 3,068 3,068 3,068 
QIAcube annual maintenance 3,564 3,564 3,564 
QIAgility annual maintenance 5,113 5,113 5,113 
AB 7500 annual maintenance 3,523 3,523 3,523 

Total 2,282,803 2,630,038 3,256,438 8,169,279 
-



.~,
..&Iii 

I
'·~

' 
:
I
~
 

. 
' 

~~
~
 

i 
! I 

,.-. 
' 

. I 
. 

' 
... 

1 I I I I I I I 
I . I I I I I ·1 I I I I I I I I I I I l 

CD:E 
... 

(") 

c
·
 

N
~
 

-·----



!-F~-yD_ : :-L-; :E· __ , :a· ~ . \ -,- ~o-~ ,-L--~ ~.o· J ·~-G- , _ .,;Y .. ·- A;--· ~~Ni · ·uo:, '1 __ ,. - ~,E-~~ ,.x·- /:~~-u- r-a·-·- :L____ -- -1 - - , • ' ( ' .. - " ,. I \i I . . ' . . 'l ' . ' = ... , ~ . · I' 1' I 
. .. • I ' : : I • . ' ~ \ · ~~ ~ i l \ I I ', ' ·, ' i ,J : -- j I ' \ \ ' 'J' .1 . I • 
L .. 1 

-. : • • • ' : _ _ : __ __ l_ '- ~- ~ : __ .' .. ·\ . .. 1 '~- __ f, .-. . , ·.·' t .. ' ·.·. ···, .'~ : ~ _ !._ ....... r \ -~ '1 __ ~-. { _ ·'\ ~ ..:_ ·· ~ / ..• . · 1 • • i · ... :- -
,-~~ :-· rc. ~ A;= ~~~ - · ··1E~-- - ~s~-

' : 
0o '. j . · i::~: ;· I ·, , c. I _ : '. . " -- " ' .. ' - 1 .. . ' . 

16,000 
Incoming Biology Case Completed Biology Case Incoming Sax Assault Case Completed Sax Assault Case 

~000 ~~-----------------------------------------------

12,000-;:-------------

11,001---~-•-

8,011--f..•-----< 

6,000--+r-

4,001 - 1 ____, 

2,001 ----~-

2012 2013 2014 2015 



""T'1 
0 

::J r 
< IT1 
(1) -

~=? uo· n 
OJ c 
rTVI 
~. rT 
0 0 
::::l 0... 

'< 







# Incident Type # Incident Type -
Accidental 3 

DOC Use of Force 1 
Attempted Suicide 9 

Homicide 2 DOC Use of Force 3 
Inmate on Inmate 3 Homicide 11 
Inmate Overdose 2 Inmate vs DOC Staff 1 

Medical 2 Inmate on Inmate 42 
N/A 1 Inmate Overdose 2 

Natural Death 102 Medical 21 

10 Natural Death 36 
Suicide 10 

Undetermined 6 
Total 
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Division of Development: 
Improvement and Readiness 

Provide a Continuous Level of 
Programming, Treatment and Services 

with a Seamless Handoff to Community 

1 



Toda 

• Enterprise wide, people and data operate in 
separate silos 

• Communication gaps internally and intra-agency 
leave unidentified, critical data assets and 
resources 
- Results in operatio-nal inefficiency that limits program 

part i c i patio n 

• Program incompletion results in increased 
recidivism, increased crime ... yet, an opportunity 
to improve release outcomes ... 

2 



SOLUTION: CONTINUUM PROJECT 

A Series of Pilot Programs That Provide a Continuous 
Level of Programming, Treatment and Services with a 

Seamless Hand off to Community 

3 



Community to Incarceration to Community 
SPECTRUM 

INTEGRATED 
TREATMENT 

CASE 
MANAGEMENT 

4 
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lntelli ent Data Performance Dashboard 
Sex Offender: 
Any inmate who was designated as a 
sex offender according to the FDC 
custody system while incarcerated. 
The system takes into account specific 
sex offense convictions as well as 
convictions whose circumstances 
indicate a sex offense was attempted 
or completed but the inmate was 
ultimately charged and convicted of a 
non-sex offense related offense such 
as murder, burglary or battery. 

Violent : 

1.35% 

16.39% 

35.81% 

73.48% 

Current or prior sentence to Florida 136.49% 
prison or state supervision for a 
violent offense, excluding those 139.19% 
designated as sex offenders. 

Non-Violent: 40.71% 

12.50% 

Current or prior sentence to Florida 
prison or state supervision for non
violent offenses such as burglary, 
theft, and drugs, excluding those 
designated as Sex Offenders or 125 
violent. 

Rate of Return: 
Percentage of inmates admitted from 
that county that have previously been 
in prison. 

%of needs based on 
total# of released 

inmates in blue circle. 

Home~ss 1 t 
Mental 
Health 

Alachua County 

Medical 
L3 r ' 70 

112 

Substance 
Abuse 

ts • • ; I d 169 222 

Employment 
School 

Criminal 
Thinking 
Attitude 

leisure 
Rec 

Family 
Marital 

= 1 79 ~~ m 109 

t;;;;;=i9i3 I!!! 114 

Criminal ' ' 58 
Associates S 

Anti·Social 

58 

0 50 100 150 200 

" Non-Violent II Violent Iii Sex Offender 

Number of inmates 
releases to the county in 
FV 2014/2015. 

250 

Overall rating 
comparing all 
67 counties 
together. The 
bars 
represent a 
range 
between 
below 
average to 
above 
average. 
Lowest 
scoring 
county was 
89.06%. 

6 



Increased Value and ROI 

The correct assessment 

effective treatment -

successful re-integration 

less crime, lower costs 

-

-

7 
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Other State's Reentry Structure 

~ Statewide Coordinated Programs 
o Top down policy initiatives 

~ Regionalized Reentry Councils 
o Independent Regional Councils implement state law 

~ County Level Councils 
o Locally funded and controlled 



What Works? 

~ Comprehensive risk/needs assessment 
testing (targeted interventions) 

~ Starts during institutional placement, but 
takes place mostly in the community 

~ Are intensive in nature, lasting typically at 
least six months 

~ Multi-disciplinary approach 
~ State-wide or regional coordination with 

other state agencies and local communities 
~ Adoption of evidence-based reentry 

programs 



201 s~ 16 GAA Proviso 

~ Re-entry Centers Must Provide DOC the 
Following Information: 
o Population Served 
o Services Provided 
o Cost per ex-inmate 
o Recidivism Rates 
o Matching Funds and Contributions 



Rate of Return 
Ex-Inmates 
Served 

1,000 Ex-Inmates 
Served 

1,000 

Cost ($3,000 $3,000,000 : I Cost ($3,000 $3,000,000 
each) 

- -·-------

Rec. Rate 26% 260 

Cost to return $4,901,780 
to Prison ' 
Savings ($1,901,780) 

No Reduction in 
Recidivism Rates 

---, 
; 

• I 

. I 

each) 

Rec. Rate 1 5% 150 

Cost to Return $2,827,950 
to Prison 

Savings $172,050 

Break Even at 1 5% 



Recommendations 

~ Centrally track recidivism rates for each 
program using control groups 

~ Hold State funded programs accountable 
~ Ensure no duplication of effort 
~ Provide Proviso validating the efficacy of 

funded reentry centers. 
~ Requests for funding should demonstrate 

that the program is evidenced based and has 
community support. 

~~--~--




