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we're
working
together

This report would not be possible without the hard work and dedication of the Adult Violent
Death Review Team members. The AVDRT would like to thank Captain Dwayne Ready and the
| 2dzad2y t 2t A0S 5SLI NLYSYGQa Irtandcddpertdn Gl A & A 2y
reviews would be not be as comprehensive. The Team would also like to thank the families that
shared the stories of their loved ones with us. Your kindness, strength and courage are
unmatched.
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The year2015 was an impactful year for the Adult Violent Death Review Team (AVDRT). Were
convened after a two year break which included several community assessments, the beginning

of family interviewing, and many new team members. If this is your first introdndid the

AVDRT, let me provide a brief history. Each month a group of passionate advocates and
investigators meet to review domestic violence homicides/suicides that have taken place in the
Houston/Harris Countgommunity. The purpose of these meetingse to conduct a formal,
confidential, and systerwide review; with the enejoal of creating and sustaining change in the
GadaitsSvyaé SAGKAY (GKS T FNNR& /2dzyié O2YYdzyAded
difficult to duplicate; this team has beenamting routinely since 1996 and its members are
committed to seeing the end to domestic violence homicides and suicides.

Homicides and suicides are not easy to read about; this is an important report and | encourage
you to review this with care knowing &hwe as a community still grapple with the loss of life,
the impact of violence on children, and the impact on those advocates who assist surviving family
members during the most difficult time of their lives.

This report marks the end of my tenure agt@hair of the AVDRT. My ten years of chairing this
team has been an honor and an amazing learning experience. | have been surrounded by
professionals from many different walks of life, each bringing their own passion and expertise to
the table. | have beeforever changed by this work and these people.

Donna Amtsberg, LCSW
AVDRT Chair

Clinical Assistant Professor
Director, Child Trauma Program
Graduate College of Social Work
University of Houston
dkamtsberg@uh.edu
7137431491
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Aid to Victims of Domestic Abuse
The Bridge Over Troubled Waters, Inc.
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Domestic Violence Coordinating Council
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Houston Community College System
Houston Police Department Homicide + Family Violence Unit
Northwest Assistance Ministries, Family Violence Center
Texas Department of Family and Protective Ser{iC&sS & APS)
Shalom Bayit

University of Houston, Graduate College of Social Work
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Donna Amtsberg, Chair
University of Houston Graduate School of Social Work

Lori Albee
Adult Protective Services

Antrece Bagett
Houston Community College System

Sherryl Becker
Texas Department of Family
and Protective Services

Barbie Brashear
Harris County Domestic Violence
Coordinating Council

Rhonda Cartwright
Harris County Community Supervision
and Corrections Department

Captain Sean Conrad
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Megan Hoag
Adult Violent Deth Review Team
Research Assistant

Nicole Huff
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Sgt. Greg Jackson
Houston Police Department

Sherri Kendall
Aid to Victims of Domestic Abuse

Lisa Levine
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Barbara Mcinnis
Houston Police Department

Deborah Moseley
The Bridge Over Troubled Waters

Toby Myers
Shalan Bayit

Michelle Permenter
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Rachel Portnoy
Adult Protective Services

Amy Smith
Harris County Domestic Violence
Coordinating Council

Lt. Kira Webster
Houston Police Department
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county) has the highest number of women who are killed by th¢ because . .. he had
intimate partners. In 2014, 132 women in Texas were killed by t
intimate partners. Twentgight of those deaths occurred in Harris
County, (Texas Council on Family Violence, 2015). Harris CONMRUEICAEEREGILPRE:

Domestic Violence Coordinating Council (HCDVCC) gat FT2NJ KAY 2 (GNBR ¢
information yearly related to service delivery from our loca . . .
partners  We know that there are over 35,000 calls to la GGAOUAY®a aZiK
enforcement on an annual basis in Harris County, and more t Family Interviewing

82,000 calls to domestic violence hotlines within the coun
(HCDCVCC annual collection of data from domestic viole
systems, 2012). HarriSounty is the third largest county in the
United States with a population of more than 4.1 million people.
is estimated that 1 in 3 women are victims of domestic violence
their lifetime (Catalano, S, 2007). { 1 J

tried everything,
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According to Futures without Violence:

1 On average, more than three women are murdered by their husbands or boyfriends
in this country every day.

i Of females killed with a firearm, almost twhirds were killed by their intimate
partner.

1 Women are much more likely than men to be killed by an intimate partner. In 2005,
intimate partner homicides accounted for 33 percent of the murders of women but
less than four percent of the murders of men.

Harris County Domestic Violence Coordinatingd@incil Background

Harris County has a Aear history of working toward creating community collaborations that
impact systemic change for survivors of domestic violence. The Harris County Domestic
Violence Coordinating Council (HCDVCC) was formed in 1996, in respoidgsatifging
collaboration as an essential building block to establish a coordisagdystemic response. The
efforts to coordinate have evolved out of frustrations with the fragmentation of the policies and
activities of the various agencies serving mistiof domestic violence. These frustrations have
been expressed by victims, the community and the service providers themselves.

HCDVCC serves as the coordinated community response for domestic violence and plays a
central role in increasing collaboratise among service providers. Because there are more
than 100 different organizations from various systems responding to victims of domestic
violence, collaboration building was identified as an essential building block to addressing the
barriers to increasg safety for victims, and decreasing violent deaths. HCDVCC is
distinguished by its strong, volunteer board of local leaders, which include representatives
from the Harris County District Attorney's Office, Houston Police Department, Harris County
ShenF ¥ Qa4 hFFAOST tlalRSyl t2fA0S varuskidid YSy (>
service agencies. HCDVCC is positioned to be an agency whose sole interest is working to
create strong collaborative partnerships in the community that increase communicatio
among services providers to effect positive change.

Intimate Partner Violence Fatality Review

As domestic violence work progressed across the United States, it became clear in many
communities that there was a need to form fatality review teams; thgppse of which is to

Y



review domestic violenceelated homicide cases and idéfiytneeds within each community

with the ultimate goal of decreasing the incidence of preventable adult deaths.

In 2001 the Texas Legislature passed Senate Bill 515 amendintpiC8izp of the Texas
Health and Safety Code to allow for the formation of adult fatality review teams in Texas
counties. In August of 2003 the AVDRT was designated as the official Harris County adult
fatality review team by Harris County Commissioners Cour

Each month the AVDRT conducts systeitle reviews of selected cases of adult unexpected
deaths that have been caused by intimate partner violence occurring in Houston and Harris
County.

Goals of the DVDRT include:

f To conduct formal, confidentiabnd systematic evaluation and analyses of
adjudicated cases of family violence occurring in Houston and Harris County, focusing
on the flow of each case through the various agencies in the system to identify areas
for improvement or strengthening of agencgntacts and interagency response.

1 To evaluate policies, protocols, and practices to identify gaps in service within
agencies and the community.

1 To build a database for analysis of aggregate population of deceased persons and
perpetrators.

1 Todisseminatinformation on prevention strategies through admnual quantitative
and qualitative report to the AVDRT, HCDVCC, and as required to the Texas
Department of Protective and Regulatory Services and to the community at large.

KAIK ALANRGSRTI @GSNEB K)
I KSFNIXZ F KSENI 27F 3
GKS g+& R2gy & & & AT
KAY 1y26 KEKIRR 2ANK S yRI L]

GKSNB A& a2YSUKAYy3 y2G NAIKID
NEBflo2yaKALl AT &2dz KI @S G2 O

tA0aYQa az2iKSNE ClIYAf& Ly

%
e
]
o
O
o

=
©

4=

S
P
o
o)
@)
o)
3]
c

Q

2
>

.o
=
7]
@
S
S
(@]
2
c
=]
o)
O

2
S
f
5]
I




%
c
=
o)
@)
o
5=
IS
=
S
S
o]
o)
@)
@
3]
c
Q
i)
>
2
=
7]
@
S
o
(m)
>
=
c
>
o)
)
&
S
S
S|
I

Ve ~ Ve ~ A A ~ >

# AOAD )1 OEIl AOA 0AOOT AOOY

=
A
®
m
>
T

Overview

The case review data described in the 2015 report includes information from 17 cases of
intimate partner homicide in Harris County, TX from 2@002. The data is based on the
number of cases reviewed by the team this year and does rftgatethe total number of
intimate partner homicides for the time period.

1 15 Cases Reviewed from 2012

1 1 Case Reviewed from 20]2Evidence was presented to a Grand Jury who
determined that the person acted in sdiffense so the case was-hibled. Decedent
was the main aggress with a long history of DY

1 1 Case Reviewed from 20harges were dismissed because bHuely has never
been foundout the defendant was convicted on a Federal gun chhrge.

Todd Mission
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Harris County, TXthe purple markers represethe zip codes of the 17 cases we
reviewed and the blue markers represent the 6 cases provide to us that we did not
have time to review.



Case Review Selection Process

Intimate partner homicides are identified by the relationship between the victim ted
perpetrator as being current or former spouses or currenfamerly dating relationships.
This definition includes all intimate partner homicides regardle$sthe gender of the
perpetrator, includingsame sex couples.

The case list for the reviewIN2 OSaa A& 3ISYSNIGSR o0& GKS ||
Office. The list only includes cases where charges were bifethe police agency and
FOOSLIISR F2NJ LINPaSOdziAz2y o6& (i KEhelistmsyNdkmiay / 2 dz
not includemurder/suicide cases. The total number of cases on the list to be reviewed by
the team during this time period was 23. Due to time constraints only 17 weotigh the

entire review process.

Family Interviews

In hopes of learning more about tHves of these victims and additional opportunities for
interventions and system changes, we spent the better part of the year developing the
process and policies for the inclusion of family interviews in our yearly review

Of the 17 cases reviewed we lgrhad contact information on 9 of the families, with most
information being outdated and no longer available as traighe cases were 3+ years old

Of the 3 families that were contactednly 2 agreed to meet with select team members. The
thirdfamilyRA R y 20 0Sft AS@S GKSANI ft20SR 2ySQa OFas
case documents indicated that it was a sasex relationship

The family interviews provided insightful information into tbleallenges the victim and the

family experiened leading up to the murder and the strength that has carried them forward
since thenNot only did they provides helpful details about thikistory of the violence in the
relationship but of the relationship gelf,i KS Tl YA f @ Qa LIS Nppénidgto 2y 2
their loved onesand their reflections on what needs to change in order to prevent this from
happening to others. We are humbled by the graciousness and openness of the families that
allowed us to interview them and ost of all we arewed andnspired by their strength and
resilience
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aL gla GSYL
him over, hit her
myself and set him
up . .. to just end the
madness . . . for
somebody like me to
even start thinking
like that, it has gotten
really bad and you
feel like there is no
other way out . . .

g SQNB 2dzad
that, but us not doing
something cost her

f ATS D¢

AOGAYQa a
Family Interviewing

Project

Limitations

Our findings align with the current nationwide data
available on intimate partner homicides, howeveve
recognize that the datave captured is only a snapshot
these homicides.Our review process does have several
limitations, including:

Access tRelevant Casénformation: Not everyone that
we would like to be at the table is currentliyere. Our
access to a case is limited to theformation current
team membersare able to gather and share While
everyone at the table is open and honest witheth
information many unanswered questismemain.

Accessindpata The databases of team member agencies
were not designed to pull data for the purposes of the
review and can often be a cumbersome process for
already timeconstrained agencieand team merbers
There is additional data we would like to access for the
review, but we must be cognizant of the time and effort
each additional request places on team members and
their agencies. Additionally, the State of Texas does not
have a system in place to lgect statewide and county
level data onintimate partner homicidesA statewide
tracking system would allow for easier access to data and
information.

Access toMore Current CasesThe majority of the 17
cases reviewed in 2015 were from 2012, with one being
from 2010 and one from 2011IThe District Attorney
provides us access tases that have gone through the
first stage of disposition, meaning ttdefendantshave
pled guilty or wee found guilty. These reviews have
allowed us to identify gaps within systems and identify
areas for improvement within our community. However,
because these cases happened 3+ years ago, it can limit
our ability to provide up to date recommendations as
some issues we identify in the revidhnave already been
resolved by the time we reviesd the case.
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Fatality Details

Causeoofobeath

@ Gunshot Wounds

@ Stab Wounds”

@ Strangulation

@ Blunt Force Injury

@ Strangulation, suffocation, &

blunt force injury
@ Unknown*

The majority of the homicidegsom our case reviewll within threecategories, with gunshot
wounds resllting in twofifths of the homicideq7 of 17) followed by more than ondifth
from stab woundg4 of 17) and nearly ondifth from strangulation(3 of 17)

In two of the seventeen cases reviewed, the perpetrator committed suicide after killing the
victim. In both cases the perpetrator was a male and the method of suicide was a gunshot to
the head.
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In nearly on€fifth of cases reviewe@ of 17) there were ollateral victims resulting in two
RSI(iKa @ABAYEY WA OG A Y Q& nosf2A8 FNA B R®B I & S/HYRA yAY S
FNASYRQAa 028FNASYRO® ' ff GSNB (GKS NBadzZ i 27
In the cases reviewed, more than tvfifths of perpetratorg7 of 16)haddrugs and/or alcohol
in their system at the time of the homicide2011 seKdefense case not included
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Placeof lncident

@ Shared Residence”

@ Victim's Residence

M Perpetrator's Residence
@ Parking Lot

In more than half of reviewed casé®of 17) the homicides occurred at a shared residence.

When did ithe rmurderscocecur?

@ Early/Morning (12am to 12 pm) @ Afternoon/Evening (12pm to 12am)

w e

# OF MURDERS
[N

:i_l

Friday Saturday Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday

In eightyeight percent ofcases reviewedl5 of 17)the murders occurred between Friday
and Morday. In more than thredourths of the cases reviewedl3 of 17) the murder
occurred between 12am and 1¥Dam. In nearly onéfth of the cases reviewed (3 of 1, &he
murder occurredbetween 5:00pm” and 7:30pm and in &se, time of death is unknown*.



Victim & Perpetrator Demographics

Race/Ethnicity
@Victim @ Perpetrator
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Race/Ethnicity: \Wictims

@ African American
@ White Hispanic
@ White Non-Hispanic

Victims Of the cases reviewed, more than thrémurths of the victims were femalél3 of
17). Of the male victims, one was the main aggressahé selfdefense case. About half of
the victims were AfricaAmerican(9 of 17) while twentynine percent were Hispani® of
17)and eighteen percent were White, Nd#ispaniq3 of 17) More than half of victims were
between the ages of 20 and 39 thte time of the incideni{(10 of 17) The average age for a
female victim was 32 years and the average age for a male victim was 56 years.

Race/Ethnicity.rRerpetrators
@ African American

@ White Hispanic
@ White Non-Hispanic

PerpetratorsOf the cases reviewed, more than fdfifths of the perpetrators were malél4

of 17). Of the female prpetrators, one was included frothe selfdefense case. Nearly half

of the perpetrators were Africahmerican(8 or 17) while about twefifths were Hispani¢7

of 17) and about oneenth were White, NorHispanic(2 of 17) About twothirds of
perpetrators were between the ages of 30 and 49 at the time of the inciflehof 17) The
average age for a male perpetrator is 39 years and the average age for a female perpetrator
was 51 years.



Relationship

RelationshipsStatus at Timefof Death

@ Married [Including, common
law marrige and separated
with no divorce pending]

@ Dating

Relationship Statu®©f the cases reviewedbaut threefifths of relationships were dating

(10 of 17) while about twefifths were married(7 of 17) including common law and those

who were separated with no divorce pending. One of the 17 cases was a same sex
relationship.

Living /Artangements: at TimefofDeath
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@ Living Together
@ Not Living Together

Living Arrangementn more than threefourths of the case§l4 of 17) the victims and
perpetrators were living together at the time of the incident.
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Victims /AgerDifferencefrony Perpetrator

1-9 Years Older

1to 9 Years Younge

10 to 19 Years Younge

20 to 29 Years Younger

o
=
N
w
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o
~

# OF VICTIMS

Age DifferenceNearly half of all victims were younger than the perpetraf8rof 17)
Females were on average 12 years younger than the perpetrator while there were no male
victims younger than the perpetratoMore than onethird (6 of 17)of the victims were older

than the perpetrator (including all male victims) and on average female victims were 4 years
older and male victims were 8 years older than the perpetrators. Additionally, eighteen
percent of victimsvere the same age as the perpetrat@ of 17)
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Children

Did the wvictim thavecehildren?

@EYes

ENo

Of thecases reviewa, 9 of them included children, equating neore than half of the victims
having children. In five of the nine cases, all children were in common between the victim and
the perpetrator. In two of the nine cases, the victim had a child in commdth the
perpetrator and a child that was not the perpetrators biological child. In one of the nine cases,
there were no children in common, but the victim had an adult child/children that was not
the perpetrators biological child. In one of the nine essthe victim had stephildren who

were the biological children of the perpetrator.
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23 Childern Lost: @ Parent

@ Number of minor children who lost
a parent

@ Number of adult children who lost a
parent

Children Who Lost A Paref the nine cases, 23 children lost one or both paret2810
case not included number of adult children of victim is unknowiNearly threefourths of
the children were minor¢l7 of 23)when they lost their parents and orfeurth were adults
(6 of 23) Additionally, thirteen percent of children lost both parenf8 of 23) as the
perpetrator committed suicide after the murder.

Children iPresentoDuringnincident*

@ Children Not Present During
Incident

@ Children Present During the
Incident

Children PresenDuring Incidentin four of the nine case&4%) the murder occurred
while children were present in the home, with 8 children being present at the time of the
homicide(35%) Of the children present, half of them witnessed the eventliscovered the
body (4 of 8) *Based on 9 cases and a total of 23 children
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Perpetrator History

Pernpetrator Criminal-History”"

@ Unknown @No @Yes

Non DV related criminal histom=l

A—————————————————————————(—)

Prior history of violece (documented involvement

with system) —

Known criminal history of D\)—=——|
Prior reports to police by victim alleging D%—

Had contact with police in previous yea=__l

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
# OF INDIVIDUALS

Criminal HistoryAbout two-thirds of perpetrators had a nedomestic violence related
criminal history (11 of 16) More than half had a prior history of violence shown by
documented involvement with the legal system, law enforcement, or a protective ¢edef
16). More than twofifths had contact with the police in the year prior to the homici{@eof
16) and nearly onehird had prior reports to the police by the victim alleging domestic
violence(5 of 16) Less than twdifths had a known criminal history of domestic violer{6e

of 16) ~2011selfdefense case not included
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RiskrEactors”

@Yes @Unknown

Perpetrator: History of violence

Perpetrator: Threatened to kill victim

Perpetrator: Access to firearm

Victim: Previously attempted to leav
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Risk Factorsn eighty-eight percent of cases, the perpetrators had a history of violdtde
of 16), while the other two are unknownn more than twefifths of cases, the victim had
previously attempted to leave the abus@rof 16), while the other nine are unknowim one
fifth of the cases the perpetrator had primusly threatened to kill the victir(8 of 16)and in
onefifth of cases, the perpetrator had access to firearf@of 16), while the remainder of
cases are unknowrnall of the unknown cases, we were unalbo determineif there was a
history of violence, attempts to leave, threats to kill, or access to fireat2@sl1 selfdefense
case not included.
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In the cases reviewed, sentencing ranged from 20 years to life without parole for the murder of
an intimate partner. About twehirds of charged cases resulted in a plea d€abf 13) The
average sentence for a pleaa (not including the 2 life sentences) is 36 years. Nearlythire

of charged cases resulted in a jury tifélof 13) The average sentence for a jury trial is 31 years.

In 2 cases, no charges were filed because it was a murder/suicide. In one case, charges were
dismissed becaustne body has never been discovered and the defendant was convicted on a
Federal gun chargeand in one casthe evidence was presented to a grand Jury who determined
that the person acted in setfefense so the case was-bdled".
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Family interviewing is able to provide invaluable infatian for the team related to
the history and context of abuse experienced by the victims. Having the ability to
AKFNB (GKS FrYAfe aidt2N® adNBy3aGkKSya GKS GSIyYy
other, as well as leads to identification of systemichpemns without judgement or
defensiveness. It allows us as a team to think beyond our own discipline.
Having a family interviewing protocol in place before conducting the interview
provides structure and support for the process and keeps the interviewugnoge.
Providing the team with team evaluations at the end of each meeting is helping to
keep the team focused on the process and purpose of the review, as well as allowing
the team to define what is working well:
o Communication
Participation from law enficement
Feedback from different systems
hLIJR2NIidzyAGe (2 RA&Odzaa OFasS gAGK fl g Sy-
Having input from CPS about past of victims as well as offenders
Opportunity to explore context of the violence and other perspectives related
to the violence
Partnership with Law Enforcement and having investment from Houston Police
5SLI NIYSYydG FyR GKS | FNNRA [/ 2dzyde {KSNATTQ
Enforcement leads the case review process by providing a power point presentation
that includes tle 911 call, excerpts from the offender interview, a time line of the
incident, and any known history of the relationship.
[ 9YyF2NOSYSyld KIFIa akKFINBR GKIFIG 60SAy3a FofS
as investigators to think differently about the addtion of information for future
OFaSao hyS Ay@SaitAadald2N aFlAR RdzZNAy3I || NBOZ
FAYRAY3I GKFG 2dzi RdAdzZNAYy 3 GKS Ay@SadAardArzyoé
We are learning there is a need for follay, trauma informed services for families
who losetheir loved ones due to domestic violence homicide. We are also wondering
if there is an opportunity to provide connections among families who have experience
the loss of a loved one due to domestic violence homicide.
The presence of Adult and Child Praifee Services offers insight from both a victim
and an offender perspective.
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The diversity, experience, and wisdom of the individuals on the team bring collective
knowledge, wisdom, and insight to the case review.

It has been enlightening to learn of thienitations due to protocols practiced by law
enforcement, and this also brings knowledge of how that system functions and the
role of law enforcement in homicide investigations that was not present to all
members and systems represented on the team.

Thereis great value in having Battering Intervention and Prevention Programs
present as a team member.

HPD has already implemented a change to the letters sent to victims from the family
violence unit to include the National Domestic Violence Hotline as datitianal
resource.

HPD changed their internal computer system for the ability to assign investigators to
assault cases in a more timely way.
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