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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 10:21 AM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: cindyjdumas@yahoo.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/14/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Cindy Dumas Safe Kids International Support No

Comments: I am the director of Safe Kids International, an organization which exclusively deals with
the epidemic of judges giving custody to abusers. I get contacted daily by women all over the nation
and world who are desperate to protect their children, but their judge is minimizing, dismissing or
concealing evidence of abuse. Judges routinely deem women liars when they report abuse and take
custody away. Many women end up in jail. The children suffer most being placed under the control of
a perpetrator. Please support this resolution. Thank you.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 2:25 PM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: 1tigermom.plus2cubs@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/14/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
A. Tafe Individual Support No

Comments: My testimony of abuse summarized via our support page--
www.facebook.com/pages/GET-THEM-BACK-to-their-Rightful-Place/514750708599047 -Children's
dad leaves mother each time pregnant--children are 11 ms apart. Does not come back; while
attending out-of-state college, going to Europe, and travelling the US. -Children's dad does not
actively come into kids' lives until a few months before getting married. Children were 5 and 6
[walking/talking independent of needing dependency age.] --Said wife and kids' dad have paid a
"dime" to get pregnant to no avail and as soon as they gave up that financial burden of "trying" to get
pregnant, they filed for 'custody'. -Children's dad was (is) emotionally and verbally abusive to mother,
kids (and present wife--but not relevant). - Children were healthy, happy, loved, not treated like slaves,
and social in mothers care. -Children's prior school violate FERPA and expressed kids' dad to file for
custody b.c they didn't want to have a lawsuit with mom--which was going that direction from their
treatment of mom and children. -Mom had children enrolled in new school. -Mom has been ignored
repetitively by Judge, FOC, and CPS about child abuse, court violations, and parental violations.
However FOC and Judge show EXTREME favoritism to dad b.c dad makes 7 times more money than
mom and will approve his "alleged violations" over mothers. -Judge violated mothers homeschooling
rights, privacy rights and due process rights and withheld information all to speed the "process" under
"Lambardo" which only applies to joint legal cases. We were NOT joint legal at time of trial: which
convened Sept 3 2013. --judge knowingly hindered mothers chances in obtaining sufficient defense.
Mom retained a lawyer; after Legal Aid denied helping 5 hours before weekend before trial and 10
days after initial request, less than 24 hours before trial. - Judge has knowingly transferred care of (per
stated on file)healthy, well educated, well mannered, well clothed, fun and [at time] happy children
away from a good, non-abusing,loyal, loving,healthy, honorable, active, involved mother. Said
transfer has deteriorated children's health, manners, social health, emotional health, and academic
health. Children were 10 and 11.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 3:58 PM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: mrsech@msn.com
Subject: *Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM*

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/14/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
lauren echeverria Individual Support No

Comments:

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2015 3:28 PM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: ohanaprana@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/13/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
May Lee Individual Support No

Comments: I fully support HCR37. This is long overdue to stop the atrocities in family court that not
only helps the abuser continue his abuse, but gets the law to back him and force his victim to
continue to submit to him by using the kids to control her. I became a police officer to try to help
women get out of abusive relationships like I was in. However, getting out is only the beginning of the
nightmare. My daughter was forced to visit her abusive dad despite 3 separate custody evaluators
who recommended supervised visits only. The judge overrode all that and forced a 3 week visit. My
daughter was a straight A student, loved school, and was happy. She came back from that visit with
lupus, PTSD and severe depression. Our life has been a nightmare since. The judge refused to give
me full legal custody, so he continues to control us denying school trips, doctors appointments and
anything that matters to my daughter where he can veto it by not signing a consent form. Shame on
family court for helping the abuser perpetrate abuse. Reno family court says my daughter has to be
18 before she has a say. I'm afraid she won't live that long. Her lupus is severe and is made worse by
stress. She says if she has to visit again she will commit suicide. It's is a horrifying nightmare. Please
please help.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 11:02 AM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: pholdorf@verizon.net
Subject: *Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM*

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/14/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Paul Stanley Holdorf Individual Support No

Comments:

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Saturday, March 14, 2015 4:33 PM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: Victoriawest5930@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM

Categories: Blue Category

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/14/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Victoria Vargo  Individual Support No

Comments: My child was taken from me, a fit and loving mother who has been a stay at home mother
and primary taker her whole life. Custody was given to my abuser. Family courts are awarding
custody to abusers at rapid rates. This needs to be investigated! Innocent children are sent to live
with their abusive parent.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

mailinglist@capitolhawaii.goy 
Sunday, March 15, 2015 2:30 PM 
HUStestimony 
kato.lee@yerizon.net  
Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM 
MothersOnTrialPhyllisCheslerCourtEnabledIncest2011.pdf 

Blue Category 

HCR37  
Submitted on: 3/15/2015 
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329 

Submitted By 
	

Organization 
	

Testifier Position Present at Hearing 

Kathy Lee Individual 

 

Support No 

   

Comments: I, Kathy Lee of Massachusetts, am "Sharon" in Phyllis Chesler's chapter entitled "Court-
Enabled Incest in the Twenty-First Century" which is here uploaded as a PDF. I invite all civilized 
peoples to unite in a stance against the destruction of mothers and children in the United States. 

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing,  improperly identified, or 
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the 
convening of the public hearing. 

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email 
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov  
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In 2007 the judge gave Colette two weeks to vacate her home. She would 
be allowed to see her daughters in two weeks but only at a supervised visita-
tion center. She said, 

That day, after carpool, soccer, dinner, homework, I packed my 
daughters' school lunches, washed out their soccer uniforms, set their 
backpacks out, and went upstairs to hug and kiss them goodbye, and 
as they cried, I cried, telling them that I love them very much. My 
daughters cried, "Mommy fight for us, do something every day to try 
to get us back and don't ever stop." I promised them I would but never 
did I imagine that it would be thirty-two months without them and 
only fifty-seven hours of actual contact at the SV center. Now [20091, I 
talk to them most every day after school and before bedtime. He tried 
to stop my phone contact but, in 2007, my appeals attorney just said 
to call them. I also get to go to school events, band concerts, awards 
ceremonies. The judge ordered me to provide supervisors so that I 
could see the girls outside of the SV center. We provided fifteen people 
such as PTA presidents, soccer moms, business and community lead-
ers. My ex-husband refused all fifteen, and the judge agreed with him. 

To add insult to injury, her husband began an affair with a neighbor, a 
married woman, before the divorce was finalized. Colette told me, "He was 
having an affair with my married neighbor for two years during the three-
and-a-half-year divorce right in front of the children—dating with them, 
[going tol hotels with her and the children—and he married her after the 
divorce and now she is their primary caregiver." 

Despite these injustices, or because of them, Colette told me, "I am find-
ing out that I have incredible strength and am very empowered to speak 
up about the injustice done to all of our children. I have faith in God, an 
attitude of gratitude, and I pray that one day justice will prevail." She wrote, 
"America better wake up, because if I can lose custody, anyone can." 

ASSACHUSETTS 

baron is a technical sergeant in the US. Air Force. She married and gave 
th to a son in 2001. Sharon first noticed signs of abuse when her son was 
y one and a half years old. He had been staying with her husband's family 

hik she attended a program at her air force base. The boy came home in 
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severe pain because his genitals had been rubbed raw. She called her hus-
band's mother and asked what had happened. "Nothing," she said. At first, 
she bought into the excn.e because she "didn't even want to conceive" of 
sexual abuse. But when her son was old enough to talk, he told her what had 
really happened. 

When Sharon found out that her son was being sexually abused, she 
reported the abuse to the Department of Social Services (DSS). She and 
her son found safety in a domestic violence shelter. The child revealed to a 
forensic sexual evaluator that he had been abused by his father's family. DSS 
documented that a paternal aunt had "hither nephew hard on the butt, leav-
ing teeth marks." The toddler also told 1)55 that his half sister "stuck Lego 
blocks up my butt and it's not funny!' Both a pediatrician and the child's 
therapist filed multiple abuse and neglect reports. According to her lawyer, 
the pediatrician documented injuries to the boy's genitals. 

One day in 2004 as she was reading a book to her son, he climbed onto 
her head, pressed his diaper into her face, and said, "Mommy, suck my cock. 
Suck my cock, Mommy. Mommy, suck my cock" "Trying to hide my shock? 
she told me. "I picked him up and set him on the bed and asked, `Who said 
this to you? Who told you these words?' He began to cry and said, `I want 
Daddy.'" 

Even then she "remained in disbelief" about what her husband had been 
doing to her son. "I was very slow to realize Daddy was one of the perps. I 
was in love; I thought I was married for life; I had a beautiful baby boy whom 
I love more than I ever thought it was possible to love anyone." But when 
her son began fingering his own anus and saying, "Daddy tickle me there 
for go? and then pantomiming his father's orgasm, "complete with heavy 
breathing," she finally accepted the truth. 

In 2005 her husband sued for divorce because she had insisted that he get 
therapy Incredibly, the judge in the divorce trial barred the boy's therapist 
from testifying on behalf of the child. The judge ignored -videotaped evi-
dence of the child "humping" both the floor and his teddy bear for up to five 
minutes at a time. She also ignored videotape of the son saying, "Daddy licks 
my pee pee? an audiotape of him pleading not to go his father for visitation, 
and a log of eyewitness accounts of the son using inappropriate language 
and sexually acting out While the judge's concerns about the reliability of 
the evidence were not unreasonable, she could have at least spoken to the 
child herself: She never did. Oh the contrary: she openly laughed when the 
testimony was presented. 

According to Sharo 
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According to Sharon, her husband's lawyer accused her of being a 
"coacher," an "alienator," and 'every other abuse excuse they typically 
employ" The judge agreed that she was "making up the abuse?' Her husband 
used her own honorable military service against her by stating that since she 
could be "sent to the sand" at any moment, she was incapable of adequately 
caring for her child. 

The outcome of the custody battle was, as she put it, "The complete 
destruction of our lives with court enforced sexual torture of my precious 
baby boy, sole legal and physical custody to the perpetrator." The allegedly 
pedophiLic father was awarded full custody of the four-year-old child. Sha-
ron was reduced to supervised visitation, for four hours per week, at three 
hundred dollars per week. The judge ordered her to undergo a psychological 
evaluation with a "court-preferred" psychologist. 

Sharon wrote, "At first I was shocked that the judge 'fell for it! Now I 
know that it was a setup from the git-go, and there was nothing I could 
do once the truth of the father-on-son rape was out?' Quoting pro-mother 
attorney Michael Lesher, she told me, "The truth about the family courts 
gives the lie to some cherished American assumptions. Americans believe 
they are safe from arbitrary abuse of governmental power—yet child pro-
tective services, law guardians,' and family court judges can cast aside the 
norms of due process." 

According to Sharon, the judge in her case, a woman, was eventually 
forced to retire early after Sharon lobbied the Massachusetts Commission 
on Judicial Conduct. Letters of complaint may have been effective. The 
judge was not censured—she was merely "retired," probably with her pen-
sion intact. Of the lawyers who handled her case, she writes, "five out of the 
six I hired were corrupt, collusive, cowering, and incompetent I was simply 
fleeced, a mother with two government jobs, a juicy target sucked in by dan-
gling my helpless child." 

The advice she gives to other women is stern. "Organize the underground 
railway because you have an obligation to the child you bore, and the Ameri-
can court considers you and your baby to be a man's property to dispose of as 
he wishes. Wake up.... Change the law, and until you can accomplish that, 
take your child and flee. If you expect even a chance of raising your child, I 
would not recommend impregnation by a man. I recommend a sperm bank; 
they are affordable?' 

Incredibly, this battle is far from over. In Sharon's view, a new judge 
"retaliated" against her and stood by the previous "retired' judge's ruling. 
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Sharon still has to pay in order to see her son and then only for limited, 
supervised visitation. Worse: She still cannot protect him from whatever 
abuse he is being forced to endure. 

Why would the courts enforce such a savage mother-child separation? 
Why would the courts, the police, the Department of Social Services, and 
the state attorney general refuse to believe the sworn testimony of a high-
ranking U.S. Air Force veteran? 

Homosexually abused children grow up to become pedophiles. There is 
no cure for this. And, of course, incest runs in families. It is an ongoing, 
intergenetational problem, a tribal or cultlike phenomenon. No one turns 
another member in, few escape, and anyone who tries to 'tell" is denounced 
and shunned. 

Ask most lawyers, judges, and mental health professionals whether they 
are in favor of raping children; all will say 'absolutely not." However, like 
others, they resist believing that incest really exists. It is easier, even safer, 
to believe that the mothers involved are "lying" and 'crazy" and have made 
it all up. 

Thus, those mothers who are trying to free themselves and their children 
from lives of living horror, often find themselves trapped in the court system 
for anywhere from five to fifteen years. Some mothers may be trying to get 
child and/or spousal support enforced. Other mothers maybe trying to end 
unsupervised visitation with an abusive father or to overturn an existing 
order of sole paternal custody or joint custody. Some mothers are fighting 
against orders which have cruelly forced them into expensive, supervised, 
and limited visitation, usually because they've alleged paternal child sex-
ual abuse. Some mothers have faced battles over allegations of paternal or 
maternal brainwashing and kidnapping. 

All such cases become torturous. Mothers are being condemned to spend 
their time and (nonexistent) money on defending themselves in court. In 
my opinion, they are being tortured by the legal system. Tam not using this 
word lightly. 

However herein lies a dilemma. If we want the court system to rule justly, 
that process takes time and costs a great deal of money. Although every-
thing is relative, the truth is that most judges are underpaid and have Sr too 
many cases at any given moment_ Most lawyers cannot afford to work for-
ever for a wage below the poverty level, nor can they pay for all the costs that 
a "high-conflict," acrimonious, complex divorce might incur. Why should 
they? Such realities, combined with an anti-woman bias, leads to years of 

court-en 
physical 
"the syst 
true. 

Allow 
longed leg 
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court-enabled torture for "good enough" mothers. Many lose both their 
physical and mental health under the pressure. Often, when this happens, 
-the system" believes that the mother was crazy to begin with. This is rarely 
true. 

Allow me to introduce you to some twenty-first-century cases of pro-
longed legal torture. 
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kobayashi2-Lynda

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Sunday, March 15, 2015 8:26 AM
To: HUStestimony
Cc: peter_sw_lee@yahoo.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for HCR37 on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM

HCR37
Submitted on: 3/15/2015
Testimony for HUS on Mar 17, 2015 11:00AM in Conference Room 329

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
peter lee Individual Support No

Comments: i fully support this bill. The courts need to recognize that abusers are using the law to
enable them to continue their abuse of families and kids. The courts need to employ common sense
to stop domestic abuse. This abuse is not always physical and sometime the emotional we is worse
than the physical because psychological trauma is harder to heal. Don't let abusers to be able to
continue their terrorist acts against innocent family members. If they are not abusers and are really
good people they will do the right thing by their families. Vote to pass this bill. B

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov



TO:  Representative Dee Morikawa, Chair
  Representative Bertrand Kobayashi, Vice Chair
  House Human Services Committee Members

FROM: Dara Carlin, M.A.
Domestic Violence Survivor Advocate
881 Akiu Place
Kailua, HI  96734

DATE:  March 17, 2015

RE:    STRONG SUPPORT for HCR 37 / HR 14

Good Morning Chair Morikawa, Vice Chair Kobayashi & House Human Services
Committee Members and my apologies for this Late Testimony.

I am an independent Domestic Violence Survivor Advocate who works exclusively with
those who have “successfully escaped” domestic violence meaning those who were not
killed in the process of leaving.  What many people fail to understand is that domestic
violence doesn’t end just because the primary victim leaves/ends the
relationship; for those survivors who have children in-common with their abusers, their
journey through hell is far from over.  Our state boasts some of the best anti-abuse
legislation and laws in the nation, however, these laws and legislation mean nothing
when they are not appropriately applied and enforced.

Back in 2010, Senator Mike Gabbard and Representative John Mizuno presented SCR
91 that sought an audit of contested child custody cases to see if HRS 571-46(9) was
accurately being applied in all domestic abuse/family violence-related cases.  Thanks to
the effort of a group of DV survivors, Representative Karl Rhoads and Senator Suzanne
Chun-Oakland, SCR 91 gathered every legislator’s signature on both the House and
Senate side in support, except for two – unfortunately, one of the two absent signatures
was a crucial one as Hawaii News Now reporter, Mari-Ela David, detailed in a news
story here:

DOWNTOWN HONOLULU (HawaiiNewsNow) - A domestic violence resolution designed to
make sure judges stick to the law and not grant batterers child custody, is just one final house
vote away from passing.

But on Wednesday, SCR91 got stuck on House Speaker Calvin Say's desk.

He wasn't available for comment, but his staff says it's all because of one letter.

The holdup is the letter 'C'. The resolution is an 'SCR' but Speaker Say's office says it should be
labeled 'SR'. There are questions though on whether that really makes a difference.

"The survivors are hurt, they're really hurt. If you look at some of the testimony they really put



themselves on the line coming forward, going public with some of their stories. So it's
disappointing," said Dara Carlin, a domestic violence advocate.

'SCR' stands for Senate Concurrent Resolution which means the House and Senate are involved.

'SR' stands for Senate Resolution, which means only the Senate is involved.

SCR91 calls for an investigative child custody task force made up of Senate members, no House
members.

That's why Speaker Say's office says he refuses to pull it out onto the House floor for a full vote.
A staff member says the House has nothing to do with the resolution.

"Initially we wanted the House and the Senate to both be involved. We were not too sure if the
House wanted to do that. And so the proposal that went over to the House was basically a Senate
investigative committee," said Sen. Suzanne Chun Oakland.

The hope was that the House would support it.

And some lawmakers who wish to remain anonymous tell Hawaii News Now that technically,
Speaker Say could've still pushed the resolution through, regardless of its label.

But with Thursday being the last day of the legislative session, time has run out.

Sen. Chun Oakland says interested lawmakers will still form the task force, just without the
formal legislative stamp of approval.

The informal child custody task force is set to have its first meeting at the end of May.

Sen. Chun Oakland says they'll try to push for SCR91 again at next year's legislative session.

http://www.hawaiinewsnow.com/story/12395042/domestic-violence-resolution-
gets-stuck-in-house-because-of-the-letter-c

Five years later, HCR 37 / HR 14 re-introduces what SCR 91 attempted to accomplish.

Last May (2014) I traveled to Washington, DC to participate in the Mothers of Lost
Children’s Mothers Day event outside of the White House and visited with our
congressional leaders to explain the reason for the annual gathering of DV survivor
moms who’ve lost custody of their children to their abusers after successfully escaping
the violence and abuse in their homes despite laws to protect them from such
outcomes.  Senator Maize Hirono was particularly upset by what I had to say and asked
for “numbers and statistics” to validate what I had told her.  I explained that DV survivors
in Hawaii had indeed tried to obtain those numbers and statistics back in 2010 through
SCR 91 but we failed; she suggested it be re-introduced in the 2015 legislative session
so the next time I come to visit her, she’d have the numbers and statistics available to
her.



The problem I brought before Senator Hirono – DV survivors losing custody of their
children to their abusers despite laws against it – has been called “the family court
crisis” which is a national problem as well as a “local” one:

According to a conservative estimate by experts at the Leadership Council on
Child Abuse and Interpersonal Violence (LC), more than 58,000 children a year
are ordered into unsupervised contact with physically or sexually abusive parents
following divorce in the United States.
http://www.leadershipcouncil.org/1/med/PR3.html

HCR 37 isn’t going to solve the problem BUT it is a first step towards it so I humbly ask
for your support towards this end.

Please understand that HCR 37 isn't about laying blame, pointing fingers or assigning
fault for what's already happened; it's about getting it right, doing what's right and seeing
the wisdom of the law and best practices being applied to protect those most at-risk of
harm by abusers known to them.

Thank you most sincerely for your time, consideration and for this opportunity to provide
testimony in STRONG SUPPORT of HCR 37 / HR 14.

Respectfully,

Dara Carlin, M.A.
Domestic Violence Survivor Advocate
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