
 The mission of WATCH is to make the justice system more effective and responsive in handling cases of violence, particularly against 
women and children, and to create a more informed and involved public.
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What’s New

WATCH bids a fond farewell to board 
member Cindie Smart who recently 
stepped down from the board—for the 
second time! Cindie was a founding 
board member of WATCH, donating 
both office space and expertise in the 
early years. It was Cindie who recruited 
Jacquelyn Hauser to be the first execu-
tive director of WATCH, and it was 
Cindie who bought the first WATCH clip-
boards, choosing red over bubblegum 
pink, a prescient—and tasteful—move 
into “branding.” 

After taking time off to tend to her 
growing paralegal firm, Smart Legal 
Assistance, Cindie rejoined the board in 
2002 and served as chair of the person-
nel committee. We will miss her savvy 
leadership, her steady hand, and her 
sense of humor. Thanks for all, Cindie. 
Let us know when you’re ready for 
round three.

By Heather Wolfgram, MSW LGSW, 
Court Monitoring Coordinator

Special thanks to WATCH intern Maurice Solarin 

for assistance with data collection and to all the 

individuals who responded to the survey or par-

ticipated in interviews.

“Strangulation is often one of the last 
abusive acts committed by a violent 
domestic partner before murder.” 
Hennepin County Fatality Review Team 
2004 report

The Minnesota legislature passed 
a bill during the 2005 session mak-
ing strangulation during a domestic 
assault a felony. Minnesota Statutes 
§ 609.2247 went into effect on August 
1, 2005. Prior to the law’s passage, 
most domestic strangulation cases 
were charged as misdemeanors even 
though strangulation is one of the most 
dangerous forms of domestic violence, 
and according to the Hennepin County 
Fatality Review Team, initiated with 
the assistance of WATCH, and other 
experts,�  is frequently a precursor to 
domestic homicide. 

The new law, which applies to stran-

� Strack, Gael B., McClane, George E., and Hawley, 
Dean (2001).  A review of 300 attempted strangula-
tion cases Part 1: Criminal Legal Issues.  Violence 
Recognition, Management, and Prevention 21 (3) pg. 
303-309.

gulation perpetrated by a family or 
household member,� defines strangula-
tion as “intentionally impeding normal 
breathing or circulation of the blood by 
applying pressure on the throat or neck 
or by blocking the nose or mouth of 
another person.” If convicted, a defen-
dant may be sentenced to imprison-
ment of up to three years, or be fined 
up to $5,000, or both.  

To assess the law’s initial impact, 
WATCH interviewed 18 Hennepin 
County professionals including victim 
advocates, law enforcement officers, 
judges, city and county prosecutors, 
and probation officers; � reviewed 59 
Hennepin County cases with felony 
domestic strangulation charges; and 
reviewed 17 misdemeanor domestic 
violence cases involving the defen-
dant placing his hand around the 

� The statute defines “family or household member” 
as a spouse or former spouse; parents and children; 
persons related by blood; persons who are presently 
residing together or who have resided together 
in the past; persons who have a child in common 
regardless of whether they have been married or 
have lived together at any time; a man and a woman 
if the woman is pregnant and the man is alleged 
to be the father, regardless of whether or not they 
have been married or lived together at any time; and 
persons involved in a significant romantic or sexual 
relationship.

� The Public Defender’s Office declined to partici-
pate in interviews. 

Continued on page 3
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2006: A year of great things for WATCH
By Marna Anderson, Executive Director and Sara Mushlitz, Board Chair
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2006 was a great year for WATCH. First 
and foremost, as you will read later 
in this newsletter, WATCH monitored 
5,945 hearings in Hennepin County and 
maintained a consistent presence at the 
courthouse. We also completed three 
research studies, all of which have had 
a positive impact on the court system 
and how cases of violence against 
women are handled. Because of our 
ground-breaking research, local media 
continue to recognize WATCH as an 
important voice on issues related to vio-
lence against women in Minnesota. 

Additionally, the board and staff have 
initiated a new three-year strategic 
plan, and the enthusiasm and collegial-
ity are evident in our planning sessions. 
We have a common vision to:

• Strengthen our national presence and 
provide leadership for court monitoring 
groups around the country

• Become a more diverse and inclusive 
organization

• Strive toward operational excellence

The addition of two new staff members, 
Debra DeRosa and Heather Wolfgram, 
this past year means that we are work-
ing at full capacity and can implement 
many of the ideas WATCH’s leadership 
has been discussing for several years. 

Perhaps the most exciting of these 
is the development of the National 
Association of Court Monitoring 
Programs. The National Association 
offers an on-line newsletter reporting 
on court monitoring trends and activi-
ties around the country, legal decisions 
that impact victims of violence, and the 
opportunity for court monitoring groups 
to interact with one another. 

In the coming year, WATCH will offer 
quarterly web-based trainings for 
court monitoring groups and access to 
WATCH training materials. The National 
Association is designed to provide 
high-quality services to court monitoring 
groups and uses online technology to 

keep overhead expenses low, some-
thing WATCH has been very successful 
at over the years!

In this issue of the WATCH Post are 
several pages listing our donors, for 
whom we are very grateful. We are for-
tunate to have a good mix of individual 
and foundation support, making it pos-
sible to pursue our mission rather than 
chase money. 

And our volunteers recognized in this 
issue of the WATCH Post make our 
work possible. It is the citizen engage-
ment and involvement that make 
WATCH an effective organization. The 
public’s presence in the courtroom not 
only has an impact on those being mon-
itored, it changes the monitors as well. 
Our volunteers become aware of the 
complexities of the justice system, the 
failings of human beings, and the fragil-
ity of human life. 

As a result, many monitors become 
more involved in their communities 
after volunteering for WATCH. They 
learn to challenge the images of women 
portrayed in popular culture that lead 
to increased violence. They learn that 
“CSI” (in all its varieties) and “Law and 
Order” are flawed portrayals of our crim-
inal justice system, even if they continue 
to watch the shows! Most importantly, 
WATCH monitors learn that they can 
make a difference in their communities. 

Understanding the administration of 
justice in one’s community can be a 
powerful starting point for greater com-
munity involvement and engagement. 
As WATCH promotes its model around 
the country, we will emphasize the sig-
nificance of citizen participation in court 
monitoring. 

We begin 2007 with a great deal of 
excitement for where we are headed. 
And we are grateful to our donors and 
volunteers for their loyalty and belief in 
our mission. 

Thumbs up/thumbs 
down

Thumbs up to the United Nations 
(U.N.) for taking an important step in 
addressing crimes against women. In 
conjunction with a comprehensive study 
of international domestic violence by the 
World Health Organization, the U. N. 
released a report classifying violence 
against women as a human rights viola-
tion. In another first, the U.N. also rec-
ognized the right of indigenous women 
to be free from violence in the 
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples. Women have long held that 
women’s rights are human rights, and it 
is gratifying to see this  affirmed in the 
international arena.

Thumbs down to the Richmond, 
British Columbia fire department for 
requiring all line personnel to wear stan-
dardized underwear while on duty! 
Claiming the move will reduce sexual 
harassment after a strongly critical 
mediator’s report lambasted the depart-
ment for long tolerating it, six pairs of 
boxer shorts per employee were issued. 
All four of the department’s female fire-
fighters walked off the job last year pro-
testing ongoing harassment, and two 
have filed lawsuits alleging widespread 
discrimination, including interfering with 
water supplies at fires. To see such seri-
ous allegations result in such a ridicu-
lous policy is disappointing to say the 
least. WATCH agrees with the commen-
tator who remarked, “Suggesting sexual 
harassment can be prevented by 
women wearing boxers is a little like 
saying rape can be prevented by 
women wearing trousers.”

Thumbs up to Senator Joseph 
Biden, author of the Violence Against 
Women Act, for drafting a new bill to 
expand legal services to battered 
women. The bill, slated to be introduced 
in the upcoming session, will promote 
the self-sufficiency of domestic violence 
victims through increased access to 
education, employment training, and 
building credit. In addition, the bill will 
offer tuition reimbursement to attorneys 
in exchange for providing legal assis-
tance for battered women seeking pro-
tective orders, child support, and finan-
cial assistance. Many barriers prevent 
women from achieving safety from vio-
lence, and we applaud the Senator for 
seeking new avenues for removing 
them.
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Strangulation continued from page 1

Continued on page 5

[strangulation] as having an increased 
lethality, at points where risk assess-
ments are done, it is more heavily 
weighted.  It is a factor in how I look at 
cases. 

Law enforcement officers and victim 
advocates are also taking these cases 
more seriously than in the past and 
cautioning victims to do so as well. 
One victim advocate said she attempts 
“to educate victims on the fatality of 
strangulation and how quickly they can 
die.” An ongoing mission for those with 
knowledge of the lethality of strangu-
lation is to advise victims to use the 
stronger and more appropriate term 
“strangulation” rather than “choking” 
when reporting life-threatening attacks 
to police officers and medical person-
nel. The shift in terminology not only 
grabs the attention of criminal justice 
system personnel, but also of victims 
who may have a breakthrough about 
the lethality of their situation. 

In greater Minnesota, survey respon-
dents’ views about the impact of the 
new law in raising awareness varied 
from county to county. One advocacy 
organization wrote, “Our county pros-
ecutor has been very diligent about 
prosecuting domestic assault strangula-
tion cases when he has probable cause 
to do so. I think law enforcement is also 
paying more attention to the strangula-
tion signs.” Most survey respondents in 
rural counties, like their urban counter-
parts, emphasized the need for more 
education and training. In particular, 
they cited a lack of understanding 
among law enforcement officers and 
prosecutors about what constitutes 
“impeding normal breathing.” Many also 
acknowledged the difficulty of investi-
gating and prosecuting cases with little 
physical evidence, especially when 
a victim recants or declines to testify. 
Volunteer notes
Victim Safety
Interviewees felt that overall the felony 
domestic strangulation law promotes 
victim safety. As one prosecutor stated, 
“When you can charge a felony, it puts 

victim’s neck.�  WATCH also gathered 
statewide charging information from 
the State Court Administrator’s Office 
and distributed a survey to Minnesota 
Coalition for Battered Women member 
programs, eliciting responses from 16
domestic violence service providers 
serving primarily 15 counties and the 
Leech Lake Reservation. In addition, 
WATCH regularly monitors domestic 
violence cases and has made observa-
tion of strangulation cases a priority 
since the new law went into effect. 

A positive impact
The individuals WATCH contacted for 
this study saw the overall impact of the 
domestic strangulation law as positive. 
They noted an increased awareness of 
the potential lethality of domestic stran-
gulation and enhanced victim safety 
and offender accountability as positive 
outcomes. As one judge stated, “This 
law is doing what we hoped it would do: 
it is drawing attention to the potential 
lethality of this crime. More resources 
are being devoted to this type of case. 
We have also increased the conse-
quences and in some ways educated 
the public on domestic violence.” Some 
interviewees, however, observed that 
Hennepin County is not yet using the 
law “to its fullest potential.” Many great-
er Minnesota survey respondents made 
a similar observation about their home 
counties.

Increased awareness
Ten of the 18 interviewees in Hennepin 
County discussed an increase in their 
awareness of strangulation’s potential 
lethality in the wake of the legislation. 
A judge stated, “There is an acknowl-
edgement that one person could kill 
another. People generally don’t think 
of domestic violence as something that 
can result in death. This legislation 
calls attention to how seriously one can 
hurt another.” A county attorney said, 
“Misdemeanor charges do not 

� These cases were charged between August 1, 2005, 
and February 28, 2006.

sufficiently address the seriousness of 
the crime.” A law enforcement officer 
echoed with, “When someone rises to 
the level of strangulation, a big part of 
me thinks it should be an attempted 
murder. I look at every domestic as the 
next possible homicide.” 

Many interviewees pointed to the link 
between increased awareness and vic-
tim safety. Almost everyone interviewed 
had read the latest studies on the topic 
and described how, armed with this 
knowledge, they have changed how 
they handle these cases. The legisla-
tion has spurred numerous trainings 
and motivated individuals in the system 
to educate themselves and their col-
leagues about domestic strangulation 
and victim safety.  

A WATCH monitor overheard a defense 
attorney say that she found it “very 
ironic” that since the strangulation leg-
islation passed, almost all domestics 
are now being charged as felonies. 
The prosecutor stated, “If you look 
at the domestics that end in murder, 
almost all of them were precipitated by 
strangulation.”  Since the majority of 
strangulations were previously charged 
as misdemeanors, many people were 
unaware of how common strangulation 
is in domestic violence and how dan-
gerous it is for victims.

Several of the probation officers and 
city attorneys interviewed said stran-
gulation is a “red flag” for them and 
that they pay closer attention to these 
cases. According to one probation 
officer, “Most probation officers view 
strangulation as a red flag, look at it 
differently, deal with contact [between 
the victim and the defendant] differ-
ently, particularly as it relates to what 
the defendant wants [regarding con-
tact].” Another stated, “When we see 
red flags like this, we are more aware 
of risk factors and much less tolerant 
of violations. We take these cases very 
seriously. [Strangulation is] just one of 
several red flags we pay attention to.” A 
city attorney echoed with, “We view
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The year in review
2006 was not only a great year for 
WATCH, but a year of many firsts. 
Highlights from the past year are cap-
tured in the following paragraphs, so 
read on to see what we’ve been up to.

Daily court monitoring
In 2006, WATCH held three training 
sessions and trained 37 new volun-
teers. Volunteers donated 2,358 
hours monitoring 5,945 hearings 
in criminal court, family court, and 
domestic violence court. 

WATCH volunteer coordinator 
Shahidah Maayif’s new recruitment 
strategies added 10 volunteers of 
color last year, a WATCH record. 
Having a diverse volunteer pool assures 
that volunteers from a broad range of 
perspectives observe the courts, which 
contributes to a more comprehensive 
understanding of the justice system. 
Shahidah was also busy setting up 
learning opportunities for volunteers, 
organizing several meetings with mem-
bers of the justice system and tours of 
the public safety facility to allow volun-
teers an opportunity to see what hap-
pens “behind the scenes.”

To further promote diversity, WATCH 
established the Lois Bishop Student 
of Color Internship in honor of beloved 
WATCH board member and community 
volunteer Lois Bishop. The first Bishop 
intern, Maurice Solarin, started in June. 
Maurice is a graduate of the University 
of Minnesota’s sociology department 
with an emphasis in law, criminology, 
and deviance and a minor in urban 
studies. Maurice has been a vital addi-
tion to WATCH and spent the first half 
of the year gathering and analyzing 
data for the strangulation study, which 
was released last month. 

WATCH is thrilled with its progress in 
recruiting volunteers of color, bringing 
a diversity of views and observations 
that are critical to the success of court 
monitoring. 

Research projects
In July 2006, WATCH released a 
joint report with the University of 
Minnesota summarizing an 18-month 
project looking at the effects of vic-
tim impact statements at sentenc-
ing hearings. The study is believed to 
be the first of its kind since Minnesota 
granted crime victims the right to give 
an impact statement in 1988. Twenty-
two judges and 15 advocates were 
interviewed, volunteers monitored 74 
sentencing hearings, and researchers 
attended another 15. The study was the 
first to interview judges and advocates 
in-depth about victim impact statements 
and combine these interviews with 
extensive observations of sentencing 
hearings. 

The study underlined how important it 
is for judges to acknowledge the impact 
of crime on victims and families and 
to show appropriate respect for them 
when they appear in court. Because of 
state mandated sentencing guidelines, 
an impact statement frequently cannot 
affect the length of a sentence, but it 
often affects conditions that are impor-
tant to the victim’s safety, such as no 
contact orders, restitution, frequency of 
required contact with a probation officer, 
and some forms of treatment. 

Also in July, WATCH released a report 
of its study of Hennepin County’s 
designated domestic violence court. 
The court was established in 2000, 
and WATCH issued a comprehen-
sive report of its operations one year 
later. The 2006 report found significant 
improvements since 2001, when incon-
sistencies, delays, and unprofessional 
demeanor were common. However, the 
report also highlighted a key concern 
closely tied to women’s safety: defen-
dants repeatedly and at times flagrantly 
violating no contact orders barring con-
tact with their victims. 

Following publication of the 2006 report, 
the clerk of courts developed a set of 
standards and instituted a practice of 
reading these standards at the begin-

ning of domestic violence court each 
day. The standards outline the prohibi-
tions and instruct defendants that depu-
ties will enforce no contact violations 
when they occur. After presenting the 
report to the Hennepin County Family 
Violence Coordinating Council, the 
Council discussed that a written expla-
nation of the instructions regarding no 
contact be included on the summons 
sent to defendants requiring them to 
appear in court on a specified date.

In the third project, WATCH conducted 
a study to examine implementation of 
a law passed in 2005 making stran-
gulation during a domestic assault 
a felony. WATCH reviewed Hennepin 
County domestic violence cases involv-
ing strangulation that occurred during 
the first six months of the law’s passage 
to determine its impact on victim safety 
and offender accountability. 

The study revealed that the impact of 
the new law has so far been positive. 
As one judge said, “This law is doing 
what we hoped it would do: it is draw-
ing attention to the potential lethality of 
this crime. More resources are being 
devoted to this type of case. We have 
also increased the consequences and 
in some ways educated the public on 
domestic violence.” The report is sum-
marized in this newsletter and can be 
seen in its entirety at www.watchmn.org.

Communications
WATCH is recognized by the media 
as a reliable source of information 
and commentary on violence against 
women. In July, we received extensive 
media coverage of our landmark 
study of victim impact statements, 
including the Star Tribune, the Pioneer 
Press, Minnesota Public Radio (MPR), 
and local television news coverage. In 
September, WATCH executive director 
Marna Anderson and former Ramsey 
County judge Mary Louise Klas were 
featured on MPR’s “Midmorning” show 
days after the high-profile double homi-
cide in Washington County that left Terri 
Lee and Timothy Hawkinson, Sr. dead. 

Continued on page 11
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a more serious light on the conduct. 
This enhances victim safety because 
judges set higher bail.”  A victim advo-
cate commented that more time and 
resources can be devoted to felony 
cases than to misdemeanor cases. � 

“As felony cases, it gives us more time 
to work with and to gather input from 
victims because the process takes lon-
ger—two to three months as opposed to 
two to four weeks as with misdemean-
ors.”  

As the full report discusses in greater 
detail, the data concluded that the 
felony domestic strangulation law has 
enhanced victim safety by increasing 
the number of convictions of stran-
gulation crimes—on both felony and 
misdemeanor charges.  In addition, 
the increased awareness and training 
received by law enforcement officers, 
investigators, and prosecutors has 
resulted in a significant decrease in 
the number of cases being dismissed 
when strangulation cases are charged 
as felonies compared to when they are 
charged as misdemeanors.  

Several interviewees were quick to 
point out a shortfall in the law that limits 
its impact in promoting victim safety 
— lenient penalties for defendants con-
victed under it. As a level four felony 
(as defined by statute), Minnesota’s 
sentencing guidelines prescribe a pro-
bationary sentence of a year and a day 
stayed. Many interviewees said this was 
not enough of a crime deterrent. 

Offender accountability
All interviewees agreed that the felony 
domestic strangulation law enhances 
offender accountability, again supporting 
this position by citing the greater atten-
tion, time, and resources dedicated to 
felonies. One judge stated emphatically 
that, “Misdemeanors didn’t [hold offend-
ers accountable],” adding, “Research 
says [strangulation] is an escalation, 
therefore, it is being charged as a felony 
under which the penalties and proba-
tion conditions are more serious.” An 

advocate commented, “This new legisla-
tion has brought many cases that would 
have been charged as misdemeanors 
or gross misdemeanors to the felony 
level. The advantage of that is that 
these cases have a better chance of 
getting pre-sentence investigations and 
supervised probation.”

Defendants are more likely to receive 
probation and their probationary periods 
tend to be longer when convicted of 
felonies. However, in Hennepin County, 
domestic violence offenders convicted 
of felonies can actually receive less 
intensive probation than offenders con-
victed of misdemeanors due to a lack of 
specialized probationary units to super-
vise felons.  

One judge talked about changes they 
had seen in the way law enforcement 
officers and prosecutors respond to 
these crimes since the new law went 
into effect. This individual also felt that 
prosecutors were “doing their best” to 
aggressively bring these cases forward. 
This individual was not alone; others 
commented that they had observed law 
enforcement officers conducting more 
thorough investigations by taking more 
pictures and better documenting the 
crime scene.  Several prosecutors said 
that having a specific felony domestic 
strangulation charge gives them more 
leverage to ensure a conviction and that 
cases that were often reduced to lesser 
charges or dismissed altogether are 
now resulting in convictions. 

Other interviewees offered that the 
increased fines and penalties associ-
ated with felonies, such as greater 
time at the Adult Correctional Facility 
and extended probation periods, were 
evidence of increased offender account-
ability. One advocate stated, “We can 
hold offenders accountable longer. 
Defendants get longer probation, [and] 
penalties are greater.” Another advocate 
felt that the law helped to bring some 
dangerous first-time domestic abusers 
to the system’s attention sooner than 
if they had been charged with misde-

Strangulation continued from page 3

 

         

meanors for strangling their victims: 
“First reports of domestic violence usu-
ally come in as misdemeanors, and it 
takes a while before they escalate or 
are enhanced to felonies.” 

Even if the charge is dropped to mis-
demeanor domestic assault as part 
of a plea agreement, prosecutors can 
charge any future misdemeanor-level 
domestic assaults at a higher level with 
a previous conviction on a qualified 
domestic violence-related offense.� For 
example, if a defendant has two misde-
meanor domestic assault-related convic-
tions within ten years (for most quali-
fied crimes), most new misdemeanor 
domestic assaults can be charged as 
felonies. Prior to this law’s passage, the 
charges in many strangulation cases 
were reduced to non-qualifying charges 
such as disorderly conduct, or simply 
dismissed, rendering any new domestic 
assault charges unable to be enhanced.

A lack of accountability
Opinions varied on the degree to which 
offender accountability is enhanced 
under the new statute. An investiga-
tor for the Family Violence Unit of the 
Minneapolis Police Department noted 
a lack of accountability via little law 
enforcement training on the subject.  
This investigator pointed out that printed 
material and DVDs on strangulation 
were circulated among patrol officers in 
each precinct, but little formal training 
was offered. “Systematically, we even 
have a hard time naming it [strangula-
tion],” said another investigator. 

Similarly, a probation officer also men-
tioned the need for more training to 
augment the law’s implementation, say-
ing that not all probation officers have 
received the same level of training on 
domestic violence, which can result 
in less intensive supervision for some 
defendants. Hennepin County has two 
specialized units that supervise only 
misdemeanor domestic violence offend-
ers. Probation officers in these units 

�  Qualified domestic violence offenses are defined in 
MN Stat. § 609.02 subd. 16a

Continued on page 6
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receive additional training on 
the dynamics of domestic violence, a 
specialization that does not exist for 
probation officers responsible for adult-
felons. This inconsistency can lead to 
less intensive supervision for domestic 
violence offenders convicted of felonies 
than their counterparts convicted of 
misdemeanors.  

Several interviewees stated that the 
penalties are still not adequate consid-
ering the seriousness of strangulation. 
A victim advocate said, “I don’t think the 
guidelines are appropriate. This should 
be a higher-level felony.” One probation 
officer concerned about the guidelines 
observed,“In terms of how they are sen-
tenced, defendants are frequently given 
a break. I think people are walking out 
of here with 60 or 90 days [and] with 
lots of denial. Low sentences feed into 
denial.” 

Other interviewees believe the guide-
lines are appropriate. One Hennepin 
County attorney said, “As a level four 
felony, [the statute] is probably the 
appropriate place to have it on the 
guidelines. Egregious assaults have 
the possibility for departure.” A judge 
agreed, “I don’t think penalties should 
be increased from the sentencing 
guidelines. We want to give the defen-
dant an opportunity for treatment.”  A 
second judge followed with, “I don’t 
want to see the penalties increase. I 
think it is appropriately a felony level 
offense and does accomplish what it 
intended to accomplish.”  

Case review results 
The case review and examination of 
statewide charging trends show that 
the strangulation statute is being widely 
and often successfully used across 
Minnesota. According to the State Court 
Administrator’s Office, prosecutors 
charged a total of 1,107 strangulation 
cases from August 1, 2005, to August 
31, 2006.�  Conviction data was not 
available from this office due to cumber-

� For a county by county breakdown, see the full 
strangulation report available at www.watchmn.org.

some data collection programs.

Of the 59 Hennepin County cases 
WATCH examined:

• Convictions were obtained in 83 per-
cent of cases (felony and misdemean-
or). �

• Forty-two percent ended in convictions 
under the felony strangulation statute. �

• Seventeen percent ended in convic-
tions under other felonies such as ter-
roristic threats or violation of an order 
for protection.  
• Twenty percent of cases ended in 
convictions to lesser qualifying domes-
tic violence-related crimes such as fifth 
degree domestic assault.
• Almost seven percent of cases ended 
in convictions on non-qualifying charges 
such as damage to property or disor-
derly conduct. �

• Fourteen percent of cases were 
dismissed.10 
• One case is still open at the time of 
this report’s publication.11

The case review in this study brought to 
light other concerns with how sentenc-
ing and probation violations are being 
handled in Hennepin County. WATCH 
is concerned that stays of imposition 
for two years or less are being offered. 
Stays of imposition allow defendants’ 
guilty pleas to be vacated and their 
cases removed from the record after 
successfully completing a probationary 
period of two years or less. This cre-
ates the possibility that future domestic 
assaults will be unable to be enhanced 
to greater charges. Four of the 17 cases 
in which defendants were sentenced to

� Three defendants (six percent) were convicted of 
more than one charge.
� One defendant was convicted of felony domestic 
strangulation and another felony – only the felony 
domestic strangulation conviction is included in these 
calculations.
� One defendant was convicted of two counts of 
misdemeanor disorderly conduct.
10 Initial charges in theses cases are included in “initial 
charges” calculations.
11 The defendant has entered a guilty plea in this 
case and has failed to appear for sentencing.  Initial 
and final charges in these cases are included in all 
calculations.

stays of imposition resulted in stays of 
two years or less.

Another concern of WATCH is the lack 
of consequences for offenders who 
commit probation violations, including 
committing new crimes, while on proba-
tion. In relatively short order, 11 of the 
59 (22 percent) defendants violated 
their probation, four of which were con-
victed of felony domestic strangulation. 
Three of the 11 defendants re-offended 
or violated probation as many as three 
times, and only two served additional 
time at the Adult Correctional Facility 
after their third violation.

Violations of probation on felony domes-
tic assaults are of significant concern to 
those interviewed by WATCH. As noted 
previously, no specialized probation unit 
for felony-level domestic abusers exists 
in Hennepin County. This problem is 
aggravated by the increased number 
of defendants being placed on proba-
tion due to the passage of the felony 
domestic strangulation law. 

Conclusion and recommendations
The majority of those interviewed and 
surveyed view the felony domestic 
strangulation statute as a positive step 
in enhancing victim safety, holding 
domestic abusers accountable, and pre-
venting domestic homicides. The num-
ber of charges filed since the statute 
passed indicates that the law is being 
used with regularity—in combination 
with other charges and on its own. This 
recognizes that strangulation is frequent 
in domestic violence, and that it is a 
serious assault with grave and some-
times fatal injuries to the victim. 

The law has clearly increased the 
awareness of many victims, service 
providers, and criminal justice personnel 
about the potential lethality of strangula-
tion. Some law enforcement agencies 
are dedicating more time and resources 
to investigating these crimes, more 
prosecutors are aggressively bringing 
these cases forward, and advocates are 
continuing to support and educate 

Strangulation continued from page 5

Continued on page 7
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2006 Foundation 
Donors

WATCH gratefully acknowledges finan-
cial support from the following founda-
tions in 2006.

Altria Group, Inc.
Otto Bremer Foundation
Bush Foundation
George Family Foundation
Grotto Foundation
Margaret H. and James E. Kelley 
Foundation
Kopp Family Foundation
Minneapolis Foundation
Jay and Rose Phillips Family 
Foundation
Elizabeth C. Quinlan Foundation
Twin Cities Combined Federal 
Campaign
Women’s Foundation of Minnesota

2006 In-kind Donations

WATCH thanks the following for their 
generous donations of goods or ser-
vices in 2006. 

American Financial Printing, Inc.
Ron Beining and Mark Perrin
Bill Cameron
D’Amico and Sons catering
Shapco Printing
Todd Spichke, Riverbrand Designs
Jennifer Torgerson
Trizec Properties
Ruth Usem

victims. WATCH’s data show that the 
law has resulted in an increased num-
ber of convictions on strangulation 
assaults on both felony and misde-
meanor charges. 

However, according to the individuals 
interviewed for this report and based 
on WATCH’s monitoring, the law’s 
implementation is not without its short-
comings. Specifically, WATCH’s  case 
review  points out inconsistencies in 
charging patterns, lenient sentences 
given to potentially lethal offenders, 
failures to adequately address probation 
violations, and the need to intensify pro-
bation supervision. 

As one of six states with felony stran-
gulation statutes, Minnesota has the 
opportunity to provide leadership 
nationally on how to implement such a 
law. The following recommendations by 
WATCH would go a long way toward 
increasing the potential of the statute.

Recommendation #1
• Increase probationary supervision of 
felony-level offenders. This could be 
implemented through a specialized 
unit to supervise felony-level domestic 
violence offenders or though increasing 
domestic violence training for probation 
officers that supervise felony-level pro-
bationers. 

Recommendation #2
• Encourage the judiciary to increase 
and standardize probation revocations 
when defendants violate their probation.  
Further, encourage the bench to verbal-
ize to defendants the seriousness of 
violating no-contact orders and orders 
for protection in domestic strangulation, 
and to address violations with appropri-
ate sanctions.

Recommendation #3
• Discourage the judiciary from ordering 
stays of imposition of sentences for less 
than two years in domestic strangula-
tion cases. 

Recommendation #4
• Provide written materials (with on-the-
scene check list) for law enforcement 
officers responding to domestic assault 
strangulation scenes to ensure that 

all necessary questions are asked of 
victims and witnesses, injuries are docu-
mented and photographed, and appro-
priate medical treatment is provided. 

Recommendation #5
• Encourage batterers’ intervention 
programs to develop specific types of 
intervention that target abusers who use 
strangulation.

Recommendation #6
• Convene a domestic strangulation 
working group of the Hennepin County 
Family Violence Coordinating Council to 
look at implementation of the new law in 
Hennepin County. Use WATCH’s report 
and findings as a springboard for dis-
cussion and action.

Recommendation #7
• Conduct yearly reviews of strangula-
tion-related misdemeanor cases to 
ensure that investigation, charging, and 
referral policies are followed.  

Recommendation #8
• Encourage service providers, law 
enforcement, and court personnel to 
host domestic strangulation review 
teams or working groups in jurisdictions 
statewide to review the law, WATCH’s 
report, and gaps in local implementa-
tion.

Recommendation #9
• Provide training on strangulation for 
all domestic violence service provid-
ers, medical professionals, and criminal 
justice system personnel, including spe-
cifics on statutory language and require-
ments. 

Recommendation #10
• Encourage community education about 
the high incidence of strangulation in 
domestic abuse cases; accurate termi-
nology when discussing strangulation; 
the impact of strangulation on victims 
and their children; the continuum of vio-
lence and the role strangulation plays 
as violence escalates; and the potential 
lethality of strangulation. 

For the complete report, see www.
watchmn.org.

Strangulation continued from page 6

2006 eMPLOYEE 
MATCHING GIFTS

WATCH gratefully acknowledges finan-
cial support from the following organiza-
tion in 2006.

GMAC-RFC in honor of Toni Decker’s 
volunteer award
Piper Jaffray Companies Foundation 
Qwest Foundation in honor of Joan 
Peterson’s volunteer hours
Xcel Energy Foundation
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WATCH is a small organization with a big agenda, matched by the heart of our donors. We continue to operate well within 
our shoe-string budget, squeezing every dime out of your contributed dollars. We are deeply honored to receive such solid 
support from so many of you, year after year, and we thank you for your generosity. If you’d like to make a donation before 
our fiscal year ends on June 30, I encourage you to use the envelope in this newsletter, or go to the donate page at
 www.watchmn.org. Please feel free to call the office at 612-341-2747 if you have any questions.

Anonymous (2) 
Anonymous Fund of the Minneapolis 
Foundation
Catharine T. Abbott
Nancy Alexander in memory of Ruth 
Dicker 
Catherine Allan and Tim Grady 
Ginna and Allan Amis 
Susan Anacker and Jim Johnson
Marna Anderson and Jim Morgan 
Cathy Anson and Peter Vaughan 
Sally and Peter Anson 
Carolyn K. Arthur 
Gordon and Joyce Asselstine 
Bruce and Martha Atwater Fund of the 
Minneapolis Foundation
Claire Auckenthaler 
Ginger and Walt Bailey
Bev Balos and Mary Louise Fellows
Terry Barczak
Sara Barry
Sue Bennett
Anne Betzner
Alexis Bighley
Karin Birkeland and Lee Mitau
Lois B. and Jonathon S. Bishop Fund 
of the Minneapolis Foundation
Faye Bland
Sally Blanks
Mary Bond
David and Beverly Borchardt
Susan and Rod Boren
Gene Borgida
Tony and Erica Bouza
Margee and Will Bracken
Susan Brambilla
Aviva Breen
Kathleen Brennan
Breyer Family Fund of the Minneapolis 
Foundation
Martha and Gary Briggs
David Broesder and Barbara Preston-
Broesder
Jean Brooks
Wendy and Nick Brown
Hal and Dee Broxey
Ron Byrnes
Andrea Cagle
Mark Caligiuri
Uri and Melissa Camarena-Michel
Joan and Gary Capen

Christopher Cardozo
Mary Lou Carpenter
Valerie Carr
Shelley Carthen Watson
Carrie Cervenka
Carolyn Chalmers
Mark and Marcia Cherniack
Rumna Chowdhury
Beth Clark
Dr. Susan L. Clarke
Wendy and David Coggins
Deb Cohen and Larry Lamb
Rusty and Burton Cohen
Cinda Collins
Janet Conn
Diane A. Connor
Julie Corty and Richard Erickson Fund 
of the Minneapolis Foundation
Sage and John Cowles
Vicki and David Cox Fund of The 
Minneapolis Foundation 
Ginny and Will Craig
Janis and Ken Cram
John and Laura Crosby
Liz Cutter
Bunny and Richard D’Amico
David and Vanessa Dayton
Martha Dayton
Mary Lee Dayton
Toni Decker
Lisa and Pat Denzer
Connie and Donna Denzer in honor of 
Lisa and Pat Denzer
Glenda Dewberry Rooney
Jeffrey L. Edleson and Sudha Shetty
Molly Eichten and Dean Karau
Karla Ekdahl and Peter Hutchinson 
Fund of the Minnesota Community 
Foundation
Suzanne and Jim Elwell
Kristine and Ronald Erickson
Liliana Espondaburu
Marion Etzwiler and John Shepherd
Miriam Karmel 
Anne and Charlie Ferrell
David and Mary Grace Flannery
Barbara and Jimmy Fogel
Barbara Forster and Larry Hendrickson
Wood Foster, Jr. and Jane Severns
Tom Fourre
Barbara and Ron Fraboni

Frank and Frances Wilkinson 
Foundation
Richard S. and Brigitte E. Frase
Tom Fraser and Mary Strand
Jeannie Gardner
Gegax Family Foundation
Janet Gendler
Penny and Bill George
Joe Gibbons and John Cullin
Scotty and Peter Gillette
Lisa Goodman
Susan Gray and Paul Waytz
Diana Greenberg
Jocelyn Hale and Glenn Miller
Nor Hall and Roger Hale
Nancy Halverson
Carolyn Ham
Diana Harvey
Jacquelyn Hauser and Tom Tinkham
Liz and Van Hawn
Dana Hazel and Michael Vespasiano
Anne and Peter Heegaard
Jeff and Lucy Heegaard
Joanne and David Heegaard
Marge and Roger Heegaard
Kathy Hendricks
Paul and Tonya Hendrickson
Henry and Betty Albrecht Foundation
Joan Higinbotham
Andrea and Ken Hjelm
Jo Ann Lind and David Hohman
Olivia Hornig
Linda Houden
Pat Hoven
Leslie Jablonski
Ann and Robert Jackson
John and Margarita Johannson
Beverly Johnson
Jennifer and Mark Johnson
Lori and Nick Johnson
Rachel Johnson and Tom Hamlin
Sharon Toll Johnson
Tom and Victoria Johnson
Sharon Jones
Catherine Jordan and Steve Lick
Gary and Yleen Joselyn
Judy Dayton
Phyllis and Donald Kahn
Dick Kalin and Nancy Kleeman
Sylvia and Sam Kaplan
Marlene and Tom Kayser

Thank you to our 2006 Supporters
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Kimberly Beth Keilholtz
Alexander M. Keith
Miriam and Erwin Kelen
Pat and Bill Kelly
Sally Kenney and Norman Foster
Kennon and Nina Rothchild Charitable 
Income Trust
Amy and Mitch Kern
Christopher W Keyser
Marjorie B. Kiewit
Mary Louise Klas
Bill and Sally Kling
Danielle Kluz
Barry and Julia Knight
Rebecca and Vinnie Kutty
Dea and Phil L’heureux
Angela M. Lakedon
John Larsen and Mike Stewart
Kristi Lassegard
Jan and Peter Lee
Chuck and Mary Leer
Jim and Susan Lenfestey
Beth Ann and Doug Lennick
David and Perrin Lilly
Jan and Charlie Lloyd
Lozier Foundation
David and Peggy Lucas
Charlene Lucken
Margaret A. Lutz
Cathy Madison and Rick Dublin
Beverly MarkIs and Jim Palmquist
James and Sally Martineau
Tess Coons and Jeff Martinka
Carol and Edward Mathie
James McCarthy and Gloria Peterson
Samuel and Patricia McCullough
Joyce and Dick McFarland Fund of the 
Minneapolis Foundation 
Sue McLean
Pierce and Debbie McNally
Paul and Corrine McNamara
Donna McRoberts
Alida Messenger
Helen Metz and Perry Ketchum
Violet Meyer
Tina Michael and Wendy van Kerkhove
Midwest Children's Resource Center
Laura and James Miles
Mary and Todd Miller
Michael B. Miller
Minnesota Coalition for Battered Women
Harold and Annette Minor
Julie and Kent Molde
Marian Moore
Shari Moore
Sheila Morgan
Sara Mushlitz

Maureen Kelly Neerland
Claire Christopherson Nelson
Tamra and George Nelson
Rev. Christie and Win Neuger
Kate and Stuart Nielsen
Jeffrey Nipper
James and Ardis Noonan
Greg Olson
Vicki and Dan Olson
Chris Brian Osborne
Diane Page
Becky Palmer
Anita Patel
Dr. William and Suzanne Payne
Deb Pederson
Cathy and Michael Peel
Larkin and Deniz Perese
Larry and Linda Perlman
Mark Perrin and Ron Beining
Sarah Zanger and Thomas Perron
The Honorable Duane and Patricia 
Peterson
Joan C. Peterson
Leslye and Eddie Phillips
Robin Phillips
Cynthia Pillsbury
Sally and George Pillsbury
Peggy and Ed Pluimer
Michelle Marie Pohlad
Sally B. Polk
Louise Pope
Mardell Presler
Nathalie and Richard Pyle
Charlotte Quaintance 
Charles Quimby and Susan Cushman
Jane and Jim Ranum
Joan Rappaport
Sharon Raygor
Elizabeth Redleaf
Sara Reed
Ember Reichgott Junge
Charles and Susan Reinhart
Lew and Connie Remele
Erik and Brooke Reseland
Bonnie Richard
Lucy Rogers and Larry Grant Fund of 
Headwaters Foundation for Justice 
Bob Rosenbaum and Maggie Gilbert
Sharon and Robert Ryan
Mayor R.T. Rybak and Megan O’Hara
Don and Sondra Samuels
Dr. John and Dorothy D. Scanlan
Denise Scharlemann
Romaine Scharlemann
Karl and Ellen Schmidt
Mary and Slade Schuster
Paul Scoggin

Thomas and Diana Scott
Tom and Pat Scott
Susan Segal and Myron Frans
Irving and Janet Shapiro
Bruce Shnider and Pat Strandness
Catherine Shreves and Tom Bird
Margaret and Davis Shryer
Marilyn and Wally Small
Cindie and Jim Smart
Tina and Archie Smith
A. Maurice Solarin
Roxanne and Bill Soth
Nancy Speer
Ed and Harriet Spencer Fund of the 
Minneapolis Foundation
Pat Spratt
John Staloch
Noa and Ted Staryk 
Jan and Jim Stephenson
Sarah Stoesz
Cyndi Strand
John Sullivan
Mia and Brian Sullivan
Mike Swanson and Kathy Spraitz
Jon and Julene Ray Swenson in 
memory of Karen Butler
Kate Tabner and Michael Boardman
Mary Tambornino in honor of Martha 
Rast on Hanukkah
Frank Taylor
Lauren S. Teetzen
Suzanne Tema
Cheryl Thomas and Roger Heegaard
Linda and AJ Michael Thompson
Jean Thomson and John Sandbo
Laura Tiffany and Ned Foster
Jane Tilka and Mike Reed
Susan Allen Toth and James Stageberg
Kate Troy
Gedney and Emily Tuttle Fund of the 
Minnesota Community Foundation
John and Nina Tuttle
Ruth Usem
Michael Valley
Penny Van Kampen and Scott Borene
Mary Vaughan
Claudia Velasco
Joanne and Philip Von Blon
Phyllis Wagner
Maxine Wallin
Dominique Walsh
Nancy Register Wangen
Irv and Marge Weiser
Sally Westby
Claire Canavan and Tim Whalen
Leo and Mary Wherley
Rob and Julie White

Thank you to our 2006 Supporters

Continued on page 11
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In memory of 
Lois Bishop
WATCH lost a strong guiding hand 
and a dear friend with the death in 
December of former board member 
Lois Bishop. Lois went off the board 
last spring, having served the maximum 
number of terms allowed, but continued 
to serve ex officio on the development 
committee. 

In her ten years with WATCH Lois was 
utterly dependable in every way. She 
rarely missed a board meeting, even 
when the weather was fierce or she 
was feeling lousy. She was serious of 
purpose, yet with her can-do attitude 
and dry humor she managed to make 
even the most tedious work seem fun. 
And although her health had been giv-
ing her some problems of late, she still 
seemed full of feisty enthusiasm, and 
her death came as a shock to us all. 

When asked how they remember Lois, 
people come up with many words: 
unpretentious, wise, fearless, some-
times scary, funny, reliable, a leader but 
not domineering, determined, dogged, 
dauntless . . . and always the refrain, 
“What will we do without Lois?”

But what we heard over and over again 
from people was how they felt sup-
ported, cared for and mentored.  So 
much of what women have achieved in 
this city, in this state, has Lois’s hand-
prints—if not her bricks and mortar—all 
over it. And as she helped grow the 
organizations around her, she also 
helped grow the leadership within. 

Last May, WATCH presented its annual 
Sheila Wellstone Gold WATCH award 
to Lois for her tireless work on behalf of 
women and girls. In honor of her com-
mitment to diversity in non-profit orga-
nizations and to involving young people 
in non-profit leadership, WATCH also 
initiated a paid internship in her name 
for students of color, to encourage 
careers in public service and criminal 
justice, and to further diversify WATCH. 
Contributions made in Lois’s memory 
will go to sustain that fund.

Lois’s efforts on behalf of so many, 
including those of us at WATCH, have 
made all the difference, and we will 
miss her terribly.

The first recipient, A. Maurice Solarin, with 
Lois Bishop at Gold WATCH, May 2006

WATCH gratefully acknowledges those 
who contributed to the Lois Bishop 
Student of Color Internship when it was 
established last May, as well as those 
who have made a recent contribution in
her memory.

Anonymous
Marna Anderson and Jim Morgan 
Martha and Bruce Atwater 
Cecile Bedor 
Emily Blodgett
Connie Coleman 
Sage and John Cowles
Vicki and David Cox
Mary Lee Dayton
Lisa and Pat Denzer
Liliana Espondaburu
Marion Etzwiler and John Shepherd
Barbara Forster and Larry Hendrickson
Scotty and Peter Gillette
Jocelyn Hale and Glenn Miller
Nor Hall and Roger Hale
Chris Harrington 
Diana Harvey
Eric and Carreen Heegaard
Sylvia and Sam Kaplan
William C. Kulmann
Susan and Jim Lenfestey
Alida Messenger 
Ann Mulholland
Sara Mushlitz 
Mary Petrie and John Thompson
George and Sally Pillsbury
Sally Polk
Peggy and Ed Pluimer
Romaine Scharlemann
Nancy Speer
Faith Stern
Sarah Stoesz
Mia and Brian Sullivan 
Cheryl Thomas and Roger Heegaard
John and Nina Tuttle 
Ruth Usem
Joanne and Phillip Von Blon
Margaret and Angus Wurtele
Julie and Charlie Zelle 

Volunteer notes
✓�  There was a lot of joking and laugh-
ing at the attorney table in criminal 
court. In contrast, the eight women 
in the gallery (either victims or family 
members) waiting for hearings had very 
serious expressions on their faces. It 
was an odd and at times uncomfortable 
dynamic.

✓ Before the appearance, I overheard 
both the defense attorney and pros-
ecutor and a victim’s family member 
discussing the personal cost to them for 
the time spent idly waiting in the court-
room.

✓ Before domestic violence court 
began, a defense attorney was speak-
ing in a loud voice (so loud that I could 
hear him in the back of the courtroom) 
to the city attorney about how he and 
his wife were trying to have another 
baby. He said that his wife’s “blue book 
value” was going down with every baby 
she had and with age. He then said he 
was going to “trade her in” after their 
second baby.

✓  Domestic violence court has 
improved significantly. The clerk was 
thorough in explaining the rules and 
procedures of the courtroom to defen-
dants and observers.

✓ The public defenders, prosecu-
tors, and private attorneys in criminal 
court as well as people in the gallery 
expressed frustration about scheduling 
and late start times. I’ve never heard 
this many people complain in one after-
noon.

✓ At the revocation hearing, the judge 
revoked the 30 days and did an amaz-
ing job explaining the criminal no 
contact order to the defendant. She 
talked at length about his responsibility 
to remove himself from any situation 
where female minors are present. She 
provided him with several examples of 
things he could not do and squarely 
told him it was his responsibility to 
ensure that another violation did not 
occur. Continued on page 11
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Marna was also interviewed by WCCO 
radio and Radio America about ways to 
improve the justice system to prevent 
domestic homicides. 

National leadership and training
As the first court monitoring orgniza-
tion focused solely on violence against 
women, WATCH has established 
a respected national reputation as 
a primary source of information on 
court monitoring as a tool for systems 
change. For 14 years, we have sup-
ported the efforts of court monitoring 
groups around the country through con-
ferences, site visits, training materials, 
and phone and email consultation.  

In 2006, WATCH completed revisions 
to its training manual, Developing a 
Court Monitoring Program, first pub-
lished in 2001. The new manual con-
tains nearly 200 pages of information 
geared to assist new and established 
monitoring programs, including use-
ful outlines, training exercises, sample 
monitoring forms, PowerPoint discus-
sion guides, and project development 
ideas. The manual is now available for 
purchase, and WATCH is working with 
other national organizations to identify 
marketing opportunities.

Groups who contact us have a need 
for specific types of assistance, such 
as: training and advice on starting a 
court monitoring group; strategies for 
strengthening their programming or 
designing a training or research project; 
and suggestions for using court moni-
toring as an evaluation tool to improve 
the justice system’s handling of cases 
of violence against women. 

Fifteen programs located throughout 
the United States benefited directly 
from WATCH in 2006 in the form of 
training, technical assistance, and 
resource materials. In addition to 
conducting trainings for three groups in 
New Mexico, WATCH met with a rep-
resentative from the Arizona Coalition 

Against Domestic Violence to discuss 
its plans to start court monitoring in 
Arizona and trained a VISTA volunteer 
from the Montana Coalition for Battered 
Women who is working on a statewide 
court monitoring effort there. We are 
continuing to assist these groups in their 
efforts. 

Perhaps most exciting, is the estab-
lishment of the National Association 
of Court Monitoring Programs.  In 
January, WATCH inaugurated Court 
Watch Connection, an e-newsletter 
designed to provide court monitoring 
programs across the U.S. with a forum 
for discussing and disseminating court 
monitoring news and information. Plans 
are in place to add “webinars” and web-
based discussions this year, linking 
programs from across the country in a 
network of support and advocacy. 

Each year, the efforts of concerned 
citizens here and throughout the world 
bring us closer to the goal of eliminating 
violence against women and children. 
By reviewing the past year’s accom-
plishments, we can more clearly recog-
nize our impact and recommit ourselves 
to being agents for change in the com-
ing year. 

Year in review continued from page 4 Thank you continued from page 9

Volunteer notes continued from page 10

John and Anne Wicka
Tom and Angie Wicka
DePaul Willette
Roy and Kathy Williams
Mary and Jack Willis
David Wilson and Michael Peterman
Winnidell Wilson
Penny and Mike Winton
Steve and Kathy Wishart
Sandy and Rich Worthing
Lisa Wright in Honor of Diana Harvey
Margaret and Angus Wurtele
Courtney Yasmineh
Shawn Young and Sheldon Rockler 
Julie and Charlie Zelle

We make every effort to insure the accuracy 
of our records. If there is a mistake in your 
listing, please let us know, so we may cor-
rect it. All your gifts are very much appreciat-
ed and we thank you for your understanding.

✓ In felony arraignment court, the 
defense attorney pushed for the defen-
dant to return to the home and the 
victim, the defendant’s 15-year-old 
daughter, to go into foster care. The 
judge ruled against this action, siding 
with the victim instead. The defendant 
was ordered to live elsewhere, have no 
contact with the victim, and pay child 
support. 

✓  The judge sincerely expressed his 
sorrow to the victims and their fami-
lies for the pain the defendant, a child 
molester, had caused them.

The Hennepin County Domestic Fatality 
Review Team recently published its 
2007 report. The report reviews 11 
domestic homicides committed in 
Hennepin County and identifies numer-
ous “opportunities for intervention,” sev-
eral of which address the need for psy-
chological assessment and services for 
children who have witnessed the mur-
der of a parent. The report is available 
at http://www.mncourts.gov/district/4/

National association forming

The National Association of Court 
Monitoring Programs (NACMP) was 
initiated by WATCH to support the 
creation and expansion of court moni-
toring programs across the U.S. The 
NACMP provides training, technical 
assistance, and national organizing to 
those engaged in utilizing court monitor-
ing to improve the safety of women and 
children in the justice system. We invite 
you to join us and to help spread the 
word about the association. Visit www.
watchmn.org and click on “About Us” 
for membership benefits.
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2006 Volunteers
Special thanks to all the volunteers who keep WATCH a growing, vibrant organization. From monitoring the courts and assisting with research 
projects to helping out in the office and with special events, volunteers donate thousands of hours each year and make our work possible. 
Thank you!

Nadia Aboussir
Samarra Abubouran
Lisa Ackerman
Randi Aho
Alees Alles
Ron Beining
Kalli Bennett
Michael Betz
Breeana Blalock
Elizabeth Borer
Wendy Brown
Dee Broxey
Hal Broxey
Joseph Buechler
Leone Carstens
Steven Cerny
Britany Christenson
Ramona Colsch
Janet Conn
Jennifer Cornell
Allison Costain
Andrew Cox
Anna Cutler
Christina Davenport
Toni Decker
Judy Dunbar
Mary Eichten

Jennifer Engelhardt
Lillian Ewing
Riham Feshir
Katharine Fish
Fatima Franzen
Rashad Gabose
Shira Goldetsky
Erin Gregory
Amelia Hansa
Kerstin Hansen
Erica Hatfield
Antonia Hauser
Ayah Helmy
Joanne Henderson
Christine Hinrichs
Heather Hirsch
Munazza Humayun
Kristin Iverson
Tara James
Beverly Jimerson
Jennifer Johnson
Gary Joselyn
Christopher Keyser
Megan Kosse
Sarah Kramer
Paul Kwako
Mary Lay Schuster

Caitlin Light
Andrew Loge
Timothy Louris
Moira Lynch
Susan Maki
Sarah Mandile
Frank McQuillan
Daniel Morris
Michael Murtaugh
Donna Norbeck
Marit Peterson
Jade Pirlott
Desiree Price
Anushka Ranasinghe
Heather Regalado
Elizabeth Riggs
Ryan Rodgers
Elizabeth Roff
Cassandra Hoffmann 
Katrina Rowell
Lindsey Russo
Joseph Ryan
Garaad Sahal
Lindsey Saunders
Alexandra Savela
Ashley Schaefer
Denise Scharlemann

Shannon Schmidt
Maurice Solarin
Patricia Strandness
Erin Strong
Jaclyn Stuhrk
Mallory Suek
Stephanie Swanson
Jon Swenson
Lauren Teetzen
Virginia Tisdale-Miller
Stephanie Travis
Christine Traxler
Jenni Vainik
Patricia Vanni
Mariya Vilgelm
Rebecca Waggoner Kloek
Dominique Walsh
Jessica Weiss
Kelly White
Catherine Whittmore
Bobbie Williams
Erin Williams
Katherine Wind
Cynthia Wright
Jennifer Young 
Natasha Zuidema

Thank you to Rebecca Kutty for editing, Todd Spichke of Riverbrand Designs for design, and Shapco Printing for printing.


