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As | | eave the State
Attorney's Ofice for the
chal | enge of t he state
Senate, | want to take this
final opportunity to express
my sincere thanks to the
entire | aw enf or cenent
conmunity for t he
opportunity | have had to
work with you as State
Attorney since 1993. | said

on many occasions during ny
Senat e canpai gn t hat
el ection and service as
State At t or ney was t he
gr eat est honor of nmy
pr of essi onal life, and |
want all of you to know that
| mean exactly that.

As State Attorney, I
hope | have nmoved this
office forward and inproved
t he way we do t hi ngs,
including the way we work
t oget her. VWhile both |aw
enf or cenent of ficers and
prosecutors have different
] obs, each needs the other
and bot h are si nmply
di fferent aspects  of t he
same car eer

| have enjoyed working
closely together to solve
the problenms involved in
preparing and trying cases.

| hope to continue serving
the entire |aw enforcenent
conmuni ty from new
position. If | can help,

you have only to call

VESSAGE FROM Bl LL CERVONE

| would like to begin ny
tenure as your State
Attorney by repeating what
Rod has said: | have had no

honor and privilege greater
t han to be your St ate
Attorney, and | thank vyou
for t he opportunity to
follow both Rod and GCene
Vhi t wor t h, the two State
Attorneys under who | have
spent nost of nmy
pr of essi onal life and

prepared for this day.

To all of you who have
hel ped me in the past years
in learning how to be a

pr osecut or and what | aw
enforcenment is all about, |
can say only t hat I
appreci ate everyt hi ng you
have done. I hope that |

have in the past earned your

trust and confidence as an
Assistant State Attorney and
that over the next few years

| can continue to have that

sane degree of trust and
confi dence.

| do not anticipate nmany
structural changes within
the office, although there
wi | al ways be personnel
changes designed to inprove
what we do. Some of those
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are announced in the next
section of t he Legal

Bul | eti n. My telephone and
office doors are always open
to each of you.
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SAO PERSONNEL CHANGES

ASA GREG MMAHON wil |

assune the title of Chief
Assistant State Attorney on
January 1st. Geg wll
continue to be assigned to
t he prosecution of
significant cases and wll
have addi ti onal
adm ni strative and
managenent responsibilities

in his new position.

ASA JEANNE SINGER will
becone Deput y Chi ef
Assistant State Attorney on
January 1st. This is a new
position intended to share
t he adm ni strative and
supervisory responsibilities
previously split between the
State Attorney and the Chief
Assi stant State Attorney.

Jeanne's former position

as the supervisor of the
Crimes  Agai nst Wmen  And
Children wunit attorneys was
transferred to DENI SE
FERRERO during the Fall in
anticipation of t hese
changes. As a part of her
responsibilities, Deni se

will cover Jimmy Ryce cases
on a circuit w de basis.

ASA TIM BROMWNI NG will
return to t he G I chri st
County office on January 1st
after spending the last six

years in Levy County. Thi s
re-assignment will free sone
of Tims tinme from
adm ni strative

responsibilities so that he
can be given case specific

assignnments on an as needed
basis in Alachua and other
counti es.

Tims position in the
Bronson office will be taken
by DAVID KRIEDER, who has
nost recently been running
the Trenton office. Al'so in

Bronson, M LES KINSELL cane
on board as an ASA,
officially on Decenber 1st
and prior to that in a
tenmporary OPS position.
Mles is a 2000 graduate of
the University of Florida
Law School and a Gainesville
native.

ASA ROSA DUBCSE will
nmove to a felony position on
January  1st in order to
concentrate on prosecuting

DU  Mansl aughter, Vehicul ar
Hom ci de, and other felony
traffic cases. She will
conti nue as t he SACO s

primary contact
| aw enf orcement

person wth
agenci es on

traffic i ssues and for
t rai ning.
| nvesti gat or SPENCER
MANN has been re-assigned to
t he Gai nesville I nt ake
Division effective January
1st. Spencer will continue
to handl e PI O
responsibilities in addition
to assi sting with | aw
enf or cenent and citizen
inquiries in Intake.
| nvesti gat or VonCille
Bruce wil | assunme new
responsibilities for County
Court cases in Gainesville.
In addition to her |Iliaison
functions she will work with
the lawers in that division

t o enhance case preparation.

| nvesti gat or CHARLI E
SANDERS retired on Novenber
30th after spending the | ast
several years with the SAO
in the Levy and G christ
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County offices. Charlie
will be replaced in those
counties by I nv. JESSE
BLI TCH, who has been nost
recently assi gned to
Br adf or d, Baker and Union
Count i es. Jesse will be
avai l able to agencies in all

six counties having need of
his polygraph services -
arrange that directly wth
himif it is ever necessary.

ROMAN ALVAREZ j oi ned the
SAO as an Investigator on
January 1st. Roman cones to
us after nearly 15
with the Bradford
Sheriff's Office, where he
has been a part of the
command staff wunder Sheriff
M | ner. Roman's primry
| ocation will be in Bradford
County after an orientation
period working out of the
Gai nesville office.

| nv. BARBARA THOMAS | eft

years
County

her donestic violence grant
position at the end of
Decenber in order to persue
per sonal i nterests. Her
position has been filed by
DANA RICHARD, who cones to
t he SAO with a | aw
enf orcenent background from
UPD. Dana wll continue
what Barbara has been doing

in terms of helping wth
domestic violence cases on a

part time basis under the
VAWA grant that funds this
position.

In the Child Welfare
proj ect, sever al transfers
and new hires have also
occurred. GLEN BOECHER has

transferred from the Trenton
office to Gainesville. He
has been replaced in Trenton
by JOANN HUMBURG, who was
formerly in t he Pal at ka
of fice. JoAnn, in turn, has

been replaced
HI TCHI NS,
Pl is a

by PHI LLI PA
who goes by PJ.
Decenber, 2000,
graduate of the University
of Florida Law School and
begi ns work on January 2nd.
Al so starting in January
to fill a newy funded
position is REBECCA O NEILL,

who cones to the SAO from
Shands Legal Services and
who will be assigned to the

Lake City CWS office. She
joins JAMES McCARTY as a hew

attorney in that of fice,
wher e Janes started in
Cct ober after many years in
private practice in
Gai nesville and t he
surroundi ng counti es. I n

the Bronson CW.S office JOYE

CLAYTON started in October
as well, also after being a
private practitioner for

many years. The growth in
the CWS Project over the
| ast year or so has resulted
in its staff nearly doubling
from when the SAO assuned
responsibility for t he
program which is in turn a
direct result of the success
the Project has enjoyed.

KRI'S KELLY has replaced
Comaria Pettis in the Victim
Advocacy divi sion. Kris is
a University of Florida grad
and started work during the
Fal | .
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CONGRATULATI ONS TO. . .

...Recently re-el ected
Al achua County Sheriff Steve
Celrich, Baker County
Sheri f f Joey Dobson,
Bradf ord County Sheriff Bob
M | ner, G |l chri st County
Sheriff David Turner, and
newly elected Levy County
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Sheriff Johnny Smth.

...ASAs KIM ECKERT and
M LES  KI NSELL, who wer e
married on October 21st.

.. . Baker County SAO
secretary JULIE MARTIN and
her husband Robert, who
became the proud parents of
baby Cayden Reese Martin on
Decenmber 11th.

... Alachua
Sheriff's O fice SGI. KENNY
MACK, who retires in early
January after over 31 years
of service to the people of
Alachua County with that
agency.

... ASA TERESA DRAKE, who
received the Ellen Foster
Awar d in Novenber in
recognition of outstanding,
work in dependency. The
award was presented by the
8th Circuit Dependency
Sunmmi t .

... Alachua County
Sheriff's O fice deputi es
KEI TH FAULK, VERNELL BROWN,
and KATHLEEN NEW all of
whom were recently pronoted
to Ser geant and JCOEL
DECOURSEY, who was pronoted
to Lieutenant. Keith was
also named Deputy of the
year for his outstandi ng
work with juveniles through
t he SHOCAP Program

County
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A PRI MER ON ARREST WARRANTS

In response to nmany
i ndi vi dual guestions about
vari ous aspects of the |aw
concerning arrest warrants,
this article will summarize
what can and can't be done.

Arrest war rant s are

aut horized and controlled by
Florida I|aw under Chapter
901 of the Florida Statutes.

The si npl est expl anati on
for the issuance of an
arrest warrant is that the
i ssui ng j udge "reasonably
bel i eves that the person
conpl ai ned agai nst has

commtted an offense wthin

hi s jurisdiction.”
Therefore, al | arrest
warrants must be submtted
to a judge for review of the
sworn facts to determne if
such a reasonable Dbelief
t hat a crime has been
committed exists.

Arrest warrants nust be
in the form required by
Florida Rule of Crim nal
Procedure 3.121, whi ch
requires that the warrant
shal | 1) be in witing, 2)
set forth the nature of the
of f ense charged, 3) command
that the person agai nst whom
the conplaint was mde be
arrested and brought before
the court, 4) specify the
name of the person to be
arrested, or, if the name is
unknown, desi gnat e t he
per son by any name or
description by which the
person can be identified
with reasonabl e certainty
(height, weight, race, sex,
hai r and eye col or,
appr oxi mat e age, faci al
hai r, di sti ngui shi ng
characteristics such as
tattoos, scars, and SO
forth), 5) state the date
when issued and the county
where issued, 6) be signed

by the judge with the title
of his or her office, and
7) be endorsed with a bail

anbunt and a return date.

The "return date" is when
the warrant is to be served
and the defendant brought
before the court, and is
i nevitably "instanter,"
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meani ng as soon as possi bl e.
Once an arrest warrant
is issued, it is directed to
all of the sheriffs of the
St at e. It can only be
executed by the sheriff of
the county in which an
arrest is nmmde, although a
deputy sheriff may lawfully
do so in the name of and
under the authority of the
sheriff hi msel f. A
muni ci pal police of ficer
however, who knows about the
exi st ence of an arrest
warrant may take the subject
of the warrant into custody

and deliver that person to
t he county j ail for
execution of the warrant by
the sheriff. For exanpl e,
if during a traffic stop an
of ficer | ear ns of t he
exi stence of an outstanding
war r ant he cannot
technically execute t he
war r ant . He can take the
driver to the jail and
notify the sheriff, who can
then respond and execute the
war r ant . Muni ci pal police
of ficers and ot her | aw
enforcement officers cannot
execute arrest warrants and
should not be asked to do
So. This may sound like a
di stinction wi t hout a
di fference, but it S
l egally inportant.

Arrest war r ant s from
anot her state may be
executed by the sheriffs of
this state. The arrested
person is then held for the
demanding state for a tine
period set by the judge.
Law enf or cenent shoul d
i nmedi ately notify t he
original, I ssui ng

jurisdiction when an out of
state warrant is executed so
that extradition proceedings

can be started and a
t ransfer of the prisoner
arranged when appropriate.

Arrest warrants nmay be
executed on any day of the
week and at any time of the
day or ni ght . Arr est
war r ant s al so permt an
officer to enter a building,
ei ther residenti al or of
anot her nat ur e, or onto
ot her property to make the
arrest of the nanmed person.

Florida 1is a "Knock And
Announce" state, which first
requires t he of ficer
announce his authority and
purpose for being at the
scene before entering. Thi s
i's defi ned in Secti on
901. 19, Fl ori da St at ut es,
whi ch al so permts t he
of ficer to use al |
reasonabl e and necessary
force to enter and make the
arrest if he fails to gain
adm ssion af ter t he
announcenent SO | ong as
there is reasonable grounds

to believe that
is present.

Law enforcenment officers
are not authorized to enter
a third person's hone wth
an arrest warrant in order

to search for the subject of

t he person

the warrant. Oficers may
al ways enter with consent
but, wi thout that, a search
warrant for the body of the
person s necessary. Put
another way, if the person
named in the warrant does
not reside at the |ocation

(such as when the suspect is

visiting at the home of his
parents, girlfriend, or sone
ot her wunrelated person) |aw
enf or cenent cannot enter
with an arrest war r ant
al one.

VWhen making an arrest,
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the arresting officer nust
inform the person bei ng
arrested of the cause of the
arrest and that a warrant
has been issued. The act ual
warrant does not need to be
in the literal possession of
the officer.

Of course, this is only
a sinmple overview of the |aw

on arrest warrants.
Thousands of cases exi st
interpreting t hese basi s

principals and hundreds of
books have been witten on
t he subject. When in doubt,

of ficers shoul d al ways
contact the SAO or, after
hour s, t he on-cal
Assi st ant .

The nmany conplexities
i nvolved in arrest warrants,
including the particularity
with which warrants nust be

drafted, di ctate t he
i nvol venment of the SAO in
prepari ng and revi ewi ng
war r ant appl i cati ons.

Although it my at tinmes
seem |i ke a needless burden
to have the SAO involved in
that process the possibility
of an error bei ng
unknowi ngly made in
following what the statutes
and court decisions require
or in mssing a change in
those requirenents overrides
ot her consi derations.

- Contributed by ASA
Greg McMahon
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BURGLARY/ CONVEYANCE

The Fl ori da Supr emne
Court issued an opinion in
Novenber clarifying t he
circunstances under which a
burglary charge may be nmade
when the object of t he

burglary is a vehicle of
sone ki nd. The case, styled
Drew v State, represents a
departure 1n sone ways from
previ ous deci sions.

In t he case, t he
def endant was caught
renoving the lug nuts and
then the tires from a car.
He was char ged with a
burgl ary because the statute
i ncludes | anguage defining
"to enter a conveyance" as
including "taking apart any
portion of the conveyance”
as constituting a burglary.

This concept was discussed
in the April 2000 Legal
Bulletin i n an article
citing a 4th DCA case, Jones
v State, that

i nvol ved the
same facts. The 4th DCA
ruled that such facts did
not anount to burglary and
the Supreme Court has now
agreed with that concl usion.

In so doing, the Suprene
Court said that any analysis
of what was and was not a
burglary had to focus on
both the act constituting
the entry and the intent to
commit an offense within the
vehicle, each of which is
required. The Court went on
to say that the requisite
i nt ent nmust be sonething
that could be done inside
the vehicle. Therefore, the
Court concl uded, acts
constituting a burglary nust
be distinguished from acts
constituting only a theft.

I n other words, renoving
a hubcap, tires, an antenna,
a hood or nanent , or
sonet hi ng el se from the
exterior of a vehicle 1is
only a theft and cannot be a
burglary, regard-less of the
statutory |anguage nentioned
above about taking sonething



apart. The only renmaining
applicability of t hat
| anguage is to explain acts
such as taking apart a part
of the notor or a stereo
system which would remain a
burglary since the engine
conpartnment or the passenger
conpartnment would have to be
ent er ed in or der to
acconmplish t hat ki nd of
theft.

The April 2000 article
noted that we would have to

awai t a Supr ene Cour t
opi ni on on this t opi c
because t he Jones case
conflicted with sever al
other, older cases. Dr ew
provides that opinion and

answers the question. Wi | e
it is arguable that t he
Suprenme Court is legislating
t hrough this opinion rather
t han si nply interpreting
exi sting | aw, this new
restriction on what S
required for a conveyance
burglary stands as the |[|aw
in Fl ori da unl ess t he
| egi sl ature anmends t he
statute at some point in the
future.
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| MPLI ED CONSENT

In a decision that wll
af f ect i nplied consent
cases, the Florida Suprene
Court has ruled that the
State may not have the
benefit of the statu-tory
presunptions of i npai r nent
in DU cases under existing
FDLE rules governing the
coll ection of blood sanples.

The deci si on, i ssued
Novenmber 30, 2000, is styled

State v Ml es.

Mles was the driver of
a vehicle involved in an
Escanbia County accident in
whi ch  anot her person was
kill ed. A Dblood draw was
taken and he was ultinmately
char ged with DU
Mansl aught er as wel | as
ot her offenses. He noved to
suppress the blood al cohol
test results on the grounds
that the rules promulgated
by FDLE to govern blood
testing failed to adequately
provide for the preservation
of the blood sanple prior to
testing.

At the hearing, an FDLE
expert <called by the State
testified that it was not
necessary for the rules to

speci fy gui del i nes for
handl i ng sanpl es because
these were universally known
and foll owed. The FDLE
expert apparently agr eed,
however, t hat i f not
properly preserved prior to
testing there could well be
degradation of the sanple to
t he poi nt wher e its
reliability could not be
assuned.

Faced with t hat

testinmony, the Court ruled
t hat the absence of any
provision in the rule (which
can be found in the Florida
Adm nistrative Code at 11D
8.012) governing the pre-
servation of sanples pending
testing was inperm ssible.

The ultimate result of this
does not nean that a test
result i's necessarily
i nadm ssi bl e in evi dence
since the State nmay still
establish that it is wvalid

t hrough other neans. VWhat
it does nean, however, is
t hat even i f a bl ood



analysis result is admtted
into evidence the State nay
not have the benefit of the
statutory presunptions that

tell a jury how to interpret
t hat result. In  other
words, a jury wll not be
instructed that a person
having a test result of .08
or higher is presumed under

the law to be inpaired
The only solution to the

problem this creates i's
anmend-nment of the rule to
provide for what the Suprene

Court has correctly said is
m ssing, and how |ong that
will take is uncertain. The
process of drafting
appropriate rul es i's
apparently under way, but
when that will be finalized
i's anyone's guess. As an
interim neasure and to give

us the best possible shot at

still having blood sanples
admtted into evidence even
if the jury is not told
about t he statutory
presunptions, agenci es
should take special care to
insure the refrigeration of
al | speci mens from
collection to testing (other
than at tinmes of obvious
i npossibility, such as while
in transit) and to docunent
that fact. In its ruling,
t he Supr ene Cour t
specifically referred to
Chio rules that provide for
t hat Wit h t he cl ear
i nplication t hat such a
procedural requirement woul d
go a | ong way t owar ds
solving the current problem

with Florida's rules.
Pending a correction of

the rules, we are all faced
with the dilemma created by
this case: juries wi |
pr obably still hear

testi nony about bl ood
al cohol levels, but they may
not be given all the tools
necessary to easily and
correctly interpret what a
given test result or blood
al cohol | evel neans.

- Contributed by ASA

Rosa DuBose
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DRUG ROADBL OCKS BANNED

In an opinion issued in
| ate Novenber and styl ed
City of | ndi anapolis v
Ednond, the United States
Suprenme Court has forbidden
drug interdiction

roadbl ocks, saying that they
constitute an
unconsti tuti onal vi ol ation
of the 4th Anmendnent.

The Court conceded in
its opinion that it has
previ ously approved
checkpoi nt searches designed
to intercept illegal aliens
as wel | as sobriety
checkpoints ai med at
renmoving drunk drivers from
t he r oad and simlar
r oadbl ocks i nt ended to
verify drivers' licenses and
vehicle registrations. Al |
of those types of stops are
equal |y as | acki ng any

degr ee of i ndi vi dual i zed
suspicion as i's a drug
check. The Court ruled,
however, t hat such stops
war e distinguishable because
of their primary purpose,
which is to deal wth the

probl ens of
and ensuring

policing borders
roadway safety.

As opposed to that, the
Court bel i eves, a drug
checkpoi nt i's ai med at
det ecting evi dence of
"ordi nary crim nal
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wr ongdoi ng. "

Per haps nost telling
about t he Court's
perspective are comments in
the opinion that wi t hout
this distinction and ruling
“"there would be little check
on t he ability of t he
authorities to construct
roadbl ocks for alnobst any
concei vable |aw enforcenent
pur pose. W t hout draw ng
t he line at r oadbl ocks
designed primarily to serve
t he gener al i nt erest in
crime control, t he 4t h
Amendnent would do little to
prevent such intrusions from
becomng a routine part of
American life." In trying
to justify the frustration
of narcotics enf or cenent
that this ruling will cause,
the Court sinply noted that
"the gravity of the threat

al one cannot be dispositive
of questions concerning what
means | aw enf or cenent
of ficers may enpl oy to
pursue a given purpose."”
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SEARCH AND SEI ZURE

The 4th DCA issued an

opi nion during the Fall in a
case styled Leahy v State
that again illustrates the
i nportance of precision in
talking to defendants, even
during a sinple consensual
encount er.

In t he case, t he
def endant was st opped
because of a nmi ssing tag.
No search occurred during
the traffic stop, but after

it was concluded and as the
def endant was wal king to his
car the office turned back
to him and asked if he had

any drugs or weapons in the
car. There was, prior to
then, apparently no reason
to suspect that to have been
so, but t he def endant
answer ed t hat t here was
indeed a gun in the car.

The officer then searched
the car, finding a | oaded
gun between the driver's
seat and the console. The
officer then learned that
t he def endant had no
conceal ed weapon permt and

arrested the defendant.

The problem with the
arrest centered around the
fact that possession of a
firearmin a car is not, in
and of itself, a crine. At
the tinme of the search, the
of ficer knew only that a gun
was in the car, which is
insufficient to act upon.
The search could hardly be
justified as being necessary

for officer safety since it
did not occur until wel
after a pat-down would have
logically been expected if
there was a real safety
i ssue. Mor eover, not hi ng
el se i ndi cat ed any
reasonabl e suspicion of sone
sort of crimnal activity.
Had the officer obtained

addi ti onal i nformati on to
show that the defendant did
not have a conceal ed weapon

permt before the search, or
had he determ ned that the
def endant was a convicted
f el on, agai n bef ore t he
search, or had he verified
any fact under which the
mere possession of the gun
woul d have been unl awful,
the result could conceivably
have been di fferent.

W t hout t hat ki nd of
i nformati on, however, t he
court concl uded t hat t he
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search was unconstitutional.

The | esson to be | earned
from this case is precision
in two ways. First, Dbe
preci se about what you are
aski ng. Don' t assume
wi t hout aski ng everyt hi ng
you need to know that
anything illegal is going
on. Second, be precise in
the order you proceed - ask
first and then act.

*kk k%

DEA OFFI CE RE- LOCATES

Vi ncent Mazzilli,
Special Agent in Charge of
DEA's Mam Field Division,
recently announced that the
Di vision's North Fl ori da
District Ofice would be re-
| ocated from Tall ahassee to
Jacksonvil | e. Thi s was
| argely pr onpt ed by t he
greater volunme of cases and
agents al r eady bei ng in
pl ace in Jacksonville.

As a part of t his,
Assi stant Special Agent in
Charge Randal l Bohman was
re-assigned from Tall ahassee
to Jacksonville, from where
he will exercise supervisory
oversight of DEA offices in
the District, including the
office in Gainesville.

The Jacksonville
District O fice i's now
| ocated at 4077 Wbodcock
Drive, Suite 210,
Jacksonville 32207. The
main  tel ephone nunber i's
904-232-3566 and the FAX
nunmber is 904.232-2501.
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PROJECT PAYBACK UPDATE

As of Novenber 2000,

Proj ect Payback has
collected over $100,000 in
restitution for wvictins of

juvenile offenders since its
i nception.

Proj ect Payback was
created in April of 1997
t hrough a grant and becane a
part of the SAO in Decenber
of that year as a part of
the SAO s recognition that
restitution shoul d be a
priority as a critica
concern for victinms of
juvenile crime where it is
even nore difficult t han
normal to collect on court
orders due to the age of the
def endant s. Duri ng its
first 18 nont hs of
oper ati on, $32, 700 was
col | ect ed. In the next 12
nont hs an additional $27,000
in restitution was nmade to
Vi cti nms. In the 13 nonth
period ending in Novenber
2000 over $40,500 was paid
back to victims by juveniles
who either becane enployed
or wor ked of f their
restitution obl i gati on
t hrough comunity service.
Accor di ng to Gr et chen
Howar d, Project Manager for
Proj ect Payback since August
1999, "Prior to Proj ect
Payback, the best estimate
avail abl e IS t hat
approxi mately $180 a nonth
in restitution was being
col | ect ed. Now we average
over $3000 a nmont h In
restitution to victins from
juvenil e offenders. We have
had t wo extraordi nary
occasi ons where over $5800
was collected in a nmonth."
Money to pay back t he
conmuni ty service
restitution is provided by
dollars directed to Project
Payback t hr ough deferred
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prosecution cases.
Juveniles work at a rate of
$5.15 an hour and the nopney

earned is paid directly to
t he Clerk's O fice and
f or war ded to vi ctims.
Proj ect Payback al so
provi des individualized |ob
skills training and j ob
| ocation assistance.

Proj ect Payback has
recently facilitated a
Departnment of Transportation
contract whi ch wi | | put

young people who have been

ordered to pay restitution
to wor kK on weekends
perform ng roadside cleanup.

This contract will make it
possi bl e for “hard to
enpl oy" juveniles to work up

to 32 hours a nmonth and earn
$165 a nmont h t owar ds
restitution that they owe.

"We are so fortunate to have
partners |like the Departnment
of Transportation and
Alachua Marine Institute to
hel p make restitution a
reality for so many victins

of property crines,"” says
Howar d.

Oiginally limted to
Al achua County by funding,
Proj ect Payback al so

recently received a one year

VOCA grant which allowed for
expansion into the other
five counties of the 8th

Circuit. Christy Perry now
operates Project Payback in
Baker, Bradf ord and Union
Counti es. Donna O Connor

runs the program in Levy and
G lchrist Counties.
In addition to Program

Manager Gr et chen Howar d,
staff i ncl ude Program
Speci al i st Ni col e Per ez
St edman and sever al
Uni versity of Fl ori da

vol unt eers. To contact any

for nmor e
G et chen at
Ni cole at

of t hem or

i nformation cal
352-337-6174 or
352-337-6178.

- Contri but ed by

Gr et chen Howar d
*k k%%
FOR COPI ES OF CASES. ..

To receive a conplete
copy of any of the cases
mentioned in this issue of
the Legal Bulletin, please
cal l | nvestigator VonCille
Bruce at the SAO at 352-374-
3670, ext. 2164.
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