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WHO WE ARE

About
- Provides state-mandated services to survivors of
sexual assault and intimate partner violence.

- Serves the Northern Kentucky and Buffalo Trace
area development districts.
- Joint program between KASAP and ZeroV.

Impact

- Provided 16,302 emergency shelter bednights to
adults & children fleeing domestic violence in
2023.

- Reached 3,586 individuals with violence
prevention strategy Green Dot, focused on
bystander intervention, in schools and
communities in 2023.
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WHO WE ARE

About KASAP
KASAP is the coalition of Kentucky's 13 Sexual Assault Programs.

Impact
KASAP member programs provide services to an average of 5,668
people per year. In 2023, they provided 17,920 counseling sessions.

A
Kentucky united against violence.

About ZeroV

ZeroV is Kentucky’s statewide voice on ending intimate partner
violence that represents and supports 15 regional domestic violence
programs.

Impact

Between FY19-FY24, ZeroV’s Member Programs annually served an
average of 3,208 adults and their children in residential and 14,825
in non-residential services.



The Power and
Control Wheel
lists and
categorizes
common abusive
behaviors that
signify coercive
control.

AND THREATS: INTIMIDATION:

Making and/or carrying | Making the partner afrad
out threats to do by using threats, looks,
something 1o hurt the | 3nd gestures. Destroying
partner. Threatening to the partner’s property.

leave the partner or Abusing pets. Wielding /
report the person to weapons or kitchen /
welfare. Threatening to| Implements. >

make a false
accusation.

GENDER PRIVILEGE:
Treating the partner like a servant:
acting like the “king or queen of

the castle.” Being the one to define

EMOTIONAL ABUSE:
Putting him or her down. Humiliating
the person. Playing head games. Nol

the partner’s roles. Making a false POW ER taking responsibility for one’s own

allegation. actions. Ridiculing the partner’s
AN D appearance or sexual performance.

ECONOMIC ABUSE: CONTROL ISOLATION:

Controlling what he or she does,
who the partner sees and talks to,

what he or she reads, and where the
partner goes. Limiting the partner’s
outside activities. Using jealousy to
stify actions.

Preventing the partner from getting a
job, or demanding the partner work
longer hours or get a second job.
Making the partner ask for money.

Not letting the partner have
access to family income

DENYING,
CHILDREN: MINIMIZING,

Making the partner | AND BLAMING:

feel guilty about the
children. Criticizing Making fun of the abuse

And not taking his or her

g;emmr:‘n'm' concems seriously. Saying the
: abuse didn't happen. Shifting

Telling the children ;

i I " responsibility for the behavior.

mpma'mh'e' Saying the abused caused it.

Interfering with
visitation.
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STATES WITH COERCIVE CONTROL IN STATUTE

Teal: coercive control explicitly
in statute

Purple: something extremely
similar to coercive control or
references it in statute without
making it a defined law

Red: something in statute that
could be similar to coercive

control

Black: no statute found

Source: Battered Women'’s Justice Project Coercive Control Codification Matrix (https://tinyurl.com/2wmrc6dt)



THANK YOU

Christy Burch (she/her) | CEO Jenna Cassady, ID, Esq. (she/her) | Staff Attorney
The lon Center Kentucky Association of Sexual Assault Programs
(859) 655-2654 Bar Member, Kentucky and Florida Bar

Cell: (859) 338-4899 Cell: 502-525-0911

christyb@ioncenter.org jcassady@kasap.org

Meg Savage (she/her) | CLO
ZeroV

Cell: (859) 533 3129
msavage@zerov.org



