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  [Date]  
 


(NAME), (TITLE)  
(AGENCYNAME)  
(ADDR) 
(CITY), (STATE) (ZIP)  
 
Dear (NAME), 
 
I am writing to request your participation in the 2018 Survey of State Attorney General Offices (SSAGO), 
sponsored by the U.S. Department of Justice’s Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS). The SSAGO is a series of data 
collections on state attorneys general.  
 
The first survey addresses human trafficking and will collect data about your office’s response to criminal and 
civil labor and sex trafficking offenses. The survey was designed by BJS in collaboration with deputy state 
attorneys general who prosecute criminal human trafficking cases or handle civil human trafficking matters and 
researchers who study prosecution of human traffickers. Data collected for this survey will be used by 
prosecutors, federal agencies, and other stakeholders who respond to human trafficking. The second survey is 
under development and will be sent out later this year.  
 
Attorney General George Jepsen from Connecticut provided the following feedback on the SSAGO project –  
 
“As Attorney General for the State of Connecticut, I support this data collection effort and hope that all AG 
offices participate in the SSAGO Program surveys. The information collected through this data series will 
benefit AGs directly and also allow DOJ to better understand the needs of state AG offices.” 
 -George Jepsen, letter to Jeri Mulrow, dated May 22, 2017 
 
BJS is authorized to conduct this data collection under 34 U.S.C. § 10132. BJS, BJS employees, and BJS data 
collection agents will use the information you provide only for statistical or research purposes pursuant to 34 
U.S.C. § 10134 (section 304 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (Pub. L. No. 90-351), 
as amended), and will protect it to the fullest extent under federal law. For more information on the federal 
statutes, regulations, and other authorities that govern how BJS, BJS employees, and BJS data collection agents 
collect, handle, store, disseminate, and protect your information, see the BJS Data Protection Guidelines at 
https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf.  
 
In approximately one week, you will receive an invitation from The Urban Institute to complete the survey. If 
you have questions regarding the SSAGO-HT data collection, please contact BJS’s authorized data collection 
for this effort, the Urban Institute, at [EMAIL ADDRESS] or at [TOLL FREE PHONE]. If you have general 
comments about the SSAGO program, please contact Suzanne Strong, BJS project manager at 
Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov or call (202) 616-3666.  
 
Thank you in advance for your time and consideration. 


 
Sincerely, 


Attachment 8. Survey Announcement 
Letter 



https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf

mailto:Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov
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Jeffrey H. Anderson, Director              
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[Urban Institute Letterhead] 


 
 


Mailed version
[Date]  


2100 M Street 


Washington, DC 20037 


202-833-7200 
 
 


(NAME) (TITLE) 
(OFFICENAME)  
(ADDR) 
(CITY), (STATE) (ZIP) 


 
Dear (NAME), 


 
On behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS), a federal statistical agency housed in the U.S. 
Department of Justice (DOJ), The Urban Institute is conducting the Survey of State Attorneys 
General Offices (SSAGO) Program. The SSAGO program is a national effort to systematically 
describe the organization, structure, responsibilities, and activities of State Attorneys General (AGs) 
who play a critical role in the U.S. justice system.  
 
The first survey of this program will focus on how AG offices handle and prosecute labor and sex 
trafficking cases. Currently there is no easily accessible, centralized data source that captures how 
state AG offices are handling and responding to human trafficking. The collection of systematic 
information regarding the organization, structure, activities, and cases handled by AG offices will 
allow each individual state AG office to gain an understanding of how other AG offices are 
organized and learn about different approaches for addressing human trafficking in their jurisdictions.  
 
If there is someone at your office that you feel will best serve as a coordinator for this survey 
please call us toll free at NUMBER or email us at EMAIL to identify that person. All future 
correspondence will be sent directly to the person you identify as the expert coordinator for this 
survey. 


The information collected through this data series will allow BJS to better understand the needs of state 
AG offices and could inform future surveys.  


For your convenience, any knowledgeable person from your office may respond to the survey in one 
of several ways: 


Electronically: We encourage you to complete a fillable PDF survey that can be sent via 
email. You may return your completed survey via email to    by [DATE]. To obtain 
the fillable PDF survey, please call us at PHONE or email us at EMAIL@urban.org with 
a valid email address. Please save an electronic copy of the PDF for your records.


Attachment 9. Cover 
Letter 
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[Urban Institute Letterhead] 


 
 
 


 
Paper: If you prefer to complete a paper version of the survey, complete and return the 
enclosed questionnaire in the postage-paid envelope. You may also fax each page toll-
free to FAX or e-mail a scanned copy to EMAIL@urban.org. Please retain a photocopy 
of your completed reply for your records. 


We would greatly appreciate if you could complete and return the survey by [DATE]. Upon completion 
of the study, BJS will make the findings from this first survey of State Attorneys General Offices 
program available on its website at https://www.bjs.gov. If you have any questions, please feel free to 
e-mail Urban at EMAIL@urban.org or call The Urban Institute toll free, at PHONE. We thank you in 
advance for your participation in this important national study. 


Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
William Adams, M.P.P., Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute  
Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, PhD, Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute  
Enclosures: Survey instrument, Pre-paid business reply envelope 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



mailto:xxxx@norc.org

https://www.bjs.gov/

mailto:xxxx@norc.org
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Emailed version of the letter 


 
Dear (NAME), 


 
On behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS), a federal statistical agency housed in the U.S. 
Department of Justice (DOJ), The Urban Institute is conducting the Survey of State Attorneys 
General Offices (SSAGO) Program. The SSAGO program is a national effort to systematically 
describe the organization, structure, responsibilities, and activities of State Attorneys General (AGs) 
who play a critical role in the U.S. justice system.  
 
The first survey of this program will focus on how AG offices handle and prosecute labor and sex 
trafficking cases. Currently there is no easily accessible, centralized data source that captures how 
state AG offices are handling and responding to human trafficking. The collection of systematic 
information regarding the organization, structure, activities, and cases handled by AG offices will 
allow each individual state AG office to gain an understanding of how other AG offices are 
organized and learn about different approaches for addressing human trafficking in their jurisdictions.  
 
If there is someone at your office that you feel will best serve as a coordinator for this survey 
please call us toll free at NUMBER or email us at EMAIL to identify that person. All future 
correspondence will be sent directly to the person you identify as the expert coordinator for this 
survey. 


The information collected through this data series will allow BJS to better understand the needs of state 
AG offices and could inform future surveys.  


For your convenience, any knowledgeable person from your office may respond to the survey in one 
of several ways: 


Electronically: We encourage you to complete the fillable PDF survey that is attached 
to this email and return your completed survey via email to    by [DATE].    Please 
save an electronic copy of the PDF for your records. 


 
Paper: If you prefer to complete a paper version of the survey, complete and return the 
enclosed questionnaire in the postage-paid envelope. You may also fax each page toll-free 
to FAX or e-mail a scanned copy to EMAIL@urban.org. Please retain a photocopy of your 
completed reply for your records. 


We would greatly appreciate if you could complete and return the survey by [DATE]. Upon 
completion of the study, BJS will make the findings from this first survey of State Attorneys 
General Offices’ program available on its website at https://www.bjs.gov. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to e-mail Urban at EMAIL@urban.org or call The Urban Institute toll 
free, at PHONE. We thank you in advance for your participation in this important national study. 


Sincerely, 
 
William Adams, M.P.P., Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute  
Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, PhD, Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute  
Attachments: Survey instrument 



mailto:xxxx@norc.org

https://www.bjs.gov/

mailto:xxxx@norc.org
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Attachment 10. Reminder email 
 
Dear (NAME), 
 
About a week ago, we sent you an invitation to participate in the Bureau of Justice Statistics-sponsored 
Survey of State Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO) on human trafficking. According to our records, 
as of XXX we have not yet received a response from your office. We are contacting you again 
because your information is extremely important to ensure that we can reflect [Office Name]’s role in 
prosecuting criminal and civil cybercrime. 


The survey may be delegated to any knowledgeable person at your office. Your office may respond to 
the survey in one of two ways by: 


1. Completing the electronic PDF version of the survey attached. The completed PDF survey may 
be e-mailed to  @urban.org or printed and faxed to:  . Please confirm that your 
office’s name and PIN ({PIN}) are on the first page of the survey. 


 
2. Completing and returning the attached fillable PDF manually and faxing it to: ….. You 


may also scan and e-mail it to EMAIL@urban.org. If you wish to return the survey via 
mail, please contact us at PHONE to arrange a prepaid business reply envelope. Please 
retain a copy of your completed reply for your records. 


 


BJS is authorized to conduct this work under the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, 
as amended (34 USC 10132). If you have any questions about how to complete or submit this survey, 
please e-mail   @urban.org or call The Urban Institute Toll free at PHONE. If you have 
general comments about the SSAGO program, please contact Suzanne Strong, the BJS project manager at 
Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov or call (202) 616-3666. Thank you in advance for your participation in 
this important national study. 
 
Please return the survey by [DATE]. 


Sincerely,  


William Adams, M.P.P., Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute 


Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, PhD, Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute 



mailto:SLJASTL@norc.org

mailto:EMAIL@urban.org

mailto:Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov
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Attachment 11. Telephone and Voicemail Script - Survey of State Attorneys General Offices 
(SSAGO) 
 
 
Hello, may I please speak with (RESPONDENT)? (If no respondent is identified, ask to be transferred to 
someone knowledgeable about human trafficking cases) 
 
Note to Caller: IF [RESPONDENT X] NO LONGER WORKS THERE, ASK FOR PERSON WHO 
CURRENTLY HOLDS [RESPONDENT X’S] POSITION. RECORD FIRST AND LAST NAME OF 
NEW RESPONDENT AND COMMUNICATE THE PURPOSE OF THE CALL. 


My name is (NAME) from The Urban Institute located in Washington D.C. We are working on behalf of 
the Bureau of Justice Statistics to collect data for the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices 
(SSAGO) study. We recently sent your office a survey packet along with a cover letter. Do you recall 
receiving these materials? 
 


NO, did not receive materials: 


BJS is conducting the first national effort to systematically describe the organization, 
structure, responsibilities, and activities of state attorneys general offices. The current 
survey asks questions on how your office handles and prosecutes human trafficking. 
There is a short survey for your office to complete. I can send this information to you 
via mail or e-mail. The survey may be completed on hardcopy or electronically using a 
fillable PDF survey. How would you like to receive the survey? 


RESPOND AS APPROPRIATE BASED ON RESPONDENT’S ANSWER 
AND CONFIRM ADDRESS/E-MAIL. 


YES, did receive 
materials: 


Great! Do you have any questions about the survey or the purpose of the study? 
 
 


IF RESPONDENT INDICATES THAT THEY HAVE THE MATERIALS AVAILABLE OR IF 
THEY HAVE TIME DURING THE CALL, WALK THROUGH SECTIONS. 


Your completed survey may be returned to the Urban Institute electronically, by fax, or by using the 
pre-addressed, pre-paid envelope, which was included in the package. You also have the option of 
completing the fillable pdf survey form, which we can send to you via email. Any knowledgeable staff 
person may complete the survey on behalf of your office. 


If you have any questions as you complete the survey, please call us toll-free at  . Thank you 
in advance for your participation! 
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Voicemail Script 
 
 


My name is [NAME], and I am a researcher at the Urban Institute working on behalf of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics to collect data for the first survey from the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices, which asks 
questions on how your office handles and prosecutes human trafficking. 


Recently, we contacted your office by email seeking a response to the survey, which has been sent to all U.S. 
jurisdictions. It is important that we receive responses from all jurisdictions, yours included, for a 
comprehensive view of the needs and resources of state attorneys general offices in human trafficking 
prosecution. 


If there is someone else in your office that we should contact about completing the survey, please let us 
know by calling our toll-free number  .We offer multiple ways in which your office may return the 
survey to us, including email, US mail, and fax. If you have any questions about the completion of the 
survey, or how to return it to the Urban Institute, please contact us by calling the toll- free number       
 . 


We appreciate your time in responding to the survey. Again, please reach us at  with any questions. 
 





		Attachment 11. Telephone and Voicemail Script - Survey of State Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO)

		NO, did not receive materials:

		YES, did receive materials:

		Voicemail Script
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Attachment 12.Targeted Telephone Contacting and Voicemail Script 
 


Hello, may I please speak with (RESPONDENT)? If the respondent is not identified, ask for someone 
knowledgeable about human trafficking cases. 


 
Note to Cindy: IF [RESPONDENT X] NO LONGER WORKS THERE, ASK FOR PERSON WHO 
CURRENTLY HOLDS [RESPONDENT X’S] POSITION. RECORD FIRST AND LAST NAME 
OF NEW RESPONDENT AND COMMUNICATE THE PURPOSE OF THE CALL. 


[If person is known to Cindy, she will not need to introduce herself and will exchange pleasantries. 
She may include more details about herself is she does not know the person on the phone].  


I am calling today on behalf of The Urban Institute and the Bureau of Justice Statistics. BJS 
developed the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices to collect information relevant to the work of 
state attorneys general, and this first survey addresses the work you do handling criminal and civil 
human trafficking offenses. 


The information collected through this data series could allow BJS to better understand the needs of 
state attorneys general offices. Additionally, your office will be able to access the report generated 
from the data or to use the data on your own to develop best practices in regards to handling 
cybercrime. 


We are contacting you (again) because it is important that we receive responses from all U.S. 
jurisdictions, yours included. 


The survey may be delegated to any knowledgeable person at your office. 


Your completed survey may be returned to the Urban Institute using the pre-addressed, pre-paid 
envelope which was included in the package. You also have the option of completing the fillable pdf 
survey form. 


If you have any questions as you complete the survey, please call the Urban Institute toll-free at 
  . You may also contact me at    . 
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Targeted Voicemail Contacting Script 
 
 


My name is Cindy Lott, and I am a consultant for the Urban Institute working on behalf of the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics to collect data for the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices. BJS developed this 
program to collect information about the work done by state attorneys general. The first survey asks 
questions on how your office handles and prosecutes human trafficking. 


Recently, we contacted your office by email seeking a response to the survey sent to all U.S. 
jurisdictions. It is important that we receive responses from all jurisdictions, yours included, for a 
comprehensive view of the needs and resources of attorneys general offices in human trafficking 
prosecution. 


The information collected through this data series will allow BJS and the Department of Justice to 
better understand the needs of state attorneys general offices and may inform future funding 
opportunities. BJS will produce a report and publish it on their website at the conclusion of the 
project. 


The survey may be delegated to any knowledgeable person at your office. We offer multiple ways in 
which your office may return the survey to us, including email, US mail, and fax. Please contact us toll 
free at  , and we will answer any questions you may have about the completion of the survey 
or about how to send it to The Urban Institute. 


We appreciate your time in responding to the survey, which will be a part of a larger series of data 
collected from state attorneys general offices. You may also call me at   and I’d 
be happy to discuss the survey with you.   





		Attachment 12.Targeted Telephone Contacting and Voicemail Script

		Targeted Voicemail Contacting Script
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[Date]      Attachment 13. BJS Outreach MAILED VERSION 
 
(NAME) (TITLE)  
(ADDR)  
(CITY), (STATE) (ZIP) 
 
Dear (NAME), 
 
I am writing to let you know the data collection for the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS’s) Survey of State 
Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO) is closing soon and we have not yet received a response from your office. 
Your office is the only office that can answer on behalf of <<STATE>>, so your participation is crucial for 
<<STATE>>’s work on human trafficking to be included in the survey. 
 
For your convenience, the questionnaire is enclosed. Your response is critical to being able to provide a national 
view of state attorneys general offices’ responses to human trafficking. Please respond by either: 
 


1. Completing the electronic PDF version of the survey. Please call us at PHONE or email us at 
EMAIL@urban.org and provide us with a suitable and valid email address so we can send you the 
survey as an attachment. Once completed, you may email it to EMAIL@urban.org OR print and fax to: 
[FAX NUMBER]. Please confirm your office’s name and PIN ({PIN}) on the first page of the survey. 


OR 
2. Completing the enclosed questionnaire and return it in the postage-paid envelope. Please retain a copy 


of your completed reply for your records. 
 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) is authorized to conduct this data collection under 34 U.S.C. § 10132. BJS, 
BJS employees, and BJS data collection agents will use the information you provide only for statistical or 
research purposes pursuant to 34 U.S.C. § 10134 (section 304 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. No. 90-351), as amended), and will protect it to the fullest extent under federal law. For more 
information on the federal statutes, regulations, and other authorities that govern how BJS, BJS employees, and 
BJS data collection agents collect, handle, store, disseminate, and protect your information, see the BJS Data 
Protection Guidelines at https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf. 
 
We thank you in advance for your time and contribution to this important study. The survey is voluntary, but by 
completing and returning the survey by [DATE], the results of this study will provide comprehensive, accurate 
and timely information on state attorneys general offices. BJS will report data from the SSAGO-HT and make it 
available on its website at https://www.bjs.gov in about 9 months. BJS will not release the names, phone numbers, 
or email addresses of the actual persons responsible for completing the survey. If you have any questions, e-mail 
me at Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov or call (202) 616-3666. 
 
Sincerely, 
Suzanne M. Strong, SSAGO Project Manager 
 
 
 
 



mailto:EMAIL@urban.org

https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf

https://www.bjs.gov/

mailto:Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov
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EMAILED VERSION 
 
Dear (NAME), 
 
I am writing to let you know the data collection for the Bureau of Justice Statistics’ (BJS’s) Survey of State 
Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO) is closing soon and we have not yet received a response from your office. 
Your office is the only office that can answer on behalf of <<STATE>>, so your participation is crucial for 
<<STATE>>’s work on human trafficking to be included in the survey. 
 
For your convenience, the questionnaire is attached to this email. Your response is critical to being able to 
provide a national view of state attorneys general offices’ responses to human trafficking. Please respond by 
either: 
 


1. Completing the electronic PDF version of the survey attached to this email. Please call us at PHONE or 
email us at EMAIL@urban.org and provide us with a suitable and valid email address so we can send 
you the survey as an attachment. Once completed, you may email it to [EMAIL ADDRESS] OR print 
and fax to: [FAX NUMBER]. Please confirm your office’s name and PIN ({PIN}) on the first page of 
the survey. 


OR 
2. Completing the attached fillable PDF by hand. You may scan and email it to EMAIL@urban.org or 


fax it to [FAX NUMBER]. If you wish to mail the survey, please call us at PHONE or email us at 
EMAIL@urban.org and we can arrange a postage-paid envelope. Please retain a copy of your 
completed reply for your records. 


 
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) is authorized to conduct this data collection under 34 U.S.C. § 10132. BJS, 
BJS employees, and BJS data collection agents will use the information you provide only for statistical or 
research purposes pursuant to 34 U.S.C. § 10134 (section 304 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. No. 90-351), as amended), and will protect it to the fullest extent under federal law. For more 
information on the federal statutes, regulations, and other authorities that govern how BJS, BJS employees, and 
BJS data collection agents collect, handle, store, disseminate, and protect your information, see the BJS Data 
Protection Guidelines at https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf. 
 
We thank you in advance for your time and contribution to this important study. The survey is voluntary, but by 
completing and returning the survey by [DATE], the results of this study will provide comprehensive, accurate 
and timely information on state attorneys general offices. BJS will report data from the SSAGO-HT and make it 
available on its website at https://www.bjs.gov in about 9 months. BJS will not release the names, phone numbers, 
or email addresses of the actual persons responsible for completing the survey. If you have any questions, e-mail 
me at Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov or call (202) 616-3666. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Suzanne M. Strong, SSAGO Project Manager (scanned signature) 
              



mailto:EMAIL@urban.org

mailto:EMAIL@urban.org

mailto:EMAIL@urban.org

https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/BJS_Data_Protection_Guidelines.pdf

https://www.bjs.gov/

mailto:Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov
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Attachment 14. Telephone Retrieval Script 
 
Hello, may I please speak with (RESPONDENT)? 


 
My name is (NAME) from The Urban Institute located in Washington, DC. Thank you for your recently 
completed Survey of State Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO). I’m calling now to confirm that we have 
everything recorded correctly and completely for your office. It is important that we obtain complete data 
from all state attorneys general offices to ensure an accurate representation of the work that your offices 
conduct to handle and prosecute human trafficking. This should only take a few minutes of your time. 


 
 


BEGIN READING QUESTION(s) THAT IS (ARE) MISSING INFORMATION OR HAVE 
INCONSISTENT RESPONSES. 


Thank you for your time. 
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Attachment 15. Last Chance Email 
 
Dear (NAME), 


 
Data collection for the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO) – Human Trafficking 
is scheduled to end on XXX! 


We have not yet received a response from your office. 
 


It is important that we have empirical data to document the role that state attorneys general offices play 
in prosecuting labor and sex trafficking cases. State attorneys general offices play a critical role in the 
prosecution of human trafficking for the states, as well as participate in task forces to address the harms 
of labor and sex trafficking. The information collected through this data series will allow the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics (BJS) and other stakeholders to better understand the role of state attorneys general 
offices in the prosecution of civil and criminal human trafficking. We have been in contact with your 
office and hope you will participate in the effort. If you did not receive a questionnaire, or if it was 
misplaced, please contact The Urban Institute (acting as a data collection agent for BJS) toll-free at 
(PHONE) or by e-mail at EMAIL@urban.org. We will also be happy to assist you with completing the 
questionnaire. Thank you for your help with this important survey. 


Sincerely,  


William Adams, M.P.P., Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute  
Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, PhD, Senior Research Associate, The Urban Institute 





		Data collection for the Survey of State Attorneys General Offices (SSAGO) – Human Trafficking is scheduled to end on XXX!

		We have not yet received a response from your office.
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Attachment 16. Thank You Email 
 
 


Dear NAME, 


On behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) and The Urban Institute, I would like to thank you for 
your participation in the 2018 Survey of State Attorneys General Offices. I truly appreciate your 
support, and the efforts of <<ANY ADDITIONAL PERSONS COMPLETING SURVEY>> in 
completing the questionnaire, as it is vital to the success of this collection. 


 
This letter confirms that we have processed your survey and the data you provided are ready for 
inclusion in our analysis file. We anticipate that the report, State Attorneys General Offices and Human 
Trafficking, 2018 (working title), will be published in the summer of 2019. The report will be available 
on our website www.bjs.gov.  


 
If you have questions or updates to the contact information for you or your agency, you may contact 
The Urban Institute team at [TOLL FREE NUMBER] or by email at [EMAIL]. You may also contact 
me, Suzanne Strong, at (202) 616-3666 or Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov. 


 
Sincerely, 


 
 
 


Suzanne M. Strong, Ph.D. 
Statistician and Project Manager, Survey of State Attorneys General Offices 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 


 



http://www.bjs.gov/

mailto:Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov.
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Attachment 1. Review of state attorney general websites


State Website


State 
population 
estimate from 
U.S. Census, as 
of July 1 2016


Number 
attorneys


Human Trafficking 
division/unit/initiative Opioid crisis division/unit/initiative Cybercrime division/unit/initiative


Alabama http://ago.state.al.us/ 4,863,300          -- Alabama Opioid Overdose and AddictioID theft


Alaska http://www.law.alaska.gov/index.html 741,894             -- on the Controlled Substances Advisory 
Consumer Protection Unit (phishing, 
ID theft), Joined settlement with 


Arizona https://www.azag.gov/ 6,931,071          


Community Outreach and Education - 
Human Trafficking Guide for Teens 
and Young Adults, Guide for Parents


participates in National Prescription 
Drug Take-Back Day (NPDTBD); 
partners with LEAs to provide secure 
drug collection devices in local PD's


Interrnet Safety Guide (teens and 
adults versions), Arizona Identity Theft 
Coalition


Arkansas http://www.arkansasag.gov/ 2,988,248          


Joined multistate letter to Congress to 
amend CDA to include child sex 
trafficking including online, Attorney 
General’s State Task Force for the 
Prevention of Human Trafficking 
(created with the Human Trafficking 
Act of 2013)


Prescription For Life (interactive 
course aimed at high school 
students); co-sponsor of "Monitor, 
Secure, Dispose" program (including 
sponsor of National Prescription Drug 
Take Back Day); co-sponsor of AR 
Prescription Drug Abuse Summit


Digital You (internet safety), Identity 
theft, Consumer Protection Division 
(technology-related tips and warnings, 
internet-based scams, internet-based 
fraud), Communications Decency Act 
(CDA), Special Investigations Division - 
Cyber Crimes Unit


California https://oag.ca.gov/ 39,250,017        


legislation (Posting of Public Notices 
Regarding Slavery and Human 
Trafficking - postings provide victims 
and the public information on where 
to obtain assistance or report 
suspected trafficking)


Controlled Substance Utilization 
Review and Evaluation System 
(CURES) mandate (database of Sch II-
IV dispensed)


Megan's Law, Data Security Breach 
legislation, eCrime Unit


Colorado https://coag.gov/ 5,540,545          
CDA, legislation, Criminal Justice 
Section - Special Prosecutions Unit


Colorado Substance Abuse Trend and 
Response Task Force; funding and 
support for Take Meds Seriously 
Campaign, substance abuse 
prevention through local Boys and 
Girls Clubs, NPDTBD


Consumer Protection Section "Stop 
Fraud Colorado" - Digital Fraud, 
consumer scams, CDA


Connecticut http://www.ct.gov/ag/site/default.asp 3,576,452          


Led/joined other attorneys general in 
asking Backpage.com to show efforts 
to block human trafficking; part of 
attorneys general coalition against 
Craigslist posting "Adult Services" ads 
and preventing prostitution ads being 
posted elsewhere on the site, prevent 
pornographic images/pictures, ads


taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale)


Privacy Task Force which resulted in 
the Privacy and Data Security Dept; 
participates in National Cyber Security 
Awareness Month


Delaware http://attorneygeneral.delaware.gov/ 952,065             --
Substance Abuse Treatment Insurance 
Coverage Assistance Program


Special Victims Unit - Child Predator 
Task Force; Fraud and Consumer 
Protection Division: Consumer 
Protection Unit (fraud and ID Theft)


District of Columbia https://oag.dc.gov/ 681,170             225 Human Trafficking Initiative
taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale)


Office of Consumer Protection: fraud, 
ID Theft, scams


Florida http://myfloridalegal.com/ 20,612,439        


"Zero-Tolerance State for Human 
Trafficking"; Statewide Council on 
Human Trafficking; hosted 2017 
Human Trafficking Summit; 
"youcanstopht.com" website launched 
by the AG (encouraging people to 
learn how to identify signs of human 
trafficking); participates in Human 
Trafficking Awareness Month; 
legislation for statutes, penalties, 
jurisdiction


on the Prescription Drug Abuse & 
Newborn Task Force, supported 
governor signing "pill mill" bill


Child Predator/CyberCrime Unit, 
Consumer Protection Division (Identity 
Theft, fraud)


Georgia https://law.georgia.gov/ 10,310,371        


Legislation (includes definitions, 
providing for training of LE, makes 
victims eligible for victim 
compensation) Statewide Opioid Task Force --


Hawaii http://ag.hawaii.gov/ 1,428,557          180 --
State Narcotics Enforcement Division  
(DOJ); partners in NPDTBD


Internet and Technology Crimes Unit, 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force


Idaho http://www.ag.idaho.gov/index.html 1,683,140          114 -- --


Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force, ProtecTeens (educational video 
and resource kit), Internet Safety 
Manual, Consumer protection 
(phishing, scams, data breaches)
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Human Trafficking 
division/unit/initiative Opioid crisis division/unit/initiative Cybercrime division/unit/initiative


Illinois http://www.illinoisattorneygeneral.gov/ 12,801,539        


Joined in urging Congress to fund the 
Trafficking Victims Protection 
Reauthorization Act; IL Crime Victims 
Compensation Fund pays for cost of 
removal of "branding" tattoos; joined 
other attorneys general in asking 
Backpage.com to show efforts to block 
human trafficking --


IL Computer Crime Institute - High 
Tech Crimes Unit; Illinois Internet 
Child Exploitation Task Force - Internet 
Crimes Against Children; ID theft


Indiana https://secure.in.gov/attorneygeneral/ 6,633,053          124


joined the "Not Buying It" campaign 
(nationwide), Indiana Protection for 
Abused and Trafficked Humans Task 
Force, laws, legislation


link to Bitter Pill: Rx Prescription Drug 
Abuse Task Force; link to annual 
Indiana Prescription Durg Abuse 
Symposium (from Bitter Pill)


Indiana Safe Students Initiative 
(includes cyberbullying, ID theft, other 
internet crimes); ID Theft Prevention 
Toolkit


Iowa https://www.iowaattorneygeneral.gov/ 3,134,693          


CDA; "Operation Detour" Human 
Trafficking Enforcement & Prosecution 
Initiative; Human Trafficking 
Prevention/Awareness Project


taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale)


Consumer protection (security breach, 
scams, ID theft, fraud), Iowa Internet 
Crimes Against Children Task Force


Kansas http://ag.ks.gov/ 2,907,289          


Human Trafficking Advisory Board; 
general info brochure, LE Protocol for 
HT victims, HT poster - downloadable; 
statutes supports NPDTBD


In Your Corner Kansas (Internet safety 
tips and other resources, consumer 
protections, scams, ID theft, fraud)


Kentucky https://ag.ky.gov/Pages/default.aspx 4,436,974          


Office of Child Abuse & Human 
Trafficking Prevention & Prosecution 
(including grants for programs)


Kentucky Opioid Disposal Program 
(mentioned in press release but no 
page link); Keep Kentucky Kids Safe 
public awareness program 
(mentioned in several places but 
broken link); partnered w/LEA's to 
create Prescription Drug Diversion 
Task Force;  Drug Investigations 
Branch (part of the AG's DCI-Dept of 
Criminal Investigations) partners with 
LEO's at all levels; partnership 
between the Office of the Attorney 
General and Congressman Rogers’s 
Operation Unlawful Narcotics 
Investigations, Treatment and  
Education  (UNITE),  a  drug  diversion  
task  force in  Eastern  Kentucky.  
Investigators  from  the  Attorney 
General’s office assigned to Operation 
UNITE and work with the Appalachian 
High Intensity  Drug  Traffic  Area  
(HIDTA)  task  force,  U.S. DEA and the 
Kentucky All Schedule Prescription 
Electronic Reporting  (KASPER) system


Cyber Crimes Unit (part of Dept of 
Criminal Investigations….social 
networking safety links, cybersafety 
tools, spyware removal tools, virus 
scanners, personal firewalls), 
Consumer protection (scams, identity 
theft)


Louisiana http://www.ag.state.la.us/ 4,681,666          --
End the Epidemic LA (link offisite but 
AG's office is partner)


Cyber Crime Unit - initiative to 
investigate, stop, prosecute 
technological crimes; specialized staff, 
computer forensics lab, undercover 
online investigations, training for LEOs 
and general public


Maine https://www.maine.gov/ag/ 1,331,479          90


Human Trafficking work group 
(develop training, awareness 
campaigns, collect data, review laws)


involved with the Maine Opiate 
Collaborative; Prescription Drug 
Abuse Task Force


Computer Crimes Unit, ID theft 
privacy and data security breaches, 
internet exploitation of children, 
consumer protection, scams


Maryland http://www.marylandattorneygeneral.gov/ 6,016,447          


Joined in urging Congress to fund the 
Trafficking Victims Protection 
Reauthorization Act, Human 
Trafficking Task Force, statewide 
human trafficking billboard campaign 
publicizing the National Human 
Trafficking Resource Center hotline 
(2013), joined against backpage.com 
and craigslist.com, legislation & laws


Heroin and Opioid Awareness Week 
(in 2016, not sure if repeated)


Identity Theft Unit (including phishing, 
hacking, data breach)


Massachusetts http://www.mass.gov/ago/ 6,811,779          


Joined in urging Congress to fund the 
Trafficking Victims Protection 
Reauthorization Act, legislation/law, 
Human Trafficking Task Force


Opiate Task Force; Youth Opioid 
Prevention (YOP) grant program


Consumer protection (fraud, scams 
including repairing consumers' credit); 
Criminal Bureau (investigates, 
prosecutes including cyber and 
electronic crimes); Cyber Crime 
Initiative; cyber crime & internet 
safety - for kids, computer & online 
privacy, socializing online, cyber 
bullying
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Human Trafficking 
division/unit/initiative Opioid crisis division/unit/initiative Cybercrime division/unit/initiative


Michigan http://www.michigan.gov/ag 9,928,300          


part of "Pillars of Hope: Attorneys 
General Unite Against Human 
Trafficking" initiative; Human 
Trafficking Commission (resulting in 
2014 Human Trafficking Legislative 
Package, including safe harbor, hold 
accountable, Human Trafficking Health 
Advisory Board, trafficking of minors, 
victim health & welfare); human 
trafficking training video for health 
professionals--and general public--
(available online)


link to info/education, treatment 
services, info on how/where to safely 
dispose of rx drugs


OK2SAY (student safety program 
w/associated online resources, 
cyberbullying, social networking), 
Michigan Cyber Safety Initiative, 
fraud, scams, 


Minnesota http://www.ag.state.mn.us/ 5,519,952          
Safe Harbor Law (minors who have 
been sex trafficked), 


Dose of Reality (prevention, 
awareness) - link offsite but AG office 
is partner, drug take back program, 
resources


state law requires school districts to 
put policies in place to address 
cyberbullying (including awareness), 
personal info & ID theft, phishing 
schemes, malware, scams, hackers, 
junk mail (fraud, malicious software), 
data breaches, public wi-fi networks, 
social media, internet safety


Mississippi http://www.ago.state.ms.us/ 2,988,726          


Human Trafficking Act, Human 
Trafficking Coordinator, observe 
World Day Against Trafficking in 
Persons


taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale);  
part of the 2017 Mississippi Opioid & 
Heroin Summit


Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force Program (part of OJJDP's 
program), cyber crime tips for 
parents, Online Safety Awareness 
Initiative (including cyberbullying), 
Consumer Protection Division 
(including scams--phishing, online 
classified ads), ID theft, fraud


Missouri https://www.ago.mo.gov/ 6,093,000          


Anti-Trafficking Enforcement Unit, 
Human Trafficking Task Force, Human-
Trafficking Training, report suspected 
trafficking phone# and online tip form, 
introduced "Allow States and Victims 
to Fight Online Sex Trafficking Act of 
2017" (amendment to CDA), joined 
against backpage.com


supported governor's creation of 
statewide rx drug monitoring 
database


credit-repair scams, data breaches, 
scams (other), ID theft and data 
security


Montana https://dojmt.gov/agooffice/ 1,042,520          


Run for Freedom 5K (raise funds and 
wareness), semi truck awareness 
signage, human trafficking awareness 
truck decals, human trafficking 
posters, links for other 
resources/organizations (for example: 
information, shelters, Truckers Against 
Trafficking)


link to DOJ's Office of Consumer 
Protection's site for "Resolve: End 
Prescription Drug Abuse" --


Nebraska https://ago.nebraska.gov/ 1,907,116          


Human Trafficking Task Force (help 
victims/survivors, stop traffickers, 
eliminate market; train LE and service 
provider personnel)


Dose of Reality (prevention, 
awareness) - link offsite but AG office 
is partner, drug take back program, 
resources


Consumer Protection and Safety (Data 
Breach, scams, ID theft), children's 
online privacy protection (teaching 
computer security, cyber bullying, 
social media privacy, texting and 
sexting)


Nevada http://ag.nv.gov/ 2,940,058          


legislation/law/statute (defining, 
prosecuting, protecting), links to info 
and resources (such as victim 
assistance)


link to governor's Opioid State Action 
Accountability Taskforce; 
“Prescription for Addiction" initiative


Technological Crime Advisory Board, 
cyber security tips, Consumer 
protection (cyber crime, fraud, or 
scam), ID theft, high tech crime 
legislation, cyberbullying statutes, 
internet/technological safety for 
children/teens


New Hampshire http://www.doj.nh.gov/ 1,334,795          


recognizes National Anti-Slavery and 
Human Trafficking Awareness Month, 
Commission to Combat Human 
Trafficking


link to DOJ's prescription drug drop 
box info


Internet safety (brochures for parents 
and teens including info on online 
solicitation, child predators, online 
chats, cyberbullying), ID theft, 
security/data breach, fraud, scams


New Jersey http://www.state.nj.us/lps/ 8,944,469          Human Trafficking Task Force --


Consumer Affairs - Office of Consumer 
Protection - Cyber Fraud Unit, 
Cybersecurity and Communications 
Integration Cell, State Police Cyber 
Crimes Unit, cyberbullying
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New Mexico http://www.nmag.gov/ 2,081,015          


Border Violence Unit, human 
trafficking statute, trains LE, promotes 
awareness, prosecutes cases, media 
campaigns partner for NPDTBD


Internet Crimes Against Children Unit 
and Task Force


New York https://ag.ny.gov/ 19,745,289        650


Human Trafficking division; Upstate 
Task Force combined with AG's 
Organized Crime Task Force 
investigate, prosecute, connect 
survivors with service providers


“Internet System for Tracking Over-
Prescribing Act" (I-STOP); participates 
in NPDTBD


Bureau of Internet and Technology - 
including child safety, privacy, fraud, 
spyware, spam


North Carolina http://ncdoj.com/ 10,146,788        


Human Trafficking Commission 
(including regional symptosiums for 
local, regional, statewide response to 
HT), Crime Victim's Compensation Act 
includes HT victims link to state DOJ site on crisis


Social networking safety, wi-fi safety, 
internet privacy, ID theft, internet tips 
for teens (chatrooms, cyberbullying, 
don't meet people you meet online), 
Stop Internet Predators, "how parents 
can help", cyberstalking, internet 
safety tools and tips for parents, 
scams


North Dakota https://attorneygeneral.nd.gov 757,952             


Human Trafficking Commission 
(collects/evaluates data on HT 
activities, promotes public awareness 
and training), Human Trafficking 
Commission's Demand Reduction 
Committee, grant funds for HT victims 
treatment and support services, grant 
funds supporting task force 
investigations 


drug take back program (and 
NPDTBD); mentions Dept Human 
Services' Reducing Pharmaceutical 
Narcotics Task Force


Consumer (scams, ID theft, online 
classifieds, phishing), joins Take 25 
program focusing on internet safety


Ohio http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/Indiv  11,614,373        


Human Trafficking Commission 
(including annual reports), map of HT 
coalitions' service areas of OH, 
legaslation/laws with definitions and 
prosecutory information and annually 
publishing statistical data on HT cases 
and LE training and public awareness 
programs Heroin Unit; list of rx drug drop boxes


CyberOhio initiative (for businesses); 
Cyber Safety (including  Cyber Safety 
Week); malware; phishing; remote 
access; free wi-fi; home network 
security; personal and data security; 
mobile devices (including locking 
feature, geolocaiton, social 
networking, apps, locator feature-if 
lost or stolen, wipe clean hard drive 
before donating/trading/etc); 
Cybersecurity Help, Information, and 
Protection Program (CHIPP) initiative


Oklahoma https://www.ok.gov/oag/ 3,923,561          


CDA, Victim Services Unit--list of 
certified adult victims of sex trafficking 
programs, 1-800 hotline for victims or 
witnesses of possible trafficking, 
training for LE/prosecutors/shelter 
works, Oklahoma Commission on Opioid Abus         --


Oregon https://www.doj.state.or.us/ 4,093,465          --


general info on page; dedicated 
money to OR Coalition for 
Responsible Use of Meds and OR 
Health & Science University (link 
offsite)


Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force


Pennsylvania https://www.attorneygeneral.gov/ 12,784,227        CDA
Community Drug Abuse Prevention 
Grant Program


Child Predator Section (includes report 
a possible sexual cybercrime via online 
form or text); Internet Safety Tips for 
Kids;  Cyberbullying (by audience); 
Education and Outreach--educates 
school personnel, students, parents 
about cyber safety and cyberbullying, 
adults about ID theft and fraud


Rhode Island http://www.riag.ri.gov/ 1,056,426          


Domestic Violence & Sexual Assault 
Unit (presented about HT), Victim 
Services Unit works with human 
trafficking victims


NPDTBP; legislation to address illegal 
drug diversion and "pill mills"


White collar crime unit (including 
internet crimes against children), ID 
theft (including offering free 
shredding services events), scams, 
data breaches, fraud


South Carolina http://www.scag.gov/ 4,961,119          
HT law, HT Task Force, HT annual 
report, CDA NPDTBP


participates in Safer Internet Day, 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force (SCSafetyNet.com)….internet 
and tech safety for parents, kids, 
teens, educators
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South Dakota http://atg.sd.gov/ 865,454             


SD Internet Crimes Against Children 
Task Force, joined against 
backpage.com, legislature to 
strengthen HT laws


Project Stand Up; Opioid Abuse 
Consumer Protection Training


SD Internet Crimes Against Children 
Task Force


Tennessee http://www.tn.gov/attorneygeneral/ 6,651,194          
taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale)


Consumer protection (Internet fraud, 
scams), data breaches


Texas https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/ 27,862,596        


HT prosecutor, Human Trafficking 
Prevention Task Force, Victim's 
Compensation, The Texas Response to 
Human Trafficking report (prepare 
annual reports, made 
recommendations to change existing 
laws and rules, better social services 
for victims, more identificaiton and 
prevention, more prosecutions --


Consumer Protection (internet fraud 
and scams), ID theft, child 
pornography, malware and viruses


Utah https://attorneygeneral.utah.gov/  3,051,217          
Human Trafficking in Persons Task 
Force, tip line, HT in UT Conference


taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale)


Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force, sponsors Boys & Girls Club of 
Utah County NetSmartz Program 
(children, parents, community on 
internet safety), social media, sexting, 
sexual exploitation/enticing of a minor


Vermont http://www.ago.vermont.gov/ 624,594             HT Task Force, legislature


taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale); 
NPDTBD


data breaches, co-sponsors Vermont 
Cyber Security Project and related 
"Cyber Safety for Small Businesses" 
workshop, co-offers "Scan Vermont" 
(Norwich Univ's high level IT students 
performs free penetration tests of 
businesses to test for vulnerabilties), 
Vermont Computer Crimes Task Force, 
Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force


Virginia http://www.oag.state.va.us/ 8,411,808          numerous laws regarding HT


launched www.HardestHitVA.com 
(heroin and rx drug abuse info, 
resources); Heroin: The Hardest Hit 
documentary (about danger of heroin 
and rx drugs and impact on 
families/communities); training video 
for LEO's on overdose; legislation 
(PO's can access prescription 
monitoring program; safe reporting - 
report overdose in progress and no 
charge for minor possession or 
intoxication); taking part in multistate 
investigation on epidemic (marketing 
and sale); Heroin and Rx Drug Abuse 
Strategy


Computer Crimes Section, Virginia 
Computer Crimes Act, the Virginia 
identity theft statutes, and the 
Virginia child exploitation statutes, 
fraud, scams, phishing, data breaches, 
ID theft, report a computer crime


Washington http://www.atg.wa.gov/ 7,288,000          more than 5


part of Crime & Safety division, first 
state to pass a law criminalizing HT - 
2003, statutes, WashACT - Washington 
Advisory Committee on Trafficking, 
legislature specifically on commercially 
sexually exploited children


partnered to hold the 2 day Summit 
on Reducing the Supply of Illegal 
Opioids in Washington in June 2017


joined the "Stop. Think. Connect." 
Internet Safety campaign. 
Consumers/Internet Safety (data 
breaches, scams, cyberbullying, social 
networking, movile devices, gaming 
tips)


West Virginia http://www.ago.wv.gov/ 1,831,102          
West Virginia Civil Rights and Anti 
Human Trafficking Task Force


sits on the National Association of 
Attorneys General Substance Abuse 
Committee; implemented "Dispose 
Responsibly of Prescriptions" 
program; PSA's; dedicated consumer 
protection rep to travel state as an SA 
education advocate; info 
presentations to LEA's; community 
partnerships; link to page of external 
resources Consumer/Identity theft protection
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Wisconsin https://www.doj.state.wi.us/ 5,778,708          HT hotline, link to HT info


launched Dose of Reality in 2015 - 
which NE, ME, MN adopted - 
(prevention, awareness) - link offsite, 
drug take back program, resources; 
taking part in multistate investigation 
on epidemic (marketing and sale); 
WIDOJ and USDEA partnered for 
NPDTBD; DOJ & Pharmacy Society of 
WI established Pharmacy Robbery 
Prevention and Response training; 
[others]


Internet Crimes Against Children Task 
Force


Wyoming http://ag.wyo.gov/ 585,501             HT task force -- includes computer, cyber, and 
American Samoa http://www.ag.gov.ws/ (2010) 55,519 -- -- --
Guam http://guamag.org/ 162,742 -- -- --
Northern Marianas -- (2010) 53,883
Puerto Rico -- 3,411,307
U.S. Virgin Islands -- (2010) 106,405
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34 USC 10132: Bureau of Justice Statistics
Text contains those laws in effect on August 13, 2018


From Title 34-CRIME CONTROL AND LAW ENFORCEMENT
Subtitle I-Comprehensive Acts
CHAPTER 101-JUSTICE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT
SUBCHAPTER III-BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS


Jump To:
Source Credit
References In Text
Codification
Prior Provisions
Amendments
Effective Date
Miscellaneous


§10132. Bureau of Justice Statistics
(a) Establishment


There is established within the Department of Justice, under the general authority of the Attorney General, a Bureau
of Justice Statistics (hereinafter referred to in this subchapter as "Bureau").


(b) Appointment of Director; experience; authority; restrictions
The Bureau shall be headed by a Director appointed by the President. The Director shall have had experience in


statistical programs. The Director shall have final authority for all grants, cooperative agreements, and contracts
awarded by the Bureau. The Director shall be responsible for the integrity of data and statistics and shall protect
against improper or illegal use or disclosure. The Director shall report to the Attorney General through the Assistant
Attorney General. The Director shall not engage in any other employment than that of serving as Director; nor shall the
Director hold any office in, or act in any capacity for, any organization, agency, or institution with which the Bureau
makes any contract or other arrangement under this Act.


(c) Duties and functions of Bureau
The Bureau is authorized to-


(1) make grants to, or enter into cooperative agreements or contracts with public agencies, institutions of higher
education, private organizations, or private individuals for purposes related to this subchapter; grants shall be made
subject to continuing compliance with standards for gathering justice statistics set forth in rules and regulations
promulgated by the Director;


(2) collect and analyze information concerning criminal victimization, including crimes against the elderly, and civil
disputes;


(3) collect and analyze data that will serve as a continuous and comparable national social indication of the
prevalence, incidence, rates, extent, distribution, and attributes of crime, juvenile delinquency, civil disputes, and
other statistical factors related to crime, civil disputes, and juvenile delinquency, in support of national, State, tribal,
and local justice policy and decisionmaking;


(4) collect and analyze statistical information, concerning the operations of the criminal justice system at the
Federal, State, tribal, and local levels;


(5) collect and analyze statistical information concerning the prevalence, incidence, rates, extent, distribution, and
attributes of crime, and juvenile delinquency, at the Federal, State, tribal, and local levels;


(6) analyze the correlates of crime, civil disputes and juvenile delinquency, by the use of statistical information,
about criminal and civil justice systems at the Federal, State, tribal, and local levels, and about the extent,
distribution and attributes of crime, and juvenile delinquency, in the Nation and at the Federal, State, tribal, and local
levels;


(7) compile, collate, analyze, publish, and disseminate uniform national statistics concerning all aspects of criminal
justice and related aspects of civil justice, crime, including crimes against the elderly, juvenile delinquency, criminal
offenders, juvenile delinquents, and civil disputes in the various States and in Indian country;


(8) recommend national standards for justice statistics and for insuring the reliability and validity of justice statistics
supplied pursuant to this chapter;


(9) maintain liaison with the judicial branches of the Federal Government and State and tribal governments in
matters relating to justice statistics, and cooperate with the judicial branch in assuring as much uniformity as feasible
in statistical systems of the executive and judicial branches;


(10) provide information to the President, the Congress, the judiciary, State, tribal, and local governments, and the
general public on justice statistics;
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(11) establish or assist in the establishment of a system to provide State, tribal, and local governments with access
to Federal informational resources useful in the planning, implementation, and evaluation of programs under this Act;


(12) conduct or support research relating to methods of gathering or analyzing justice statistics;
(13) provide for the development of justice information systems programs and assistance to the States, Indian


tribes, and units of local government relating to collection, analysis, or dissemination of justice statistics;
(14) develop and maintain a data processing capability to support the collection, aggregation, analysis and


dissemination of information on the incidence of crime and the operation of the criminal justice system;
(15) collect, analyze and disseminate comprehensive Federal justice transaction statistics (including statistics on


issues of Federal justice interest such as public fraud and high technology crime) and to provide technical assistance
to and work jointly with other Federal agencies to improve the availability and quality of Federal justice data;


(16) provide for the collection, compilation, analysis, publication and dissemination of information and statistics
about the prevalence, incidence, rates, extent, distribution and attributes of drug offenses, drug related offenses and
drug dependent offenders and further provide for the establishment of a national clearinghouse to maintain and
update a comprehensive and timely data base on all criminal justice aspects of the drug crisis and to disseminate
such information;


(17) provide for the collection, analysis, dissemination and publication of statistics on the condition and progress of
drug control activities at the Federal, State, tribal, and local levels with particular attention to programs and
intervention efforts demonstrated to be of value in the overall national anti-drug strategy and to provide for the
establishment of a national clearinghouse for the gathering of data generated by Federal, State, tribal, and local
criminal justice agencies on their drug enforcement activities;


(18) provide for the development and enhancement of State, tribal, and local criminal justice information systems,
and the standardization of data reporting relating to the collection, analysis or dissemination of data and statistics
about drug offenses, drug related offenses, or drug dependent offenders;


(19) provide for improvements in the accuracy, quality, timeliness, immediate accessibility, and integration of State
and tribal criminal history and related records, support the development and enhancement of national systems of
criminal history and related records including the National Instant Criminal Background Check System, the National
Incident-Based Reporting System, and the records of the National Crime Information Center, facilitate State and
tribal participation in national records and information systems, and support statistical research for critical analysis of
the improvement and utilization of criminal history records;


(20) maintain liaison with State, tribal, and local governments and governments of other nations concerning justice
statistics;


(21) cooperate in and participate with national and international organizations in the development of uniform
justice statistics;


(22) ensure conformance with security and privacy requirement of section 10231 of this title and identify, analyze,
and participate in the development and implementation of privacy, security and information policies which impact on
Federal, tribal, and State criminal justice operations and related statistical activities; and


(23) exercise the powers and functions set out in subchapter VII.


(d) Justice statistical collection, analysis, and dissemination
(1) In general


To ensure that all justice statistical collection, analysis, and dissemination is carried out in a coordinated manner,
the Director is authorized to-


(A) utilize, with their consent, the services, equipment, records, personnel, information, and facilities of other
Federal, State, local, and private agencies and instrumentalities with or without reimbursement therefor, and to
enter into agreements with such agencies and instrumentalities for purposes of data collection and analysis;


(B) confer and cooperate with State, municipal, and other local agencies;
(C) request such information, data, and reports from any Federal agency as may be required to carry out the


purposes of this chapter;
(D) seek the cooperation of the judicial branch of the Federal Government in gathering data from criminal justice


records;
(E) encourage replication, coordination and sharing among justice agencies regarding information systems,


information policy, and data; and
(F) confer and cooperate with Federal statistical agencies as needed to carry out the purposes of this


subchapter, including by entering into cooperative data sharing agreements in conformity with all laws and
regulations applicable to the disclosure and use of data.


(2) Consultation with Indian tribes
The Director, acting jointly with the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs (acting through the Office of Justice


Services) and the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, shall work with Indian tribes and tribal law
enforcement agencies to establish and implement such tribal data collection systems as the Director determines to
be necessary to achieve the purposes of this section.


(e) Furnishing of information, data, or reports by Federal agencies
Federal agencies requested to furnish information, data, or reports pursuant to subsection (d)(1)(C) shall provide


such information to the Bureau as is required to carry out the purposes of this section.
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(f) Consultation with representatives of State, tribal, and local government and judiciary
In recommending standards for gathering justice statistics under this section, the Director shall consult with


representatives of State, tribal, and local government, including, where appropriate, representatives of the judiciary.


(g) Reports
Not later than 1 year after July 29, 2010, and annually thereafter, the Director shall submit to Congress a report


describing the data collected and analyzed under this section relating to crimes in Indian country.
(Pub. L. 90–351, title I, §302, as added Pub. L. 96–157, §2, Dec. 27, 1979, 93 Stat. 1176 ; amended Pub. L. 98–473,
title II, §605(b), Oct. 12, 1984, 98 Stat. 2079 ; Pub. L. 100–690, title VI, §6092(a), Nov. 18, 1988, 102 Stat. 4339 ; Pub.
L. 103–322, title XXXIII, §330001(h)(2), Sept. 13, 1994, 108 Stat. 2139 ; Pub. L. 109–162, title XI, §1115(a), Jan. 5,
2006, 119 Stat. 3103 ; Pub. L. 111–211, title II, §251(b), July 29, 2010, 124 Stat. 2297 ; Pub. L. 112–166, §2(h)(1), Aug.
10, 2012, 126 Stat. 1285 .)


REFERENCES IN TEXT


This Act, referred to in subsecs. (b) and (c)(11), is Pub. L. 90–351, June 19, 1968, 82 Stat. 197 , known as
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968. For complete classification of this Act to the
Code, see Short Title of 1968 Act note set out under section 10101 of this title and Tables.


CODIFICATION


Section was formerly classified to section 3732 of Title 42, The Public Health and Welfare, prior to
editorial reclassification and renumbering as this section.


PRIOR PROVISIONS


A prior section 302 of Pub. L. 90–351, title I, June 19, 1968, 82 Stat. 200 ; Pub. L. 93–83, §2, Aug. 6, 1973,
87 Stat. 201 ; Pub. L. 94–503, title I, §110, Oct. 15, 1976, 90 Stat. 2412 , related to establishment of State
planning agencies to develop comprehensive State plans for grants for law enforcement and criminal
justice purposes, prior to the general amendment of this chapter by Pub. L. 96–157.


AMENDMENTS


2012-Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 112–166 struck out ", by and with the advice and consent of the Senate" before
period at end of first sentence.


2010-Subsec. (c)(3) to (6). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(A), inserted "tribal," after "State," wherever
appearing.


Subsec. (c)(7). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(B), inserted "and in Indian country" after "States".
Subsec. (c)(9). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(C), substituted "Federal Government and State and tribal


governments" for "Federal and State Governments".
Subsec. (c)(10), (11). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(D), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
Subsec. (c)(13). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(E), inserted ", Indian tribes," after "States".
Subsec. (c)(17). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(F), substituted "activities at the Federal, State, tribal, and


local" for "activities at the Federal, State and local" and "generated by Federal, State, tribal, and local" for
"generated by Federal, State, and local".


Subsec. (c)(18). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(G), substituted "State, tribal, and local" for "State and
local".


Subsec. (c)(19). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(H), inserted "and tribal" after "State" in two places.
Subsec. (c)(20). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(I), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
Subsec. (c)(22). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(1)(J), inserted ", tribal," after "Federal".
Subsec. (d). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(2), designated existing provisions as par. (1), inserted par. (1)


heading, substituted "To ensure" for "To insure", redesignated former pars. (1) to (6) as subpars. (A) to
(F), respectively, of par. (1), realigned margins, and added par. (2).


Subsec. (e). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(3), substituted "subsection (d)(1)(C)" for "subsection (d)(3)".
Subsec. (f). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(4)(B), inserted ", tribal," after "State".
Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(4)(A), which directed insertion of ", tribal," after "State" in heading, was


executed editorially but could not be executed in original because heading had been editorially supplied.
Subsec. (g). Pub. L. 111–211, §251(b)(5), added subsec. (g).
2006-Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 109–162, §1115(a)(1), inserted after third sentence "The Director shall be


responsible for the integrity of data and statistics and shall protect against improper or illegal use or
disclosure."


Subsec. (c)(19). Pub. L. 109–162, §1115(a)(2), amended par. (19) generally. Prior to amendment, par.
(19) read as follows: "provide for research and improvements in the accuracy, completeness, and
inclusiveness of criminal history record information, information systems, arrest warrant, and stolen



http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=93&page=1176

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=98&page=2079

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=102&page=4339

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=108&page=2139

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=119&page=3103

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=124&page=2297

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=126&page=1285

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=82&page=197

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=82&page=200

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=87&page=201

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=90&page=2412
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vehicle record information and information systems and support research concerning the accuracy,
completeness, and inclusiveness of other criminal justice record information;".


Subsec. (d)(6). Pub. L. 109–162, §1115(a)(3), added par. (6).
1994-Subsec. (c)(19). Pub. L. 103–322 substituted a semicolon for period at end.
1988-Subsec. (c)(16) to (23). Pub. L. 100–690 added pars. (16) to (19) and redesignated former pars.


(16) to (19) as (20) to (23), respectively.
1984-Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(1), inserted provision requiring Director to report to Attorney


General through Assistant Attorney General.
Subsec. (c)(13). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(A), (C), added par. (13) and struck out former par. (13)


relating to provision of financial and technical assistance to States and units of local government relating
to collection, analysis, or dissemination of justice statistics.


Subsec. (c)(14), (15). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(C), added pars. (14) and (15). Former pars. (14) and
(15) redesignated (16) and (17), respectively.


Subsec. (c)(16). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(A), (B), redesignated par. (14) as (16) and struck out former
par. (16) relating to insuring conformance with security and privacy regulations issued under section 10231
of this title.


Subsec. (c)(17). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(B), redesignated par. (15) as (17). Former par. (17)
redesignated (19).


Subsec. (c)(18). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(D), added par. (18).
Subsec. (c)(19). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(2)(B), redesignated former par. (17) as (19).
Subsec. (d)(1). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(3)(A), inserted ", and to enter into agreements with such


agencies and instrumentalities for purposes of data collection and analysis".
Subsec. (d)(5). Pub. L. 98–473, §605(b)(3)(B)–(D), added par. (5).


EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2012 AMENDMENT


Amendment by Pub. L. 112–166 effective 60 days after Aug. 10, 2012, and applicable to appointments
made on and after that effective date, including any nomination pending in the Senate on that date, see
section 6(a) of Pub. L. 112–166, set out as a note under section 113 of Title 6, Domestic Security.


EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1984 AMENDMENT


Amendment by Pub. L. 98–473 effective Oct. 12, 1984, see section 609AA(a) of Pub. L. 98–473, set out
as an Effective Date note under section 10101 of this title.


CONSTRUCTION OF 2010 AMENDMENT


Pub. L. 111–211, title II, §251(c), July 29, 2010, 124 Stat. 2298 , provided that: "Nothing in this section
[amending this section and section 41507 of this title] or any amendment made by this section-


"(1) allows the grant to be made to, or used by, an entity for law enforcement activities that the
entity lacks jurisdiction to perform; or


"(2) has any effect other than to authorize, award, or deny a grant of funds to a federally
recognized Indian tribe for the purposes described in the relevant grant program."
[For definition of "Indian tribe" as used in section 251(c) of Pub. L. 111–211, set out above, see section


203(a) of Pub. L. 111–211, set out as a note under section 2801 of Title 25, Indians.]


INCLUSION OF HONOR VIOLENCE IN NATIONAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY


Pub. L. 113–235, div. B, title II, Dec. 16, 2014, 128 Stat. 2191 , provided in part: "That beginning not later
than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act [div. B of Pub. L. 113–235, Dec. 16, 2014], as part of
each National Crime Victimization Survey, the Attorney General shall include statistics relating to honor
violence".


STUDY OF CRIMES AGAINST SENIORS


Pub. L. 106–534, §5, Nov. 22, 2000, 114 Stat. 2557 , provided that:
"(a) IN GENERAL.-The Attorney General shall conduct a study relating to crimes against seniors, in order


to assist in developing new strategies to prevent and otherwise reduce the incidence of those crimes.
"(b) ISSUES ADDRESSED.-The study conducted under this section shall include an analysis of-


"(1) the nature and type of crimes perpetrated against seniors, with special focus on-
"(A) the most common types of crimes that affect seniors;
"(B) the nature and extent of telemarketing, sweepstakes, and repair fraud against seniors;


and
"(C) the nature and extent of financial and material fraud targeted at seniors;


"(2) the risk factors associated with seniors who have been victimized;



http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=124&page=2298

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=128&page=2191

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=114&page=2557
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"(3) the manner in which the Federal and State criminal justice systems respond to crimes against
seniors;


"(4) the feasibility of States establishing and maintaining a centralized computer database on the
incidence of crimes against seniors that will promote the uniform identification and reporting of such
crimes;


"(5) the effectiveness of damage awards in court actions and other means by which seniors
receive reimbursement and other damages after fraud has been established; and


"(6) other effective ways to prevent or reduce the occurrence of crimes against seniors."


INCLUSION OF SENIORS IN NATIONAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY


Pub. L. 106–534, §6, Nov. 22, 2000, 114 Stat. 2557 , provided that: "Beginning not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act [Nov. 22, 2000], as part of each National Crime Victimization Survey, the
Attorney General shall include statistics relating to-


"(1) crimes targeting or disproportionately affecting seniors;
"(2) crime risk factors for seniors, including the times and locations at which crimes victimizing


seniors are most likely to occur; and
"(3) specific characteristics of the victims of crimes who are seniors, including age, gender, race or


ethnicity, and socioeconomic status."


CRIME VICTIMS WITH DISABILITIES AWARENESS


Pub. L. 105–301, Oct. 27, 1998, 112 Stat. 2838 , as amended by Pub. L. 106–402, title IV, §401(b)(10), Oct.
30, 2000, 114 Stat. 1739 , provided that:
"SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.


"This Act may be cited as the 'Crime Victims With Disabilities Awareness Act'.
"SEC. 2. FINDINGS; PURPOSES.


"(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds that-
"(1) although research conducted abroad demonstrates that individuals with developmental


disabilities are at a 4 to 10 times higher risk of becoming crime victims than those without disabilities,
there have been no significant studies on this subject conducted in the United States;


"(2) in fact, the National Crime Victim's Survey, conducted annually by the Bureau of Justice
Statistics of the Department of Justice, does not specifically collect data relating to crimes against
individuals with developmental disabilities;


"(3) studies in Canada, Australia, and Great Britain consistently show that victims with
developmental disabilities suffer repeated victimization because so few of the crimes against them are
reported, and even when they are, there is sometimes a reluctance by police, prosecutors, and judges
to rely on the testimony of a disabled individual, making individuals with developmental disabilities a
target for criminal predators;


"(4) research in the United States needs to be done to-
"(A) understand the nature and extent of crimes against individuals with developmental


disabilities;
"(B) describe the manner in which the justice system responds to crimes against individuals


with developmental disabilities; and
"(C) identify programs, policies, or laws that hold promises for making the justice system more


responsive to crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities; and
"(5) the National Academy of Science Committee on Law and Justice of the National Research


Council is a premier research institution with unique experience in developing seminal, multidisciplinary
studies to establish a strong research base from which to make public policy.
"(b) PURPOSES.-The purposes of this Act are-


"(1) to increase public awareness of the plight of victims of crime who are individuals with
developmental disabilities;


"(2) to collect data to measure the extent of the problem of crimes against individuals with
developmental disabilities; and


"(3) to develop a basis to find new strategies to address the safety and justice needs of victims of
crime who are individuals with developmental disabilities.


"SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITY.
"In this Act, the term 'developmental disability' has the meaning given the term in section 102 of the


Developmental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act of 2000 [42 U.S.C. 15002].
"SEC. 4. STUDY.



http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=114&page=2557

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=112&page=2838

http://uscode.house.gov/statviewer.htm?volume=114&page=1739
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"(a) IN GENERAL.-The Attorney General shall conduct a study to increase knowledge and information
about crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities that will be useful in developing new
strategies to reduce the incidence of crimes against those individuals.


"(b) ISSUES ADDRESSED.-The study conducted under this section shall address such issues as-
"(1) the nature and extent of crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities;
"(2) the risk factors associated with victimization of individuals with developmental disabilities;
"(3) the manner in which the justice system responds to crimes against individuals with


developmental disabilities; and
"(4) the means by which States may establish and maintain a centralized computer database on


the incidence of crimes against individuals with disabilities within a State.
"(c) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES.-In carrying out this section, the Attorney General shall consider


contracting with the Committee on Law and Justice of the National Research Council of the National
Academy of Sciences to provide research for the study conducted under this section.


"(d) REPORT.-Not later than 18 months after the date of enactment of this Act [Oct. 27, 1998], the
Attorney General shall submit to the Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and the House of
Representatives a report describing the results of the study conducted under this section.
"SEC. 5. NATIONAL CRIME VICTIM'S SURVEY.


"Not later than 2 years after the date of enactment of this Act, as part of each National Crime Victim's
Survey, the Attorney General shall include statistics relating to-


"(1) the nature of crimes against individuals with developmental disabilities; and
"(2) the specific characteristics of the victims of those crimes."
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2  H U M A N  T R A F F I C K I N G  S U R V E Y  P I L O T  T E S T  R E P O R T  


Introduction 


The U.S. Department of Justice’s Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) recently funded a new 
program, called the Survey of State Attorney General Offices (SSAGO), to systematically 
assess and describe the organization, structure, responsibilities, and activities of state 
attorney general (AG) offices.  In addition, the surveys will ask about various criminal and civil 
enforcement activities conducted by the offices, such as investigations, prosecutions, and 
criminal proceedings, as well as participation in task forces and policy development. The first 
SSAGO survey to be implemented nationally will gather information on AG offices’ activities 
related to human trafficking, such as specialized units, caseloads, training, and membership on 
task forces and specific human trafficking cases the office investigated and prosecuted.  


As a part of the SSAGO program, the human trafficking survey (SSAGO-HT) was developed 
and piloted with a select group of state AG offices, and will be fielded nationally in early 2019. 
The pilot data collection for this human trafficking survey provided an opportunity to obtain 
feedback from respondents on the survey content, burden and data collection procedures. 
This report describes the development and piloting of the SSAGO-HT.  Recommendations for 
survey revisions will also be included. The SSAGO-HT pilot was conducted in July 2018, and 
data was collected from 3 state AG offices. 


Respondent Selection and Recruitment  


For the SSAGO program data collection effort, all 56 state and territorial AG offices will be 
included on the SSAGO universe list and in the fielding of all the surveys, including this survey 
on human trafficking. 


For the SSAGO-HT survey pilot, the project team identified representatives from 5 state AG 
offices to invite these states to participate in a series of teleconferences for a definitional 
convening on human trafficking, and to be a part of an Advisory Group to comment on the 
structure and the content of the human trafficking survey.  Once the representatives from this 
list of states were identified, these offices were contacted to inquire about their willingness to 
participate in the teleconferences series and the piloting efforts. Teleconference series were 
completed with 4 states that expressed interest and had availability for the teleconferences. 
After that, 5 states which expressed interest and availability, either at the initial reach-out or 
during teleconference series to participate in the piloting of the survey were invited to 
participate in the piloting of the human trafficking survey.  Later one of these offices had to 
drop out of the pilot and was removed from the pilot respondent list. 


The AG offices who agreed to participate in the piloting of the SSAGO human trafficking 
survey were located in the following states and territories: 
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ID 
Number  


State/Territory  Participated in 
the 
teleconference 
series (Yes/No) 


Status  


01 TX Yes Survey instrument and debriefing 
completed  


02 MA Yes Survey instrument and debriefing 
completed  


03 CO Yes Survey instrument and debriefing 
completed  


04 MD Yes Dropped out of the pilot; neither survey 
instrument nor debriefing completed 


05 GU No Return of completed survey instrument is 
pending  


Survey Development  
In the design and development phase of the SSAGO-HT survey project, BJS and the Urban 
Institute consulted with substantive experts and prosecutors, including State Assistant 
Attorneys General, attorneys from state AG offices, and academic researchers. The following 
individuals provided valuable information and comments on the content and design of the 
human trafficking data collection instrument:  


Cindy Lott, JD 
Columbia Law School 
Executive Director and Senior Counsel, National State Attorneys General Program 


Meredith Dank, PhD 
John Jay College of Criminology 
Distinguished Teaching Professor, School of Criminal Justice 


Colleen Owens
Founder and CEO of The Why; Expert Consultant on Human Trafficking Research 


Melissa Holman, JD 
Texas State Attorney General Office 
Assistant Attorney General, Human Trafficking and Transnational/Organized Crime 
Section 
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 4  H U M A N  T R A F F I C K I N G  S U R V E Y  P I L O T  T E S T  R E P O R T   
 


Kirsta Melton, JD 
 Texas State Attorney General Office 


Deputy Criminal Chief, Human Trafficking and Transnational/Organized Crime 
Section 


 
Mallory Myers, JD 


 Texas State Attorney General Office 
Assistant Attorney General, Human Trafficking and Transnational/Organized Crime 
Section 


 
 Beth Keely, JD 
 Massachusetts State Attorney General Office 
 Assistant Attorney General and Chief, Human Trafficking Division 
 


Janet Drake, JD 
 Colorado State Attorney General Office 
 Senior Assistant Attorney General, Special Prosecutions Unit 
 
 Elizabeth Embry, JD 
 Maryland State Attorney General Office 
 Assistant Attorney General and Chief of the Criminal Division 
 


In the first half of 2018, staff from BJS and the Urban Institute and the aforementioned 
experts and prosecutors held teleconference meetings to define human trafficking and help 
develop a typology of human trafficking offenses, as well as to discuss the contents of the 
survey and provide feedback, including changes to response options, question wording, and 
substantive content.  


During the teleconference meetings, the pilot survey instrument on human trafficking was 
reviewed in detail, including instructions, definitions for the survey, questions, and response 
categories.  


After feedback from BJS and the aforementioned experts and prosecutors were incorporated, 
the updated draft survey was circulated and additional input was solicited by email or phone 
calls from these individuals. 


The draft survey was then formatted to align with other similar surveys conducted by BJS.  
The formatted survey was reviewed by staff from BJS, with suggested formatting changes 
implemented over a period of 8 weeks. Review of the final draft of the questionnaire was an 
iterative process, with a full review of the questionnaire made by BJS each time changes were 
implemented to the content or formatting. 
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Data Collection  
As AG offices were identified and agreed to participate in the pilot, each office was sent a 
softcopy fillable PDF version of the questionnaire via e-mail which described the purpose of 
the pilot survey. The e-mail was signed by the Urban Institute project leads William Adams, 
Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, and project consultant Cindy M. Lott.  
 
Respondents also had the option of scanning and returning the survey by email or U.S post. 
Respondents were asked to return their completed survey by a specific date, three weeks 
from the date that the survey was e-mailed to the AG office contact. 
 
For those AG offices which did not complete the survey by the provided deadline, follow-up 
emails were sent a week later reminding them to return the completed survey.  Urban Institute 
staff also made outreach efforts to one non-responding office.  
 
Upon receipt of a completed survey, staff from the Urban Institute contacted the pilot 
respondent to schedule a telephone debriefing interview, in which responses to the survey 
questions were reviewed.  For those offices in which multiple staff or departments completed 
the survey, the Urban Institute staff scheduled the debriefing interview with the point person 
who completed the majority of the survey. 
 
The debriefing calls included a review of the instructions, question text, response choices 
provided, overall ease of providing information, and the terminology used for each question.  
Additionally, the length of time needed to complete the survey, any difficulty in providing 
information, and preferred modes of completing the survey were discussed on this call. Results 
were recorded by the Urban Institute staff members conducting the debriefing call and were 
reviewed following the call for completeness.  
 
There were two AG offices that provided some additional comments about the human 
trafficking survey via email, at their own discretion.  Debriefing interviews had a range in 
duration from 45 minutes to 60 minutes. 
 
 


Data Review 
The SSAGO-HT pilot was pilot-tested by three state AG offices, with feedback from a fourth 
office (Guam) expected to be forthcoming.  Data shown below focused on the three AG offices 
that have provided survey responses thus far.  Question-specific feedback regarding the 
human trafficking survey instrument is provided in Appendix A of this report.  
 
All survey questions were completed appropriately by each of the three respondents except 
for the following:  
 


16







 6  H U M A N  T R A F F I C K I N G  S U R V E Y  P I L O T  T E S T  R E P O R T   
 


Office ID & State Unanswered Survey Questions 


01 – TX Q.1, Q.27, Q.28, Q.30 
02 – MA Q. 24, Q.28, Q.30 


03 – CO Q. 24, Q.27, Q.28, Q.30, Q.31, Q.32 


 
The Texas AG office did not answer question 1 of the survey because the respondent indicated 
that data on the number of AAGs in the Texas office was not readily available to her.   The 
Massachusetts and Colorado AG offices were not able to answer survey questions 24 since 
neither office had not opened any labor trafficking cases in the past 12 months.    
 
Both the Texas and Colorado offices were not able to answer survey questions 27 and 28 
because these AG offices had no criminal or civil labor trafficking cases closed in the past 12 
months, nor were they able to answer question 30, since neither had not closed any civil sex 
trafficking cases in the prior 12-month period.  In addition, the Massachusetts AG office was 
not able to answer survey questions 28 and 30 since it has no civil jurisdiction.  Finally, the 
Colorado AG office could not provide answers to question 31 (because the office did not 
receive any labor trafficking referrals over the past year) nor question 32 (because all sex 
trafficking matters referred were prosecuted), and recommended that a “not applicable” 
response option be added for these two questions.    
 
The time required to complete the human trafficking survey ranged from 15-30 minutes, with 
an average time of approximately 23 minutes  
 


Office # and State  Time Required to Complete the Survey  


1 – TX 25 minutes 


2 – MA 30 minutes 


3 – CO 15 minutes 


4 – MD N/A 


5 – GU TBD (forthcoming) 
 


Recommendations  


Three out of the four AG offices participating in the pilot returned completed surveys within 
the three-week timeframe provided, with two of these three AG offices returning their 
surveys within two weeks.  Receipt of a completed survey for the fourth AG office (Guam) is 
still pending, due to the contact person at that office being out on extended leave, but is 
expected soon.    
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Offices were asked if a due date would encourage faster response. Pilot respondents reported 
overwhelmingly that a due date would prevent the survey from being deprioritized by their 
office.  Accordingly, we suggest providing a due date for the completion of the survey when it 
is fielded.   In our debriefing interviews, respondents indicated that providing either a 2-week 
or 3-week period for returning surveys was optimal, and that following up with periodic e-mail 
reminders after that would be helpful and effective.  Given that input, we recommend 
providing AG offices 3 weeks to complete the survey, with a total period of 12 weeks expected 
for targeted follow-up with non-responders.   


All three offices participating in the pilot test indicated that it was not too difficult to complete 
the survey and that they thought that the level of effort required was reasonable.  These 
offices reported that it took between 15-30 minutes to complete the survey (with an average 
time of 23 minutes), so we recommend changing the time burden estimate from 30 minutes to 
25 minutes. 


Pilot respondents indicated that the instructions and definitions provided at the beginning of 
the survey instrument were clear and helpful.  One respondent suggested it might be more 
user-friendly to include definitions directly in the survey questions, as applicable, but 
acknowledged that it was important to include the instructions at the front of the survey to 
provide an overview and orientation to the survey.   We recommend retaining the 
“Instructions and Definitions” page in its current format at the front of the survey.       
 
Offices participating in the pilot were asked about the best method in which to contact them.  
All 3 offices reported that an e-mail soft copy survey was preferred, with a preference for 
follow up e-mail outreach as well.  All offices reported that email would be the best method of 
reaching them.  We suggest a multi-mode follow-up strategy that includes e-mail, phone, and 
mail follow-ups.   


All three pilot offices reported that the survey format (fillable PDF) worked fine and was 
preferable to a hard-copy survey sent through the U.S. mail.  One pilot respondent was 
appreciative that the fillable PDF was secured with a password and said it made her more 
comfortable providing responses. Thus, we recommend using the fillable PDF format (with 
password protection) for the full implementation. 


Based on the questions which served to elicit feedback about the survey and the in-depth 
debriefing interviews, the following changes to the main survey instrument are recommended:  


Main Survey  


 Question 3:  


o Change the third response option to “Victim advocates” 


o Change the fourth response option to “Witness experts” 
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 Eliminate Question 4 


 Divide Question 5 into two separate questions: the first asking about jurisdictional 
authority for sex trafficking cases, and the other asking about jurisdictional authority 
for labor trafficking cases. 


o Also, for these two questions, expand the response category (“Jurisdiction for 
criminal cases”) into the following three response categories: 


 “Original jurisdiction for criminal cases”  


 “Concurrent jurisdiction for criminal cases”  


 “Jurisdiction (by invitation or permission of local DAs) for criminal 
cases”  


 For Questions 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, and 17, change the words “cases filed” to “cases 
opened”  


 For Question 19: 


o Modify the response category “Promoting or compelling prostitution” to 
“Promoting of compelling prostitution/pimping” 


o Add the following two response categories:  


 “Conspiracy” 


 “Contributing to the delinquency of a child”  


 Question 21:  


o Change the wording of the question from “What services are available 
through your office for victims of labor and sex trafficking?” to “What 
services are available or can be arranged through your office for victims of 
labor and sex trafficking?” 


o Add the response category “Drug treatment centers” 


 Question 22:  


o Modify the response category “Businesses (not online)” to “Businesses (not 
online, excludes subcontractors)” 


 Questions 24 and 25: 


o Add the response category “Not applicable (no labor trafficking cases were 
opened)” 
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 For Questions 27 and 29, modify the response categories as follows:  


o Change “Dismissed” to “Case Dismissed” 


o Change “Guilty finding” to “Guilty finding on any charge” 


o Change “Not guilty finding” to “Not Guilty finding on all charges” 


 


 For Questions 28 and 30, modify the response category “Dismissed” to “Case 
Dismissed” 


 Add the following new, open-ended question (which becomes Question 33), and 
provide a text box for the response:  


o 33. “What are the biggest challenges to successfully prosecuting human 
trafficking cases in your jurisdiction?" 
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Appendix A: SSAGO Human Trafficking Pilot Test 
Debriefing Responses  
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SSAGO- Human Trafficking Survey 
Pilot Test Debriefing Responses 


 


SECTION 1. GENERAL OFFICE INFORMATION 


In this section, we are going to ask you questions about your office's staffing, 
training activities, and participation in educational forums and taskforces. 


 


1. How many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in your office as of June 30, 
2018? If you are not able to provide an exact number, provide an estimate and check 
the estimate box. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  I did not answer  this question 
about  the  number  of  AAGs 
because  I have no  clue;  I  just 
know our office is huge – I think 
we have 4000 employees total.  
I am unsure how many of those 
are attorneys. On the criminal 
side,  we  have  25‐30  total 
attorneys  for  all  types  of 
criminal  law  and  that  is 
because  we  do  not  have  our 
own original jurisdiction. 


P2  Fine  Fine  I completely guessed; I have no 
clue. 


P3  Question  is 
appropriate 
and 
important. 


Fine  Fine 
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2. If your office has a specialized unit dedicated to handling human trafficking cases, 
how many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in that unit as of June 30, 
2018? If you are not able to provide the exact number, provide an estimate and check 
the estimate box. 
 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Question  is 
appropriate 
and 
important. 


Fine  Fine 


 


3. Do you have any of the following personnel on staff or have access to them as 
consultants? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to 
Provide 


P1   Fine  Not sure what a victim 
witness expert  is.   We 
have a victim advocate 
who  helps  victims  get 
placement.  “Victim 
witness expert” is not a 
term we would use. 


Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Wondering why you’re asking 
this  question  ‐‐  from  a 
criminal  perspective,  you 
almost  always  have  those 
services  available,  through 
our in‐house victim advocate.  
I would  expect  that  all  your 
survey  respondents will  click 
‘yes’ to all of these ‐‐ so I don’t 
really  see  the  impact  of  this 
question  being  useful.   Also, 
you need to add the qualifier 


Fine  Fine 
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(“for those working on HT”) at 
the end of this question.  


 


4. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each 
option. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response 
Options 


Ability to Provide 


P1   You  have  multiple  types  of 
jurisdictions. My numbers are 
never going to look like offices 
with  concurrent  jurisdiction.  
My office can’t just take a case 
from any local DA’s office.  My 
numbers will always be much 
smaller  because  we  have 
limited  ability  to  intervene.  
Recommends we  include  the 
following  categories  of 
jurisdiction:  (1)  original;  (2) 
concurrent;  (3)  by 
referral/invitation  of  local 
DAs.  


Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  You  don’t  need  to  ask  this 
question;  you  only  need  to 
include question #5 (refers to 
HT only).  


Fine  You  don’t  need  to  ask 
this  question;  you  only 
need  to  include 
question #5 (refers to HT 
only). 
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5. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority regarding human trafficking cases? Check 
Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 


 


Pilot Site 
ID# 


Clarity  Response 
Options 


Ability to 
Provide 


P1   The questions related to jurisdiction 
need to be more specific.  Our office 
has some independent civil 
jurisdiction pertaining to human 
trafficking cases but we must be 
invited in by local district attorneys 
to handle criminal cases and the 
appeals that would follow.  Even if 
our OAG state police investigate a 
case we have no right to try that 
case, unless the elected in the 
jurisdiction in which the crime 
occurred invites us to do so.  Your 
survey questions (Q#4 & 5) do not 
allow for that explanation and it 
makes a huge difference.  In some 
states the OAG has concurrent 
jurisdiction and in still others the 
OAG is basically the top dog and can 
take cases from others as they 
choose.  We don't have either power.


 


Fine  Fine 


P2  For Q 5, I checked no for civil cases, 
but maybe I should have checked 
yes. When you say jurisdiction, I 
assume you mean the ability to 
pursue tort claim on behalf of 
survivor but I don’t do them. Based 
on the work I’ve done here, they 
don’t do the torts. 


 


Fine  Fine 


P3  This  is  an  important  question.    It 
varies a  lot.  I checked  ‘unknown’  for 
civil  jurisdiction  ‐‐  don’t  know  if we 


Fine  Fine 
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work civil.  We have a civil division but 
it’s  primarily  state  agencies,  not 
bringing human trafficking actions on 
behalf  of  anyone. With  civil,  I  think 
about advocating for victim and that’s 
not  what  my  office  does.  Criminal 
appeals,  our  section  takes  all  felony 
appeals from around entire state. For 
criminal  cases,  I must  be  invited  or 
else  ask  permission. Normally  these 
cases  would  be  multijurisdictional 
cases  that  cross  jurisdictional 
boundaries  (e.g.,  Denver/Vail/Grand 
Junction)…can use a state‐wide grand 
jury,  allowing  me  to  bring 
investigations  and  prosecutions 
which cross jurisdictional boundaries. 
It can happen both ways: sometimes I 
reach  out  to  local  DAs  (to  ask  for 
jurisdiction in a case) and sometimes 
local DAs will reach out to me to take 
a  case  (esp.  given  her HT  expertise, 
which  she  is  known  for  across  the 
state).  If  it’s  interstate  case,  the US 
Attorney will take it. 


 


6. In the last 12 months, did your office participate in any of the following federal, state 
or regional task forces involving any aspect of human trafficking? Check Yes, No, or 
Unknown for each option.  


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  ICAC: our office  is  involved 
with ICAC, but it is not part 
of the HT division work, so I 
left  it  blank.    I’ve  never 
heard  of  “anti‐trafficking 
coordinating  teams”,  so  I 
left that one blank. 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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7. In the last 12 months, did your office staff receive training specifically on human 


trafficking? 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine.    We  provide 
enormous amounts of 
training  around  the 
state.  We need more 
people,  more  human 
beings. 


Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


8. In the last 12 months, did your office provide training or educational/awareness 
programs regarding human trafficking to any of the following? Check Yes, No, or 
Unknown for each option.  
 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  We’d welcome more training 
for ourselves and any 
technical support. Have 
digital evidence lab that 
works under our office’s 
umbrella. We can always 
learn what new tools are out 
there and what’s happening 
on that front. 


 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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9. Indicate if your office has needs for any of the following staffing or technical resources 
for handling human trafficking cases. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


 


 


SECTION 2. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING STATUTES  


In this section, we want to know more about your state’s human trafficking statutes 
and how your office charges sex and labor trafficking cases. 


 


10. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting labor trafficking? 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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11. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
only with state labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact 
percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   The  labor  trafficking 
questions (Q#11‐13) all refer 
to  “filed”  cases.   Our  labor 
cases  while  open are pre‐
indictment or pre‐civil  filing, 
so  none  of  that  data  was 
captured  by  these 
questions.  I think you would 
be better  served  to use  the 
language you use later in the 
survey when  you  talk  about 
“open”  cases  or  matters 
where  time  is  being 
dedicated  but  there  is  no 
filing requirement. 


Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Had  to  check  “N/A”  for  Qs 
#11‐13,  since  we  had  no 
labor  cases  in  the  past  12 
months.  You might consider 
rearranging  this  section  to 
first  ask  “Have  you had  any 
labor  trafficking  cases  over 
the past 12 months?”, and if 
the  answer  is  “no”,  the 
respondent  skips out of  this 
section (skip pattern). 


Fine  Fine 
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12. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
with both state labor trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able 
to provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   See response for Q#11  Fine  Fine 


P2  I thought it was clear. 
However, asking about 
percentages is a little bit 
difficult because that’s asking 
people estimating to do a lot 
of math. Think you’re asking 
for ball park estimates, so, to 
make it even simpler, could 
ask respondents to provide 
the share (e.g. ½….1/3) – one 
idea is to do this with pull‐
down choices. 


 


Fine  Fine 


P3  See response for Q#11  Fine  Fine 


 


 


13. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
only with state statutes other than labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   See response 
for Q#11 


Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  See response 
for Q#11 


Fine  Fine 
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14. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting sex trafficking? 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 
 


15. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged only 
with state sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact percentage, 
provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


 


16. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged with 
both state sex trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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17. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged only 
with state statutes other than sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide 
the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


 


18. For labor trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that 
brought charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If 
your office did not prosecute any labor trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please 
check ‘Not applicable’ and proceed to question 19.    


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Add  category:  “State 
criminal  wage  and  hour 
violations” 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


 


19. For sex trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that brought 
charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If your office 
did not prosecute any sex trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check ‘Not 
applicable’ and proceed to question 20.    


 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  In our state, the following 
“other” categories should 
be added: child sexual 


Fine 


32







 2 2  H U M A N  T R A F F I C K I N G  S U R V E Y  P I L O T  T E S T  R E P O R T   
 


abuse, indecency with 
child, Sexual performance 
with minor, multiple 
others. 


 


P2  Fine  Add categories: 


Conspiracy; 


Deriving  Support  from 
Prostitution 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Add  the  following  ‘other’ 
charges  as  choices:  
Pimping;  Pimping  of  a 
Child;  Contributing  to  the 
Delinquency  of  a  Child; 
Keeping  a  place  of  Child 
Prostitution;  Procurement 
of  a  Child;  Soliciting  for 
Child Prostitution. 


Fine 


 


 


SECTION 3. VICTIMS AND OFFENDERS OF HUMAN TRAFFICKING 


In this section, we want to know about the victims and offenders of human 
trafficking for cases prosecuted by your office. 


 


20. Indicate if the types of victims listed below were among the alleged victims in open 
criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the past 12 
months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or 
while it is still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. If 
your office did not have any open criminal or civil human trafficking cases in the last 12 
months, please check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 21.    


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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20a. Indicate which of type of the victims listed below was the most common type of 
alleged victims in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is 
dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only 
one answer.  


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 
21. What services are available through your office for victims of labor and sex trafficking? 


For each service listed below, please check Yes if your office provides this service or 
refers victims to other service providers for this service. Please check No if your office 
does not provide the service or does not refer victims to providers. Please check 
Unknown if you do not know about the provision of the below services. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Our  victim  advocate 
refers for all relevant 
services 


P2  Fine  Add  response 
category:  referrals 
to  drug  treatment 
centers 


Fine 


P3  I interpreted this as “do I 
have a victim advocate in 
house connecting our 
person, or are we somehow 
providing those things 
directly”? Certainly, on every 
case, I work w/ outside 
victim advocates that 
facilitating these services. 
Distinction: don’t have victim 
services in house but can 
reach out to others. 


Fine  May think about 
rephrasing the 
question to: “Are 
these services 
available to victims 
of labor and sex 
trafficking?” ‐‐ think 
the answer will be 
yes, but not enough 
services listed.  
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22. Indicate if the types of offenders listed below were among the alleged offenders 
in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the 
past 12 months.  A case is considered open when your office is dedicating 
resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown 
for each option. If your office did not have any open criminal or civil human 
trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check Not Applicable and proceed to 
Question 21.  


 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 


22a. Indicate which of type of the offenders listed below was the most common type 
of alleged offenders in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is 
dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only 
one answer.  


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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SECTION 4. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING REFERRALS AND CASES 


In this section, we are going to ask about how cases are referred to your office, what 
you do when you do not open a case, and about how many cases your office opened 
and closed in the last 12 months.  


 


23.  Have any of the following sources referred human trafficking matters to your 
office over the past 12 months? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option.  


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Add: “District attorney’s office” Fine 


P3  Fine  Add: “District attorney’s office” Fine 


 


24. Did any of the labor trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your 
office in the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still 
pending with the court. Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each 
offense. If your office did not have any open criminal or civil labor trafficking cases 
in the last 12 months, please check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 25. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  When you are asking about the 
industries in which the labor 
cases occur it would be good to 
add an “other” box.  Neither of 
our pending labor cases fit into 
the categories listed.  In one 
case, our child victims were 
made to labor in a puppy mill (in 
pre‐indictment phase), and in 
our open civil labor case, our 
adult victims were teachers. The 
latter case involved a private 
school teaching Spanish; a lady 
was bringing in people from 
Mexico, was running thru illegal 


Fine 
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immigration service, too 
abusive. 


Tourist visa, but can’t pay you. 
Working illegal, has a hold on 
them 


Case being handled civilly, pre‐
suit. 


 


P2  Fine  Suggest  adding  a  “N/A” box  for 
AG  offices  that  didn’t  have  any 
labor  trafficking  cases  (criminal 
or civil) in past 12 months.  


Fine 


P3  Fine  Need  N/A  option  (no  labor 
trafficking cases opened) 


Fine 


 


 


25. Did any of the sex trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your 
office in the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still 
pending with the court. Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each 
offense. If your office did not have any open criminal or civil sex trafficking cases in 
the last 12 months, please check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 26. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Need to add “other” box  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Need  N/A  option  (no  sex 
trafficking cases opened) 


Fine 


 


26. How many open criminal and civil human trafficking cases of the following 
categories were being handled by your office in the last 12 months? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still 
pending with the court. Select the range of cases using the drop‐down box for 
each category. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select No Jurisdiction for 
each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown.  
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Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 


 
27. In the last 12 months, how many criminal labor trafficking cases did your office 


close through the following methods?. If your office does not have jurisdiction, 
select No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select 
Unknown. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  We did not close any labor 
cases in last 12 months, so 
entered  all  zeros  (might 
consider  adding  a  “N/A” 
box). 


Fine 


P2  Fine  Didn’t  see  distinction 
between  guilty  plea  and 
guilty  by  trial  verdict  – 
could parse this out more if 
you want that detail. 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Does “guilty finding” mean 
guilty on any one  charge?  
If so, clarify that. 


Fine 


 
28.  In the last 12 months, how many civil labor trafficking cases did your office close 


through the following methods?  . If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select 
Unknown. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  See comments for Q#27  Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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29. In the last 12 months, how many criminal sex trafficking cases did your office 
close through the following methods? If your office does not have jurisdiction, 
select No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select 
Unknown.  


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Didn’t  see  distinction 
between  guilty  plea  and 
guilty  by  trial  verdict  – 
could parse this out more if 
you want that detail. 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Does “guilty finding” mean 
guilty on any one  charge?  
If so, clarify that. 


Fine 


 


 


30. In the last 12 months, how many civil sex trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods?. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select 
Unknown. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  At  this  time,  we  have  no 
civil  sex  trafficking  cases, 
so entered all zeros (might 
consider  adding  a  “N/A” 
box). 


Fine 


P2  Fine  Fine  Fine 


P3  Fine  Fine  Fine 
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31. How did your office handle  labor  trafficking  referrals  received over  the past 12 
months  that were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown  for each option. 
Also, in the last column indicate the top three most common outcomes of human 
trafficking referrals that were not filed as a case. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Need “N/A” box  for  those 
that  had  no  labor 
trafficking referrals  in past 
12 months 


Fine 


P3  Fine  Need N/A option (no cases 
referred) 


Fine 


 


 


32. How  did  your  office  handle  sex  trafficking  referrals  received  over  the  past  12 
months  that were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown  for each option. 
Also, in the last column indicate the top three most common outcomes of human 
trafficking referrals that were not filed as a case. 


 


Pilot Site ID#  Clarity  Response Options  Ability to Provide 


P1   Fine  Fine  Fine 


P2  Fine  Need “N/A” box  for  those 
that had no sex trafficking 
referrals in past 12 months


Fine 


P3  Fine  Need N/A option (no cases 
referred) 


Fine 
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General Questions 


 


 Was it difficult to complete the survey? 


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   The first questions I didn’t answer ‐ I know we have like 4,000 staff, but I don’t 
know how many AAGs we have exactly.  Since I didn’t have that info readily 
available, I moved on. The rest was fine.  Because most questions had ranges of 
numbers (estimates), it was easy to complete.  If specific (exact) numbers were 
required, I would have had to do a lot of prep work to answer the survey, and 
that would have taken a lot more time. 


 


P2  Didn’t think it was that difficult.  I think I had to think through the structure of 
the questions at the beginning. The guidance was helpful. Once getting through 
the instructions, then helpful.  


P3  No,  it was  fine, pretty basic. But  I wonder  if  the  information you  received  is 
useful. 


 


 


 Were instructions clear?  Were additional definitions needed?  


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   To be honest, I blew through those [instructions], because I am very familiar with 
the federal (TVPA) definitions and I also know ours (State of Texas). 


P2  Thought the instructions were helpful, especially distinguishing between 
matters and cases.   She distinguishes cases vs investigations and gained 
understanding of what we’re looking for. In terms of human trafficking 
definition, a little less helpful; helpful to some extent in states where different 
definitions, to the extent they want to reflect on the literal (federal) definition. 


 


P3  I originally skipped the instructions entirely because it looked very wordy and I 
saw the definition, and I was like, “yeah I know that”, but then went back to it 
as one of the earlier questions asks, I think question 4, asks: what is your 
office’s jurisdictional authority…I mentally paused. I know that this is a human 
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trafficking survey…jurisdiction over human trafficking or generally. Bounced 
back to the instructions ‐‐ I was trying to sort that out, so that’s a bit of a red 
flag.  Instructions are helpful but it’s also in the document (within question 
wording), “open” includes investigated or filed. To me it’s more user friendly to 
put it in the question wording itself, where you’re using it. 


 


 


 About how long did it take you to complete the survey? 


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   It took 25 minutes 


P2  A little less than 30 minutes 


P3  Not more than 15 minutes 


 


 Were you able to complete the survey all at once or did it require multiple 
sessions? 


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   Just one session (all at once).  I did have trouble saving it the first time, though. 


P2  I completed the survey all at once (one sitting). 


P3  I completed it all in one session. 


 


 Were you able to complete the survey yourself or did it require you to pass the 
survey to others in your departments or others in other departments? 


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   I did it myself. 


P2  Just me. I’m fortunate enough that a lot of info passes through me since I’m 
the head of the division so I’m able to better access that info than someone 
else.  


P3  It was just me ‐‐ in part, because you just wanted it from me.  Raised a good 
question, where I was like if you presented it to a couple other sections in my 
office they may have another response. So, the question is, how are you 
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intending to distribute this?  Are you seeking to get input from different 
sections?  I’m a prosecutor in the special prosecutors’ unit, so all my work is 
criminal. 


 


 


 Which questions were difficult to complete/took the longest (and why)? 


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   Question 1 ‐‐ I don’t know exactly how many AAGs we have  in our office, so I 
couldn’t answer it. 


P2  Once I got going, then I got into a grove, figuring out how the survey was laid 
out took a bit of time.  I struggled with the first question. I will say that I 
completed the latter half quicker than the first half, or at least I was in a groove 
for the second half. 


 


P3  Writing in the other criminal charges that I used in my human trafficking cases. 


 


 Are there any additional questions that do not currently appear on the 
questionnaire that you would recommend including?   If so, what are those? 
 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   Yes, you may want to give a box somewhere to ask “What else is your office 
doing to fight human trafficking?”  I could give you pages.  A ton of really 
exciting things are happening that I’m really proud of ‐‐ none of them are on 
here. Make the box pretty big.  I’d be surprised if more than 10 offices have 
specific human trafficking sections. It’s growing, more than half have someone 
working on the issue. The ones that are doing it are doing very creative things. 


 


P2  You asked about civil enforcement and that’s not an ability we have. However, 
part of, something that comes up is dealing with forfeiture of money ceased in 
a criminal case. Who else, after ceased money has pursued forfeitures of that 
money, how is that pursued? How we do it is through civil forfeiture action. I 
didn’t include that because that’s not what I thought you meant. Forfeiture 
under human trafficking, often seizing money. There is a human trafficking 
forfeiture statute.  That could potentially be added to the survey. 
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P3  At the end of the survey, add in this open‐ended question: “what are the 
biggest challenges to successfully prosecuting human trafficking cases?” 


 


How do you envision the survey being used? I envision it being used to help 
offices to lobby for funding, and also to share information between agencies 
(why we’re successful, or not successful).   


 


 


 


 In your opinion, would it be better to provide a due date for the survey or should 
we ask for it to be returned as soon as possible?  


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   A good thing to have a deadline. I get a ridiculous amount of email. Not 
uncommon for things to get lost. I go off and work on trial, try to come back, 
have to go from bottom up to see what I missed.  For me, the multiple 
reminders are helpful for getting me on track. I think a 2‐week response period 
is fine, if someone is in a long trial you won’t just get it from them right away.  
With just a few of people, you can go back and harass them.  


 


P2  Think 2‐week turnaround time is good. I was in the middle of a trial, so the 
reminder was helpful; reaching back out is helpful. Those who have the time 
can do it, those who need more than 2 weeks, you can check in with them: “do 
you need more time?”  The e‐mail reminder was helpful. 


 


P3  I  thought what you did  (giving  the 2‐week window) was prefect.  I was out of 
town when  I received  it, so  I appreciated the e‐mail reminder that was sent a 
few days later.   
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 In your opinion, what mode of communication would be most effective in 
reminding you to complete the survey: telephone calls, e‐mails, faxes or mailings?  


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   E‐mail works best. 


P2  E‐mail is preferred. 


P3  I’m fine with phone calls, but it is a lot easier for lawyers to check e‐mails (that 
way  you  can  respond  back  anytime,  around  the  clock.    E‐mail  is  the  easiest 
method of communication. 


 


 In your opinion, what mode of survey would be most easy to complete: a fillable 
pdf survey, a web‐survey, or a hardcopy paper survey?   


 


Pilot Site ID#   


P1   This format (fillable PDF) works fine, but at the end of the survey, you need to 
provide a reminder to save your responses (i.e., save the file). 


 


P2  I liked it (the fillable pdf), actually. I also appreciated that the PDF was secured 
with a password. 


 


P3  The format (fillable PDF) was fine. Electronic‐based surveys sent through e‐mail 
is the easiest and most efficient way to go (not hard‐copy through U.S. mail – 
that takes too long). 
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Appendix B: SSAGO Human Trafficking Pilot Test 
Contacting Material  
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B.1 Pilot E-mail Letter  
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Dear Assistant Attorney General,  


The Urban Institute would like to invite you to participate in a research opportunity that will greatly 
benefit the Attorney General community: the development and piloting of a survey on the 
investigation and prosecution of human trafficking. We believe it is imperative to conjoin the 
perspectives of human trafficking experts and the AG community on human trafficking issues to 
develop a survey that will go beyond traditional data collection efforts and serve the perspective and 
needs of the AG community. 


The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) recently launched its new Survey of State Attorney General 
Offices (SSAGO) Program.  As a part of this initiative, BJS is interested in developing a series of surveys 
of AG offices on various cutting-edge topics, including cybercrime and human trafficking.  These surveys 
will comprise the first research projects conducted about these topics of the AG community. 


BJS awarded a grant to the Urban Institute to develop and implement the first three surveys in the 
series.  For the development of the human traffcking survey, the research team will be supported by two 
world-renowned experts on human trafficking, Dr. Meredith Dank and Ms. Colleen Owens.    


The Urban team is inviting AG offices to join one or more teleconference calls to provide feedback 
during the survey development process.  Our goal is to reach a consensus about the definition of human 
trafficking with input and guidance from AG offices.  Upon reaching agreement on the definition of 
human trafficking, Urban will develop a draft version of the survey, which will subsequently be pilot-
tested by 5-6 AG offices.  We welcome your participation in the teleconference calls and/or the pilot 
testing.  We understand that your time is valuable and appreciate any level of involvement that you are 
willing to provide. 


We sincerely hope that you will join us in our efforts to develop a human trafficking survey of the AG 
offices, the first of its kind, so that we can ensure that AG offices’ perspectives are incorporated in this 
new series.  We are excited about the mutual benefits that this survey series will bring to the AG 
community and the U.S. more broadly, and look forward to working together with you on this important 
endeavor. 


 


Sincerely,  


William Adams and Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, 
Urban Institute, Co-Principal Investigators 
 
Cindy M. Lott, Columbia Law School and Urban Institute, Project Consultant 
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B.2. Pilot Survey  
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OMB No. [NUMBER] 
 


 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS 


 
 
2019 SURVEY OF STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICES –  
HUMAN TRAFFICKING 


ENTER THE CONTACT INFORMATION OF THE PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM


Name Title


Address 


City State Zip Code


Telephone Fax


E-mail address 


AG Office UID (to be completed by the Urban Institute)   


 


GENERAL INFORMATION 


 
The purpose of this survey is to obtain information regarding your office's enforcement activities involving human 
trafficking. The data collected will be used to describe the organization, structure, and responsibilities of state attorney 
general offices in response to human trafficking. The information requested involves both criminal and civil enforcement 
activities, including investigations, prosecutions, and judicial proceedings, as well as participation in task forces and 
policy development. Although this survey is voluntary, we need and appreciate your cooperation to make the results 
comprehensive, accurate, and timely. 
 
Please complete the survey by [DATE] and send your completed survey by email to BAdams@urban.org, by faxing it to 
[FAX NUMBER], or by mailing it to –  


Urban Institute Justice Policy Center  
BJS SSAGO Survey 
2100 M St NW 
Washington, DC, 20037 


 
If you have any questions about the survey or require any assistance, please contact the principal investigators or BJS 
project manager –  
 


William Adams, BAdams@urban.org, 202-261-5506 
Yasemin Irvin-Erickson, YIrvin@urban.org, 202-261-5821 
Suzanne M. Strong, Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov, 202-616-3666 


 
 
 
Pilot Statement 


We thank you for your participation in the pilot testing of this survey instrument. Upon your completion of this survey, we 
will arrange for a 30-minute debriefing interview to receive your feedback. We kindly ask you to track the time you 
spend completing the survey, which will help us estimate the time burden for respondents.  
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INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS 
1. “Matters” refer to all criminal and civil matters of concern brought to the attention of AG offices by any individual 


or entity, including any government office.  
2. A case is defined as a set of all charges (or causes of action) filed in court against a single defendant that are 


handled by the court as a single incident. A case with three defendants should be recorded as three cases, but a 
case with one defendant with multiple charges (or multiple causes of action) should be counted as one case. 
Some questions ask for numbers or estimates (e.g., numbers of cases).  


3. In this survey, we are interested in both the cases that were “open” and that were “closed” by your office 
in the last 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is 
still pending with the court. A case is considered closed when a court has entered their verdict or final finding 
in the case. Closed cases include dismissals, acquittals, not guilty findings, guilty findings, nolle prosequi, and 
other deferred dispositions, such as placement on an inactive docket. Civil closed cases include dismissals, 
entries of summary judgment, entry of judgment for or against a party, and when the parties enter into a 
settlement agreement and the court approves that agreement. 


4. We recognize that it may be necessary to pass the survey to different units within your office in order to answer 
all of the questions on the survey. You may share the survey, but please designate one person as the 
contact person responsible for completing and submitting the survey, as well as for any follow-up 
questions regarding the survey once it is completed.  


5. If sharing the fillable pdf, do not send the password in the same email as the fillable pdf. Send the survey in 
one email and the password in a separate email.  


 
Our definition of human trafficking is based on the Trafficking Victims Protection Act (TVPA) of  
2000 (and subsequent re-authorizations) and includes both sex trafficking and labor trafficking, which are  
defined below. However, we recognize that individual states may define sex trafficking and labor trafficking and  
the age of majority differently. If your state’s definition of trafficking or underage victims differ from the TVPA 
definitions, please use your state’s definitions (as promulgated in your state human trafficking laws) while 
answering the questions.   


1. Sex trafficking is the recruitment, harboring, transportation, provision, obtaining, patronizing, or solicitation of a 
person for the purpose of a commercial sex act, in which the commercial sex act is induced by force, fraud, or 
coercion (22 USC § 7102); or to knowingly recruit, entice, harbor, transport, provide, obtain, or maintain a minor 
(defined as someone under 18 years of age) knowing or in reckless disregard of the fact that the victim is a minor  
and would be caused to engage in a commercial sex act (18 USC § 1591). 
o Commercial sex act: any sex act for which anything of value (e.g., money, drugs, food, shelter, rent etc.)           


or the promise of anything of value is given by any person. A third party may or may not be involved.  
o Coercion: involves threats of serious harm to or physical restraint against any person; any scheme, plan, or 


pattern intended to cause a person to believe that failure to perform an act would result in serious harm to or 
physical restraint against any person; or the abuse or threatened abuse of the legal process. Coercion may 
include psychological manipulation, documents confiscation, and shame and fear-inducing threats to share 
information or pictures with others or to report to authorities.   


2. Labor trafficking is the recruitment, harboring, transportation, provision, or obtaining of a person for labor or        
services, through the use of force, fraud or coercion for the purpose of subjection to involuntary servitude, peonage, 
debt bondage or slavery (22 USC § 7102). 
o Involuntary servitude: a condition of servitude induced by means of any scheme, plan, or pattern intended to 


cause a person to believe that, if the person did not enter into or continue in such condition, that person or 
another person would suffer serious harm/physical restraint; or the abuse/threatened abuse of the legal process.  


o Debt bondage: the status or condition of a debtor arising from pledge by debtor of his/her personal services  
or those of a person under his or her control as a security for debt, if value of those services as reasonably 
assessed is not applied toward liquidation of the debt or the length and nature of those services are not 
respectively limited and defined. 


o Peonage: is a status or condition of involuntary servitude based on real or alleged indebtedness. 
o Slavery: is the status of being under the ownership or control of someone where a person is forced to work for 


another. 
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SECTION 1. GENERAL OFFICE INFORMATION 
In this section, we are going to ask you questions about your office's staffing, training 
activities, and participation in educational forums and taskforces. 


 
 
1. How many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in your office as of June 30, 


2018? If you are not able to provide an exact number, provide an estimate and check the 
estimate box. 


 


Estimate 


☐ 
 
2. If your office has a specialized unit dedicated to handling human trafficking cases, 


how many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in that unit as of June 30, 
2018? If you are not able to provide the exact number, provide an estimate and check the 
estimate box. 


 


                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no dedicated human trafficking unit) 


☐   ☐ 
 
 
3. Do you have any of the following personnel on staff or have access to them as 


consultants? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 
 


 Yes, on staff Yes, as consultant No  Unknown
Computer forensics experts ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐
Crime analysts ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐
Victim service providers   
(including victim rescue/aftercare 
professionals) 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐


Victim witness experts ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐
 
 
4. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 


 
 Yes No Unknown
Jurisdiction for civil cases ☐ ☐ ☐


Jurisdiction for criminal appeals ☐ ☐ ☐


Jurisdiction for criminal cases ☐ ☐ ☐


   


  
5. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority regarding human trafficking cases? Check 


Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 
 


 Yes No Unknown
Jurisdiction for civil cases ☐ ☐ ☐


Jurisdiction for criminal appeals ☐ ☐ ☐


Jurisdiction for criminal cases ☐ ☐ ☐
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6. In the last 12 months, did your office participate in any of the following federal, state or 


regional task forces involving any aspect of human trafficking? Check Yes, No, or 
Unknown for each option. 


 Yes No Unknown
U.S. Department of Justice  
BJA/OVC Human Trafficking Task Force 


☐ ☐ ☐


FBI Innocence Lost Task Force ☐ ☐ ☐
Internet Crimes Against Children (ICAC) 
Task Force 


☐ ☐ ☐


Anti-trafficking coordination teams ☐ ☐ ☐


Other federal task force ☐ ☐ ☐


Other joint federal/state task force ☐ ☐ ☐


Other regional task force ☐ ☐ ☐


Other state task force ☐ ☐ ☐


 


7. In the last 12 months, did your office staff receive training specifically on human 
trafficking? 


      Yes No  Unknown
 ☐  ☐ ☐ 


 
8. In the last 12 months, did your office provide training or educational/awareness 


programs regarding human trafficking to any of the following? Check Yes, No, or 
Unknown for each option.  


 Yes No Unknown
Businesses ☐ ☐ ☐
General public (including online trainings) ☐ ☐ ☐
Judges ☐ ☐ ☐
Law enforcement ☐ ☐ ☐
Prosecutors ☐ ☐ ☐


  
9. Indicate if your office has needs for any of the following staffing or technical resources 


for handling human trafficking cases. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 
  


 Yes No Unknown
Improved law enforcement coordination ☐ ☐ ☐
Improved civil enforcement coordination 
(e.g., with Department of Labor) 


☐ ☐ ☐


Specialized human trafficking staff  ☐ ☐ ☐
Victim services provision  ☐ ☐ ☐
Other (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐
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SECTION 2. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING STATUTES  
In this section, we want to know more about your state’s human trafficking statutes and 
how your office charges sex and labor trafficking cases. 
 
10. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting labor trafficking? 


 
 Yes  No Unknown


☐ ☐ ☐


 
11. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 


only with state labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact 
percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
 


                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no labor trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 


  
12. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged with 


both state labor trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no labor trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 


  
13. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged only 


with state statutes other than labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the 
exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no labor trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 


  
14. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting sex trafficking? 


 
 Yes  No Unknown


☐ ☐ ☐


 
15. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged only 


with state sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact percentage, 
provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no sex trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 
 
16. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged with 


both state sex trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able to provide 
the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no sex trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 
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17. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged only 
with state statutes other than sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the 
exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
                                      Estimate  Not Applicable (no sex trafficking cases were filed) 


☐   ☐ 
 
18. For labor trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that 


brought charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If your 
office did not prosecute any labor trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check ‘Not 
applicable’ and proceed to question 19.    


 
         Not applicable ☐ 


 Yes No Unknown
Child endangerment ☐ ☐ ☐
Domestic abuse/assault ☐ ☐ ☐
Fraud ☐ ☐ ☐
Kidnapping/child stealing ☐ ☐ ☐
Labor code wage and hour violation ☐ ☐ ☐
Money laundering ☐ ☐ ☐
Purchase/sale of an individual ☐ ☐ ☐


Sexual abuse ☐ ☐ ☐


Other charges (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐


 
 
 
19. For sex trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that brought 


charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If your office 
did not prosecute any sex trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check ‘Not applicable’ 
and proceed to question 20.    


 
         Not applicable ☐ 


 Yes No Unknown
Child endangerment ☐ ☐ ☐
Domestic abuse/assault ☐ ☐ ☐
Fraud ☐ ☐ ☐
Kidnapping/child stealing ☐ ☐ ☐
Money laundering ☐ ☐ ☐
Pandering ☐ ☐ ☐
Promoting or compelling prostitution ☐ ☐ ☐
Purchase/sale of an individual ☐ ☐ ☐
Sexual abuse ☐ ☐ ☐
Sexual assault of a minor ☐ ☐ ☐
Sexual exploitation of a minor ☐ ☐ ☐
Other charges (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐
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SECTION 3. VICTIMS AND OFFENDERS OF HUMAN TRAFFICKING 
In this section, we want to know about the victims and offenders of human trafficking for 
cases prosecuted by your office. 
 
 
20. Indicate if the types of victims listed below were among the alleged victims in open 


criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the past 12 
months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is 
still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. If your office did not 
have any open criminal or civil human trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check 
Not Applicable and proceed to Question 21.    


 
         Not applicable ☐ 
  


 Yes No Unknown
Adult victims of labor trafficking ☐ ☐ ☐


Adult victims of sex trafficking ☐ ☐ ☐


Child victims of labor trafficking ☐ ☐ ☐


Child victims of sex trafficking ☐ ☐ ☐


 
 


20a. Indicate which of type of the victims listed below was the most common type of 
alleged victims in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating 
resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only one answer.  
 


Adult victims of labor trafficking ☐ 


Adult victims of sex trafficking ☐ 


Child victims of labor trafficking ☐ 


Child victims of sex trafficking ☐ 


 
 
21. What services are available through your office for victims of labor and sex trafficking? 


For each service listed below, please check Yes if your office provides this service or refers 
victims to other service providers for this service. Please check No if your office does not 
provide the service or does not refer victims to providers. Please check Unknown if you do not 
know about the provision of the below services. 


 
 Yes No Unknown
Counseling ☐ ☐ ☐


Housing ☐ ☐ ☐


Legal services ☐ ☐ ☐


Other (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐
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22. Indicate if the types of offenders listed below were among the alleged offenders in open 


criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the past 12 
months.  A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is 
still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. If your office did not 
have any open criminal or civil human trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check 
Not Applicable and proceed to Question 21. 


 
         Not applicable ☐ 
  


 Yes No Unknown
Individual ☐ ☐ ☐


Businesses (not online) ☐ ☐ ☐


Groups of individuals (including organized 
crime) 


☐ ☐ ☐


Online website or provider ☐ ☐ ☐


Subcontractors ☐ ☐ ☐


Others (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐


 
 
 
 


 
 
 
22a. Indicate which of type of the offenders listed below was the most common type 
of alleged offenders in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating 
resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only one answer.  
 
 
 Yes No Unknown
Individual ☐ ☐ ☐


Businesses (not online) ☐ ☐ ☐


Groups of individuals (including organized 
crime) 


☐ ☐ ☐


Online website or provider ☐ ☐ ☐


Subcontractors ☐ ☐ ☐


Others (please specify below) ☐ ☐ ☐
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SECTION 4. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING REFERRALS AND CASES 


In this section, we are going to ask about how cases are referred to your office, what you 
do when you do not open a case, and about how many cases your office opened and 
closed in the last 12 months.  


 


 
23. Have any of the following sources referred human trafficking matters to your office over 


the past 12 months? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option.  
 
 


 Yes No Unknown
HEALTH CARE   


Mental health care providers ☐ ☐ ☐


Other health care providers (including      
hospitals and emergency rooms) 


☐ ☐ ☐


LAW ENFORCEMENT & PROSECUTION    


Federal Bureau of Investigation  ☐ ☐ ☐


Department of Homeland Security ☐ ☐ ☐


Department of Labor ☐ ☐ ☐


Local Police ☐ ☐ ☐


State Police ☐ ☐ ☐


U.S. Attorney’s Office  ☐ ☐ ☐


NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS   


National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children (NCMEC) 


☐ ☐ ☐


Public interest groups ☐ ☐ ☐


Victim advocates or victim service providers ☐ ☐ ☐


OTHER SOURCES       


National Trafficking Hotline/Polaris Project  ☐ ☐ ☐


Press reports  ☐ ☐ ☐


Private individuals ☐ ☐ ☐
Schools   ☐ ☐ ☐


Social workers, foster care agency, or foster 
care providers   


☐ ☐ ☐


Private individuals ☐ ☐ ☐


Other (please specify below)   ☐ ☐ ☐
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24. Did any of the labor trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your office 
in the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is considered 
open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. 
Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each offense. If your office did not have 
any open criminal or civil labor trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check Not 
Applicable and proceed to Question 25. 


 
 
 Criminal Cases Civil Cases 


Detailed Category    Yes No Unknown NJ Yes No Unknown NJ 


Agricultural work/ field labor ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Carnival work ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Commercial cleaning services ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Construction ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Custodial work ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Domestic servitude ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Elder care/nursing homes ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Factories (sweat shops 
producing clothing, shoes, 
electronics, etc.) 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Forestry and logging ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Health and beauty services/ 
nail salons 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Hotels/hospitality services ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Landscaping ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Restaurants and food 
services 
 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Street peddling/public 
begging 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Strip clubs ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Traveling sales crews ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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25. Did any of the sex trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your office in 


the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is considered 
open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. 
Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each offense. If your office did not have 
any open criminal or civil sex trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check Not 
Applicable and proceed to Question 26. 


 
 


 


26. How many open criminal and civil human trafficking cases of the following categories 
were being handled by your office in the last 12 months? A case is considered open 
when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Select 
the range of cases using the drop-down box for each category. If your office does not have 
jurisdiction, select No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, 
select Unknown. 


 


27. In the last 12 months, how many criminal labor trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods? A criminal case is closed when the court makes a decision 
to convict the defendants or dismiss the case. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
 
 
 


 


 


 


 


 Criminal Cases Civil Cases 


Detailed Category Yes No Unknown NJ Yes No Unknown NJ 


Escort services / online classified 
ads (e.g., Backpage.com) 


  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Massage parlors (illicit massage)   ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Outdoor solicitation/street   
prostitution  


  ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Residential brothels   ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Strip clubs    ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 


Broad Category   Criminal Cases Civil Cases 


Labor trafficking Choose an item.    Choose an item. 


Sex trafficking of adults Choose an item. Choose an item. 


Sex trafficking of minors  Choose an item. Choose an item. 


    


Dismissed    Choose an item. 


Guilty finding Choose an item. 


Not guilty finding (including acquittals) Choose an item. 


Other finding (please specify below) Choose an item. 
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28. In the last 12 months, how many civil labor trafficking cases did your office close  
through the following methods? A civil case is closed when the court makes a decision to 
find the defendants liable or dismiss the case. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
 
 
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


29. In the last 12 months, how many criminal sex trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods? A criminal case is closed when the court makes a decision 
to convict the defendants or dismiss the case. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


30. In the last 12 months, how many civil sex trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods? A civil case is closed when the court makes a decision to 
find the defendants liable or dismiss the case. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select 
No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 


    


Judgment against the defendant     Choose an item. 


Judgment for the defendant       Choose an item. 


Dismissed Choose an item. 


Parties reached a settlement agreement Choose an item. 


Other finding (please specify below) Choose an item. 


    


Dismissed    Choose an item. 


Guilty finding Choose an item. 


Not guilty finding (include acquittals)   Choose an item. 


Other finding (please specify below) Choose an item. 


    


Judgment against the defendant     Choose an item. 


Judgment for the defendant       Choose an item. 


Dismissed Choose an item. 


Parties reached a settlement agreement Choose an item. 


Other finding (please specify below) Choose an item. 
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31. How did your office handle labor trafficking referrals received over the past 12 months 
that were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. Also, in the last 
column indicate the top three most common outcomes of human trafficking referrals that were 
not filed as a case. 


 
Referred to law enforcement: state or local 


Yes 
☐ 


No 
☐ 


Unknown       Top Three
   ☐          ☐ 


Referred to regulatory agencies: federal ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to regulatory agencies: state ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to state or local prosecutors ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to U.S. Attorney’s Office ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Closed after investigation ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Closed without investigation or referral ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


 
 
32. How did your office handle sex trafficking referrals received over the past 12 months that 


were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. Also, in the last column 
indicate the top three most common outcomes of human trafficking referrals that were not filed 
as a case. 


 
Referred to law enforcement: state or local 


Yes 
☐ 


No 
☐ 


Unknown       Top Three
   ☐          ☐ 


Referred to regulatory agencies: federal ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to regulatory agencies: state ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to state or local prosecutors ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Referred to U.S. Attorney’s Office ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Closed after investigation ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


Closed without investigation or referral ☐ ☐    ☐          ☐ 


 


 
 
 
Thank you for participating in this survey.  
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B.3. Pilot Debriefing Text  
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Survey of State Attorney General Offices  
Human Trafficking Pilot Survey 
Feedback Script/Questionnaire 


 
Hi, 
 
My name is ________ and I’m calling on behalf of the Bureau of Justice Statistics regarding 
the State Attorney General Offices human trafficking survey pilot.  May I please speak to 
_____? 
 
I’m calling regarding the State Attorney General Offices human trafficking survey pilot survey 
you recently completed for us.  Thank you so much for completing the survey. Could we 
schedule a time to conduct a debriefing of the survey?  It shouldn’t take more than 30 
minutes. 
 
If they can do it right away….make sure they have copy of completed survey in front of them. 
 
Great, so let me walk you through the basic process of how the debriefing will work.  We’ll go 
through the survey questions, and for each I’ll ask you a couple of questions about the clarity 
of the question, the response choices and your overall ease at providing the information.  We 
will also talk about how long the survey took to complete and review your responses to the 
feedback questions on the survey.  I have your survey responses in front of me.  Do you have 
any questions before we start? 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


For each question, probe for: 
 


Anything that was unclear or confusing in the wording or any terminology that needed to be 
better defined. 


 
Any response options that were unclear, confusing, overlapping, or missing. 


 
Any requested information that was not available and could not be reasonably provided.  If not 


able to provide: What steps would be necessary to get the information? 
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SECTION 1. GENERAL OFFICE INFORMATION 
In this section, we are going to ask you questions about your office's staffing, training 
activities, and participation in educational forums and taskforces. 


 
 
1. How many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in your office as of June 30, 


2018? If you are not able to provide an exact number, provide an estimate and check the 
estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 
2. If your office has a specialized unit dedicated to handling human trafficking cases, 


how many Assistant/Deputy Attorneys General worked in that unit as of June 30, 
2018? If you are not able to provide the exact number, provide an estimate and check the 
estimate box. 


 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 
3. Do you have any of the following personnel on staff or have access to them as 


consultants? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 
 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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4. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each 


option. 
 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
  


5. What is your office’s jurisdictional authority regarding human trafficking cases? 
Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 


 
6. In the last 12 months, did your office participate in any of the following federal, 


state or regional task forces involving any aspect of human trafficking? Check Yes, 
No, or Unknown for each option. 
 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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7. In the last 12 months, did your office staff receive training specifically on human 
trafficking? 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
8. In the last 12 months, did your office provide training or educational/awareness 


programs regarding human trafficking to any of the following? Check Yes, No, or 
Unknown for each option.  
 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 


9. Indicate if your office has needs for any of the following staffing or technical 
resources for handling human trafficking cases. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each 
option. 


  
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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SECTION 2. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING STATUTES  
In this section, we want to know more about your state’s human trafficking statutes and 
how your office charges sex and labor trafficking cases. 
 
10. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting labor trafficking? 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


11. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
only with state labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact 
percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


 
12. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 


with both state labor trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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13. What percentage of labor trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
only with state statutes other than labor trafficking statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


14. Does your state have a specific statute prohibiting sex trafficking? 
 


Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


 
15. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 


only with state sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to provide the exact 
percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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16. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
with both state sex trafficking statutes and other state statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 


17. What percentage of sex trafficking cases filed in the last 12 months were charged 
only with state statutes other than sex trafficking statutes? If you are not able to 
provide the exact percentage, provide an estimate and check the estimate box. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
18. For labor trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that 


brought charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If 
your office did not prosecute any labor trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check 
‘Not applicable’ and proceed to question 19.    


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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19. For sex trafficking cases that your office prosecuted in the last 12 months that 
brought charges other than human trafficking, what other charges were brought? If 
your office did not prosecute any sex trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check 
‘Not applicable’ and proceed to question 20.    


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


 
 
SECTION 3. VICTIMS AND OFFENDERS OF HUMAN TRAFFICKING 
In this section, we want to know about the victims and offenders of human trafficking for 
cases prosecuted by your office. 
 
 
20. Indicate if the types of victims listed below were among the alleged victims in open 


criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the past 12 
months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it 
is still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. If your office did 
not have any open criminal or civil human trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please 
check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 21.    


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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20a. Indicate which of type of the victims listed below was the most common type of 
alleged victims in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating 
resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only one answer.  
 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
21. What services are available through your office for victims of labor and sex 


trafficking? For each service listed below, please check Yes if your office provides this 
service or refers victims to other service providers for this service. Please check No if your 
office does not provide the service or does not refer victims to providers. Please check 
Unknown if you do not know about the provision of the below services. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
22. Indicate if the types of offenders listed below were among the alleged offenders in 


open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your office over the past 12 
months.  A case is considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it 
is still pending with the court. Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. If your office did 
not have any open criminal or civil human trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please 
check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 21. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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22a. Indicate which of type of the offenders listed below was the most common type of 
alleged offenders in open criminal or civil human trafficking cases handled by your 
office over the past 12 months. A case is considered open when your office is dedicating 
resources to it or while it is still pending with the court. Please check only one answer.  


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 


 
 
 
 
 


SECTION 4. SEX AND LABOR TRAFFICKING REFERRALS AND CASES 
In this section, we are going to ask about how cases are referred to your office, what you 
do when you do not open a case, and about how many cases your office opened and closed 
in the last 12 months.  


 
 
23. Have any of the following sources referred human trafficking matters to your office 


over the past 12 months? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option.  
 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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24. Did any of the labor trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your 
office in the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with 
the court. Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each offense. If your office did 
not have any open criminal or civil labor trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please 
check Not Applicable and proceed to Question 25. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 


 
25. Did any of the sex trafficking cases (criminal or civil) that were opened by your office 


in the last 12 months occur within one of the venues listed below? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with 
the court. Check Yes, No, Unknown, or NJ (no jurisdiction) for each offense. If your office did 
not have any open criminal or civil sex trafficking cases in the last 12 months, please check 
Not Applicable and proceed to Question 26. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 


26. How many open criminal and civil human trafficking cases of the following 
categories were being handled by your office in the last 12 months? A case is 
considered open when your office is dedicating resources to it or while it is still pending with 
the court. Select the range of cases using the drop-down box for each category. If your 
office does not have jurisdiction, select No Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to 
provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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27. In the last 12 months, how many criminal labor trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods?. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select No 
Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 


 


28.  In the last 12 months, how many civil labor trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods?  . If your office does not have jurisdiction, select No 
Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 


 


29. In the last 12 months, how many criminal sex trafficking cases did your office 
close through the following methods? If your office does not have jurisdiction, select No 
Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 
 


Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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30. In the last 12 months, how many civil sex trafficking cases did your office close 
through the following methods?. If your office does not have jurisdiction, select No 
Jurisdiction for each option. If you are not able to provide a range, select Unknown. 


 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
 


31. How did your office handle labor trafficking referrals received over the past 12 
months that were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. Also, in 
the last column indicate the top three most common outcomes of human trafficking referrals 
that were not filed as a case. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
 


 


 
 
32. How did your office handle sex trafficking referrals received over the past 12 months 


that were not prosecuted? Check Yes, No, or Unknown for each option. Also, in the last 
column indicate the top three most common outcomes of human trafficking referrals that 
were not filed as a case. 


 
 
Clarity? 
 


 


Response 
options? 
 


 


Ability to 
provide? 
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General Questions:  
 
Was it difficult to complete the survey? 
 
Were instructions clear?  Were additional definitions needed?  
 
About how long did it take you to complete the survey? 
 
Were you able to complete the survey all at once or did it require multiple sessions? 
 
Were you able to complete the survey yourself or did it require you to pass the survey to others 
in your departments or others in other departments? 
 
Was the level of effort to complete the survey appropriate for the questions the survey asked? 
 
Which questions were difficult to complete/took the longest (and why)? 
 
Are there any additional questions that do not currently appear on the questionnaire that you 
would recommend including?   If so, what are those? 
 
Are there any other improvements to the survey that you would recommend we make? 
 
In your opinion, would it be better to provide a due date for the survey or should we ask for it 
to be returned as soon as possible?  
 
In your opinion, what mode of communication would be most effective in reminding you to 
complete the survey: telephone calls, e‐mails, faxes or mailings?  
 
In your opinion, what mode of survey would be most easy to complete: a fillable pdf survey, a 
web‐survey, or a hardcopy paper survey?   
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appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other forms of 
information technology, e.g., 
permitting electronic submission of 
responses. 


Overview of This Information 
Collection 


1. Type of Information Collection: 
Revision of a currently approved 
collection. 


2. Title of the Form/Collection: The 
National Forensic Laboratory 
Information System Collection of Drug 
Analysis Data. 


3. The agency form number, if any, 
and the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
Medical Examiner/Coroner Office 
Survey; National Forensic Laboratory 
Information System Drug Survey of 
Drug Laboratories; and Toxicology 
Laboratory Survey for the component 
within the Department of Justice is the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
Diversion Control Division. 


4. Affected public who will be asked 
or required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: 


Affected public (Primary): Forensic 
Science Laboratory Management. 


Abstract: The National Forensic 
Laboratory Information System (NFLIS) 
collections provide the DEA with 
national databases on analyzed drug 
samples from law enforcement 
activities, antemortem toxicology 
samples (toxiciology laboratories), and 
post-mortem toxicology samples 
(medical examiner/coroner offices 
(MECs) from federal, state, and local 
laboratories. Specifically, NFLIS-Drug 
data provide DEA current, precise, and 
representative estimates of drugs seized 
by law enforcement and analyzed by 
forensic laboratories. Since 2001, DEA 
has had case and drug report estimates 
for all drugs reported in NFLIS that are 
statistically representative of the nation 
and of census regions. The estimates, 
which are made possible by updating 
the laboratory profiles through the 
survey effort (see draft survey in 
Appendix), have given DEA the ability 
to track national and regional drug 
trends; a clearer national picture of 
illicit or diverted drug availability; 
additional information about the 
temporal changes in drug availability by 
geographic region; and the ability to 
detect new or emerging drugs. 
Information from NFLIS is combined 
with other existing databases to develop 
more accurate, up-to-date information 
on abused drugs. This database 
represents a voluntary, cooperative 
effort on the part of participating 
laboratories and MECs to provide a 
centralized source of analyzed drug 


data. Existing federal drug abuse 
databases do not provide the type, 
scope, timeliness, or quality of 
information necessary to effectively 
estimate the actual or relative abuse 
potential of drugs as required under the 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 
811(b)) and international treaties in a 
timely and efficient manner. For 
example, much of the trafficking data 
for federal drug scheduling actions is 
presently obtained on a case-by-case 
basis from state and local laboratories. 
Occasionally scientific personnel from 
the DEA’s Diversion Control Division, 
Drug and Chemical Evaluation Section, 
have contacted specific laboratories and 
requested files. In addition, some DEA 
field offices routinely subpoena MEC 
records for use in case work. The 
development of the National Forensic 
Laboratory Information System (NFLIS) 
greatly enhances the collection of such 
data. Submission of information for this 
collection is voluntary. DEA is not 
mandating this information collection. 


5. An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: The DEA estimates that 140 
persons annually for this collection at 
1.6 hour per respondent, for an annual 
burden of 218 hours. 


6. An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
proposed collection: The DEA estimates 
that this collection takes 218 annual 
burden hours. 


If additional information is required 
please contact: Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer, United 
States Department of Justice, Justice 
Management Division, Policy and 
Planning Staff, Two Constitution 
Square, 145 N Street NE, Suite 3E.405B, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: August 1, 2018. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2018–16740 Filed 8–3–18; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–09–P 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


[OMB Number 1121–NEW] 


Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed eCollection 
eComments Requested; New 
Collection: Survey of State Attorneys 
General Offices (SSAGO): Human 
Trafficking 


AGENCY: Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Department of Justice. 
ACTION: 60-Day notice. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Justice 
(DOJ), Office of Justice Programs, 
Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS), will be 
submitting the following information 
collection request to the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) for 
review and approval in accordance with 
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Comments are encouraged and 
will be accepted for 60 days until 
October 5, 2018. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If 
you have additional comments 
especially on the estimated public 
burden or associated response time, 
suggestions, or need a copy of the 
proposed information collection 
instrument with instructions or 
additional information, please contact 
Suzanne Strong, Statistician, 
Prosecution and Judicial Statistics Unit, 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh 
Street NW, Washington, DC 20531 
(email: Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov; 
telephone: 202–616–3666). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Written 
comments and suggestions from the 
public and affected agencies concerning 
the proposed collection of information 
are encouraged. Your comments should 
address one or more of the following 
four points: 
—Evaluate whether the proposed 


collection of information is necessary 
for the proper performance of the 
functions of the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 


—Evaluate the accuracy of the agency’s 
estimate of the burden of the 
proposed collection of information, 
including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions used; 


—Evaluate whether and if so how the 
quality, utility, and clarity of the 
information to be collected can be 
enhanced; and 


—Minimize the burden of the collection 
of information on those who are to 
respond, including through the use of 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms 
of information technology, e.g., 
permitting electronic submission of 
responses. 


Overview of This Information 
Collection 


(1) Type of Information Collection: 
New collection. 


(2) The Title of the Form/Collection: 
Survey of State Attorneys General 
Offices (SSAGO)—Human Trafficking. 


(3) The agency form number, if any, 
and the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
SSAGO–2. The applicable component 
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1 Allocation of cable royalty funds to the 
Devotional Claimants category remains the subject 
of the allocation proceeding, Docket No. 14–CRB– 
0010 CD (2010–13). The schedule in the proceeding 
to determine allocation of satellite royalty funds 
among claimant categories, Docket No. 14–CRB– 
0011 SD (2010–13) is suspended pending 
completion of the cable allocation proceeding. 


within the Department of Justice is the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, in the Office 
of Justice Programs. 


(4) Affected public who will be asked 
or required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: Respondents will be state 
attorneys general or deputy attorneys 
within the state and territory attorneys 
general offices who work on human 
trafficking matters. Abstract: Among 
other responsibilities, the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics is charged with 
collecting data regarding the 
prosecution of crimes by state and 
federal offices. This survey will be 
directed towards state and territory 
attorneys general offices regarding their 
jurisdiction over civil and criminal 
human trafficking matters. This is BJS’s 
second survey of state attorney general 
offices, but the first survey from the 
Survey of State Attorneys General 
Offices (SSAGO) program. The survey 
collects data on the staffing of state 
attorneys general offices, including the 
total number of deputy attorneys general 
and access to support staff. The survey 
also collects information on the types 
and numbers of human trafficking 
matters referred to the state attorneys 
general offices, the sources of the 
referrals of human trafficking matters, 
the estimates of labor and sex trafficking 
cases, the types of victims in labor and 
sex trafficking cases, the types of 
offenders of labor and sex trafficking 
cases, the manner in which criminal 
and civil human trafficking cases were 
closed in court, and state attorneys 
general offices’ participation in state 
and federal human trafficking task 
forces. 


(5) An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: An agency-level survey will be 
sent to approximately 56 state and 
territory attorneys general offices. The 
expected burden placed on these 
respondents is about 25 minutes per 
respondent, with an additional 5 
minutes to locate any additional persons 
within the office necessary to complete 
the survey. 


(6) An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: The total respondent burden 
is approximately 28 burden hours for 
the 56 respondents. 


If additional information is required 
contact: Melody Braswell, Department 
Clearance Officer, United States 
Department of Justice, Justice 
Management Division, Policy and 
Planning Staff, Two Constitution 
Square, 145 N Street NE, 3E.405A, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: July 30, 2018. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2018–16581 Filed 8–3–18; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–18–P 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 


Copyright Royalty Board 


[Docket 14–CRB–0010–CD/SD (2010–13)] 


Distribution of Cable Royalty Funds; 
Distribution of Satellite Royalty Funds 


AGENCY: Copyright Royalty Board, 
Library of Congress. 
ACTION: Final Distribution 
Determination. 


SUMMARY: The Copyright Royalty Judges 
(Judges) announce final distribution of a 
portion of cable and satellite royalty 
funds for the years 2010, 2011, 2012, 
and 2013. The determination results 
from agreement among the participants 
that claim shares of the funds to be 
allocated to the Devotional Claimant 
category. The Judges issued their initial 
determination to the participants on 
July 19, 2018. 
DATES: Applicable: August 6, 2018. 
ADDRESSES: The final distribution order 
is also published in eCRB at https://
app.crb.gov/ and on the Federal 
eRulemaking Portal at 
www.regulations.gov. 


Docket: For access to the docket to 
read submitted background documents, 
go to eCRB, the Copyright Royalty 
Board’s electronic filing and case 
management system, at https://
app.crb.gov/ and search for docket 
number 14–CRB–0010–CD/SD (2010– 
13). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Anita Blaine, CRB Program Specialist, 
by telephone at (202) 707–7658 or email 
at crb@loc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
matter is before the Copyright Royalty 
Judges (Judges) on motion of Multigroup 
Claimants (MGC) for entry of a consent 
order adopting the distribution shares 
proposed by the Settling Devotional 
Claimants (SDC) and ordering a final 
distribution of cable and satellite 
television royalty funds to be allocated 
to the Devotional Claimants category in 
conformity with those agreed shares.1 


The SDC do not oppose the final 
percentage distribution. 


The Judges find that the parties’ 
agreement regarding the final percentage 
distribution ends any remaining 
controversy with regard to the subject 
funds over which the Judges have 
jurisdiction and that neither party 
retains a significant interest related to 
this proceeding. Accordingly, good 
cause exists for entry of a final 
distribution determination relating to 
the subject funds. 


The Judges therefore order that the 
royalty shares proposed in the SDC’s 
Written Direct Statement (Dec. 29, 2017) 
are adopted, and that final distribution 
of the cable and satellite royalty funds 
allocated to the Devotional category 
shall be in accordance with the 
following relative shares. 


CABLE FUNDS ALLOCATED TO 
DEVOTIONAL PROGRAMMING 


Cable royalty year SDC share 
(percent) 


MGC 
share 


(percent) 


2010 ...................... 77.1 22.9 
2011 ...................... 82.6 17.4 
2012 ...................... 84.8 15.2 
2013 ...................... 89.1 10.9 


SATELLITE FUNDS ALLOCATED TO 
DEVOTIONAL PROGRAMMING 


Satellite royalty 
year 


SDC share 
(percent) 


MGC 
share 


(percent) 


2010 ...................... 75.3 24.7 
2011 ...................... 88.3 11.7 
2012 ...................... 90.7 9.3 
2013 ...................... 97.7 2.3 


The Judges further order that, as the 
parties have presented this as an agreed 
determination, they have waived their 
rights to seek rehearing. 


The Judges further order that this final 
distribution determination is without 
prejudice to the parties’ right to appeal 
the Judges’ interlocutory ruling in this 
consolidated proceeding with regard to 
both cable and satellite claims issues. 


Upon issuance of this final 
determination, the Register of 
Copyrights (Register) shall have 60 days 
to conduct a statutory review. The 
Librarian of Congress shall review and 
cause this final determination, and any 
correction thereto by the Register, to be 
published in the Federal Register no 
later than the conclusion of the 60-day 
review period. 
July 18, 2018. 


So ordered. 
Suzanne M. Barnett, 
Chief United States Copyright Royalty Judge. 
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Department sponsoring the collection: 
The form number is CJ–52. The 
applicable component within the 
Department of Justice that is sponsoring 
this collection is the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Office of Justice Programs. 


(4) Affected public who will be asked 
or required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: This information collection is 
a census of regional, state, and local law 
enforcement training academies that 
operated a basic training program in 
2018. The 2018 survey builds upon the 
previous three iterations of the CLETA 
data collection referencing 2013, 2006, 
and 2002. BJS plans to field the 2018 
CLETA from January through August 
2019. The information will provide 
national statistics on staff, recruits/ 
trainees, curricula, facilities, and 
policies of law enforcement training 
academies. 


Abstract: The 2018 CLETA will focus 
on the same topics as the 2013 
collection: the number and type of law 
enforcement agencies served by 
academies, the academies’ accreditation 
status, oversight responsibilities related 
to field training, reasons for recruits 
failing to complete their training 
program, and subject areas covered in 
the training program curricula. While 
there will be no content changes, BJS 
will modify the format and design of 
several survey items to improve 
measurement and remove questions 
from the 2013 survey that covered 
topics that may no longer be relevant. 


(5) An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond: A projected 950 respondents 
will take an average of 2 hours each to 
complete form CJ–52, including time to 
research or find information not readily 
available. In addition, an estimated 570 
of the respondents will be contacted for 
data quality follow-up by phone at 10 
minutes per call. 


(6) An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: There are an estimated 1,995 
total burden hours associated with this 
information collection. 


If additional information is required 
contact: Melody Braswell, Department 
Clearance Officer, United States 
Department of Justice, Justice 
Management Division, Policy and 
Planning Staff, Two Constitution 
Square, 145 N Street NE, 3E.405A, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: October 16, 2018. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer for PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2018–22803 Filed 10–18–18; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–18–P 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Office of Justice Programs 


[OMB Number 1121–NEW] 


Agency Information Collection 
Activities; Proposed eCollection; 
eComments Requested; New 
Collection: Survey of State Attorneys 
General Offices (SSAGO): Human 
Trafficking 


AGENCY: Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Office of Justice Programs, Department 
of Justice. 
ACTION: 30-Day notice. 


SUMMARY: Department of Justice (DOJ), 
Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, will be submitting the 
following information collection request 
to the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review and approval in 
accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995. This proposed 
information collection was previously 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 6, 2018, allowing for a 60 day 
comment period. Six comments from 
the public were received during this 
period and are thoroughly addressed in 
the supporting statement for this 
collection. Briefly, three comments 
stated support for the survey and three 
comments requested more information 
but did not provide any follow-up 
comments. 


DATES: Comments are encouraged and 
will be accepted for an additional 30 
day until November 19, 2018. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If 
you have additional comments 
especially on the estimated public 
burden or associated response time, 
suggestions, or need a copy of the 
proposed information collection 
instrument with instructions or 
additional information, please contact 
Suzanne M. Strong, Statistician, Bureau 
of Justice Statistics, 810 Seventh Street 
NW, Washington, DC 20531 (email: 
Suzanne.M.Strong@usdoj.gov; 
telephone: 202–616–3666). Written 
comments and/or suggestions can also 
be sent to the Office of Management and 
Budget, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Attention 
Department of Justice Desk Officer, 
Washington, DC 20503 or sent to OIRA_
submissions@omb.eop.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Written 
comments and suggestions from the 
public and affected agencies concerning 
the proposed collection of information 
are encouraged. Your comments should 
address one or more of the following 
four points: 


—Evaluate whether the proposed 
collection of information is necessary 
for the proper performance of the 
functions of the agency, including 
whether the information will have 
practical utility; 


—Evaluate the accuracy of the agencies 
estimate of the burden of the 
proposed collection of information, 
including the validity of the 
methodology and assumptions used; 


—Enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and 


—Minimize the burden of the collection 
of information on those who are to 
respond, including through the use of 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms 
of information technology, e.g., 
permitting electronic submission of 
responses. 


Overview of This Information 
Collection 


(1) Type of Information Collection: 
New collection. 


(2) Title of the Form/Collection: 
Survey of State Attorneys General 
Offices (SSAGO)—Human Trafficking. 


(3) Agency form number, if any, and 
the applicable component of the 
Department sponsoring the collection: 
The form number for the questionnaire 
is SSAGO–2. The applicable component 
within the Department of Justice is the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, in the Office 
of Justice Programs. 


Affected public who will be asked or 
required to respond, as well as a brief 
abstract: Respondents will be state 
attorneys general or deputy attorneys 
within the state and territory attorneys 
general offices who work on human 
trafficking matters. The SSAGO:HT will 
be conducted for a three (3) month 
period. The survey collects data on the 
staffing of state attorneys general offices, 
including the total number of deputy 
attorneys general and access to support 
staff. The survey also collects 
information on the types and numbers 
of human trafficking matters referred to 
the state attorneys general offices, the 
sources of the referrals of human 
trafficking matters, the estimates of 
labor and sex trafficking cases, the types 
of victims in labor and sex trafficking 
cases, the types of offenders of labor and 
sex trafficking cases, the manner in 
which criminal and civil human 
trafficking cases were closed in court, 
and state attorneys general offices’ 
participation in state and federal human 
trafficking task forces. BJS plans to 
publish this information in reports and 
reference it when responding to queries 
from the U.S. Congress, Executive Office 
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of the President, the U.S. Supreme 
Court, state officials, international 
organizations, researchers, students, the 
media, and others interested in criminal 
justice statistics. 


(4) An estimate of the total number of 
respondents and the amount of time 
estimated for an average respondent to 
respond/reply: An agency-level survey 
will be sent to the 56 state and territory 
attorneys general offices. The expected 
burden placed on these respondents is 
25 minutes to complete the survey, with 
an additional 5 minutes to locate any 
additional persons necessary to 
complete the survey. 


(6) An estimate of the total public 
burden (in hours) associated with the 
collection: There are an estimated 28 
total burden hours associated with this 
collection. 


If additional information is required 
contact: Melody Braswell, Department 
Clearance Officer, United States 
Department of Justice, Justice 
Management Division, Policy and 
Planning Staff, Two Constitution 
Square, 145 N Street NE, Suite 3E.405B, 
Washington, DC 20530. 


Dated: October 16, 2018. 
Melody Braswell, 
Department Clearance Officer, PRA, U.S. 
Department of Justice. 
[FR Doc. 2018–22802 Filed 10–18–18; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4410–18–P 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Office of Federal Contract Compliance 
Programs 


Leadership in Equal Access and 
Diversity Award; New Information 
Collection Requirements; Comment 
Request 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Labor 
(DOL), as part of its continuing effort to 
reduce paperwork and respondent 
burden, conducts a pre-clearance 
consultation program to provide the 
general public and federal agencies with 
an opportunity to comment on proposed 
and/or continuing collections of 
information in accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The 
program helps to ensure that requested 
data can be provided in the desired 
format, reporting burden (time and 
financial resources) is minimized, 
collection instruments are clearly 
understood, and the impact of collection 
requirements on respondents can be 
properly assessed. Currently, the Office 
of Federal Contract Compliance 
Programs (OFCCP) is soliciting 


comments concerning its proposal to 
obtain approval from the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) to 
implement the Leadership in Equal 
Access and Diversity (LEAD) award. 
OFCCP will be sharing the information 
with DOL’s Women’s Bureau for the 
purpose of partnering with them in 
support of the award. A copy of the 
proposed information collection request 
can be obtained by contacting the office 
listed below in the FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT section of this 
Notice or by accessing it at 
www.regulations.gov. 


DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted to the office listed in the 
addresses section below on or before 
December 18, 2018. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
by any of the following methods: 


Electronic comments: The federal 
eRulemaking portal at 
www.regulations.gov. Follow the 
instructions found on that website for 
submitting comments. 


Mail, Hand Delivery, Courier: 
Addressed to Harvey D. Fort, Acting 
Director, Division of Policy and Program 
Development, Office of Federal Contract 
Compliance Programs, 200 Constitution 
Avenue NW, Room C–3325, 
Washington, DC 20210. 


Instructions: Please submit one copy 
of your comments by only one method. 
For faster submission, we encourage 
commenters to transmit their comment 
electronically via the 
www.regulations.gov website. 
Comments that are mailed to the 
address provided above must be 
postmarked before the close of the 
comment period. All submissions must 
include OFCCP’s name for 
identification. Comments submitted in 
response to the notice, including any 
personal information provided, become 
a matter of public record and will be 
posted on www.regulations.gov. 
Comments will also be summarized 
and/or included in the request for OMB 
approval of the information collection 
request. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Harvey D. Fort, Acting Director, 
Division of Policy and Program 
Development, Office of Federal Contract 
Compliance Programs, Room C–3325, 
200 Constitution Avenue NW, 
Washington, DC 20210. Telephone: 
(202) 693–0103 (voice) or (202) 693– 
1337 (TTY) (these are not toll-free 
numbers). Copies of this notice may be 
obtained in alternative formats (large 
print, braille, audio recording) upon 
request by calling the numbers listed 
above. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


OFCCP administers and enforces the 
three nondiscrimination and equal 
employment opportunity laws listed 
below. 


• Executive Order 11246, as amended 
(E.O. 11246) 


• Section 503 of the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973, as amended (Section 503) 


• Vietnam Era Veterans’ 
Readjustment Assistance Act of 1974, as 
amended (VEVRAA) 


These authorities prohibit 
employment discrimination by covered 
federal contractors and subcontractors 
and require that they provide equal 
employment opportunities regardless of 
race, color, religion, sex, sexual 
orientation, gender identity, national 
origin, disability, or status as a protected 
veteran. Additionally, federal 
contractors and subcontractors are 
prohibited from discriminating against 
applicants and employees for asking 
about, discussing, or sharing 
information about their pay or the pay 
of their co-workers. E.O. 11246 applies 
to federal contractors and 
subcontractors and to federally assisted 
construction contractors holding a 
Government contract in excess of 
$10,000, or Government contracts that 
have, or can reasonably be expected to 
have, an aggregate total value exceeding 
$10,000 in a 12-month period. E.O. 
11246 also applies to government bills 
of lading, depositories of federal funds 
in any amount, and to financial 
institutions that are issuing and paying 
agents for U.S. Savings Bonds. Section 
503 prohibits employment 
discrimination against applicants and 
employees because of physical or 
mental disability and requires 
affirmative action to ensure that persons 
are treated without regard to disability. 
Section 503 applies to federal 
contractors and subcontractors with 
contracts in excess of $15,000. VEVRAA 
prohibits employment discrimination 
against protected veterans and requires 
affirmative action to ensure that persons 
are treated without regard to their status 
as a protected veteran. VEVRAA applies 
to federal contractors and 
subcontractors with contracts of 
$150,000 or more. This collection will 
implement the LEAD award that will 
recognize federal contractor and 
subcontractor establishments that have 
developed and successfully 
implemented comprehensive equal 
employment opportunity and 
nondiscrimination programs. 
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