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This example can help SARTs develop a logic model. This is not intended to be the only model for SART work, but it shows an example of what a final product might look like. SARTs are welcome to reference this model, create modifications, or draw upon it as a template when developing their own logic models.

The example is shared in two formats. The first logic model is an in-depth, highly detailed logic model that takes into account the complexity of SART work. This model was then abbreviated to show a simpler outline of SART work. Both models are shown to demonstrate that varying levels of complexity can be useful and serve different purposes. 

A more complex model can help outline the theory of SART work, describe it to funders, and assist SART members to stay on task. An abbreviated model can be used to describe SART work to the community and disseminate to wider audiences. Due to the intricate nature of SART work, this logic model includes notes on a separate page to help define terms.

The example logic model was created in an online group collaborative effort with SART professionals working in different regions of the United States. 
















[image: T:\Special Projects\SART Toolkit\SART Toolkit 2.0\Design\Web Graphics\Logic-Model.png]


































[image: T:\Special Projects\SART Toolkit\SART Toolkit 2.0\Design\Web Graphics\Logic-Model-2.png]

































[image: T:\Special Projects\SART Toolkit\SART Toolkit 2.0\Design\Web Graphics\Logic-Model-2.png]
© 2018 National Sexual Violence Resource Center.
image1.png
SART Logic Model
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Assumptions: Victim-blaming is pervasive. Systems do not meet victim nieeds. A successful SART will be trauma-informed
and victim-centered, and include victim leadership before establishing procedures and throughout SART activities. This
requires deep refiaction, introspaction, and connaction. Strengths-based approaches to organizing are valued and
promoted. SARTs operate differently in each community.
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Assumptions: Most current systems that serve sexual assault victims are victim-blaming and do not meet victim needs.
A successful SART will be trauma-informed and victim-centered, and include survivor leadership before establishing
procedures and throughout SART activities. This requires deep reflection, introspection, and connection. Strengths-basedt
approaches to organizing are valued & promoted. SARTs operate differently in each community.
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