Rogers, Laura

From: GEEEEENSSEED
Sent:  Friday, June 01, 2007 12:17 PM
To: GetSMART

Subject: Guidelines for Sex Offenders

The bashing of sex offenders is disproportionate to the vast numbers of garden-variety types
that fill up our prisons and registries: a lower-functioning young man in late teens to early
twenties with an underage, teenage girlfriend. Two suggestions: change the name of such a
crime from 'Sexual Assault of a Child' to something else to distinguish it from sex crimes

against pre-pubescent children. For example: 'Sex with Underage Partner' and lower the
penalties for such crimes.

Donald R. Hands, Ph.D., CCHP. .

This email, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email and destroy
all copies of the original message....Thank you.

-~ 8/16/2007 '
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Rogers, Laura

From:

it ednesday, July 25, 2007 8:24 PM
: GetSMART

~ubject: Docket No. OAG 121

Here are my comments on the Attorney General's proposed guidelines for Adam
Walsh: .

1. This will negatively impart children as young as 14 if it includes retroactive
inclusion in the national registry. This is unfair and dragonic.

This will ruin many lives. ’

2. The proposed guidelines tend to lump all sex offenders into one. There is a difference
between a 22 or 22 year old who is immature and a predatory man of 40 or 50.

3. The sentencing structure allows for gps monitoring and lifetime probation. This is more
punishment than a drunk gets for driving drunk and killing a family. The severity of the
punishment is much harsher than for other classifications of crimes.

4. The punishment is always aimed at the older of the relationship; take for example the
19 or 22 year old with a younger girl. It is always "assumed”

that she is the victim merely because of her age. Girls nowadays are a lot more sexually
active and with older guys- they want older guys because of the status, the job and the
vehicle. If it is a crime to have sex under the age of consent, then why are the younger

consensually consenting girls not being prosecuted?

I am the mother of a young man who is now a convicted sex offender because he had
consensual sex with a teen - his life is ruined but she has moved on to another over 18

guy. Who will stop her?

"incerely,

http://newlivehotmail.com




July 25, 2007

SMART Office
810 7™ Street NW
Washington, DC 20531

Subject: SORNA Proposed Guidelines, OAG Docket No. 121 : \

Thank you for taking the time to consider our concerns regarding SORNA.

SORNA in its current from will not accomplish the goal of protecting our nations children. Too
much emphasis is being placed on lower risk offenders thus not allowing very high risk offenders
to receive the scrutiny they deserve. SORNA allows, and even encourages, a state to use the
exact same resources for both low and high risk offenders by not using circumstances and risk

levels to classify tier levels.

The tier levels are based on the crime of conviction or years of incarceration rather than the
actual offense and risk for re-offense. This means that the same offense may be placed on
different tier levels in different states depending on the state statutes. This is most obvious when
an offense involves a young offender having a sexual relationship with a consenting minor. The
~7" laws vary so widely from state to state that the exact same offense will be a tier I, tier I, or tier 111
offense or not even considered an offense at all in some states. For instance, if a 19 year old
young man has a consensual romantic sexual relationship with a 14 year old girl in Kentucky it
would be Sexual Misconduct ( class A misdemeanor), in Arkansas it would be 4™ degree sexual
assault (misdemeanor), in Missouri, Hawaii, Illinois, and Maine it would not be a crime at all,
and in Texas it would be Sexual Assault (2nd degree felony), the exact same offense as a violent

forced rape.

If the intent is to make the registry consistent thronghout the nation, SORNA will fall far short of
its intent. I am sure you are familiar with the case in Georgia regarding the young man who is
serving a ten year prison term for a consensual relationship with a consenting 15 year old girl
when he was 17. He will be required to register as a sex offender for life when he is released. Just
last week the 18 year old son of Mark Lunsford was given ten days in jail and no time on the
registry for his relationship with a 14 year old girl. In Iowa a young man has been in jail for over
a year because of a relationship with a 13 year old consenting female while he was 16. This
young man has not been sentenced but is being held because the court has not decided if he
should be considered a juvenile or not. In Texas a young father of three is required to register for
life as a sex offender because of a sexual relationship with his wife before they were married
while he was 19 and she was 16. Another young man in Texas has been required to register for
life because of a relationship with his girlfriend that began when he was 18 and she was 14 and
Jasted for almost a year before the parents became angry with their daughter and chose to punish
her by filing charges against her boyfriend. These are just a few examples of the thousands of
cases all over this country that involve young men who were involved in consensual sexual

relationships with willing minors.

These young men do not belong on the sex offender registry. At the very least they should be
considered low risk, tier I offenders and be given the chance to be removed from the registry




once they have been punished. SORNA does allow for those in consensual relationships with no
more than a four year age difference but it is left up to the individual states to be more harsh if so
desired. However, does it make sense that a young man 3.9 years older than his girlfriend is not
required to register while one 4.1 years older is required to register for life as a tier Ill offender?
Obviously not. The tier level should be based on the circumstances of the offense not the offense
of conviction. In Texas, a violent rapist, a 50 year old predator , and a 19 year old with a minor
girlfriend are charged with the exact same offense. Therefore, they will all be considered tier III
offenders and be on the registry for life. They will all be required to verify registration four times
a year. The exact same resources will be used to enact the SORNA guidelines for the child
predator as the young man in a consensual relationship. This is a tremendous waste of resources

over a lifetime that could be much better spent.

Why would a state want to place these young offenders in the tier Il category. Simply put, they
receive more federal funds based on having more registered sex offenders. This is clearly a
situation where a state is abusing federal funds. It is time for our lawmakers to return to the
original intent of the sex offender registry by using it to register those persons who are convicted
for violent, forced sexual acts or predatory acts against a child. SORNA must eliminate the
registration of others or at the very least place them in tier L. To do otherwise severely hampers
 and reduces the effectiveness of sex offender registration and notification and waste billions of
dollars in resources that could be used to truly offer protection from high risk offenders.

Minnesota resident Patty Wetterling, who lost her young son Jacob18 years ago ina most
unimaginable way is a familiar is concerned about these laws. Jacob was approached and
abducted by a masked man in a pick up truck while riding his bike with his brother and another
friend in his quiet suburban town. To this day, Jacob has not been found. His mother, Patty was
one of the very first high profile child victim advocates to successful lobby for legislative change
on Capitol Hill. The Jacob Wetterling Act, named after her missing son, was signed into law in
1994. 1t required states to maintain a registry of convicted sex offenders for law enforcement
purposes that was not accessible to the general public. The targets of “The Act” were sexually

violent, dangerous, repeat offenders.

- It was a good law. However, in the intervening years it has been amended numerous times, most
notably by Meagan’s Law, which made the information contained in the registry public
information and mandated community notification. Most recently it has been amended yet again,
by the Adam Walsh Act courtesy of John Walsh of America’s Most Wanted and disgraced former
Republican Congressman Mark Foley of Florida. All of the subsequent amendments to the
original act have been named after a child that has been brutally murdered, whether by a
registered sex offender or not. Each amendment has consistently expanded the definition of a sex
offender and increased penalties to the point of utter ridiculousness, and Patty Wetterling has had
enough. Lawmakers and big business have effectively made a mockery of the Jacob Wetterling

tragedy and Patty is speaking out for change.

Patty Wetterling says it's an example of sex offender laws that go too far. "Everybody wants to
out-tough the next legislator.”I'm tough on crime,” they’ll say, 'No, I'm even more tough.' It's all
about ego and boastfulness," says Wetterling. Wetterling says she wants public policy to be




effective. She says broad sweeping laws that treat all offenders the same waste resources and
lives. John Walsh was quoted in US4 Today saying, "We tried so hard to make this just for
serious sex offenders.” What happened? .

Allison Taylor, executive director of the Texas Council on Sex Offender Treatment, which
coordinates that state's sex-offender treatment strategies says, "The systems at the state and
federal levels need to be fixed." We have 41,000 names on our (sex offender) registry," she says.
"If we could take our money and focus it on the 10% or so who are most likely to reoffend, we
could make great progress.” That's why federal and state agencies need to concentrate their
spending on the worst offenders, Taylor says. She says that current laws require the state to keep
tabs on everyone on the registry, no matter how likely each is to commit another crime. That
drains money from efforts to identify, treat and monitor the most hard-core offenders. "Our

thinking needs to be overhauled," Taylor says.

It is our hope that the federal guidelines will be amended so that more emphasis will be placed on
high risk offenders and not allow the same valuable resources to be used monitoring lower risk
offenders for long periods of time. Spreading our resources over such a wide range does not
allow for the close scrutiny of dangerous offenders that is necessary to adequately protect anyone.
~ SORNA tier levels should be amended so that only those from whom we truly need protection

receive the focus of our resources.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, |
gﬁ O~ ' ‘,ﬁf% %/}VL/
Jamés and Beverly Elam




Rogers, Laura

From: Laura Shod Y

Sent:  Thursday, July 26, 2007 4:56 PM
To: - GetSMART
Subject: docket number OAG 121

P——

If I am understanding this correctly, it states that juveniles who have been convicted of a sex
offense will be required to register as adults do at this time, and this is retroactive.

Has anyone considered the fact that many adolecents who act out sexually have been molested
themselves? This is a learned behavior, Kids don't just wake up one morning and start molesting
other children. Therefore when people state: '"Victims are damaged for life." this also includes
those children who have been molested themselves and then in turn molested others. This does
not excuse them for their behavior toward others, but rather in many cases explains the behavior.

The fact still remains that they need the same impathy and consideration for being healed as any
other victim. Along with that they have to live with the guilt of knowing that they have inflicted
the same kind of hurt onto another human being as was inflicted onto them. They need counseling
to help them sort out their feelings and understand what and why they feel as they do to redirect

~ them in a more positive, healthy way of being.

Many adolecents are in negative situations which impose the behaviors onto them, they are a
_ victim of circumstances and are simply acting out due to such.

Also the idea of treating them as an adult is innapropriate, as adolescents are still developing,
unlike adults. Most juveniles who have committed sex offenses are boys around 13 or 14 (puberty
is in full force) which the vast majority, 90 percent or more, will not offend as adults. This is
especially true for the cases in which there has been intervention through courts with parent
involvement in which the child goes through a treatment program successfully. People can change
for the better, especially children who are easily influenced through positive behavior

modifications.

With all of this being said, is it fair to require juvenile sex offenses to be registered, only to be
ostracized by peers and neighbors damaging their self esteem and causing negative behaviors in
return? After all this type of stress is what triggers re-offending. Does anyone truly think this
will fix the problem? It will only cause more offenses, after all if you are repeatedly told or
marked as a "bad person" you will become or be a ""bad person."

And for the adult who offended as a child who has since lived as a perfect role model for all those
around them to be shamed for an act which was committed as a child, now to completely shake
their entire existence in the community which could possibly cause them to lose their job, be cast
out by their friends and neighbors who have otherwise loved and trusted them for the person they

have been their entire life?

Everyone has done something in the past in which they regret and wish not to be known by the
public. We all make mistakes and we learn by them. Therefore becoming a stronger and better

person leaving the negative in the past.

—8/16/2007



Ifeel it is in the best interest of victims, perpetrators and the general population to not require
adolecents to register as an adult does. It would simply mark them life causing them the inability
to learn from their mistakes and live a normal life as they are entitled to. If a child successfully
finishes a treatment program the likely hood of them re-offending is very low. Let them live their
Jife as "lesson learned" as all of us have been given the gift of forgiveness in one way or another.

If a child then offends as an adult, or after going through treatment, they should be required to
register as an adult. Due to the fact at that point they obviously were not able to be rehabilitated
and the chances are that they are one of the 10% who will continue to offend throughout their
adult life. But it is not fair to ruin the lives of the 90% who will not re-offend to "possibly"
prevent the other 10%. You would be doing more harm than good in requiring adolecents to

register.

1 have six children of my own, parental supervision is a must for prevention. If people truly want
to make the situation better, they should inform school age children of the fact that it is against the
law for anyone under the age of 16 to be sexually active in any way, shape or form. Also that if
they do engage in sexual behavior and it is reported to authorities (regardless of whether they
thought it was consensual) they will face being committed of such crimes, placed on probation,
placed in a residential facility, be required to go through a therapeutic treatment program etc......
Rather than telling them their body parts and what to do with them then letting them know it

__is normal to be interested in exploring and giving them condoms!!!

8/16/2007






