Rogers, Laura

From: DCox@ESD.WA.GOV

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2007 7:58 PM
To: GetSMART

Subject: My Opinion
Attachments: Fw When Worlds Collide.htm

It is my opinion that all of these Sex Offender laws are lumping all sex offenders into one
group which is pure asinine! There are different degrees of offense from first time
offense to repeat offenders and the punishment should NOT be the same for first time
offenders. Just take a look at the attachment to see what happened to one man that
created a Jaw that came back to haunt him. Shows that anger and good common sense
do not have a thing in common. Don’t label all sex offenders because 1 personally know
people that have never, ever repeated their crime and have turned their lives over to our
Lozd and Savior. Be very, very careful how you ruin lives with your anger and ignorance.

Diane Cox

8/16/2007



Subject: When Worlds Collide

When Worlds Collide

http:l/www.americanchronicle.com/articles/viewArticle.asp?adiclelD=2831 5

Amanda Rogers
May 30, 2007 -

Cofucius once said, “Before you embark on a journey of revenge, dig two graves.”

On February 24, 2005, 9 ye#r old Jessica Funsford went missing from her Florida home which she shared with
 her father, Mark and her grandparents. She was later found murdered, her body wrapped in garbage bags, hastily
buried just a few yards from her own home. Her killer, John Evander Couey, was convicted earlier this year for the
rape and murder of Jessica and has been sentenced to death. Mr. Couey was a registered sex offender with a 23
year long criminal history for a variety of offenses, from DU!, to burglary, unlawful sexual contact with a minor, and
just about everything in between. He was a homeless, jobless, drug abusing wanderer with absolutely nothing left

to lose. He had asked for help long before killing Jessica, but he never got it.

After his daughter's death, Mark Lunsford took to the streets demanding harsher sentences and punishments for
registered sex offenders, stating "l can't get my hands on the guy that murdered my daughter so I've made it my
job to make the rest of these sexual offenders and predators' lives miserable, as miserable as l can."

He quickly established the Jessica Marie Lunsford Foundation, collecting contributions to facilitate his lobbying
efforts all across the country. As of this writing 30 states have now passed some version of "Jessica’s Law’, a law

named in her memory.

Unfortunately, Mr. Lunsford was so blinded by his anger and rage that he may have inadvertently bit off his nose
despite his face as his very own son now stands to suffer the wrath of the litany of ill thought out, punitive, and
vengeful laws. Laws which, for the Lunsford family have now come full circle.

On May 18, 2007 Joshua D. Lunsford age 18, son of Mark Lunsford and brother of Jessica Lunsford, was
arrested in Clark County Ohio on a felony charge of unlawful sexual conduct with a minor. He has been released
on $5.000.00 bond. The charge stems from an incident involving his girlfriend who is 14. The legal age of consent

in Ohio is 16.

Court documents reveal what countless others across the nation do, that Joshua and his girifriend are nothing
more than a modern day Romeo and Juliett. Joshua did not force himself upon this young girl, she consented
(albeit illegally). It is apparent that, for whatever reason, the young girl's parents did not approve of Joshua. They
warned him on numerous occasions to stay away from their daughter and had threatened that if he continued to
come around they would press charges because their daughter was in fact a minor.

If convicted of the felony charge, Joshua Lunsford will not only face many years in prison, but also life as a
registered sex offender. He will bear the same label as John Couey, the monster that murdered his little sister
Jessica. He will also have to bear the burden and consequences of the sex offender legislation that his own
father, Mark Lunsford has fought so very hard for. The road to hell is paved with good intentions. This has tobe a
wake up call of extreme magnitude for Mark Lunsford and my heart goes out to him. He must know that his son’s
life is forever ruined because he will be forced to pay the scollective” price for everyone’s sex crimes, including
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John Couey's, instead of simply his own. Perhaps while Mr. Lunsford still has the spotlight he can draw attention
to this grave disparity in sex offender laws and punishment. While it may be too late to save little Jessica, he
might still have a chance at saving his son. It would certainly be a step in the right

direction and one that is long overdue.

While | don't condone or advocate teen sex, | do consider myself a realist. | have a 14 year old daughter too and
can tell you first hand that teens do in fact have a sex drive and some of them do and will have sex regardiess of
whether or not it is legal, against their parents wishes, or what is in their best interests. This is nothing new or

deviant. .

Teens have been having sex since time began and in the not too distant past it would be considered more
abnormal than not if a young woman reached her 18th birthday and was not married.

Itis hard to believe that here in the 21st century we are still resorting to “shaming” and “collective” forms of
punishment which is what registering as a sex offender is really all about, and incarcerating people for consensual
activity. Lumping people together under one stereotypical label which more often than not doesn’t even begin to
reflect the “crime” for which one was actually guilty of is a crime in and of itself..

If convicted, Joshua will join a growing number of thousands of young men and women across the nation that
bear the child molester label (i.e. Registered Sex Offender). He will have to abide by residency restrictions, and
registration requirements, and may even be forced into homelessness, joblessness, and hopelessness. Why?
How will doing that to him, like we have so many others before him, make our world a better or safer place? itis
high time we, as Americans, pull our heads out of the sand and say enough! Don't wait until it happens to your
child. Think it can't? I'll bet Mark Lunsford used to think the same thing up until a few weeks ago. ‘

Amanda Rogers
5/29/2007
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Rogers, Laura A
From: (D

Sent;  Thursday, July 05, 2007 4:13 PM
To: GetSMART
Subject: DocketNoOAG121

] have a concerm regarding the provisions of the SORNA.

The section that deals with the "tiers" of sex offenders.

All a victim has to do is say I was forced, doesn't matter if it was true or not. That puts the offender in
a "tier" 111. That is registration for life. It would seem to me that a better determination, such as a
psychological profile, would help to better put a person in the correct "tier". The very broad
classifications are most unfair. What would happen if a sex offender, convicted of CSC 3rd degree -
force, received HYTA. In our state that is Holmes Youthful Trainee Act. There is no conviction and
the records are sealed, However, they still must register. Other similar cases in other states do not
have to register nor do they if they received HYTA after 2004 in our state. The state should determine

. the length of time a person should register.

Thank you very much.

See what's free at AQL.com.

o1 £MON"T



R(@Lers, Laura

From: Kaplan, April
t: Friday, July 13, 2007 8:52 PM
Rogers, Laura
Subject: Fw: SORNA guidelines

SORNA comment

————— Original Message -~----

From: Mary Schuman@utp.uscourts.gov <Mary_Schuman@utp.uscourts.gov>
To: Kaplan, April

Sent: Fri Jul 13 16:08:44 2007

Subject: SORNA guidelines

I suggest the first line in which talks about TIER classification being based on
"substance"” and not form or terminology, be reworded so it is more clear that we are
basing the tiers on conduct of the offense and not what the count of conviction may

ultimately have been.



Rogers, Laura

From: NN
Sent: . Tuesday, June 12, 2007 3:59 PM

~ To: GetSMART
Subject: OAG Docket No121

I am writting to you today to express my concern that under the new SORNA you did not make it
manditory that each state set up some type of Tier system to classify sex offenders. The failer to do so
will lead to the watering down of the usefulness of the law. Ifa state includes all sex offenders under
one classification system, the public has no idea of who on the SOR they should realy worry about.
States such as Michigan have over 40,000 8.0.s on the SOR and it is like trying to find waldo on the old
game of were in the world is waldo. Futhermore if you are truly interested in protecting the public you
would require that this tier system be based on empirically determained risk to re -offend. Using a
scientifically based risk assessments to determaine whether and individual should be placed on the
registry and at what tier level. The way you have set it up now valuable law enforcement resources will
be used to check on ex offenders who are of no danger to the pubic.

T212007



Rogers, Laura

From: <SG
Sent:  Tuesday, June 1é, 2007 3:54 PM

To: GetSMART
Subject: OAG Docket No 121

The following should be added to the SNORA. A way fora tier II to be reevaluated from a tier Il to a
Tier 1. If truly we are interested in protecting the public from these sex offenders then no good is shown
by keeping a person at a higher Tier level then they really are. If you do that you are opening up for the

courts to look at this as additional punishment and not a safety measure as the court ruling Smith V. Doe
(01-729) 538 US 84 (2003) says it is set up to be.

7/21/2007



Rogers, Laura

From:

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2007 12:56 PM
To: - GetSMART

Subject: OAG Docket No 121

I would like to see the following added to the law. Each state will within three (3) years of enactment of
the SONRA be required to set up a tier system of placing sex offenders level of danger to the public on
the public web sight. This system will include but not be limited to the following, a empirically based
risk factors to show who the high risk offenders are. Tier 1 offenders will be of the least risk and the
information on them will not be on the public sex offender registry. Tier 2 will be moderate risk and the
states may determine if they are to be included on the public registry. Tier 3 offenders will be high risk

offenders and in keeping with the reasoning for having a Sex Offender Registry, the information on this
tier level offender will be mandatory on the public sex offender registry and the SONRA.

The reasoning here is that if we are looking to get those high risk offenders on the National Registry as

_the United States Supreme Court declared that the registry was never intended to be used as a
punishment for low - risk offenders. (Smith V. Doe (01-729) 538 U.S. 84 (2003). Then removing

those of low risk will be in line with what the court was saying. Furthermore if we put all levels of
offenders on the registry, it will water down the usefulness of the registry in the publics mind. It will
also make it harder for the public to pick out a sex offender if they live in an area that has a lot of sex

offenders in it. By just having the high risk offenders on the registry that will help limit the number of
faces and locations offenders live, the public will have to recall.

7212007



Rogers, Laura

From: (D

Sent:  Friday, June 22, 2007 9:26 AM
To: GetSMART
Subject: OAG Docket No121

\Y classiﬁ_catidns of Sex Offenders.

(Small print is COpy€d from the OAG DOCkCt;) For example, tier I includes a sex offender whose
tegistration offense is not punishable by imprisonment for more than one year, a sex offender whose registration offense is the receipt or possession of child
pornography, and a sex offender whoes registration offense is a sexual assault against an adult that involves sexual contact but not a completed or attempted sexual

act.

Problem: If you read the above as you have written it a Tier 1
offender would include a person who is in possession of child
pornography. And yet a person who is convicted of physical contact
by touching trough the clothing of an adult will not be able to be
classified as a Tier 1 under the SONRA as written. The reason, in
some states the crime although a misdemeaner, it is punishable by
more than one year in jail.

Recommendations: Adopt a tiered approach to identify high risk
offenders founded on empirically based risk factors. This would show
that the SNORA is not trying to punitive. It would also set up a
system that would identify the high risk offenders, and is that not
what you really want to do. Certainly you are not trying to set up a
registry that has a lot of people on it just to set up a large data base.

At a minimum the way to correct this is to change the wording from
any crime that is less than one year in Jail is a Tier 1; to any crime
that is classified as a misdemeanor is a tier one crime.

7/21/2007



Rogers, Laura

From: (D

Sent:  Thursday, June 28, 2007 1:58 PM

To: GetSMART

Cc: christine_leonard@judiciary-dem.senate.gov
Subject: OAG Docket No 121

Under the SORNA as your office has written it, the same law broken, will be a Tierl in one state while
being a Tier 2 in another state. I understand that the Tier system is not mandatory in any state however
under the SORNA you are trying to standardize the sex offender registry. One way to do that would be
to make any misdemeanor conviction a tier 1. As stated above if you go with the wording as you have it
now, the SORNA will be inconsistent. In that in some States a misdemeanor is any crime you can get
less than one year in jail for. In other states a misdemeanor includes any crime so set by the state as a
misdemeanor that is punishable by two years or less in prison.

Another way this issue could be cleared up would be to go to a tiered approach to identify HIGH-RISK
offenders founded on empirically based risk factors. This would go to the real meaning of the SORNA

__and protect the citizens form high-risk offenders. This would also let law enforcement use its resources

to track the high-risk predators, instead of using law enforcements precious resources tracking low-risk
offenders. This would go to the hart of the Alaska V J.Doe case, in that as ruled the sex offender
registries were not intended to be punitive to low risk offenders.

7/21/2007



Rogers, Laura

From: (NN

Sent:  Friday, June 29, 2007 1:58 PM

To: GetSMART

Cc: christine_leonard@judiciary-dem.senate.gov
Subject: OAG Docket No 121

Sec III (2)~(4) Classifications of sex offenders. The SORNA does not require that state set up
classifications of sex offenders. The SORNA should require states to set up a tiered system of
classifications of sex offenders. This should be done using testing that is available and will show what
danger the offender is to the public. This would assist the public and the police as to who they should be
watching out for. The Tier system should be a three Jevel system with the following. Tier I offenders
being the least likely re-offend. Offenders in this tier level should not be posted on the public sex
offender registry or the SORNA. Tier I would be those who tested to be of some risk to re-offend and
the availability of offender information on the internet should be limited to the name, photo, location
were the offender lives and all sex crimes the offender has been convicted of, and the dates of those
convictions. Tier III should include those that are the most likely to re-offend and information about
this tier level offender would not be limited as to what was posted on the internet about this offender.
" This would fill the purpose of the sex offender registry and keep the public informed of those who are a

danger and the most likely to re-offend.

The Tier level should include a system that would let those in Tier I and in tier 111 to request retesting at
the cost of the offender to be reevaluated for a tier of lower danger level to the public. Furthermore a
petition process for removal form state and federal registries if they are tested and found to be of no
chance of re-offending at all should be available to anyone on any tier level. No public good is done by
~ keeping people on the registry that are of no threat to the public. And to further stigmatize and isolate

low - risk or rehabilitated people, exposing them to harassment , and depriving them of the normal
opportunities for education, employment, and housing. Furthermore by keeping them on registries we
are wasting Law Enforcement resources tracking and monitoring these low risk or no risk offenders.
Our best use of precious Law Enforcement resources would be to monitor high-risk predators. The use
of a system like I am suggesting would also be more in line with the supreme courts ruling Smith V
Alaska. It would also show that this Attorney General is not trying to be punitive in the rules he is
issuing, but is trying to be prudent and fair.

7/21/2007






