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From: Tim Poxson [« |
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2007 1:55 PM
To: OLPREGS

Subject: OAG Docket No 117

I suggesting that Sec III (2) - (4) Classification of Sex Offenders be changed to require each state to set
up a tier system to classify sex offenders. This classification shall be a tiered approach to identify HIGH
RISK offenders and shall be based on empirically based risk factors.

The reasoning is that if a tiered system is not used the SORNA will be so broad that law enforcement
will be hampered in its effort to protect the public from high risk offenders. Law enforcement will be
forced to use precious resources to track low risk offender rather than monitoring high risk predators.
Further the public will have a hard time picking out the offenders that are the most risk to re-offend and
are dangerous to the public. The public wilf not have confidence in the SNORA if all sex offenders are
on it. Also 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 US 84 (2003)
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From: no-reply@erulemaking.net

Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2007 12:21 PM
To: OLPREGS
Subject: Public Submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Please Do Not Reply This Email.

Public Comments on Office of the Attorney General; Applicability of the Sex offender
Registration and Notification Act:========

Title: office of the Attorney General; Applicability of the Sex oOffender
Registration and Notification Act

FR Document Number: E7-03063

Legacy Document ID:

RIN: 1105-AB22

Publish Date: 02/28/2007 00:00:00

Submitter Info:

First Name:

Last Name:

Mailing Address:

City:

Country: United States
State or Province: CA
Postal Code:
Oorganization Name:

Comment Info:

General Comment:The decision by the AG to make this law retroactive is the wrong
thing to do. My

nephew under California law is only required to register once a year and can be
found in the Megan's Law website by zip code. california Taw requires this
because he is a first time offender and the conviction isn't considered
extremely violent. If he has to comply to your new regulations his
constitutional rights will be violated. The riﬁhts of his wife and children will
also be violated. The safety of his wife and children will be jeopardy. You have
taken a nonsensical approach to this issue. california was the first state ever,
since the 1950's, to require sex offenders to register. My nephew since his
release from prison in_1999 has registered every year 1ike he is required to.
This whole new set of laws, that does not use a valid tool of evaluation, will
put his Tife and the Tlife of his family at risk. Before you enact any of these
new laws you must first Took to see how many former offenders are married and
have children. No one 1is thinking about them and the ramifications this new Tlaw
will have on them ?ersona11y. In one more year my nephew's oldest child will be
attending preschool. what will staff think about” him because they received
notice that his dad is a registered sex offender. I beg you to please
reconsider your decision to make this law retroactive. Ca¥ifornia already
requires him to register for 1ife.
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From: no-reply@erulemaking.net
Sent: wednesday, March 07, 2007 11:35 AM
To: OLPREGS
Subject: Public Submission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

l~!

Please Do Not Reply This Email.

Public Comments on Office of the Attorney General; Applicability of the sex offender
Registration and Notification Act:========

Title: Office of the Attorney General; Applicability of the Sex offender
Registration and Notification Act

FR Document Number: E7-03063

Legacy Document ID:

RIN: 1105-AB22

Publish Date: 02/28/2007 00:00:00

Submitter Info:

First Name: S

Last Name: S :

Mailing Address:

city:

Country: United States

State or Province:

Postal Code:

Oorganization Name: OAG Docket No. 117

comment Info:
General Comment:OAG Docket No. 117

I decline to give my full name because the former victim lives at the same home
addresss and 1s entitled to privacy. We were reunited by the court after several
years of intense individual and family therapy as the unification was desired by the

former victim. Unfortunately, there are no laws on the books addressing cases
where the offending parent/stepparent and the victim are "reunited" in the home by
the courts, and the continual adverse impact the registration and notification laws
have on the victim who is tryin? to leave the past behind. The victim's home
address should not be made available for public access on the world wide web,

nor should the first-time offending parent/stepparent be posted especially when

the offense did NOT involve violence or force. I believe it is unethical to
continue to

further punish a former victim by increasing the registration and notification
requirements of the individual's parent/stepparent who Tives at the same address.
Though politicians hide behind the guise of "public safety" to get theirs Taw passed

and upheld by the courts, it doesn't take a rocket scientist to understand that

most of these laws are politically motivated and driven by the threat of loss of
funds to the states. How can a law be 'civil' in nature yet provide for

increased 'criminal sanctions'? The money the states might lose does not

compare to the mental and emotional trauma a former victim suffers as a result of
the registration/notification laws the parent/stepparent is subject to. To make the

AWA retroactive is, in my firm opinion, subject to Constitutional challenges
regardless of how worthless others think this cherished piece of paper is.
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