Rogers, Laura

From: (U

Sent:  Monday, July 09, 2007 2:55 PM

To: GetSMART

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

Sec 117A of the SONRA does not require the agency notifying the sex offender of the sex offenders
responsibility's to make sure that the offender understands all of the new rules and responsibilities they
have under the SORNA. This should be done by going into depth on each responsibility and making
sure the offender understands the rule. The offender should not be required to sign anything until such
time as each issue has been talked about with the registering official and the offender understands.

_ Furthermore on the form that the offender signs an area should be provided that the offender may write
down any comments the offender has about the rules as to their understanding of them and other issues

~ the offender may have. It should-also be required that a copy of this form be given to the offender at no
cost to the registering offender.
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From:

Sent:  Wednesday, July 11, 2007 10:46 AM

To: GetSMART

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

The SNORA should include some of the following rules;

1. States and local government are prohibited from charging extra fees to people who are required to
register as sex offenders. '

The reasoning is that if extra fees are charged some of those required to register will be not only a
hardship, but it will be looked upon as a punitive action on the part of the state charging the fee. I am
aware that some states are now charging fees, some just one time and others every time the sex offender
comes in to the mandated visits. This practice is causing some sex offenders to go underground and stop
registering. This is in direct conflict with what the SNORA is trying to do and that is to protect the
__public by posting the information on sex offenders on a sight that is available to the public. Further
more a fee added is a form of punishment that the offender must continue to be subject to. If the
SNORA is followed by a state, the state is not getting less in funding from the federal government, so
the additional moneys needed to run the SNORA should come from the federal money coming for the
program. And if the SNORA is truly for the public safety then any funds that are need beyond what is
provided for from the federal government, should come from the taxes imposed by the states on its

citizens.

The other area that states are taking money from sex offenders is to require that they get new drivers
licenses every year. One such state is Oklahoma under SB35 requires a renewal of drivers license by sex
offenders every year. I understand the need to keep up with the most currant photo of a sex offender,
however the point that is being missed is that this group of people have already served the time in jail or
on probation that was required of them. To impose on them any additional cost out of their pocket is
paramount of adding fines and imposing more punishment on them. So the SNORA should at all cost
stop this type of action from taking place. The reasoning should be that as stated many times the
SNORA and sex offender registry's are not punitive and are a tool to be used to help protect the public.
However by adding these fees and other punitive measures by the states or local government, the
SNORA will be viewed by many as Punitive and will cause sex offenders to go underground, defeating

the purpose of the SNORA.
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