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By Sandy . . . A handful of people know that I have an
alternate personality. When I first became involved in this
advocacy, I discovered an outlet for my need and ability to
write. I’ve been writing my entire life, but now I had a world
of subject matter from which to choose, and I did, but I had
no place to publish what I wrote. I was involved with what was
then RSOL but not with the website.
I wrote several things and sent one to a site called
corrections.com, and a miracle happened; they wanted to
publish it. I was being very protective of my name then, and I
submitted it under the pen name of Shelly Stow, the name I
used as part of RSOL’s Minutemen, a group organized in 2012 to
comment on articles as part of an education and information
initiative.
Amazingly, it was a success; I have to admit to a great deal
of pride when “If it saves one child” was printed and
distributed at the 2013 NARSOL conference in New Mexico.

Spurred on by this success, I decided to create my own blog.
For those who remember E-advocate, he walked me through that
process step by step. He was very patient with me, and I
learned so much from him.
The blog “With justice for all” was born, and Shelly Stow
wrote approximately 200 posts between 2013 and 2018. By then I
was on the now-NARSOL board and writing for the NARSOL blog
and the Digest. I had to leave Shelly and her blog, but I have
not abandoned them. Periodically I will remember something I
wrote then, something I want for a current piece, and I will
go there and find it.
My purpose for writing this post is twofold: First, in case
anyone is interested, I want to make the Shelly Stow blog
posts available to NARSOL readers. There is a comprehensive
index, both subject and chronology, on every page on the
bottom of the right-hand side.
And secondly, I want to update “If it saves one child” for
today. Some of the language is no longer in acceptable usage,
and some of the links are dead and need replacing or other
examples substituted.
If It Saves One Child
By Shelly Stow AKA Sandy Rozek
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It would be difficult today to find a person who had no idea
what the sex offender registry is. It would be equally
difficult to find someone with only a passing interest who
didn’t feel that it is a good thing to have. It started in
most states as a law enforcement tool identifying repeat,
sexually violent child predators. It now has approaching a
million names on it and encompasses acts as varied as
consensual teen sex, taking and sending a photo of one’s own
breasts, and rape. And even though many with much more than a
passing interest, including researchers and experts in the

field, are pronouncing the shaming roster to be an ineffective
tool in fighting sexual crime, the battle cry of its
supporters still resounds whenever the subject comes up: “If
it saves one child…!”
“If it saves one child….” Even though we cannot know if “it”
has, that statement is responsible for the abuse and even
death of many children.
There is no actual evidence that the registry has saved even
one child; however, we do know that many, many thousands have
had their lives made a living hell because of it. These are
the children of people on the registry, some of whom committed
violent crimes, but many, even most, who did not. All on the
registry, with their families, are subject to the whims of
local and state restrictions including, but by no means
limited to: severe restrictions on where they may live; denial
of access to libraries, parks, and beaches; and restrictions
barring the registered parent from often even being within
1000 feet of the school his child attends. Someone wrote me
quite a while back about a woman who took a picture of a
registrant that she printed from the internet to the school
where the registrant’s five-year-old son was a kindergarten
student; she showed it around, warning children about this
man. His little boy stood and cried. The registry doesn’t
differentiate. It doesn’t make clear to people who threaten,
harass, and do physical violence to registrants, their
property, and their families whether daddy raped someone or
whether he had sex with mommy before they were married when
she was a year too young or whether he looked at an illegal
image on a computer or whether he was innocent and falsely
accused. From the viewpoint of justice and the the illegality
of vigilantism, it actually doesn’t matter, and most don’t
really care. The perception is that everyone on the registry
has committed a serious crime and that most if not all
offended against children. And if they have children of their
own who are harmed, as so many have been and so many more will

be, it is just collateral damage because the registry
might—MIGHT—save one child.
“If it saves one child….” Children themselves are registrants
on sex offender registries. Nine years old is apparently the
youngest at which children have been put on the registry
(Delaware; Michigan). Several states, including but not
limited to Colorado, Delaware, Georgia, Kansas, Ohio,
Michigan, and Texas, register children as sexual criminals at
ages ten and eleven. By the time twelve is reached, it isn’t
even a rarity. And the fifteen-year-old who is the child
victim for having consensual sex with an eighteen-year-old
partner becomes a predator and registered sexual offender when
his or her partner is fourteen. In Pennsylvania a 15-year-old
girl was arrested, charged, and faced registration for
producing and distributing pornography. She had posted nude
pictures of herself on the internet. Past situations include a
twelve and a thirteen year old couple who were both put on
Utah’s registry, each for sexual abuse of a victim under the
age of fourteen and each named as the victim in the other’s
case.
Some of these children, after several years of being on the
registry and treated as monsters, have committed suicide. The
registry didn’t save any of these children; it destroyed them.
“If it saves one child….” Children do need saving. According
to the Justice Dept. and the CMEC, many thousands are sexually
abused and molested every year. We pour everything into the
registry, millions of dollars and uncountable hours. State
after state has voiced complaints about the cost of keeping up
with the ever-increasing expenses and strain on limited
manpower hours to satisfy the requirements of the registry.
The federal government, knowing this, has offered huge
financial incentives to states to bring them into federal
registry compliance. However, this is futile; the registry is
not the answer. Children aren’t sexually abused and molested
by nameless, faceless people on the registry. They are abused

and molested by their family members and acquaintances, by
those they know and trust and love, by those they see and
interact with on a daily basis, often by those they live with.
By the most conservative estimates, this is true for 94 out of
every 100 children who are molested. Figures from the Justice
Department’s Bureau of Juvenile Justice show these startling
facts: For sexual crime against a child six or under, 58.7% is
committed by family members, 39.7% by family acquaintances,
and 1.8% by strangers; the registered sex offenders who are in
that stranger pool are so few that it is virtually
incalculable. As the age of the child increases, the figures
alter, but only a little. The risk to children ages 12-17 is
94.3% from family and acquaintances, 5.7% from strangers, and,
again, the percentage of registered offenders in the stranger
pool is minuscule. Keeping the focus on those on the registry
keeps us from dealing with these facts. It keeps us looking in
another direction, and it leaves us nothing in the way of
resources with which to deal with it.
“If it saves one child,” isn’t good enough. Thousands,
hundreds of thousands, need saving. When and how and with what
will we save them?

Patch’s bias is showing in
article
about
transition
housing for registrants.
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By Sandy . . . It has been a while since anything significant
crossed my desk concerning the situation in Joliet where the
mayor is doing his best – or worst — to close down an
apartment building designed as reentry housing for men with
sexual crime convictions. After losing round one by way of a
federal ruling, Mayor Bob O’Dekirk launched round two: the
city bought a lot with a vacant house a block away from the
NewDay Apartments, the home of the registrants, with the plan
to demolish the home and build a park/playground there –
projected to be functional in June, 2023 — which would place
the residents of the apartment building out of compliance with
state law.
City council approved the plan with no grandfather clause
included.
That was five months ago, and a flurry of new publicity has
now been released about the progress of the project.
According to the local Patch, the house at the newly purchased
property has been demolished. It is now being referred to as a

“fire-damaged” building,
which I find curious. I
read every word printed
at the time the plan was
being hatched, including
all
of
the
Patch
articles, and I watched
and listened to the city
council meeting where the
plan was officially
presented and approved. I
don’t recall the home on
the
property
being
described as fire-damaged; it was only described as vacant. A
photograph pulled from a real estate site some months ago
shows the house fully from the front and one side, and no fire
damage is discernable. I cannot find any reference to the
house being “fire-damaged” except in this most recent Patch
article. If it was “fire-damaged” when the city of Joliet
bought it on August 12, 2021, for $83,000.00, when did it
become that way? And how?
Patch Publications can also take credit for using the name
“Pedophile Palace” to identify the apartment building. Anyone
who has read my recent criticism of Fox News and Tucker
Carlson regarding the use of that word knows how I feel about
it. Seldom fully understood, almost always misused, and often
misspelled, pedophilia requires a qualified physician’s
diagnosis before one can accurately be labeled a pedophile.
And yet some editor in Illinois decided that Patch would get
“cutesy” with headlines and use “Pedophile Palace.”
After a huge header starting with the words, Patch places the
blame for the name on someone else with this sub-heading:
“Joliet’s so-called ‘Pedophile Palace’ faces being closed in
2023 once the city of Joliet builds a new children’s
playground in the spring.” In fact, in a June 24 article, they

credit Jim Latham, a politician and unsuccessful candidate for
state representative in Illinois’ 86th district, with coining
the phrase, probably borrowed from a similar phrase,
“Pedophile Island,” in another case.
I cannot find the words being used in any publication other
than Patch. I searched Joliet’s primary local newspaper, the
Herald-News, and the words were not found. I searched the
Joliet Times Weekly. Nothing. I even searched the Chicago
Tribune. Nothing. Jim Latham may have used the words first,
but it looks as though if anyone is “so-calling” the NewDay
Apartments “Pedophile Palace” and keeping that phrase in the
public eye, it is Patch.
The overall bias of the piece is clear. At every opportunity
pejorative terms are used. On at least seven occasions the
term “sexual predator” or “child sex offender” is used when
“man,” “apartment resident,” or “registrant” would have served
as well or better. Additionally, the piece totally fails to do
what all decent news pieces do: address both sides of a
controversial issue. There is not even a hint of the
scientific evidence and studies supporting the efficacy and
benefit to public safety of reentry support for those who have
been incarcerated for a sexual crime conviction, and for an
article appearing in the “Crime and Safety” section, that is
inexcusable.
Patch Publications in Illinois are clearly in the camp of
those who want the NewDay apartment residents gone, and that
is their right. It is also their right to print editorials
making that position clear, even though their stance is the
opposite of what has been shown to best serve public safety.
But when they print not editorials but purported news articles
using inflammatory terminology as “click-bait,” when they
publicize the pictures and criminal records of men who are
working to overcome the faults of their pasts, when they
feature rhetoric and accusations for which there is not a

shred of evidence —
even easier” – and
plethora of evidence
have crossed lines
should cross.

“They’re. . . making having new victims
when they fail to include any of the
that does exist on the subject, then they
that no reputable journalistic medium

A request to the Patch editor and author of the articles for a
comment or response went unanswered.

Stepdaughter
of
Shield
Ministries director fights
against his sex offender
rehab plans
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Walterboro residents are coming together to keep registered
sex offenders out of their neighborhood. Shield Ministries, a
nonprofit organization, is planning to open their third
treatment center at a vacant church campus in Walterboro. In
Shield Ministries’ 2021 annual report, 70 percent of their
applicants are registered as sex offenders. Neighbors say [
Read more

Ignorance of facts and best
practices
drive
comments
about “pedophilia”
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By Sandy . . . In a recent broadcast of Tucker Carlson, Fox
news exhibits, and allows Carlson to exhibit, that ignorance.
Fox, in bold headlines, announces, “TUCKER CARLSON: No healthy
society can tolerate pedophilia,” with a sub-heading of
“Tucker speaks out against child sexual abuse.” The connection
is made: Pedophilia and child sexual abuse are interchangeable
terms.
In another video, Carlson bemoans the fact that California is
“Putting thousands of pedophiles back on the street.” He is
speaking of individuals who have been convicted of child
sexual abuse, have completed the court-ordered incarceration
period, and are released under community supervision for the
remainder of the sentence. Once again, the connection between
the word and the crime is inescapable.
That connection, that inference, is WRONG. And in so making

it, Fox and Carlson do what they accuse the “academics” of
doing: They manipulate language in order to elicit a desired
response that serves their own interests.
These are the facts about pedophilia. It is a medical term,
not a legal one. There are no laws or statutes criminalizing
pedophilia. Depression might cause a person to shoplift, but
the criminal act is shoplifting, not having depression. Not
everyone who shoplifts has depression, and not all with
depression shoplift.
The same is true with pedophilia. Not everyone who molests a
child has pedophilia – in fact, research suggests the
percentage is low – and not everyone with pedophilia has
engaged in any criminal conduct, including molesting a child.
Carlson and Fox News ignore these facts and do everything
possible to cement the connection in their viewers’ minds.
Carlson takes the “academics” further to task for introducing
the term “minor-attracted person” in place of “pedophile.”
This is not, as Carlson claims, to create a climate accepting
of sexual abuse of children but rather to create a climate in
which society and, most importantly, those who have committed
a crime, see themselves as a person first, a person who has
committed a crime, a person capable of repenting and being
rehabilitated.
Why does this matter?
Person-first language recognizes that people are not their
crimes, but rather that people commit crimes. And above all,
it gives those who have committed crimes, are repentant, and
have changed or want to change a way of looking at and feeling
about themselves that is correlated with a reduction in
criminal behavior.
A reduction in criminal behavior is for the benefit of public
safety as a whole. So while Fox and Tucker Carlson claim he is

“speaking out” against child sexual abuse, what they are doing
in reality is criticizing and vilifying those who are actually
working to reduce it.
Until now, the use of the word “pedophile” has not been found
in American, mainstream news outlets or publications. It has
occasionally been found in “fringe” British media. In crossing
the Atlantic, it seems to have found a home with Fox.
There is one solution. If this type of language manipulation
is not consistent with best practices, if promoting false
connections and beliefs is not consistent with what best
serves public safety, let Fox News know.

How Does Megan’s Law Impact
Real Estate Disclosure?
written by admin | January 7, 2023
Whether you are buying or selling a home, Megan’s Law could
affect whether the real estate transaction proceeds. If you
have a family, you want to ensure they will be safe in their
new home. When asked, “Are there any sexual offenders near
me?” Megan’s Law helps you find out. We will…
Read more

GOP Congressmembers who are
very concerned about grooming
vote against child sex abuse
bill
written by admin | January 7, 2023
Numerous Republican Congressmembers who have accused LGBTQ+
people of sexualizing children just voted against a bill that
would help the actual victims of child sex abuse. Many of
these 28 Republicans have been using “grooming” to score
political points. They weren’t willing to vote for a real bill
to fight child . . .
Read more

Law
enforcement
internet
“stings” — do they help
protect children?
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By Steve Yoder . . . On July 8, 2018, Norman Achin, then a 50
year-old public school teacher living in Northern Virginia,
signed up for the adults-only dating app Grindr. Two days
later, he was contacted by someone calling himself AlexVA.
Soon after they started talking, AlexVA told Achin that he was
14 years old. “I was looking for adult fun. Did not expect to
run into your age,” Achin responded through the app on July
12. “Not interested in that kind of relationship with a boy.”
The next day, he reported AlexVA to Grindr for violating its
terms of use, and Grindr suspended AlexVA’s account.
In reality, AlexVA was a police officer in the Fairfax County
Police Department who had been communicating with a number of
men on Grindr as part of an undercover investigation.
On July 22, Achin sent a nude photo to the suspended AlexVA
account—he says he doesn’t know how it happened and that he’d
been communicating with other Grindr users, all adults. Achin
had made similar mistakes before. On July 12, he’d sent texts
intended for another adult user to AlexVA. AlexVA responded
but didn’t tell Achin that he had the wrong person until
they’d been exchanging messages for several hours. Achin
apologized.
“You want something with an adult” he texted to AlexVA.

“That’s a bad idea. Don’t you see?”
Despite Achin’s apparent efforts to dissuade AlexVA from
seeking sex with adults, he was arrested on July 23, and in
May 2019 a Fairfax County judge found him guilty of using a
communications device to solicit a minor.
State records show Achin had no prior criminal history, nor
did the prosecutor introduce evidence at trial that he’d ever
sexually abused children or possessed child pornography.
Still, Achin was sentenced to seven months in prison and was
put on the state’s sex offender registry. He lost his job
teaching at a public school and his pension. He now has a
retail job and does gig work to make ends meet and pay off
thousands of dollars of legal debt, he says.
Achin’s arrest was part of a bigger trend in policing. From
2018 to 2020, law enforcement agencies across the country
launched almost 2,500 such “proactive” sting investigations.
These investigations are carried out by special task forces
funded by the federal government as part of a national
strategy to prosecute online sex crimes against children.
(2020 is the last year for which data is available for most
task forces.)
However, the law enforcement agencies that run these task
forces receive funding based in part on how many arrests and
convictions they get. This may create an incentive to pursue
fictitious-victim sting operations, which are often cheaper
and less time-intensive than investigations of crimes with
real victims. But experts on child trafficking say it’s
unclear how many crimes against children these stings actually
prevent, and the federal government hasn’t looked into whether
the money spent on these task forces is actually keeping kids
from being victimized.
Read the full piece here at The Appeal.

Actual justice for sexual
crime in the military — a
better way
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By Sam . . . While the NDAA (National Defense Authorization
Act) is massive, Senator Kirsten Gillibrand’s bill to reform
the military justice system is pretty straightforward. I have
read it in its entirety and, at least as it is written, this
bill increases protections for the accused and helps bring
back some semblance of due process in the military. Ideally,
the military would disentangle itself from the prosecution of
these (and other) crimes all together and allow true
professionals – civilian law enforcement — to handle them, but
barring that, this is the next best thing.
Senator Gillibrand is correct in stating that the prosecution
of sexually violent crimes needs to be removed from the chainof-command and given to neutral officers who are legally

trained, although she came to this understanding incorrectly.
Her bill is premised on the motion that commanders were not
vigorously pursuing prosecution of sexually violent crimes but
rather were sweeping accusations under the proverbial rug in
order to protect themselves and/or the accused or due to
alleged victims who said they feared “retributions” if they
reported. Any such “sweeping” or attempts at retribution are
literally not possible in the current military system.
Furthermore, there’s no factual evidence to suggest that this
is happening. All that does exist is anecdotal statements by
women that they were not taken seriously when they made a
report, which is the logical equivalent of declaring a
neighborhood to be a high crime area based on unreported
robberies. The truth is that the military prosecutes and
incarcerates at a higher rate than civilians. The reason that
many accusations never see trial is not because a coverup
exists but rather because they are weak or baseless. As for
protecting the accused, units cut ties with the “rotten apple”
in their midst as quickly as they can.
As for why the bill is good, it is self-evident that legal
professionals should be in charge of determining whether or
not a case will proceed to trial. As an example, during my
preliminary hearing, which is known as an Article 32 hearing,
similar to a grand jury, an impartial lawyer called a
preliminary hearing officer (PHO) found no probable cause and
therefore recommended that my case not proceed to court
martial. The recommendation is not binding, however, and it
was overridden by my chain-of-command, a colonel with no legal
background whatsoever. The PHO was concerned about due process
and fairness; my colonel was concerned about bad PR for the
unit and someday making general.
If Senator
never made
home right
requires a

Gillibrand’s bill had been law, my case would have
it to the preliminary hearing stage, and I would be
now wrapping gifts instead of in prison. Her bill
legal professional in the rank of O-6 (colonel in

the Army, Marines, and Air Force and captain in the Navy),
ranks which require experience and ability to achieve. This
officer will determine whether or not the charges should be
pursued. Here is the key: Under the senator’s bill, this
officer needs to be outside the chain-of-command of the
accused and the accuser. Without the numerous biases with
which untrained commanders have to deal, weak cases and cases
lacking in merit are less likely to proceed to court martial.
I believe Senator Gillibrand’s bill will have the effect of
lowering the number of wrongful convictions in the military,
and it will help shine light on the frivolousness of the cases
in the first place. This will of course lead to consternation
for many who want to see convictions rise in lieu of real
justice, which is what has led us to the problematic position
we are in now. Of course, there are potential problems with
the bill. For example, it remains to be seen whether or not
the aforementioned legal professionals will be appropriately
promoted, but, absent any evidence of this right now, I count
this bill as a positive one and quite possibly a major one.
Sam is a member of the U.S. Army and is currently incarcerated
at the Midwest Joint Regional Correctional Facility at Ft.
Leavenworth, Kansas.

Surprise
survey
finds
compliance among registered
sexual offenders
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Several law-enforcement agencies Dec. 2 conducted unannounced
checks of 40 registered sex offenders in Delaware County,

finding that a high percentage were in compliance with their
residential registration. During the survey, only one was
found not in compliance with Ohio’s rules for registered sex
offenders. Chief Deputy Jon Scowden, of the Delaware County
Sheriff’s Office,
Read more

After
a
registered
sex
offender
moves
near
the
Hampton Township school, the
mother wants to change state
laws
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Flyers distributed by Hampton Township Police Department
informed parents and people living in the Central Elementary
School area that a registered sex offender had moved nearby.
Community notification is required under Pennsylvania’s
Megan’s Law, but the law does not limit where an offender may
live. After learning that this individual lived less
Read more

