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America Dirtiest Secret: How Sex Offenders Became the Scapegoat

PART I

By Hung Nam Tran

In the early 1990's when there was an outbreak of high profile sex cases including
the kidnapping and murdering of young children across the United States, public outcry
against some of these most heinous crimes reached to every local, state and federal
jurisdictions. Responding to these despicable acts against the most vulnerable members
of society, many state legislatures passed numerous laws restricting where sex offenders
may live, work, school, gather or locate. Many local jurisdictions banned sex offenders
living in their communities and required those who had past criminal sex offenses to
register with the police where they live or work, when they move; go to school, buying or
selling a car. Some even required to wear electronic monitoring or bracelet for the rest
of their lives even if they do have any more probation or parole time left. Federal laws
require sex offenders to notify the local police in any particular province they planned to
visit, vacation or stay at places other than their residences. That is not all, about 20
states began civil commitment procedures to re-incarcerate sex offenders as soon as
they about to be released from prison even if they had finished their time.

Washington took the lead in this procedure followed by Kansas and many other
states such as Arizona, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Iowa,
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Nebraska, New Jersey, New Mexico, Oregon, Tennessee,
Texas, Utah, and of course Wisconsin. Many legislatures automatically see these sex
crimes were committed by sex offenders and therefore there must be a moratorium to
stop sex offenders from being released from prisons. Lost in this hysteria was the fact
that most of those vicious attacks on young children for sexual purposes in the
community were not committed by sex offenders whom were released from prisons
rather by individuals which deviant sexual appetite who had never got convicted of any
crimes. All of it was not matter, many of these state legislators intended to pass
restrictions on sex offenders who were on parole or even those had been released from
prison based on their past sex crimes not because the majority of these people will
recommitted sex offenses but because blaming convicted sex offenders for current sex
crimes in the community make much more sense fo the public. Of course, there are
isolated incidents where sex offenders on parole or shortly after released from prison
committed another sex crimes but those incidents are quite exceptional not the norm.

According the U. S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Statistics which had
tracked sex offenders recommitting rate over a period of thirty (30) years in over 15
states found that sex offenders released from prison committed a total of 3.5% of all



new sex crimes within 3 years after their release.! At the same time, new offenders or

those who had not been convicted or arrested for any sex crimes responsible for 6 out of
7 sex crimes occurred in the community each year. Most sex crimes are the result of
relationships gone awry or inappropriate relations between adult and children. It is no
mystery that experts such as researchers and criminologists always known that victim
and offender characteristics are often acquaintance rather than stranger. Abduction of
children is a rare phenomenon but they get the most attention. As the result, more laws
and techniques are being devoted for catching and preventing sex crimes with stranger
than in the home where sex crimes almost always occurred. The most prevalent sex
crimes are committed by friends, family members or acquaintances in which the victims
and offenders known each other for years.

Such facts were not matter and it buried with political extremisms. Many
legislatures and the general public justified in demanding a stop to these brutalities of
young children, yet, they seem to focus in areas where sex crimes rarely occurred and
ignored the essence of danger against children. Thus, sex offenders become to political
hot potatoes in which politicians used to get elected by erroneously proclaiming that they
can make their community safe by keeping sex offenders behind bars.

The problem with this theory is that sex offenders just like most other inmates
have indeterminate sentences. After they served their sentences, prison officials had no
choice but to release them back to the community. Conservatives and "fough on crime”
politicians were outraged at this concept and they determined to put an end to any sex
offenders to be release back to the communities regardless whether those ex-felons had
completely served their times. In 1994, Wisconsin Governor Tommy Thompson issued an
executive order to all department of corrections personnel to use whatever means
necessary to stop sex offenders from going back fo their communities even after they
had reached their mandatory release date. Many prison officials took this opportunity to
deny sex offenders across the board the right to have their risk classification reduced,
arbitrary prevent them from getting any good time credit even if they had a good history
of good behavior compared with others violent prisoners, parole was denied without
proper justification and their mandatory releases were denied without any good cause.
Although such action was arbitrary and capricious, the Wisconsin courts were no avenue
of relief for prisoners. Many sex offenders complained that they should be released
when they had completed their sentences but the courts are filled with partisan
conservatives and refused to uphold the constitutional mandate. Jurisdiction after
jurisdiction, ruled re-incarcerating individuals after they had already completed their
prison terms is constitution under the guise that the law intended to freat these sex
offenders rather punish them even though those recently released ex-offenders were
being put right back to the exact prison they just had been released. On that basis, they
upheld the law passed by the legislature against any constitutional scrutiny. In fact, many

"' U. S. Dept. of Justice, Bureau of Statistics, “Recidivism of Sex Offenders Released from Prison in 1994” (NCJ -198281)



conservative judges even campaign on the slogan of "judicial restraints” as a good trait.
Basically, they believe the making of a good conservative judge is staying out the way of
the legislature and the executive branch. Ironically, the judicial branch created by the
Founding Fathers designed to check other branches of government from encroaching on
the constitution and it is the duty of the judges to strike down any laws that ran counter
to our constitutional heritage for the Constitution is the highest law of the land. So
when conservative judges operate on the platform of judicial restraints, they are
basically saying, "We are not going to interfere with the law regardless of what the
constitution permitted such law of not". Such conservative ideology is the very erosion
of liberty especially when judges declared their duties are to stand by and let these
things happened.

In holding the civil commitment law against sex offenders constitutional, Justice
Jeanine Geske, currently a law professor at Marquette University in Milwaukee,
Wisconsin, a catholic institution, rationalized that re-imprisonment of sex offenders
after they had served their sentences were for the purpose of treatment and the law
was not intended to punish, therefore, is constitutional. Such argument is completely
hogwash. If treatment for sex offenders is the purpose then why the judicial system
didn't imposed a condition of probation and force such individuals into treatment prior fo
incarcerating them. Wisconsin judges certainly have the power fo do so. Yet, judges
sentenced convicted men to prison and only when they had completely finished their
sentences then all of a sudden they needed treatment. What about those who had
already completed treatment while they were in prison? Why are they being forced to
return back to prison as a mean of treatment? And why they are not given the
opportunity to participate in treatment programs while in the communities? The answer
to these questions remained unanswered by the Court or prison officials because there is
no such thing as treatment unless the person is mentally ill. Yet, mental ill individuals are
exonerated of their responsibility by the system and immediately sent to mental
institution after discovering their mental illnesses while those who committed offenses
against society wantonly, willingly and intentionally are not considered mentally ills but
evil and ordered to prisons. Then why of all sudden when after these individuals had
completely served prisons terms the system then force them to take treatment in the
very same prison they had just existed? If they are really mentally ills why not sent
them to prison in the first place. Judges often take a harden stand against criminals and
view those seeking treatment for mental iliness after committing their crimes as gaming
the system so they can avoid prisons. Yet, after these individual completely served their
sentences these very same judges such as Janine Geske stated they need treatment
because they are mentally ills. Oddly, sex offenders only become mentally ills right after
they scheduled for release from prison but not prior or while serving prison terms.
Another word, mental illness commences at the state time line and not occurs during a
mental or psychotic episode within the individual's mind.



Geske's reasoned that prison officials’ decisions are based on experiences and only
they know best. She then ruled that courts are not qualified to second guess the
professional judgment of prison officials. Many prison officials saw this signal as an
approval for them to do whatever they want, thus, sex offenders not only allowed to be
deprived of every constitutional rights granted to them by their forefathers but they
also became the scapegoat for every political pundits and politicians who wanted easy
elections. Given this freedom to assault the constitution due to judicial fiats, many
legislatures started fo pass laws incarcerate individuals who they believed might be
hurting society in the future. This fit in with many conservative politicians mentality of
“tough on crime" stand and they also saw this as an opportunity to advance their own
agendas and self-serving promotions during election time. As the result, civil commitment
not only a mean to place sex offender behind bars but clearing a way for politicians to
demonstrate to their constituents how caring they are for the community. As long as
they getting re-elected beating the drumbeat against sex offenders then why would they
be changing the tune? And who would vote against lying politicians who would proclaim
their votes were actually making community safe if they picked on sex of fenders?

But are communities safer by re-incarcerated sex offenders who had already
served their sentences? If the concern is that these sex offenders once released will be
recommitted another crime then why not re-incarcerated all kidnappers, murderers, child
killers, robbers, thieves, gang members, mafia, drunk drivers, efc.. Wouldn't the
community feel much safer then? After all, conservative judges had already given a
green light o these types of practices then why society not implements these policies?

How did these judges were able to validate such unconstitutional, immoral and
political wrongs? To imply that they ignore the constitution to justified political means is
Jjust plain too simple. What they did was created an entangle web of lies, rationalizations
and double speak twisted on legal jargons design specifically so few individuals would
understand. Like their Republicans machinery counterpart, they marketed such ideal as
protection of public and provide a mean to treat the sexual deviates. They used the term
“sexual predators” to whipped the public into a frenzy, loathsome hatred and astounding
fear, thus, any decisions made by them can be rationalized as reasonable, realistic and
even handed. Most of those committed at Sand Ridge and other institutions throughout
the United States are hardly sexual predators. The term “sexual predator”, according to
the American Psychiatric Association defines an individual seeking a stranger victim for
the purpose of victimization. Overwhelming majority of individuals incarcerating at Sand
Ridge do not fit this definition because most involve sexual conducts committed are
either unconsent (by legal definition) due to age differences or simply sexual conducts
involved within a sexual relationships which had gone awry. A very selective few are
actually seeking out stranger victims. In fact, a large portion of juveniles incarcerated at
Sand Ridge facility were for sexual experiences with one another. Wisconsin law
prohibited any sexual acts with anyone under the age of 18 so when two children have
sexual relationships with one another they then become victims and perpetrators



simultaneously. As the result, they are prosecuted under the law for having sexual
contact with a minor or each other then committed under the same law and serving time
together. Ironically, these types of prosecutions are usually only limited to boys. Even
young boys as young as six are frequently targeted.? Rarely female sex offenders
prosecuted for having sexual contact with these boys. In fact, society even applauded
these behaviors when younger males having sexual relations with older females rather
than looking at those boys are victims of sexual assault. As these young boys grew up and
learned such inappropriate behavior as they acted out with another younger child, they
then become “sexual predators” as get punish by society not once but twice.
Overwhelming majority of sex offenders committed Sand Ridge fell into this categories.
Interestingly, if female victims acting out against young children they are rarely will get
punish while male children are prosecuted relentless by females prosecutors and other
feminists as the sole problem of what went wrong with men.

This social inequality has been promulgated by feminist fanatics as war against
women but the reality of it is, this is a war against men. Women are still seeing
themselves the overwhelming majority as victims of sex crimes. Yet, data collected by
the federal government demonstrated the majority of sex offenses are committed by
females and not males. It is a common knowledge that sex crimes are mostly under
reported and for every reported sex crimes there are three under reported ones. The
problems laid in the refusal of law enforcement officials to prosecute crimes that are
committed by females because this society wants to believe that women are not capable
of committing atrocities as men. Thus, blaming men as the sexual perverts are much
more attenuable then points such fingers at females. Government data has shown the
most dangerous perpetrators in child homicide cases are overwhelmingly females. Yef,
society often thinks male child killers and rapists are the menace so laws such as "Amber
alert” arise for that reason while ignoring dangerous phenomenon and safety of the most
vulnerable. When parental kidnappings involved, society arouses to look for the fathers
as the perpetrators or think it must be some sexual monsters snatching up young victims.
Although these cases are rare, the media such as Nancy Grace or Jane Mitchell
Veldzquez of HLN often whipped their stories as if these crimes are entertainment.
Women who killed children such as an at home mom who shot her thirty year old son and
her sixteen year old daughter while they are doing homework and her husband at war
deemed not as a killer but mentally ill or suffered from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.
Or a woman while filming an episode on Dr. Phil, pour hot sauce on the child's mouth and
put him under scalding water for lying to her deemed under stress. What about these
innocent children? Nothing at all made about them unless it was a man perpetrator then
society got into an uproar and demanding lifetime incarceration. For example, when four
women in Fond du Lac, Wisconsin tied up a man to a bed and glued his penis to his
stomach, the prosecutors only charged only one of these women with misdemeanor and

* See Wisconsin State Journal on May 1, 2011 article



the rest were dismissed. Imagine if four men tied up a woman in bed then glued her
vagina together, would the men get away with it? Of course not! Why is it that women
are more valuable than men?

For many readers, sex offenders deserved what coming to them. Fair enough,
their crimes certainly are despicable but what about those who raped and killed children.
Interestedly, most state laws only targets sex offenders but child killers are not
subjected to civil commitment act. Wisconsin law only requires those who committed sex
crimes to be re-incarcerated after they completed prison sentences and not those who
take a life of a child or any one else for that matter. And for sex offenders once
committed under Wisconsin Sexually Violence Person Act, it is for an indefinite
confinement without parole. Ironically, if an assailant raped a child then killed her, more
likely than not, he would received a much more lenient sentence for the killing with parole
then if he just touch her inappropriately. Neither of these dangerous scenario killers
would be subjected to the Wisconsin Sexually Violence Person Act. It is no wonder
among the criminals underworld, the word is that don't just rape but kill the victim too
for most prosecutors more likely than not charging a person with a crime of murder than
sex assaults. In another word, a much less sentence. Irrational as it sound, judges
respect killers than sex offenders. Even defense attorneys rather advocate for a killer
than a sex offenders.

Another factor which sex offenders brought upon themselves was due to their
passive nature and reluctant to fight back. The overwhelming myth is that sex offenders
are very deviant, aggressive and secretive. However, the opposite is true and it is a well
documented known fact by those working with sex offenders. Sex offenders who are
mentally ill with high psychopathic traits and rapists tend to be more aggressive than
child molesters or juvenile sex offenders. This is more in keeping with their mental illness
and psychotic episode rather than the nature of sex assaults itself. Since the courts and
working professionals often attribute such traits to the sex crimes or individuals, few
studies ever being done focusing on the nature of mental illness. The sexual psychopath
lacks the ability to think rationally. They often have little empathy toward their victims
and incapacity to differentiate between right and wrong because they lack normal
intelligence, moral convictions, and without a conscience. Even the sex offender who have
a conscience but choose the evil deed taking advantage of another person sexually
plagued with another form of mental iliness. These types of sex offenders are extremely
selfish and have little regards to other people feelings even though they aware that their
actions would hurt someone because they often afflicted with Antisocial Personality
Disorders. These are "sociopaths” and not "psychopaths”. The remaining group is the
typical sexual offenders begin realized their mistakes from the past and choose to
repent themselves once exposed. Many feel shamed and degraded by society constant
stigmas, thus, few if any ever wanted to expose themselves by speaking against society's
mistreatment. For this reasons, politicians and tough on crimes mentality freely
perpetuate the notion sex offenders as a whole are highly dangerous recidivists when



data and researches had shown the exactly the opposite. It is the most horrific,
gruesome or sadistic sex cases get the most attention. These sensational cases whipped
up by the media often involved individual "psychopath” or “sociopath”. By grouping all sex
offenders into one frightening group, hysteria and frenzy then take placed while reason
and rationale went out the window. The lack of advocacy even by the group who suffered
the most repression based on their past offenses giving rises to the cry of hatred,
revenge and detestation where the voices of sleazy politicians like Wisconsin state
senator Alberta Darling, professor Janine Geske and Wisconsin Supreme Court Justices
Michael Gableman or Patience Roggensack ruled the day.

For many, there is no justification whatsoever to distinguish a sexual psychopath
or sociopath from a typical sex offender. And lacking them all up for the rest of their
lives is a good thing. It is common knowledge that society is not locking up all sex
offenders indefinitely but only those that the system considers the most dangerous. But
without any standards, guideline or adherence to proper method of selecting which
dangerous offenders to lock up and which ones are to let go, society is actually creating a
dangerous game of Russian roulette by not questioning or demanding the system to
validate such decisions. The result of this indifference is that more nondangerous ex-
felons including juvenile offenders are being locked up at Sand Ridge and other facilities
throughout the nation while dangerous “sexual psychopaths and sociopaths’ are
unwittingly letting go freely into society to strike again.

It does not matter if society cares or not cares about the reasons why sex
offenders are being use as scapegoats but without sorting out which one the dangerous
and which one not is to risk many more innocent victims unnecessary. Dangerous sexual
deviates are already running the street without supervision. And it does not matter
whether they have supervision, treatment or harsh laws. A person who has no conscience
and wish to do evil to others will have no problem to strike again. However, those who
make mistakes from the past do not automatically dangerous to society in the future.
Rather, it is the sexual psychopaths and sociopaths no matter how well intention, they
lack the ability to know right from wrong and posed the most challenge to society. We
cannot freat people who lack conscience, ethic or values. But as society, we must have
the moral courage to free nondangerous sex offenders from further incarceration after
they served their times even if we seek prevention of future crimes. It is imperative
that society as a whole must select a proper method to weed out a dangerous sexual
deviates from a nondangerous sex offender. Otherwise, innocents will be punished while
dangerous sex offenders such as the psychopaths or sociopaths are freely strike again.
Would you risk the life of another child or another innocent victim by refusal to have a
proper standard of screening? But we are doing it now because prejudice has made us
blind.
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5 PERCENT OF SEX OFFENDERS REARRESTED FOR
ANOTHER SEX CRIME WITHIN 3 YEARS OF PRISON RELEASE

WASHINGTON, D.C. - Within 3 years following their 1994 state prison
release, 5.3 percent of sex offenders (men who had committed rape or sexual
assault) were rearrested for another sex crime, the Justice Department's Bureau
of Justice Statistics (BJS) announced today. If all crimes are included, 43 percent
of sex offenders were rearrested for various offenses.

Sex offenders were less likely than non-sex offenders to be rearrested for any
offense — 43 percent of sex offenders versus 68 percent of non-sex offenders.
But sex offenders were about four times more likely than non-sex offenders to be
arrested for another sex crime after their discharge from prison — 5.3 percent of
sex offenders versus 1.3 percent of non-sex offenders.

Sex offenders with the highest rate of rearrest for another sex offense were
those who had a history of prior arrests for various crimes. While 3.3 percent of
sex offenders with one prior arrest were arrested for another sex crime after their
release, that percentage more than doubled (7.4 percent) for those with 16 or
more prior arrests for different types of crimes. Of the released sex offenders who
allegedly committed another sex crime, 40 percent perpetrated the new offense
within a year or less from their prison discharge.

Of the almost 9,700 sex offenders released in 1994, nearly 4,300 were
identified as child molesters. An estimated 3.3 percent of the 4,300 released child
molesters were rearrested for another sex crime against a child within 3 years.
Most of the children they were alleged to have molested after leaving prison were
age 13 or younger.

Other BJS surveys have shown that 70 percent of all men in prison for a sex
crime were men whose victim was a child. In almost half of the child-victim cases,
the child was the prisoner's own son or daughter or other relative.

The average sentence imposed on the 9,700 sex offenders was 8 years and,
on average, 3 1/2 years of those 8 years were actually served prior to release.
The average sentence imposed on the 4,300 child molesters was approximately
7 years and, on average, child molesters were released after serving 3 of the 7
years.

Of the released sex offenders, 3.5 percent were reconvicted for a sex crime
within the 3-year follow-up period, 24 percent were reconvicted for any new
offense and 38.6 percent were returned to prison, either because they received
another prison sentence or because of a parole violation.

Of the 9,700 sex offenders, 67 percent were white males and 32 percent were
black males. The percentage rearrested for another sex crime after their release
was 5.3 percent of white males and 5.6 percent of black males.

http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bj s/pub/press/rsorp94pr.htm 2/13/2006



THoTEH

woy uosipew uo Jeadde |jm
A3y uaym ‘Aepsany jun uonipa uid s,jeuinof
33e)S 3y} uj Ajuo punoy 3q ued 030] SIY} Yim
S31101S suo)3pa Jujsd syl 03 SAISN|IRT

.ﬂﬂwm_m s[ejtdsoy dog, 001 mmwt,_wm__._no.mﬂco:b JO DUO ST 191D

93399 sn a¥1] A9y}

isud | 9 NOISIAI3L 910 SWOOOLNO vV GROWGNOUWN S WINig
S L9 JAdINVL 13 ~ NOINIdO €9 SAAON 189 SS3INISNEG
\\.9 1a Sl40d4S 90 SavhuEo 1 wIon €9 5%008

9 Ge L
[BLLNGT BIRIS WISUDDSIA :
noza
121 "ON - Jeak 1sTLr

GIV a8ed ‘40100 335 3seald

«AZBI10,, SUONEF[E AU} PA[[Ed ‘UOSIPEIN
Jo S1aquasty usyds)s ‘TeAmey s,A0q 9],
"Wy} sspy 03 paLay pue
s891 oY) UO JBSWIY paqqni pue Sayjop
ST 1o o0} ‘s193)1s Aqeq afeuas) om) Jo
sjsea1q ay} paqqeid Appajesder ay Iawx
-ums JSe[ Jey} Sage[[e 1onpuod A[18pIosIp
Jo Aoq a1} Sursnooe uonnad puooss v
"JU3UI}EaI} I3}0 10

SUIAsUNOd SB YINS S3[AIS SAI908I ATTure]
SI PUe 31 J9pIO UBd LN atf} ‘}oe Juanburg
-9p B paplIuIuIod £oq at} spuy agpnl e J1
‘1o1aeYyaq a)eridorddeur
93UBYD 0] S0TAIAS PILl OYM O I8pUM USIP
- AJjuapr 0} sanjLIoyINe lo sjuared 4q
pasn Afreord4} axe suonnad yong *Aoq ayy
10] S891AI9S 10 uorjoajoid Funjess uoned
B UI suonjedaqe sy} papnul siojndasold
‘peaysu] "SoIUeAn 103 JUTeTALIOD [BUTUILID
B Jo juareamba ay} ‘uonned Lousnburep

a[uaAn( e U7 10 SUILID B 3Im pagreyo aq 0}
gunoA oo} st £oq ayj ‘me[ 9jE}S Iapu[)
‘uon}
-BUTULIA)AP JEY} SayeL oym pue — age Jeyy
USIP[IYO 10] TeuLIou st Aes s31adxe auros 101
-ABU3q SAA[OAUT JT UaLM Apremonred — [eu
- TUITID PIapPISU0D aq e JOB §,PYD B Uaym
uorjsenb ojul S[[EO ‘UISUOISIAN UT punoid
1eda1 mau Fummord st yormym ‘ased ayJ,
‘1oquuaydes ut (118 plo-1894-< B M 10}
-00p,, Butfeid A[paga[re 10] PIIYD E JO ymes

-SE [BNxas 33133p-1s1y Jo £oq p[o-1eak-g
POSTIO0R AARY SINJIIOYINE AJUNoY) JURIH

LE19-252-809

Wo2'uosIpRW@Ua||INdS

N3ITIND AGNVS Ag

*JOB [BUIWILID B JO A)ISOLIND
Pooyp[Iyo Sem J0IABYa(q SA0( B
I9U19YM 9pIodp [[m 33pn( 'y

/J[NESSE [ENXds JIWO0) P[0-IBIA-9 URY) :SHSE ISe))

G1v a8ed ‘s3INVL 915 3se3|d

*dnoid a3 Aq Junoooe
Ojur usye} 8q UED I3)E1 10 6007
ur serueduios Iaquiaul Aq paiaf
-Jus $asso] A[uo ‘Apuaimp
*dnoigd a11jua 3y} 10J SAXE]
a9npa1 0} $8SSO[ 3SOL} JO JuUI
-18d ¢ 0} dn unep 0} — 6007
910J8q S9SSO[ PpolaymMS S9IU
-edwoo [enplatpur sy jo Aue
11 — dnoid pauiquioo B MO[E
Pmom sagueyd 8sot} jo suQ
*saguey]o aLos YIm
«9[QEBAL, 3Q PO J1 JEY] )E]S
9} SSOIOB SIOPEJ[ SSAUISNq
wolj Suresy Is)e Mme[ 9y}
Aypour 03 A1) 0} PapIoap peays
-ur 9y [ewIno[ 93e}S auj pioj
I[BA\ ‘JUOu ISEBT "Sajel)

B e

*12adsal

CrrnieeTa g

-1119 ptre Fursnoy woxy ‘sansst spysu

WO UOSIPEW $0) 09 10113 ‘Aajjeuis uyor —
*11042 |2dso8 sejndod “U011985 4
S.UOIZ “J Y)im S3U3Js 3] pulyad 03pjA 3y Uy awoy e sey uoiydas [epads
sBajAzel) ayl pue ‘uoildas g Ayl
VH.LX3 3IM 0} =r_tmw "_,w:m WoJ) parow m_“___
e W ssauisng ABPUNS *([BJ07) LO[IAS )
1v-38ed ‘NOIZ 935 95BA|d S 10 Ay 9t Uf P 80

ued sapemiqo ‘Ajuo Aepo) 104
*punoJe panow uaaq

[IA1 pue 301sT [B100S JO JU01Ja10)
1]} J& US3Q 2ABL] SISQUISUI PUE 510}
-sed s31 “Ayumurnods 1981e] oy
103 3sodapm3 [exout e pue A1funy
Arenyuads ay3 0] uooeaq B UIAq
SEY] OIMUYD 87 ‘SIBaA a1} I8AQ
*SjuaAa feroads Jo
SILI9S B [[}1M [JUOLL STij} ATBSISAIUUE
3001 s31 SUTIBIQI[BO ST3PIS INOS
5,310 33 U0 YoM oe[q A[TEdLI0)
-SIY 3y, *3010[81 0] UOSEa1 pappE UE
aaprr tarkie Ammieram narids mam

3ABY SUO13I8S JB|NSaJ N0 JO 3Wos
sueaw jey) ‘aJed sBajAzel) jenuue
LJOE Y} Uo Uo11Ias [epads aded
-Jy81a ue SaPN|OUL [BUINOS B)JRIS
UISUOTEIM S,Aepo) iStepead Ino ol

Aspo) seBusyo uopoes

1D IBVYd 'S9010A
Iey} yo9j01d ureyy Surdjey
e pawe sse[o anbrun e




«~Arureg (s,£oq) au3
Aq Ayrumyioddo Jeyy USALS J0U B19M I, “TELLINO| AJE}S AU
PIO} Tau3ey S8 2y} Akeeand Sumuaddey sem 1BUm 0O
am@y pue [e} 0} PUE SSIIUIES 3Y} Uaam3aq MO ST} JI0M
0} eog mo pue adoy mo sem } ‘Guruurgaq o) WO,
-Arurey s,£0q a3 Aq @suodsal a3 YIm payst
-JESUN 310/ JNq SAYLIOYINE B FUIAJOAUT INOYILM S3ndSTp
a1y 31339s 03 JyBnos Afrenur Aoty pres sjuared 5,13 Ay,
-ueIp
-0 [3M JOBJU0D pastatadnsun Aure aABY 0} PIMOIE aq Jou
ay paysagdns pue 1ojepaid fenxes [eruajod e se pejen[eas aq
foq a1y yeyy 10ds01d SU} PASTEI USAD SORLOWNE PIes A5y
‘aj0mm o1} ‘uopoe ymoo Sumsmd uo pajsisut Yioq 194
*S90IATSS [E100S JO Juaunredsq AJunoD JuerD Y} pue a0y
-JO §,A31LI0}}E JOLIISIP aY} 0} — SSLITIOB] SO} JE JNPU0d
syendoxddeuy uy pagesus 1aadu SBY 3Y JEU} s1apraoxd a1ed
Aep pue [0042s §,£0q Y} WOLJ UOREULTFUOD USFILIM LM
Suo[e — UOIJRULIOJUL JEL} PIPIEMIO] Aaq) pres Aay,

/SPau 3Y SID[AISS O} [[E PAAISO3I SEY P[O-1BIA -

-Q INo amS e 0) A1esS30aU sdas [[€,, USYE] BARY fapy
pres sjuared s,40q 8y} ‘TewIno| €3S Y} O3 19N B U]

SUOJIN|OS GIVILIGYE POLI} SB|jjWE]

*juaurdo]aAsp JO [aAd] STY

UBl} PAOUBAPE SI0UI IOABYSQ PIZI[ENXSS J03[Jal SUOLIIE
pagorre s,£0q a1y} ‘pres YS[eM ‘ased Ajumo) Jue1d ayj ul

: "HNOoD Ul 193] el

ayy onsid pnoMm Y ‘UMO S3] UO PaUTEIqo A[Ture] e JeyM

puoAaq juatjeal} Spasll Py a} seAdlEq oY Ji ‘s95B0

aUI0s U] *Pres 9y ‘M09 YOEa1 I3A3U SIS}EUL 31} PUE PAAJOA
- U7 SOT[TUIe] A1) Y3 [eap adrjod ‘19A9moy ‘53se0 JSow U

*19)SIS P[O-Teak

-¢ sny pade1 A[pajeadal oym £0q plo-Iedk-§ UE SEA J[NESSE

Enxes 10§ jsurefe uonnad e JEno1q YSe, PI 1seSunoA

Ay, ,;SIOIABYSQ SUIZIUINOIA SUWIBIXD,, UL agedua ued uaIp

-TIyo SunoA A1eA U3A3 PTeS ‘Sa5Ed amuaAn( Jo afreyo uy Aou
-10138 Pmstp Andep AjunoD sueq ‘YsEM TN Ind

*pres ays ‘asuodsal

ajeudoidde ue aq pnom PassaIppe 3q 0} pasl 1y} sans

-$1 I91[}0 OU 3IE 9I91j} 21NS FUN{EW pUE Wiy 0} Sumnyre; isnl
‘surajqoxd [eI01ABYAq 18110 JO AIO)STY OU SEY PIND € J1

1 Furop plo-Ieak-9 e Ims s ‘ajexjeuad o)

1duIaNE UE SBM AI91]) JT USAT,, "PIES ISUTISE , UOUILIOD §1
ueIpyo Suoure Aeyd pue Asopmo ‘uonelofdxe [enxos,,

*PITU Jayjous Furiry 10§

Jmesse [eorskyd yiim pro-1eak-9 e Burdreyo 0} 3f pajenbs

I

oanv N-ovChFP (AN G T 44N

=

_

pue  ensnun Ao, 98Ieyd a3y} Pa[[Ed ‘suopjedaqe o3
paqUISap [ewmof 2)e}s dyy 1eie Surpuodsal 1oUTIdY
*}[ESSE [ETIXSS SE SUONOE §,P[0-1eak-Q B SZLISJOBIELD O}
aonyoead [eorpaw pajdadoe ,apIsino £ay91duio,, st 1 pres
Sep) ‘O[11EAS UT SSAI}S ONBUINELY, PUE JMESSY Bnxes
10] 19U MAIAIOQIEH JO 10}03ITp ‘ISUTIag Ao 1q

SunoA uj [suwiou uojieiojdxe [Bnxes

*s19)31s AQEQ 93 JO SJUN0D

-J® 9y SE [[oM SE ‘parmooo uonenauad Ji 99s Af[EnioE

PINOD ISLIou §,[118 3y} Iajagm pauorysanb os[e oY (13

31} YIM JUSPIOUT A1} 910J8q WId]qo1d [EDFPAUI B I0J $aINp
-g001d I91]}0 PUE SEUISUS [BI2A3S PEY £0q 3y} Pres oH

pmsqe st A[[ee1 31 pue do} a1} 1940 5,31, ‘Burdes ,/punoid

oY} 30 ua}0f Ay PNOYS 19A5U Jeyy} FUTY} ST papord
-xa jsnl,, Jomy umo}-fews afpn| ayy pioj S1aquesty

-pandaz
19qaMaUTaT] ,MI0M PINOYS J1 MOY §,JBY} SIMS 05 JOU UL,

*ureidurod aiy}

w1 papn{oul AYs UBY} SUONOE §,A0q U3} JNOQE UONEULIO]

-UT 210U SBY 3US PIES OS[E 3YS '10Jn03s01d & Se UOAIosIp
191 SUISN UOBUIULISYSP e} SPEUI 3YS Pres IRy

"}OB [BUTLLID

£ SurnuIwod Jo sjqeded sem plo-Ieak-g A} Jey} paumu
-19)9p 3Q PO }1 MOY PauoKsanb os[e 18qamauta Ing

*9SUaJap SIY Ul 1SISSE PUE SUOT}

-eJ5[Te a1} puE}sIopuN Urd £0q AU} J SUILLIS]AP 0} UOHE

-neAd Aouajadurod B palapiIo pue suonnad 8y} yim paad
-o1d 0 asneo 9[qeqold punoj 19qamauraT Noom ISe]

.+ s1deou00 om] 99}
ajeroardde pmod plo-1eak-9 SIMJBUILIL JSOUI Y} UIAY,,
‘Sutppe ‘9j01m 9y ‘aFe UIEHIS0 B 15PUN SEM 3US UMOLDY
pue (18 ayj pejexjausd sAey 0} A[UO papaau 40q YL

*SUOIJBAIISqO S, 19O
a1y} st uoneSa[[e JNESSE [enXes 3y} Jo Jred JueAd[RI AU} gur
-Aes ‘suonniad a1} SSTUISIP 0} PasTJal 18QaMaUa] agpn(

*pres 118 atp) ‘Ajejerrdoxddeut 1oy

YOO} 0 PIp &Y Inq ‘WISY} Y3Lm SeM OSTE ‘A0q P[O-TEdA-S B

“DITYO PITL} V *31E3S SIUSLMOOP HN09 4poq 18y JO 3PISnO

atf} uo 38y Payono} Afuo £0q 3y} SSHLIOYNE PlO} PUE 10}
-00p 110q,, Suierd a1am Koty Jeyjour 131 pio} 113 YL,

+Apoq s,uos1ad e Jo 1red Aue Jo ‘JyBys JeAsmoy ‘uors
-TLIjuy,, S8 ‘4red Uy ‘9SIN0JIAJUL [BNXSS SIUYIP MB] 3jE1S

) .71 J0 98e aY[} 19U PIYD B U[}LM 3SIN0DIA}

-UT [ENIX3S 9ABY PIP,, £0q a1y} seayre uonnad auL 108y STy

s 1oy Sunenouad ‘e yjesIapum Supys 40q Yy pue

WwooruoSIpeUry-196 227 .—. I .—Qm

,SOPIUE 191 PUnOIe sjuedispun pue UD{S 19Y WIM,, pIeA
5,£0q a1} Ul 19JySNEP I8y PUNO} JSYIOLI § 13 813 ‘71 "AON
Pa[y SOIAIAS 10 U0Kd8301d 10] uoniad ay} o) SuIp100dY
“PaAJOAUL SOTJTUIE]
10 UAIP[IYP oy} SurAInuap sjqryoxd me] 9elS *9seD Ay Ul
sfurpasoo1d pure SPI00Sl 1IN0 ATUSAT 0} SS3008 10} }senb
-a1 [eumo| 9)E}S B pajue1d a3pn{ S} ‘YIUOUI ST} ISTIEY

peueddey 38y Jono eynds|q

*pres S1aquiasty ‘PajeALjoul ATeNXas Uaaq SABY 0}

SUOT}OB Paga]Te ST 10] SSOUAIEME [ETIXAS 91} SB[ 3 pumnoy
oym systijeryoAsd omy Aq pejen(esd Usaq SeY Aoq ayy,

"PI0-Ieak-/ 10 - 9 [e01dA} € JO [9A9] AjLmjewl

a1y} MO[aq ST A[oNI] ‘JUSUI}ESI} SUIALDI ST 3Y YOIYM 10 13p
- 10s1p E3uRIdO[3ASP B SBY oYM ‘A0q S} pres fraquasty

4110 ST} (0q 3U3) U] 31} JO 3PIS JEY N0 SMIY 0} BUI0F

aM 9IB MOL],, "I0Jnoasoid i payse 3y ¢ 3191 aq am pnom
‘7 seM 3 J] *}08 [BUMLLIO B 3A01d 0} 3ABY 0} SUI03 91,1OK,,

“wagqo1d [eBa] Aoy} € sjuasaid ased

ay Surreay ay} Surmp pres ‘osed ayj Bupuey st oym ‘1eq
-amaura] prempd a3pn{ pmoD Mot AJunoD PUBTYIR]

. "SO[IIAJIERUIPYU0d

Suro ‘1IN0 JO SPISINIO SSED 31} UO JUSUILIOD 0} PAUTIZP
Z}BBN P21 10}0311( S901AISS [B100S AJUNOD PUE JoNIURY

;Speau ay djay a1y} 5308 o] ams Supfew Jnoge st (4oq

atp) Surystund Jnoqe 3,us,, 358 A Pres IIUR] BST] £au10}
-1V 1910s1q AJUN0D JUEIS) “eam SB[ ULIeay] 1mod e 1y

*/ mou s £0q a1, *}[MESSE [ENX3S JO

pesnooe Suraq p[o-18a4-Q € JO PIEAY| I9ASU SEY Y Pres pue

v 98ed Wwoij panuiuod

Jo3o00Q

; ‘pres ay ,/pauLIo]
-wstur £idurts 1o sjoej oy} Burioudy 18U}
1A ATP ADTTRISISSE IO DIIU UT AT} 1B OUyMm

-UT-MO] 10J SOUB)SISSE XE} FUI}INO S[IyM
soum} ySno} Furmp sanmqisuodsar [ew

-gidoad aw0d 0} USpIMq 3y SUTIYS JoU PUB AIBYS e}
oy} Butked a1am suorjerodiod ajejspmul
1sa81e] 213 By} 210 apewr pue sjoydoof Sut

T mvrrs manaTa {TOTTIT A TTNTETAL ITRT ..

sa1jL101d Adijod pue
128png vo 13uad :3DUN0S

AN S

|ewinor aJels

N



