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             s we move into the new year,
             we settle back into our old
routines after gathering to celebrate
the holidays and give thanks for
life’s blessings. Unfortunately, the
holidays can be a painful time for
families who have lost loved ones to
violent crime. I know this all too
well. My 12-year-old daughter Polly
was kidnapped at knifepoint from
her bedroom and subsequently
murdered a little over nine years
ago.

The pain of losing Polly is
unspeakable. But because I refuse to
let her death be in vain, I’m taking
active steps to safeguard children
and prevent kids from getting
involved in crime and violence in
the first place.

In addition to forming the Klaas
Kids Foundation in 1994 to stop
crimes against children and Beyond
Missing, Inc. in 2000 to recover
missing children, I’ve also joined
Fight Crime: Invest in Kids California,
an nonprofit organization led by
over 275 California sheriffs, police
chiefs, district attorneys, and crime
survivors who support programs
that give kids the right start in life so
they are less likely to turn to crime
and violence.

Research proves that quality
after-school and child care programs
reduce crime. A study of Chicago’s
Child-Parent Centers, which served
100,000 three- and four-year-olds
since 1967, shows that kids who did

not participate in the program were
70% more likely to be arrested for a
violent crime by age 18. These centers
returned almost $3 for every dollar
invested in savings to the government.

After-school programs reduce
crime in the short term by getting kids
off the street during the times they are
most likely to commit a crime or be the
victim of a crime. In the long term,
after-school programs reduce crime by
helping kids succeed in school, stay on
track, and learn the skills and values
necessary to become a productive
adult. These programs save money
over time through reduced crime,
reduced remedial education and
reduced welfare dependency.

I hope that the California
legislature will consider these facts as
it debates its new budget proposal.
Government’s number one
responsibility is to maintain public
safety. As research evidence shows,
maintaining public safety means not
just arresting and imprisoning
lawbreakers, but also investing in
(coprograms that fight crime from the
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front end. Cutting crime prevention
programs to balance the budget is a
dangerous route.

Recent history shows that in bad
budget times, crime prevention
programs are often the first targets
for cuts. Just last year, Governor
Davis proposed eliminating the
Juvenile Justice Crime Prevention
Act, which provides grants to
counties for violence prevention
programs, and the Latchkey
program, which provides after-school
and summer programs targeted to
kids from low-income working
families. He also made child care
reform proposals to reduce eligibility
rates and compromise the quality of
care by reducing reimbursement
rates. The legislature rejected all these
cuts last year, but it’s likely these
programs will be targeted again.

Predictions are that the state will
face budget deficits for several years
down the road. Under these
circumstances, the question is not
whether we can afford to fund after-
school and child care programs. The
question is whether we can afford not
to fund them.

My beautiful daughter Polly was
absent from this holiday season’s
festivities. But in her honor, and in
the hopes of preventing other
families from losing a loved one to
violence, I am dedicated to working
for investments in programs that
fight crime from the front end, keep
our communities safe and improve
the futures of our young people. I
urge Governor Davis and the
Legislature to do the same.

A MESSAGE

FROM MARC

■

lawsuit has been filed in U.S.
 District Court charging that

cable television channel VH-1 and
parent company Viacom, Inc., aired a
program that glorifies criminals and
provides a platform for convicted
killer, Jason Henthorne, to harass and
intimidate the family of his victim,
causing severe trauma to the family.

Jason Henthorne is doing 15
years to life in the Mt. Olive
Correctional Facility in Mt. Olive,
West Virginia, for the 1995 murder of
his onetime friend, Michael Hart.
After he killed Michael Hart, but
before police had sufficient evidence
to arrest him, Henthorne harassed
Hart’s family by constantly making
anonymous phone calls, sending
letters, threatening them with a gun
from his car, and shooting into their
home.

In Fall 2002, his country music
band, Dakota, performed a song in
prison about his crime, his victim,
and the need for the family to forgive
him, on the nationally broadcast
program “Music Behind Bars,” on
VH-1. The family believes the song
facilitated Henthorne’s continued
harassment and was a message from
Henthorne to the family to not block
his future parole attempts.

Michael Hart’s sister, Misty Hart,
and mother, Linda Garrett, are the
plaintiffs in this case. Shocked when
they heard about VH-1’s intent to
broadcast a program featuring Hart’s
killer, they tried to prevent the show
from being aired. With the support of
West Virginia Governor Bob Wise,
and friends, many requests to stop
the broadcast were sent to VH-1. The

cable company did not respond to
their pleas until after the program
had aired, a week before it was
originally scheduled to be shown.

“VH-1 had warning that its
actions were facilitating the
harassment of the victim’s family,
causing them severe emotional
trauma,” said attorney Cy Weiner.
“Here is the murderer of their loved
one, being turned into a star. VH-1
might just as well have delivered
Henthorne to the family’s front door
to deliver his threats in person. This
is a shocking case of willful corporate
irresponsibility.”

Henthorne has said that his
compensation for performing would
go to a fund for Michael Hart’s
daughter. West Virginia’s
Distribution of Crime Profit Law
(these laws are often referred to as
“Son of Sam” laws) states that
criminals may not profit monetarily
from their crimes and must hand
over such funds to the prosecutor. No
funds have been forthcoming from
Henthorne.

The plaintiffs seek punitive
damage and a court order that the
Mt. Olive program may not be shown
again and that all content on the Mt.
Olive facility must also be removed
from the VH-1 website, which is
considered to be continuous
worldwide publication. The attorneys
will also request permission to file an
Amicus Brief (friend of the court
brief) with the help of KlassKids
Foundation and other victims’ rights
groups and advocates to show the
broad-based support against the
glorification of murderers. ■

A
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LOOKING AT MISSING CHILD STATISTICS

          ach year, National Incidence
         Studies of Missing, Abducted,
Runaway, and Thrown away
Children (NISMART-2) are per-
formed to help government and law
enforcement better understand the
phenomenon of missing children. In
some cases, the chilfren have run
away or were only missing briefly.
Other cases are more serious.
Following are some of the statistics
from the most recent study in 1999.

National Estimates of Missing
Children
• The total number of children who
were missing from their caretakers in
1999 (i.e., their caretakers did not
know their whereabouts and were
alarmed for at least an hour while
trying to locate them) is estimated to
be 1,315,600.
• Nearly all of the caretaker missing
children (1,312,800 or 99.8 percent)
were returned home alive or located
by the time the study data were
collected. Only a fraction of a percent
(0.2 percent or 2,500) of all caretaker
missing children had not returned
home or been located, and the vast
majority of these were runaways
from institutions who had been
identified in the survey of juvenile
residential facilities.
• The number of missing children
who were reported missing in 1999
(i.e., reported to the police or missing
children’s agencies in order to locate
them) was estimated to be 797,500,
which is equivalent to a rate of 11.4
children per 1,000 in the U.S.
population.
• Most of the caretaker missing
children became missing because
they ran away (48 percent) or because
of benign misunderstandings or
miscommunications about where

they should be (28 percent).
• Children who were missing
because they became lost or injured
accounted for 15 percent of all
caretaker missing children.
• Less than one-tenth (9 percent) of
caretaker missing children were
abducted by family members, and
only 3 percent were abducted by
nonfamily perpetrators.

Non-Family Abducted Children
• In 1999, there were an estimated
115 stereotypical kidnappings,
defined as abductions perpetrated by
a stranger or slight acquaintance and
involving a child who was
transported 50 or more miles,
detained overnight, held for ransom
or with intent to keep the child
permanently, or killed.
• In 40 percent of stereotypical
kidnappings, the child was killed,
and in another 4 percent, the child
was not recovered.
• An estimated 58,200 children were
victims of non-family abduction,
defined more broadly to include all
non-family perpetrators (friends and
acquaintances as well as strangers)
and crimes involving lesser amounts
of forced movement or detention, in
addition to the more serious crimes
entailed in stereotypical kidnappings.
• 57 percent of children abducted by
a non-family perpetrator were
missing from caretakers for at least
one hour, and 21 percent of the
abducted children were reported to
the police for help in locating the
children.
• Teenagers were, by far, the most
frequent victims of both stereo-
typical kidnappings and non-family
abductions.
• Nearly half of all child victims of
stereotypical kidnappings and non-

family abductions were sexually
assaulted by the perpetrator.

Children Abducted by Family
Members
• An estimated 203,900 children were
victims of a family abduction in 1999.
Among these, 117,200 were missing
from their caretakers, and, of these,
an estimated 56,500 were reported to
authorities for assistance in locating
the children.

• 43 percent of the family abducted
children were not considered missing
by their caretakers because the
caretakers knew the children’s
whereabouts or were not alarmed by
the circumstances.
• 44 percent of family abducted
children were younger than age 6.
• 53 percent of family abducted
children were abducted by their
biological father, and 25 percent were
abducted by their biological mother.
• 46 percent of family abducted
children were gone less than a week,
and 21 percent were gone for one
month or longer. Six percent had not
yet returned at the time of the survey
interview.

An estimated 203,900

children were victims of

a family abduction in

1999. Of these, an

estimated 56,500 were

reported to authorities

for assistance in locating

the children.
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REEXAMINING SEX OFFENDER NOTIFICATION
By Marc Klaas

s sex offender registration becomes federal law,
the debate continues on the fairness of commun-

ity notification of sex offenders: requiring sex offender
registration upon release and allowing the public access
to that information. Pedophile apologists have had much
to say about branding of parolees and ex-cons with a
“scarlet letter,” claiming that it carries punishment for
their crime beyond the prison sentence. But are there

circumstances where
such notification
continues to be
justified? And, should
registration apply
retroactively to crimes
committed before the
law was passed?
       It is a deeply
unfortunate fact that
whenever a sexual
deviant is anony-
mously released into
the community, the
probability is virtually
guaranteed that the

offender will revert to deviant behavior. As an example,
let’s examine one of the most obvious scenarios.

A Case Study: Pedophile Priests
For longer than most of us care to consider, the Catholic
Church has been secretly struggling with an epidemic of
pedophile priests. Whenever parishioner complaints
overwhelmed the facade of holiness, offending priests
have been dispatched to behavior modification facilities
under the pretense that therapy would override deviant
sexuality.

Ultimately, priests were relocated into new, unsuspec-
ting parishes where sexual perversion inevitably over-
whelmed treatment, morality, and legality. This pattern
has been repeated ad nauseam until the scandal erupted
just over the past few years, when thousands of victims
charged serial sexual perversion against hundreds of
priests.

The primary lesson of the priest scandal illustrates a
much larger social problem: Although state hospitals and
other facilities throughout America have spent decades

seeking a cure for sexual perversion, no combination of
chemical or psychological therapy has effectively stifled
primary sexual urges over the long term. In other words,
there is not one documented case of a pedophile ever
having been cured.

This is why all 50 states and the federal government
have adopted “Megan’s Law” requiring convicted sex
offender registration and notification. Community not-
ification is based on the presumption that it will provide
citizens with information they can use to protect children
from victimization, deter sex offenders from committing
new offenses, assist law enforcement investigations, and
establish legal grounds to hold known offenders.

Despite protests from convicted offenders and their
apologists that community notification violates sex
offenders’ constitutional rights, our government has
determined that the safety of children is a higher priority
than the privacy of registered sex offenders. Courts now
routinely dismiss challenges based on registered sex
offender privacy rights, holding that a right of privacy
does not protect an offender’s sex crime conviction
record. In the majority of cases, the offender’s record is
public information to begin with, having been
adjudicated in public court and reported in the media.

Retroactive Sex Offender Registration
Because pedophiles and other preferential sex offenders
cannot be cured, many community notification provisions
apply to offenders who committed their crimes prior to
enactment of the law. Constitutional challenges claim that
this brands the offender by further punishing him for a
debt already paid to society. Although courts have not yet
definitively ruled on this issue, disallowing retroactive
application would render community notification
ineffective. Instead of 90,000 offenders subject to notifi-
cation, California, for example, would only be able to
apply the law to about 9,000 offenders. Is the child
molester who rapes a child the day before enactment of
the statute any less dangerous than the one who raped the
day after?

Others suggest that notification will drive registered
sex offenders underground, but this belies the real
problem. Prior to Megan’s Law, sex offenders were
underground, anonymous and engaging in predatory
behavior. Just as harsh and punitive penalties for failing
to comply with the terms of sex offender registration

It is a deeply unfortu-

nate fact that whenever

a sexual deviant is
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the probability is
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encourage full compliance, so too does transparency
act as an external control, promoting law-abiding
behavior.

Critics also erroneously argue that community
notification encourages vigilante behavior. One study,
of many, by the Washington State Institute for Public
Policy found that the public had harassed only 3.5%
of sex offenders subject to notification laws. Further-
more, the majority of those provocations were in the
form of verbal threats or warnings. While it is true
that one offender’s house was torched, this example
has been cited so often that it has achieved the status
of urban legend.

Notification Creates a False Sense of Security
However, startling statistics do support the argument
that community notification creates a false sense of
security. A 1991 survey showed that about 45% of
state prisoners committed their crime while out on
probation or parole. Another study surveyed 561 sex
offenders and found that pedophiles committed an
average of 281.7 acts with an average of 150.2
underage partners. That equals 84,262 separate
victims. Any parent who believes that their children
are safe because a Megan’s Law registrant is not
listed in their neighborhood is gravely mistaken.

Community notification addresses three common
concerns Americans have regarding the criminal
justice system: that it serves the wrong people; that
politicians are unaware or not concerned with the
safety of citizens; and that people feel powerless to do
anything about it. Community notification uses
criminal justice information to inform the public
about possible dangers—it is a legislative response to
public pressure that provides parents with a means of
protecting their children from known predators.

Do young families deserve to know if a sexual
predator lives next door? If one answers that question
truthfully, all other arguments are rendered incon-
sequential. As long as it’s used to protect children
from victimization, community notification provides
a valuable public service.  However, the law con-
tinues to be challenged. If we abuse community
notification, we may lose it.

By Randall Palmer

The Canadian government announced plans in mid-
December for a national sex offender registry but drew
immediate criticism for excluding past and current
offenders and for denying public access to the list.

The Canadian idea is to give police a tool to solve
unsolved sex crimes by knowing where released convicts
are. But it will be a far cry from the registries in all 50 U.S.
states which provide for some form of public access.

“This new legislation will provide police with a new
investigative tool to help them quickly locate known sex
offenders living near to the location of a sex crime,”
Solicitor General Wayne Easter said in a statement.

He said he had decided not to make the list
retroactive—which would have included current and past
offenders—lest it should be ruled unconstitutional. Strict
penalties would be applied to any unlawful access to the
database.

“What good is a national sex offender registry if it
doesn’t even list Karla Homolka?” demanded the
opposition Canadian Alliance’s Kevin Sorenson in
Parliament, referring to a Canadian woman jailed in 1993
for her role in the abduction and brutal sexual assaults of
two young sisters. She is due to be released in 2005.
Sorenson said public access was important because 40
percent of those convicted of sexual crimes reoffend.

U.S. states in the 1990s enacted Megan’s Law, named
for seven-year-old Megan Kanka, a New Jersey girl who
was abducted, raped and murdered by a convicted sex
offender living across the street unbeknownst to her
parents. Some of the U.S. registries put pictures and
addresses of the offenders on the Internet to try to protect
communities from sex offenders. Civil liberties groups
have challenged the U.S. laws as being too intrusive and
subjecting offenders to shame and stigma.

Under the Canadian system, to be debated by
Parliament in 2003, sex offenders would have to register
with the police within 15 days of leaving prison and re-
register every year. They would also have to notify police
if they leave home for more than 15 days and if they get
new tattoos or other identifying marks.

© 2002 Reuters: Reprinted by permission.

■

NEW CANADA SEX OFFENDER

REGISTRY COMES UNDER FIRE

■
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T           he KlaasKids Foundation
          relies entirely on the gifts of its
thousands of wonderful supporters.
It would be impossible to list each
one of you due to lack of space; in this
donor roster, we recognize those who
have made a special effort, giving a
gift of $50 or more. However, gifts of
any size are always welcome. Many
thanks for your wonderful generosity
on behalf of America’s children.

Corporate Donors
Antrim Way Honda
Autodesk
AXP Cash Management Fund
Bill Heard Chevrolet
Billion Automotive
Bob Hook Chevrolet
Hesed Foundation
Chevrolet Cadillac of Goldsboro
Children’s Hospital of New Mexico
City of Commerce & The Commerce
    Police Department
City of Lacon
Colorado Association of Sex Crimes
     Investigators Crimes Against
     Persons
Colorado Organization for Victim
    Assistance
Comcast Cable Advertising
Court TV
Cutler Ridge Mall
Cypress Elm School
Dahl & Diluca Restaurant
Dave Mungenast Automotive Family
Doubletree Golf Resort
East Coast Chevrolet
Focused Promotions & Staff
Fraternal Order of Police,
     Lodge No. 87
Gabriel’s Gift Charitable Foundation
Garden State Mortgage
Gearhart Chevrolet
GMAC
Healey Brothers

Healey Lincoln Mercury
HH Gregg
Holiday Inn Express
Illinois PTA
Infinity Broadcasting
Institute of Police Technology &
    Management
Jackson Area Federal Credit Union
Joy Entertainment, Inc./Filling
    Station Pub & Grill
La Cumbre Plaza Management Office
Lancaster County First Steps
Lockhart Phillips USA
Mason City
McClellan Buick Pontiac GMC
Momentum Motorcars, Ltd.
Open Society Institute
Our Lady of Mount Carmel School
Paramus Chevrolet
Pennbrook Insurance Services, Inc.
Protect our Kids Foundation
Reams Food Stores
S&A Enterprise
Saturn of Daytona
Spring Hill Mall–General Growth
    Ltd. Partnership
St. Pius PTG
State Farm Insurance Companies
Tea Dental Clinic
The Maisel Foundation
The Mungenast Foundation
The Shops at Willow Bend
Town & County Realty
Toyota Motor Sales, Inc.
United Association Local Union 228
Valley Chevrolet
Vision Media & Staff
Walser Automotive
Wes Hinkle’s Poway
Westdale Mall
Wisconsin Association of Homicide
    Investigators

Individual Donors
Ms. Jacqueline Abella
Mr. Albert Alexander
Mr. & Mrs. Shelley Allen
Mr. & Mrs. James Arieta
Mr. Perry Austin
Mr. Nicholas Avigliano
Ms. Rosa Baker
Ms. Lucia Barrow
Ms. Ann Becker
Ms. Judith Bedard
Ms. Mary Benne
Mr. Eric Benson
The  Bogart Family
Mr. William Bose
Ms. Susan Brooks
Ms. Ruth Brosius
Mr. Ron Burgess
Ms. Bette Burkett
Ms. Sheri Burpee
Mr. Spencer Busby
Mr. & Mrs. Jack Callahan
Mr. Greg Chatfield
Ms. Eva Cheer
Mr. Robert Christman
Mr. & Mrs. Scott Churchill
Mr. & Mrs. John Colla
Mr. Kevin Corcoran
Mr. Clark Creighton
Ms. Stacy Cummins
Mr. Richard Cynko
Melina & Alex D’Arro
Ms. Jeanne Davis
Ms. Jacqueline Delmonte
Ms. Ann Dembski
Mr. Clark Denning
Mr. Christopher Desherlia
Mr. G. Thomas Edwards
Ms. Mary Ann Eisele
Ms. Norma Emory
Mr. Stephen Enkema
Ms. Isabel Esteves
Ms. Francis Fahey
Ms. Lara Fasano
Mr. Larry Fletcher
Ms. Kim Fluty

THANK YOU TO OUR DONORS
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Mr. Cully Fredricksen
Lt. Col. James Fruit
Mr. Jason Galeski
Ms. Shien-lin Garrett
Mr. David Gaw
Ms. Rose Gee
Dr. Eric Gennes & Gaelen F. Foley
Mr. Anthony Gioco
Ms. Linda Giovanni
Ms. Stacy Godsil
Ms. Denise Graham
Ms. Cynthia Grayson
Mr. James Greene
Ms. Aeni Hale
Ms. Ellen Halford
Ms. Ebby Halliday Acres
Ms. Karen Z. Hardesty
Ms. Gail Harris
Mr. & Mrs. David Hartley
Mr. Scott Hartman
Ms. Mary Hartmann
Mr. Oscar Hartmann
Mr. Charles Hashim
Mr. Stephen Hobbs, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Michael Horowitz
Jean & Rod Howery
Ms. Helena Huang
Ms. Jill Hutchinson
Ms. Marion Hutchison
Ms. Angna Jean Iriartborde
Ms. Brandi Jackson
Mr. Stephen Jackson
Ms. Lucy Jacoby
Ms. Kristi Jenson
Ms. Mary Louise Jones
Mr. Michael Jordan
Mr. Stanley Jungleib
Ms. Wendy Karch
Ms. Rose Kirk
Mr. R. Kiste
Mr. Maurice Klaas
Mr. Jonathan Klinkman
Mr. Nathaniel Knight
Mr. Arthur Kong
Mr. Donald Laden
Mr. & Mrs. Robert LaValle

Mr. Mark Lemons
Mr. Joel Levin
Ms. Jennifer Levine
Mr. Marvin Lewis
Mr. William Lewis
Ms. Beth Lillard
Mr. Richard Long
Mr. Douglas Mackie
Ms. Jeanne B. Mahoney
Mr. John Marden, III
Mr. Steven Martindell
Mr. & Mrs. Andrew McNeill
Ms. Ginger Merritt
Ms. Nancy Meyer
Mr. Reid Miller
Mr. Jared Milligan
Ms. Eva Moredock
Ms. Noelle Morris
Mr. Raymond Mungenast
Ms. Cheryl Nelson
Ms. Karin Olson
Ms. Dottie O’Neill
Ms. Janet Lee Overmann
Ms. Carolyn Parent
Ms. Lori Patterson
Ms. Marylie Paulowski
Ms. Judie Pratt
Ms. Lee Praught
Mr. Larry Quails
Ms. Caroline Quethera
Ms. Margarete Rassel
Mr. Scott Redman
Mr. Paul Reynolds
Ms. Betty Rhodes
Ms. Suzanne Roehr
Ms. Evelyn Rogers
Ms. Polly Rose
Ms. Belinda Ryan
Ms. Angela Sample
Mr. Gerard Sample
Ms. Pearl W. Samson
Ms. Mary L. Sarrano
Ms. Sue Satterthwaite
Mr. Scott Schaller
Mr. Matt Schibler
Ms. Debra Schildt

Mr. & Mrs.  Nick Shamlou
Ms. Willetta Stellmacher
Ms. Radha Stern
Ms. Persephanie Storck
Mr. Glen Tamanaha
Mr. Harold Thieman
Ms. Kathleen Thut
Ms. Joyce Turner
Mr. Davis Weatherby
Ms. Velina Westbrook
Mr. James Wohlers
Mr. David Woolston
Marcia & Kerry Young
Ms. Barbara Zanarb
Mr. Ralph Zitzmann, Sr.
Ms. Diana Zuniga
Mr. & Mrs. William Zuniga
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P. O. BOX 925
SAUSALITO, CA 94966

To join the KlaasKids Foundation, please fill out this form
and return it to the address below. Your tax-deductible
membership costs just $15.00 per year, and includes an
electronic subscription to the Klaas Action Review, with news
and information, practical tips, events, and more.

Members may also receive:

❑  Information on starting a National Community
Empowerment program.

❑  Safety information for your children.

❑  Information about how to support legislation against
crime in your state.

❑  Other: ___________________________________

As a personal gift, you will also receive the Children’s
Identification Packet and a beautiful “Polly, We Love You”
pin, in memory of our inspiration, Polly Klaas.

Name: __________________________________________

Address: ________________________________________

________________________________________________

________________________________________________

Email: __________________________________________

❑  Enclosed please find my tax-deductible donation of
$_________.

 ❑  Discover Card ❑  Visa          ❑  MasterCard

Credit card number is:  ___________________________

Expiration date: ___________________

Be sure to check out our website at www.klaaskids.org for regular
updates and information on child safety. Give us your feedback!
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