Editor's Note: As a wife and the mother of three young daughters, reading Gloria G. Lee's book was both an eye-opening and
harrowing experience. Women of the United States like to imagine that we are safe on a city bus, safe while jogging, and
especially safe in our own homes. However, as we see from the case studies of so many women who have gone before us, this is
not always the case. It is a mistake to become too complacent. But it is also a mistake to become pessimistic or downhearted,
though it is easy to let this happen. Gloria G. Lee also offers hope: that with a change in perspective, a change in attitude, and just
a little extra caution, we can "take the stick out of the men's hands" and regain the freedom that we, as American women and
women of the world, deserve.
Valerie Cumming, editor

This book is part of a fifteen year study of the murders of 20,000
American women. It contains extremely sensitive information; our
apologies and condolences to the reader if this information is
regarding a relative, loved one, and/or friend. Although this book
contains in certain areas explicit descriptions of violence,
extreme care was taken to allow the victims as much dignity as
possible. As you read you will realize these descriptions were
made to expand the reader’s understanding of violence and to
prevent violence against women and children and violence in our
communities.
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Caution Statement
We request that you do not read this book if you have been a victim of violence or have a
male or female relative or child that has been a victim of violence. There is no way to escape the
pain this book will produce. This information was difficult to research, to retrieve and extremely
difficult to discuss in writing. The information is overwhelming and it is not possible to read this
book without enduring excruciating pain. Pain is not our objective nor is sensationalism. Our
objective is to bring about a permanent change in the status of the American woman and the
women of the world. To meet this objective, we provide penetrating information. All too often,
information regarding the death of an American female is taken as an isolated event, thereby
making her death digestible and easy for the women of this country to accept. Although the
murders are important, over time, the murders become inconsequential because many women
think the murders have nothing to do with one’s everyday life. Therefore, the full impact of the
number of women murdered in this county is not appreciated. Collectively, the murder of over
200,000 American women is important when one can sit and read the cases of 20,000 women
from this group. The information in this book is not being offered to sensationalize or exploit the
death of these women. The information is being provided to bring recognition to their existence
and their untimely deaths. We believe the women who paid the ultimate price for freedom should
be immortalized. These women should never be forgotten.
This book was written in deference to the millions of women in the world who have lost
their lives merely because they were women. Think of the girls in India who are raped so males
can remain in control. If you have read the news out of Nigeria, you will understand males are
fighting all over the world to remain in control. More than 300 school girls were taken from their
families merely because they were females trying to learn to read. No one knows if these children
will ever be returned home again. Women must wake to the fight for sovereignty.
Extreme care was taken in discussing the deaths of more than 20,000 American women.
It was our wish to grant the victims as much dignity as humanly possible yet alert the women of
this country of the horrors of their deaths. But how much dignity does a victim have when it is
known she was stabbed more than 153 times? Again, we feel that you should not read this book
if you have been a victim of violence or have a male or female relative or child who has been a
victim of violence. If you choose to proceed we ask you to be brave, strength will come. There is
much to learn. You will not put this book down without gaining knowledge. The Career Rapist
especially will be hard reading, but as women we must stand together and face the monsters in
life so we can live better lives and secure a future for our children. Although Do This in
Remembrance of Me discusses the murder of 20,000 American women, the books are about life
not death.
As you read the following information, please remain cognizant that you are reading case
histories of crimes committed all over the United States. No one state has the same definition or
punishment for any degree of murder, manslaughter or rape. The proof and qualification for an
insanity defense is different in most states, as are the requirements for the death penalty. The
definitions of mitigating and aggravating circumstances are defined differently by state, as is the
right of a judge to override the jury during sentencing in death penalty cases. Also, the
requirement for probation is different per state, as is the punishment for juveniles and individuals
who are mentally handicapped and commit capital offenses. When you read Volume Three: The
Career Rapist and Volume Four: The Recidivist, you will then appreciate this difference.

You must also remember American law is not static. Our laws have been made to yield to
technology that has allowed for the release of men from prison. With respect to all the data in the
four volumes of Do This in Remembrance of Me, the persons listed as murderers or rapists or in
the category “Murderer Status: “ were individuals who at the time were apprehended, arrested,
charged, tried, convicted, or suspected or alleged by the police in the murder of the women
mentioned. During the course of time, some of these individuals may have been exonerated and
the information was not available or recorded in the source documents used during the
development of the books Do This in Remembrance of Me. We took extreme care to list as many
convictions and as many exonerations and overturned judgments that we could find in the source
documents used. The two categories, “murdered by stranger” and “murdered by unknown,” are
not clearly defined as the categories when used by the United States Justice Department. Our
“stranger” category is only used when the murderer is known but the relationship was not clear in
the source document. The category “murderer unknown” was used when there was no information
in the source document regarding the relationship of the murderer and victim, the murderer had
not been apprehended, or the victim was unidentified at the time. In some situations, some of the
cases listed under “unknown” may now have been solved.
We did not intrude upon the lives of the survivors as mentioned in the foreword. It is not our
intention to sensationalize or to make murderers celebrities. You may recognize several women
who were murdered by men now made famous by the newspapers. We did not use the slogan
names of these men. We saw no need to further the agenda of newspapers.
When the last name of a person is in brackets, this means that we were not certain of the
spelling of the last name or that we used the last name of the parent because we only knew the
first name of the victim. The word “mother” across from the victim's name means in most cases
that the woman left behind young children when she died. The word “see” references similar
cases or women who were murdered together or murdered by the same person. Again we caution
you: please do not read this book if you have been a victim of violence or have a male or female
relative or child who has been a victim of violence. There is no way to escape the pain reading the
following passages will cause. This information is upsetting, but we must have courage. If you
choose to proceed, we ask you to be brave; strength will come. This section will be hard reading,
but as women we must stand together and face the monsters in life so that we can secure a future
for our children and bring peace to our nation. There is no peace when there is violence.
To the men reading our books: you must become more aware of the possibilities of danger that
your daughters will experience when they date, become engaged, or marry. You cannot help the
women of this nation if you do not understand their problems.

From The Author of
The Career Rapist and Women of Courage
The series, Do This In Remembrance of Me, is a must read for every woman living in
America regardless of status. Doctors, lawyers, engineers, waitresses, housewives, everyone
needs to read this series because only then will you have the tools to save your life. You
need to know how other women have been murdered in this country in order to protect
yourself. Do not sit there thinking you are safe because the very woman who smugly
thinks she is safe because of her status in life is the first woman murdered. January 19,
2009 Mrs. Elaine Anderson, the wife of a prominent Lubbock, Texas orthodontist, was shot
to death in her home. Her mother, Alice Johnson, was found shot to death in her home
next door. Dr. Christopher Anderson left a suicide note. May 29, 2009 Mrs. Isabel Hall, 49,
of Harrodsburg, Kentucky was seen physically fighting her husband, Dr. Steven Hall,
aboard their pontoon boat. Hours later her body was found in the water. She had been
run over by their boat. The propeller cut her deeply on the left side of the head, her left
forearm and upper arm. Her husband was charged and later convicted of manslaughter.
September 21, 2009 Mrs. Diane Ward died in the master bedroom of her $5.2 million
mansion in the tony Isleworth subdivision near Orlando, Florida from a gunshot wound to
the face. Her husband, Bob, phoned 911 and told the dispatcher that he had shot his wife.
He was convicted.
Nothing exempts you from being murdered; not money, not station and surely not
religion. Jennifer Blagg of Grand Junction, Colorado, probably thought she was safe in her
marriage. She attended church regularly and tried to live a decent life. Her husband
would not commit murder after she discussed his indulgence in pornography over the
Internet. She was not safe. She turned her back on her husband and lost her life. Her
husband, Michael, shot her to death November 12, 2001 while she was sleeping. Mrs. Blagg
had argued with her husband about his Internet use of pornography. After the argument
she went to sleep. While she was sleeping he killed her. She never had the chance to try
and fight for her life. One favorite maneuver of men is killing their wives while they sleep.
That is what some men do they ambush their wives or girlfriends. Men are practiced in the
art of warfare from childhood. Mr. Blagg not only shot his wife to death while she was
sleeping, he killed their daughter, Abby Blagg, age six. Mrs. Blagg's body was found in a
landfill. Abby Blagg’s body was never found. Mrs. Blagg’s husband preferred to kill his
wife and his daughter rather than deal with a divorce and have everyone know the
divorce was due to his conduct. During his trial the prosecutor said Mrs. Blagg was seeking
a divorce. She was still living at home, a fatal mistake.
Women are being murdered in this country because they do not know they are in
danger. Many women live their lives wearing blinders. Lives could be saved if women are
not only told danger signs and warnings but women pay attention to this information. So
many women ignore information on domestic violence, sexual assaults and date rape
because they believed this information does not apply to them because of where they live

or how much money they have in the bank or their social status. “I don’t want to know.”
“It’s too awful.” “I’d rather eat my lunch and think of more pleasant things.” “I live in the
suburbs. I do things right. I am not like those people.” None of this matter when it comes
to having the tools to save your life. Do not ignore any information as it relates to
violence. Read this information. Rehearse this information and discuss this information
with others. Murder is not a spontaneous combustion. Murder is a brew that percolates in
a man’s mind for year.
My research showed that women talk too much and women make too many assumptions
and that is why men are able to murder them. Women assume they can return home to
get their clothes after a separation. They are wrong. Men use possessions to lure women
to their deaths. Forget about your possessions. You can buy new clothes. You can make
new pictures. You cannot make any assumption when it comes to violence. Once you
have the argument and you carelessly say you want to leave your life is in danger. Shut
up during an argument. I don’t care what you want to say. Shut Up. Make your plans
and leave telling no one and never return. Leave the state. And do not think after the
divorce that you are safe. Thousands of ex-wives are murdered every year. The men
ambush them when they come home from work. They murder the women while at work
or they enter their homes at night and kill their ex-wives. Men also hire hit men to kill
their ex-wives. So do not think you are safe after a divorce. Leave the state.
Women invite murderers into their lives and into their homes. These are not
flattering characteristics, but nevertheless true of many women. Understanding these facts
can lead to the solutions of some murders and the prevention of others. The key lies in why
women talk so much and how they make assumptions. I want women to know if women
change the way they think they can reduce the possibilities that they will become a victim
thus saving their life and the lives of their children.
Black women, you must learn to retreat during arguments. You walk around
every day with your fists balled up because you are constantly facing disrespect and you
are tired of it. You are angry at the abuse. Many of you rather fight than back down.
Granted, as girls you have had to fight males to get respect, but you must realize as an
adult you are facing a different animal when you are arguing. Retreat, if not for yourself
retreat for your children. Stop making arguing a matter of pride. Retreat and live. Once
he throws the first punch you must decide to leave. Keep your mouth shut, make your
plans then leave. And keep your loud mouth girlfriend out of your business. She will not be
the one to die if the man you are arguing with decides to kill. Black children are being
destroyed in foster care. The most wretched human being is a motherless child. Retreat
and live so that you can take care of your children and not leave them to languish in
foster care. There is a child living in foster care in Oak Park, Michigan. He is not allowed to
come home after school until night fall, consequently he walks the street and visits friends
until he is allowed to come home. He gambles in the bathroom for spending money. If his
mother was alive this would not be so.

Retreat during an argument and stay alive to raise your children. Also before you
work and put your husband through school have a prenuptial agreement drawn up and
signed where he is responsible for your support if he decides to graduate from college and
divorce you. This money shall be in addition to the child support he has to pay. When you
put your husband through school, you made a financial investment in him. You should
realize a return on your investment. That's just business. Also have your wishes recorded as
to who you want to raise your children in the event of your demise.
I conducted this research and wrote this series because I was sick and tired of reading
about women being murdered in this country, women being burned alive in India, and
women being castigated in Africa. Women from foreign shores come to this country and
when they try to assimilate and become American women they are killed. This is not right
and it must be stopped. The first time an immigrant hits his wife he should be deported.
His wife and children should be given the option of remaining in this country. Hitting your
wife is not the “American Way.” It should be made perfectly clear to all male immigrants
that their old habits of beating their wives, subjugating them to humiliation will not be
tolerated in this country. Women living in America are not beast of burden. America
women are free to work for themselves and to follow their dreams. More than a million
men and women have died for this country so its citizens can be free of duress. These lives
will not be disrespected by their conduct
My research showed me violence is not our number one problem. Our number one
problem for women is women do not have a general consensus as what we should do
about violence in our country. And we do not have a general consensus because women
remain divided. We remain divided because we keep thinking we are different from one
another. Women refuse to work together. We are trying to play the man's game. We
persist in being driven by the need to feel superior; the need to be the prettiest, the need
to be the sexiest. As if being superior, pretty and sexy is all there is to life. We remain
separated by our breast and buttock size. We continue to allow men to divide us. We
continue to seek to be led. We continue to allow men to think for us; men who do not
necessarily have our best interest at heart. You may disagree with this statement but I can
support this assertion with reams of documentation.
All of us need to work together to rid our nation of violence making our streets safe
again. The first decision all of us need to make is that we are all going to get involved and
do whatever we can do in any capacity to end violence in our nation. Ending violence
begins with everyone. It begins with our changing and making up our minds that we are
going to confront this issues with all of our resources until we see a drastic change in the
statistics being reported on the number of murders and rapes being committed in this
country and the number of juveniles crimes being committed in this country.
Women need to have open discussions with their sons regarding sex and the treatment
of women over and over again. Women need to pay attention to their sons who exhibit
low self-esteem and lack of confidence. If you do not constantly discuss your son’s
behavior with him he may end up in prison. Mothers must train their sons not to be

followers; that rape is wrong. Males go off to college joining fraternities need this lesson.
These subjects must be openly discussed in the home over and over again. Bullies are
stupid, not smart. Do you want to sit in a court room listening to a prosecutor tell the
world your son is a rapist because he follow the crowd and abused a young woman in a
dorm room? Surely not, so talk to your son about the treatment of women over and over
again.
I began my research because I wanted to know why men were killing women. I
wanted to accumulate enough information that I could use to save lives. I believe I
accomplished my goal. I not only think my books will save lives, my books will also be
used to educate future generation about the genesis of violence. As I continued to write
something was missing. One day in 2004 I was sitting at the computer and I kept asking
myself, why after so much published research were women still being murdered? Reams
of information were available to the public. The violence Against Women Act was
enacted into law yet women were still being murdered. I finally saw the problem. I saw
there was a lack of morals and lack of empathy and social responsibility when it came to
the assailant. I saw a lack of God. There were no social constraints. This is when I decided
that I needed to do more than just explain the violence I had to work toward getting rid
of violence in the lives of women and children. To serve this purpose I wrote the nine
books below. The books discuss the murders of approximately 4,500 women.
The Wall
The Devil's Cauldron
You Are The Prophet of Your Life
Hands Across America
It is Time To Start Walking With God
A Christian is Never Desperate
Be Not Defeated in Hard Times
Know Your Enemy
The Devil's Whispers
The Trial of The Mind
Women of Courage
If You Believe In God You Do Not Belong In
Prison
God's Encouraging Words To Heal Your Mind Soul and Body
Do not apprehensive by my discussion of religion. I am neither a zealot nor a member
of the America Taliban believing religious dogma should be forced down the throats of
others. I am no such monster. Religion is an excellent tool to use to change behavior. One
read of The Devil’s Cauldron and If You Believe In God You Don’t Belong In Prison will
demonstrate I have much more on my mind than religious conversion. I am not a do
gooder trying to save souls. I am a do gooder trying to save the lives of thousands of
women and children. Money and the lack of self-esteem and self-respect play a role in
violence. These subjects are covered in some of my books.
Eight of my books have been introduced in five Michigan prisons. I began a prison
ministry in 2004 with the help of Pastor Melvin Redwine. He helped me reach inmates
who wanted another source of reading material. Many of the prisoners wrote me about
my books. I published some of their letters on the website, The Wall Project
http://touchedbythelight.us/thewallproject.html
We believe society should never stop

trying to rehabilitate its’ prisoners. I started the prison ministry because I felt we need to
attack the problem of violence against women three ways:
Try and re-educate prisoners to affect a change in their behavior in thought and action,
To educate young and older female regarding violence, and
Try to change society at large through our reading program
I started the research at the age of 54. I am now 72 years old. The research took me
more than 14 years to complete. All in all I am quite proud of the work I have done. I am
satisfied that I have made a contribution to society. I did my best. I worked 14 to 16 hours
every day for 12 years straight. I did not take a day off. Some days I had only a 25 cent
bag of potato chips to eat and the only voice I heard was William Shatner of Star Trek
coming from my 9” black and white television. I read thousands and thousands of
newspaper articles, finding information on the women that were murdered, then
formulating this information into book formed to change behavior. I actually got my
answer as to why men murder women while writing Volume Four Part Two. I sat for hours
trying to find this answer. After reading Volume Four over and over again I finally saw it.
The answer lies in the question, “What motivates men?” The work that I have done is
extremely important to Black women. I learned that Black women are the most at risk
of all populations when it comes to sexual and domestic violence, the most at risk for social
diseases and the most at risk to die from breast cancer. This risk now covers all ages. Our
two year olds are now at risk for sexual violence. I learned there is a direct connection
between the death of a black woman and the violence being experienced in our
communities. This is information I want to get into the hands of Black women to motivate
a change. Black women are extremely vulnerable to sexual violence yet they do not
know the signs to alert them to impending violence. Many Black women do not know the
number of African American women being killed in this country every year.
Finally to all women, you need to constantly check you husband’s outdoor activity. Do
not sit at home and allow him to amass a fortune and put that money in his girlfriend’s
name. Do not let him sell your home out from under you. Do not allow him to give you a
bunch of papers and tell you to sign them. Tell him to put the papers down you will read
them later. If he becomes irritated, you know something is wrong. He is hiding something.
Do not sign your income tax forms and allow your husband to mail them off. Those forms
can be modified on the way to the mail box. IRS will mail you a copy of the all income
tax forms you file. If you order the forms keep it to yourself. Do not have the forms sent
to your home. Do not allow your husband to put his raises in company stocks. He may
tell you he has not gotten a raise in years since you see his pay check every week, when
actually he told his employer he wanted to purchase company stock with his raise which
he plans to sell as soon as he divorces you and leave the country for South America where
he can live cheaply for the rest of his life. When a man hides his assets from his wife, this is
economic violence. Be friendly with other company wives you will be surprise what you
will learn about company policies just by listening.

Keep up with your husband’s bank accounts, safe deposit boxes, retirement packets
and earning statement from social security. Do not wait until you are 65 years old and be
shocked when you apply for social security and learn your husband has another child
receiving social security under his name. Life is not Alice n Wonderland. Every now and
then hire a private detective. He will help you see all around you. Remember we only
have peripheral vision. With a private detective you will see in 360 degrees, what is going
on behind your back! You must be assertive you will get more respect from your husband.
Remember Women Must Always, Look, Listen and Pry. It is only good manners,

Gloria G. Lee,, Author,,67

The Do This In Remembrance of Me
Series

The Deadliest Moment
Volume One Part One
Presented By the National Institute of
The Study of Violence
When her son-in-law, Raymond Allen, 33, was being tried in Colorado in April 2006 for the murder of her
daughter, Dorothy Allen, 31, on August 23, 2004, Sharon Fordyce had to testify in court. This is what she
said: “I heard my daughter cry, ‘Honey, don't hurt me anymore. I won't get a divorce. I'm sorry, baby, I'm
sorry. You've hurt me bad. My guts are hanging out. Please help me!’ She was saying, 'Mom, help me!
He's killing me!' I had to tell her, 'I can't.' " Mrs. Fordyce could not move because she too had been
stabbed.
Mr. Raymond Allen is now in prison. He is alive and well and gaining weight. He told his wife that the only
way she would escape their marriage was if he killed her, and he did just that.
Tell me: Who should have had a gun?

What is the National Institute of the Study of Violence?
Simply, The National Institute of the Study of Violence is an organization whose primary goal is to prevent
violence against women. We believe this objective can be reached through research and the collection and
dissemination of information throughout the country. We publish a newsletter, a magazine, and conduct
seminars on issues of violence. Our seminars are designed to include all segments of the society.
The National Institute of the Study of Violence's main focus is prevention. Our secondary goal is to focus
attention on the violence experienced by women in America. We feel that our work is important and will
make a difference in the lives of women. Everyone is an interested party in the cause we are fighting for.
The prevention of violence directly affects the stability of families and the productivity of the nation.
In April 1993, the former United States Surgeon General, C. Everett Koop, said that the rising level of
violence should be classified as a national health emergency. C. Everett Koop felt that defining violence as
a health issue would force the nation to take a broader look at the violence occurring throughout the
country. His suggestion was ignored. It is now nine years later; violence against persons is still at a record
high. Women are still being murdered at home and work. This year we have read or heard about the
murders of:

Our Pledge
We pledge to the women of the United States and the women of the world to act on their behalf to prevent
violence against women, and to assist women recovering from violent situations. We will accomplish this
goal by publishing information, informing the male population about women’s issues, and counseling and
aiding women in finding or developing employment without governmental assistance. Our purpose is to
engage in business activities to provide a viable livelihood for women. The task of assisting women is too
large and varied to be affected by government intervention. We must look to ourselves for help. The
problem of violence in a woman’s life has to be attacked directly by women in the community at large, with
all community components acting together.
We believe marriage is the cornerstone of every civilization and that the woman is the nucleus of the
family. It is her presence that holds the family together. Disintegration occurs when the woman is absent
from the home. Maintaining the integrity of the family as a unit is the complementary goal of our
organization.
We are a non-political organization. All we ask is that all of our members be registered to vote so that their
opinions will be voiced through the electoral process. We affirm the rights of all people to live in a peaceful
environment; therefore, we are opposed to racism, sexism, homophobia, arranged marriages, mutilation,
and any force that attacks a person’s well-being or prevents a person from directing his or her destiny. We
will act to support the women of the world in controlling their lives regardless of race, religion, creed, ethnic
origin, or social status. Our main focus will always be the prevention of violence in the lives of women.
Please read this book well. Do not say to yourself this subject matter does not concern me. I am not
having a problem in life. My affairs are in order and things like this would not happen to me. I know how to
conduct my marriage. My husband is satisfied. I am a good mother and I go to church. Do not say murder
happens to women who have not properly managed their lives. Do not let snobbery and insolent sway
your common sense. Murder happens to everyone. Murder happened to Sandra Berfield and Mrs Alissa
Blanton. Sandra Berfield (MA) and Alissa Blanton (FL) were going about their business and murder
happened to them they were being stalked. Neither woman received help from the courts. Sandra Berfield
was murdered January 20, 2000, a bomb exploded in her face, and Alissa Blanton was murdered February
8, 2010. She was shot to death in a parking lot. No one seems to take stalking seriously except the
victim. Murder has happened to 252,287 American women so murder can happen to you.

The NISV Believes
We have learned that violent behavior and violent thoughts are grounded in ungodliness supported by
evilness. Therefore, in order for a community to rid itself of violence, alternative behaviors and thoughts
must be given to men and women. To do this, people must be exposed to the word of God. When a man
or woman is exposed to the word of God his or her behavior changes. Change is the prerequisite of
stopping violence in a community. The National Institute of the Study of Violence has found that violent
behavior and violent thoughts can be traced back to the absence of fathers in the home and adultery.
Consequently, men must be led back to the home and adultery must be stopped. It is our goal to rid this
country of violence against women and children by distributing literature and exposing people to the word
of God. God's word will be the tool that will help us to accomplish our goal.
Our premise:
The Institute believes that the way a man thinks can be healed through God's word. God's word is health to
a man's flesh and health to a man's thinking. When a man believeth he changes his thinking; when he
changes his thinking, he receives righteousness, healing, and wealth. Believing in Jesus Christ is change.
God's word is healing to the wounded and to the sick at heart! Once healing takes place inside of a man's
mind and heart, he will be changed.
Now there was a day when the sons of God came to present themselves before the Lord, and Satan came
also among them. And the Lord said unto Satan, Whence comest thou? Then Satan answered the Lord,
and said, From going to and fro in the earth, and from walking up and down in it. And the Lord said hast
thou considered my servant Job?
Job 1:6-7
Again there was a day when the sons of God came to present themselves before the Lord, and Satan
came also among them. And the Lord said unto Satan, Whence comest thou? Then Satan answered the
Lord, and said, From going to and fro in the earth, and from walking up and down in it. And the Lord said
hast thou considered my servant Job?
Job 2:1-2
Be sober, be vigilant; because your adversary, the devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about, seeking whom he
may devour.
I Peter 5:5
In a few pages you will read a , April 13, 1998 statement of Mr. Robert Smith, 47. Mr. Smith
acknowledged that the ending of his life was the result of the way he thought. He allowed evilness into his
life and destruction was the end result. Take heed from what he says.
As you read you will see, there are a tremendous number of incidents of violence throughout our
country and this violence must stop. We can confront violence on the street and in our homes if we work
together. Violence is not our number-one problem: our number-one problem is that we do not have a
general consensus as what we should do about violence in our country. All of us need to work together to
rid our nation of violence and make our streets safe again. The first decision all of us need to make is that
we are all going to get involved and do whatever we can do in any capacity to end violence in our nation.
Ending violence begins with everyone. It begins with our changing and making up our minds that we are
going to confront this issues with all of our resources until we see a drastic change in the number of
murders and rapes being committed in this country and the number of juvenile crimes being committed in
this country. The Institute researched the murders of 20,000 women, murders that occurred across this
country from 1930 to 2010, an eighty-year period. Here is what we learned when we looked at the victim,
and here is what we learned when we looked at the assailant. When we looked at the victim, we learned
that women are being murdered because they do not know they are in danger. Many women live their lives
wearing blinders. Lives could be saved if women were taught danger signs and warnings. Murder is not a
spontaneous combustion. We also learned that women talk too much and they make too many
assumptions, and that that is why men are able to murder them. Women invite murderers into their lives
and into their homes. These are not flattering characteristics, but nevertheless they are true of many
women. Understanding these facts can lead to the solutions of some murders and the prevention of others.
The key lies in why women talk so much and how they make assumptions. We designed The Women's Art

Exhibit to deal with this phenomenon, to make women aware of their behavior. We want women to know
that if they change the way they think, they can reduce the possibility that they will become a victim, thus
saving their lives and the lives of their children.
When we looked at the assailant, it was the assailant's profile that led us to the idea that we need to
seek God. What we learned by looking at the assailants over the same eighty-year period was that over
252,287 women have been murdered in this country; 25 million children in this country were born to single
women; and 2.5 million men have been imprisoned prison with over 4000 people on death row over this
same period. When we looked at these figures again and again, we saw it. Education and economics were
factors in imprisonment, but not the essential element. The essential element was fathers. The absence of
true fathers in the home has devastated our nation. Please note that we did not say the absence of men in
the home or the absence of males in the home; we said the absence of fathers in the home. A closer look
at the assailant led us to ask the question, “What is supporting this activity? What is supporting the violence
we are seeing? The answer is evil. Evil was supporting the violence we were seeing. And the only weapon
against evil is God. It is evil that has run men from the home, and the only way to fight evil is to seek God.
There is only one way to stop violence, and that is by using the word of God to change the behavior of men
and women. We can support this statement, but not here (see The Wall). Preventing violence is the
Institute's number-one priority. But when we examined our data, we realized that the only way our goal
could be accomplished was if we began to lead for social changes. Therefore the Institute has published
The Wall, Murdered Voices, You Are The Prophet of Your Life, The Devil’s Cauldron, God’s Encouraging
Word, and four volumes of the series Do This In Remembrance of Me to make violence relevant to every
man and woman living in this country. Our goal now is to present information to the American public that
cannot be ignored. The Wall was written telling men that they can change their lives if they change the way
they think. Murdered Voices was written to alert women to the dangers around them and to get them to be
cognizant of the behavior of some men. The Devil’s Cauldron, You Are the Prophet of Your Life, and God’s
Encouraging Word were written to remind everyone that there are moral consequences to our daily
behavior. Introducing the subjects of ethics, morality and leadership does not make us members of the
American Taliban. We do not advocate forcing religion dogma on any one. Nor do we advocate dictating
how a person must live or think. The Institute has developed five goals to tackle violence in the country.
They are: To get men and women to consider changing their lives by changing the way they think
and to live their lives with standards and integrity and to consider the benefits of marriage; To stop the
number of women between the ages of forty to fifty from being the fastest-growing number of new AIDS
victims in the country. (Loneliness and lack of companionship is causing this phenomenon.) To reduce
the number of children born in one-parent families by decreasing fornication and increasing the
number of marriages in the country. The more marriages we have, the fewer children will be in foster care.
Many children in our foster care system and fatherless homes become inmates in our prisons because they
do not have a male present in the home functioning as a father. The absence of true fathers in the home
has devastated our nation. Fathers are the stabilizing element of a family when in turmoil. A father is the
solidifying force that children go to for resolution or resolve. To reduce the number of people
committing adultery. Adultery destabilizes the family and brings violence into the home. To stop nonrelated males from living in homes with children. Many of these males are transients with no goals
or purpose to their lives, and some are drug users who end up violating children in their beds. Children are
being stabbed, bitten, raped, kicked, scalded, strangled, and murdered in their homes. This has to stop.
These men do not belong in a home with children. They have lived in violent situations and they bring
violence into the home. They have no patience or training to be caregivers. To advocate for social
change through community outreach programs such as the Women's Art Exhibit: The full
exhibit consists of 100 drawings and photographs depicting the murder of women and children around the
country. The drawings do not exploit or sensationalize their deaths. The drawings were done with integrity
and tastefulness. The exhibit is designed to prevent violence against women by giving women extensive
information that may save their lives.
The American Medical Association agreed with the former United States Surgeon General, C. Everett
Koop’s message regarding violence, and considers domestic violence a serious medical problem, because

they published information on their WebPages in recognition of October 2002 as the National Domestic
Violence Month.
They want physicians to take an active role by becoming involved with Domestic Violence. The AMA asks
that physicians routinely inquire about the family and school violence histories of their patients, to work to
develop a safety or exit plan for use in an emergency situation, and to make appropriate referrals to
address intervention and safety needs.
The AMA announced three resources that are available through the Medicine and Public Health Unit. The
publications are: “Connecting the Dots to Prevent Youth Violence: A Training and Outreach Guide for
Physicians and Other Health Professionals;” “Intimate Partner Violence: Case Studies in Disease
Prevention and Health Promotion;” and “Educational Forum on Adolescent Health: Youth Bullying.”
Their National Advisory Council on Violence and Abuse developed policies, guidelines, and other
strategies to address and prevent violence in families and communities. The Council also promotes policies
to ensure that physicians can recognize and identify violence in all its forms and participate in its
prevention.
David McCollum, MD, an emergency room physician from Minnesota, said in an AMA publication, “[It
became clear] that when patients complained of fatigue, depression, headaches and abdominal problems,
these were all complications of abusive experiences. I wondered why we as physicians had never been
trained in this area. Even when physicians understand the issues of domestic violence, they don’t realize
how often they see it in their practice.”
A broken bone or black eye does not always describe domestic violence.
Dr. McCollum, steering committee chair of the AMA National Advisory Council on Violence and Abuse,
estimates that between 10 to 15 percent of women are in an abusive relationship at any give time. Now
consider the fact that, as Dr. McCollum points out, research indicates that “victims of violence and abuse
access the health care system 2-2.5 times more frequently than non-victims . . . . The demand for health
care services is greatly impacted by this.”
“Ending violence against women isn’t just a social issue, but truly a medical issue,” Dr. McCollum said.
“These patients are missed all the time, even when physicians go to conferences and learn about domestic
violence. It’s still difficult to take back what they have learned and implement it in practice.”
To help physicians recognize and treat Domestic Violence, the AMA has created a tool called “Intimate
Partner Violence.” The document was written to raise physician’s awareness of intimate partner violence
and provide information related to caring for patients who are its victims. AMA members can purchase this
book by calling or faxing 312-464-5600 (product number OP426102).
“This is a helpful tool, and it really supports physicians who want to challenge some of the barriers of not
knowing what to say or how to respond,” Dr. McCollum said, adding, “If we fail to talk to our patients about
this, we’re missing a important opportunity to serve all of our patients’ needs.”
RADAR
The Massachusetts College of Emergency Physicians came up with steps – known by the acronym,
RADAR – that doctors should take in recognizing and treating victims of partner violence.
Steps to follow:
Remember to ask routinely about violence.
Ask questions: “At any time, has your partner hit, kicked, or otherwise
hurt or frightened you?” Interview patients in private at all times.

Document findings. Information about suspected domestic violence in
A patient’s chart can be used in court cases.
Assess patient’s safety. Is it safe to return home? Find out if there are any
weapons; children in danger; is the violence escalating.
Review options. Let patient know where there is help. Tell them about
shelters, support groups and legal advocates.
The American Medical Association - Treatment Guidelines
The American Medical Association offers the following points to doctors in its Treatment Guidelines on
Domestic Violence, published in 1992:
Nearly a quarter of the women in the United States – more than 12 million – will be abused by a current or
former partner some time during their lives.
19 to 30 percent of the women seeking treatment in emergency rooms have been battered.
Domestic violence is prevalent enough to justify screening all women patient's emergency, surgical,
primary care, pediatric, prenatal and mental health settings.
Since many women do not recognize that they are battered, physicians must ask direct, specific questions
to determine the occurrence or extent of abuse.
A medical encounter may provide the only opportunity to stop violence before more serious injuries occur.
Consider the possibility of assault when a victim’s explanation of an injury does not seem plausible, or
when the victim has delayed medical treatment.
Patient may appear frightened or nervous or exhibit stress-related symptoms in addition to the physical
injury.
Maintain a complete and detailed description of the event, in the victim’s own words if possible and of
resulting injuries, including photographs if applicable.
The severity of current or past injury is not an accurate predictor of future violence. The patient’s safety
should be discussed before leaving the physician’s office or treatment center.
Physicians should be aware of local resources to make appropriate referrals.
A physician who treats a victim and does not inquire about domestic abuse or accepts an unlikely
explanation for the injury could be held liable if the victim returns to the abuser and is injured again.
Source: SouthCoast Today, Massachusetts
We now invite you to read Do This In Remembrance of Me.

Foreword
Thank you for purchasing Do This in Remembrance of Me. This series is being offered in eight volumes:
The Deadliest Moment, Murder in The Family, The Career Rapist, The Recidivist, The Ultimate
Punishment, …..And Suddenly, and The Silent Killers. It is the Institute’s sincere wish that our efforts will
effect a change in all America and the world with respect to the personal safety of women. The Institute
believes that after reading the eight volumes you will be forever changed; that you will be more mindful of
the children and people living around you; and that you will never forget reading Do This in Remembrance
of Me.
The eight volumes of Do This In Remembrance of Me contain historical data regarding the murder
of over 20,000 American females. We request that you do not read this book if you have been a victim of
violence or have a male or female relative or child who has been a victim of violence. There is no way to
escape the pain this book will cause a person who has been a victim of violence. The information you will
read was difficult to research, retrieve, and extremely difficult to discuss in writing. The information we offer
regarding the deaths of over 20,000 American women is overwhelming and it is not possible to read this
book without enduring excruciating pain. However, pain is not our objective; nor is sensationalism. Our
objective is to bring about a permanent change in the status of the American woman and the women of the
world. To meet this objective, penetrating information is being provided.
Too often, information regarding the death of an American female is taken as an isolated event,
thereby making death digestible and easy for the women of this country to live with. Although the murder is
important, over time it becomes inconsequential because the murder has nothing to do with one’s everyday
life. Therefore, the full impact of the number of women murdered in this county is not appreciated. But
collectively the murder of over 200,000 American women is important when one can sit and read the cases
of 20,000 women from this group.
This book was written in deference to the millions of women in the world who have lost their lives
merely because they were women. The information in this book is not being offered to sensationalize the
death of these women, nor to exploit their deaths. The information is being provided to bring recognition to
their existence and to their untimely deaths. We believe that the women who paid the ultimate price for
freedom should be immortalized. These women should never be forgotten.
Extreme care was taken in discussing the deaths of the 20,000 American women. It was our wish to
grant the victims as much dignity as humanly possible, while still alerting the women of this country to the
horrors of their deaths. Again, we feel that you should not read this book if you have been a victim of
violence or have a male or female relative or child who has been a victim of violence. If you choose to
proceed we ask you to be brave; strength will come. There is much to learn. You will not put this book
down without gaining knowledge. Some sections will be hard to read, but as women we must stand
together and face the monsters in life so we can live better lives and secure a future for our children.
Although Do This in Remembrance of Me discusses the murder of 20,000 American women, the books are
about life, not death.

Introduction
An obituary is an announcement of a death normally found in a newspaper or found on leaflets
distributed in a funeral home. The Bible says (Psalm 90:10) the length of our days is seventy years – or
eighty, if we have the strength. So it should be an extraordinary occurrence for an obituary to be written
about the death of a 4-year-old child or a 52-year-old woman, because these announcements signal that
there is something wrong: man is not dying according to God’s pronouncement. The child and woman died
before their time. They died before finishing their lives. Something -- or someone -- took their time away
from them.
What you are about to read is our announcement describing 2,903 extraordinary events about women
who had their time taken away from them because someone made the decision to murder them. The
power of our announcement should bring you pause, and the knowledge to preserve the time allotted to
you.
Before you begin reading, we ask that you do not read this book in a car, on a subway, at work, in the
library, or any place where you will be distracted. You will not need a bookmarker, nor will you dog-ear the
pages. You will always remember where you stopped reading because as you read every name will
become important to you. This is not a book for popcorn or potato chips, but it is a book for tea or
Chardonnay. Out of deference and respect to the subject we ask that you only read this book in the privacy
of your home. We want you to have a singular experience. When you begin reading Do This in
Remembrance of Me, please select a time and place where you can be at rest and can commune with the
women who will be speaking to you. They are worthy of your absolute attention. These are the women who
have gone before you. You are on sacred ground.
The institute’s sole purpose for sponsoring Do This in Remembrance of Me is to be the catalyst that
leads to the final liberation of women. This series was written purposefully to cause distress, anger, and
pain. No one will finish reading the books without change. The physiological changes you will experience
will be extraordinary; this is the purpose of this book. We want the reader to be unsettled, pensive, and
unresolved. You will never forget the names of the women mentioned in this book. Their faces will develop
in your mind. You will imagine them laughing, maybe saying hello to you. You will picture them holding their
children and saying goodbye to their husbands. You will see them carrying their books on college
campuses and laughing with friends. You will see them smiling and walking in the summer sun. You will
see them jogging, driving down the highway, or leaving a shopping mall. You will see the women greeting
customers at McDonald’s or locking the doors of a restaurant late at night. You will see them hugging their
mother, saying, I will see you later.
You will meet Leslie JoAnn Starkey, a middle school teacher. She was driving home to see her mother
for Christmas. You will meet Mrs. Irene Steiger. She was estranged from her husband but returned home
to pick up some furniture and clothing. You will meet Mrs. Bette Darnell, a Christian woman. She and her
husband dedicated their lives to their children and to helping their fellow man. You will meet Thelma Vann.
She was a stepmother, like so many women in this country. You will meet Mrs. Donna Sinishtaj. She was
tired, weary, and she wanted a divorce. You will meet Stacy Ann Redican and Karen Chipman Twiggs,
both 17. They were visiting an area mall. You will meet Mrs. Sally Scott. She was married but had finally
grown tired of the abuse. In this book you will meet thousands of Leslie JoAnn Starkeys, Irene Steigers,
Bette Darnelles, Thelma Vanns, Donna Sinishtajs, Stacy Ann Redicans, Karen Chipman Twiggs, and Sally
Scotts. They are all women whom you do not know, but they are women whose deaths shaped the destiny
of your lives.
Their lives will be resurrected in your mind. Their stories will materialize and stay with you as you
continue to read. Their stories will also be with you throughout the day after you have put the book aside.
You will see them murdered and witness their pain. You will listen to the screams that no one heard and
you will ask the questions: How can this be? How could so many women be murdered? Why wasn’t
somebody there? You will feel an increase in respiration, a shortness of breath, and a sickness in the pit of
your stomach. You will suffer headaches and you will not want to eat. Finally, the last door will open and

you will fight to keep your face from appearing in the darkness. But you will imagine yourself in all their
situations. A sickness will evolve you and the tears will come. Finally, your head will bow, the
transformation will be complete, and you will understand Do This in Remembrance of Me.

You will know that the deaths of 252,287 American women leaves us with one inescapable truth: that
no female is safe anywhere in the United States or in the rest of the world.

Dedication
The first volume of Do This in Remembrance of Me is dedicated to the memory of Kathleen Caulley.
The situation endured by Kathleen Caulley, 36, is a classic example of the trauma women experience in
this country. Her story combines all of the elements women have to face when they seek a divorce.
Kathleen Caulley’s death demonstrates the callous view that the judiciary and law enforcement take when
considering the life of a woman seeking a divorce. There was no justice for Kathleen Caulley. The deck
was stacked against her. Kathleen Caulley sought help from both the judiciary and law enforcement but the
help was denied. Both the judiciary and law enforcement were prejudiced against her. She received neither
help nor support from either of these institutions. Men controlled both of these institutions, and the men
identified and sympathized with her husband. This identification cost Kathleen Caulley her life.
It was apparent that Kathleen Caulley was blamed for seeking a divorce. She had no right to seek a
divorce. She lived in an affluent area. She drove a late-model car. She ate what she wanted. She
purchased clothes to her liking, and her children were able to attend the best schools in the area. She was
living well. She had no right to shatter the illusion surrounding her life. Her husband had worked hard all his
life to provide her and her children with everything they needed, and in turn she betrayed him by working
and seeking independence and shaming him in court. Her husband was just going through a bad time.
Instead of supporting him, Kathleen Caulley was deserting her husband. Her husband wasn’t violent. She
had no right to try and kick him out of his home. He just needed time. Things would get better. She was just
being bitchy, like most women trying to stick it to their husbands. She had no right to humiliate her husband
in public, especially in front of men who were just like him. In this climate, Kathleen Caulley was shot
September 12, 1988. She died September 27, 1988.
Every woman in this country should read the case of Kathleen Caulley. What happened to Kathleen
Caulley can happen to any woman living in America. Kathleen Caulley believed in the system. She
followed all of the procedures and obeyed all of the rules, but she was betrayed by the very system she
supported. There is a horrible ugliness underlying her death. The ugliness is that in a democracy, justice is
often denied to any person who is not a member of the above two groups. We should not blind ourselves to
the ugliness by never looking the ugliness in the face, assuming that injustice always happen to someone
else. Instead, we should seek sight through examination of all of the systems we rely upon to protect us.
When Kathleen Caulley was shot, her attorney, Daniel Devine, said, “There was no question in my
mind it was going to happen. It was predictable. The system failed this poor young lady. She did everything
she could. I did everything I could, and the system utterly failed her. I’m crushed, and I’m so frustrated I
can’t tell you. I’m part of the system that failed this woman, and I apologize for it. “ Kathleen Caulley did
everything right.
If Kathleen Caulley did everything right, then why did she lay dying in the street on September 12,
1988? Why is a woman dead who did everything right?
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“Do This In Remembrance of Me”

Volume One Part One

The Deadliest Moment
Presented By the National Institute of
The Study of Violence

“If ever there was an instance where the death penalty should
have stood its ground, this was it.”
Heidi Cramer, the daughter of Sandra French, 2001

"I'm ashamed of the way I lived my life, and I pray God will forgive me.
I hope the angels are flying close to the ground.
I'm sorry I helped make the world the way it is today."
Robert Smith, 47, April 13, 1998

The quote you just read was the last words of Mr. Robert Smith. Robert Allen Smith, 47, was
executed in the state of Indiana on April 13, 1998, at the Indiana State Prison in Michigan City at
12:27 a.m. CST. Mr. Smith told the prosecutor and his attorney that he would plead guilty for the
offense of murder only on the condition that he be sentenced to death. He refused all appeals. Mr.
Smith was in prison when he committed the act of murder.
In June 1995, Mr. Robert Smith and Mr. Ronald Lunsford, 33, murdered Michael Wedmore, 32.
Mr. Wedmore was in prison for beating his girlfriend's 2-year-old daughter, Janelle Kaiser, to
death for wetting the bed. Mr. Wedmore was stabbed thirty-seven times. We do not know if Mr.
Smith or Mr. Lunsford are fathers.
What we do know is Mr. Smith was executed because of the way he lived his life.

It Is T i m e!
It is time to pick up the children. It is time to feed the dog. It is time to start the car. It is time to go to
work. Time, Time, Time. Time is the essential element that governs our lives. Time controls our every
move. Webster’s Dictionary defines time as the system of those sequential relations that any event has to
any other, as past, present or future. Therefore, people have a sequential relationship with time. We have
words in the English languages such as timekeeper, time lag, time lamp, time limit, and time discount. If we
read the dictionary, we find that there are over 48 words prefixed by the word time and 31 phrases in which
the word time is used, such as in make time, kill time, or against time.
The number of words people use daily denoting time implies that time is a very important concept to us.
The only reason why it is important is that the use of time determines how well and how long we live.
Therefore, we take time out for a break, time out for a salad, and time out for sleeping. What we do not do
as women is take time out for our safety. As you read this book, you will become acutely aware that women
are out of time.
Women no longer have time to sip a cup of tea, to dance in the street, or to listen to a symphony. Ask
the women who were murdered in their beds how much time they had. Ask the women who were murdered
by their husbands’ mistresses how much time they had. Ask the elderly women beaten to death for their
money and household items how much time they had. They cannot answer you because their time was
taken away from them.
Ask the woman who was shot to death putting her children aboard a school bus. Ask the two women
who were murdered by a carpet cleaner servicing their home how much time they had. Ask the woman
who was murdered by a cable installer how much time she had. Ask the woman who was found lying in her
bed with seven knives sticking out of her body how much time she had. These women cannot answer you.
Someone in an instant decided to take everything these women had, including their time.
These women were not afforded the dignity of dying of old age, with old age being the symbol of a long,
successful life. There will be no more seasons for these women. There will be no more baby showers,
weddings, birthday parties, picnics, or office parties for these women. Their time on earth was taken away
from them. All that is left of them are a few pictures and memories in the minds of their friends and families.
Because women are not faced with the tragedy of murder every day, murder is not given a second
thought. People tend to believe that murder happens to someone else down the street or far, far away.
Some women believe that prosperity and affluence will protect them from murder. Some women believe
that murder always happens somewhere else: Murder happens in someone else’s neighborhood, not my
neighborhood. Murder happens in someone else’s family, never my family. Murder cannot happen here.
Well, women must waken from their sleep. We say that if you are a woman, every morning you wake up
you are out of time.

Chapter 1
Purpose of the Study
The purpose of the eight volumes of Do This In Remembrance of Me is to inform the female population
of the United States of the number of murders occurring in this country that are being committed solely
because of a person’s gender. We have male murderers walking among us. These murderers are sleeping
next door, working in our midst, and at any given moment they will murder again, and again. And their
victims will be women, children, and the elderly: the three most defenseless groups in this country.
The women of the United States are being called to arms. Women must now join together and make a
concerted effort to reduce the number of women being murdered in this country and abroad. American
women enjoy a rich heritage because of the sacrifices women made in the past. Now women must step out
and go beyond mere scratching and begging for full citizenship. Women must not only demand their rights;
they must seize them.
The women in this country owe the women of the world a duty to lead. There are women in Pakistan
being murdered by their husbands, set afire when they are no longer useful; women in Northern Africa
being mutilated against their will because a man believes this age-old custom to be right; and women all
over the world committing suicide because of their low status and lack of opportunity. The problems of the
weak must be solved by the strong. No one else can solve these problems. The American woman is
uniquely placed in history to change the world. We have a duty to our children, to the world, and to
ourselves to face this challenge. Understand this: the fight for full citizenship must be waged and won if the
lives of our sisters, mothers, nieces, aunts, and grandmothers are to be protected.
Women can no longer allow the male population or the news media to separate them based on status,
religion, class, race, experiences, culture, moreways, or ethnocentricity. Women must stand against the
definition of a feminist being a woman who wants to be a man. A feminist is merely a female who is asking
her country to grant her full citizenship under the law. She wants the laws of the country in which she lives
to become a reality for both genders. Women must unite behind a common cause of full citizenship in
every state. Citizenship must include the right to work and receive fair wages, the right to health care
applicable to women, and the right to self-defense and protection. Citizenship must also include the right to
seek a divorce and have child abuse or drug use considered in the divorce decree, and the right to petition
any court in America for protection. The women of this country and the world with substantial wealth must
assist in the effort of liberating women. Women have been ineffective in the struggle for full citizenship
because the causes of women have been under-financed and leadership has been fragmented. It took
over 24 years for the violence against women bill to pass. It was introduced for the third time in1970.
Twenty-four years is a lifetime; at this rate it will take women another century to have four more pieces of
legislation particular to women to be passed by the Congress of the United States. To reach our goal of full
citizenship:
1.

Women must write and distribute educational material targeting young males regarding women’s
issues, the right to say no, and criminal sexual conduct. This information should be introduced in all
high schools and on college campuses. Many males are committing crimes against women, such as
murder and criminal sexual conduct ,starting at the age of 12. This situation must be corrected.

2. Women must develop seminars for men only. The seminars should be designed to explore issues such
as date rape, putting drugs in drinks, marriage, and the various relationships women have with males
as fathers, brothers, sons, uncles, and grandfathers. These seminars should be offered to employers,
counselors, churches, and insurance companies.
3. Women must review the effectiveness of all female groups and consolidate these groups into stronger
units. Women must develop ways to finance women’s groups other than using government subsidy.

4. Women must eliminate the use of words such as bitch, prostitute, cow, honey, cunt, sweetie, baby,
lesbian, and any other derogatory terms relating to a female. These words should be stricken from the
language.
5. Women must explore the profession of prostitution and use of brothels.
6. Women must reduce the conflict between women of different sexual orientations.
Finally, women must develop a national strategy based on the theory and philosophy of one state, one
cause, one result. The exigency of violence against women is such that women must act now.
As you read, you will note that the contents of this book and the demand for full citizenship are not a
denunciation of men, marriage, or courtship. The book is merely a vehicle to awaken the American woman
to her responsibilities and to her full potential. Marriage is the cornerstone of all civilization. It is necessary
to maintain the integrity of the family. But the family must be a unit in which all members are treated equally
and all members are free to be individuals. Female children should not be forced into marriages they do not
desire or occupations they do not like, or murdered because they disobey a parent, a husband, or a male
relative. A woman should be free to seek her dreams. She should not be hampered by words of
discouragement triggered by fear. Women should be able to reach old age without being molested or
murdered. Young women should be able to date without being drugged and poisoned. Women should be
able to seek divorces without being murdered. Women should be able to end relationships without being
stalked and hunted down like animals. Women should be able to drive the nation’s highways, jog in their
neighborhoods, and live alone without being targets. And most importantly, women should be able to say
‘no’ to romantic overtures without being murdered.
Men should support the efforts of women for full citizenship because there is always a male related to
a woman who is murdered. How many men have lost daughters, sisters, mothers, aunts, cousins, wives,
and grandmothers to violence? How many of you have sat in courtrooms emasculated because there was
nothing you could do but pray that the prosecutor would win a rape or a murder case involving a member of
your family? How many funerals have you attended for people you knew that were murdered? How many
of you regret telling your daughters to find a good man and marry him instead of seeking a career, only to
later find out he was beating her? How many times have you gone looking for your daughter, only to find
her on a street corner or in a dope house? How many of you have depleted your savings trying to protect
your daughter and grandchildren from your daughter’s violent husband? Many of you have paid dental bills,
light and gas bills, etc., because you daughters, sisters, or female friends were running from a man.
How many of you sit at night in a bar filling up on alcohol so that you can forgive yourself for making
your daughter live her life the way you wanted? How many of you can’t sleep at night knowing your
daughters are prostitutes because you maintained an incestuous relationship with them? How many of you
are now asking your children for forgiveness for all the birthdays and holidays you missed? How many of
you are reeking with shame because you know your sons are in prison because you deserted them? How
many of you go to church and sit in the pews quietly begging God to deliver your daughters from alcohol,
drugs, and illicit relationships because you know the love and parenting she needed was not provided by
you? Many of you cannot sleep at night for the shame you feel for not having the courage to break with
tradition and train your daughters for a career. How many of you neglected to teach your sons to respect
women? If you participate with us in preventing violence against women and children, you will no longer
have feelings of guilt. You will have a feeling of hope.
Approximately 250,000 people are affected when 22,000 women die. A woman stands to have many
relationships in her lifetime. She can be a daughter, a niece, a sister, an aunt, a cousin, a mother, a
granddaughter, a wife, and a grandmother. Everyone in her family is directly affected by her death, not to
mention friends, acquaintances, coworkers, etc. In 1989, two brothers murdered a young boy named Yero
Black in Oak Park, Michigan. The community was devastated and people grieved along with the mother of
the murdered child. Murder affects everyone. Murder is all around us; it cannot be escaped. When
speaking of Yero Black’s murderers, his mother said, “I just want to choke them. I want them to pay. They

have taken away my life.” Murder is the most devastating event in a person’s life. Every time a murder is
mentioned on television or read about in a newspaper, it compounds our feeling of defeat and reinforces
our feeling that there is nothing we can do. Accumulated murders make many feel like there is no use in
trying to fight back because women and children have been raped and murdered for centuries. But there is
something we can do. We are not helpless as a sex, as a community, or as a country. We can change. We
can change as parents, we can change as friends, we can change as children, and we can change as a
community. Change is a way of fighting back, and change is a way of working toward a solution.
In Volume One, you will read the brief summaries of over 2,696 women who were murdered in this
country, but there are ten women whose cases deserve your close attention. These cases are District
Court Judge Carol Irons; Deletha Word, 33; Tina Lynn Sivley, 16; Deborah Mumford,19; Jennifer Levin, 18;
Nancy Barile,19; Cammi Ostwald,16; Sandra Waniak; and Jacqueline Ponke, 35. Their cases are unique
because their cases cover the spectrum of how violence is visited on women. These cases demonstrate
how prosecutors, jurors, and judges view murdered women. Our legal system will scream and rally and say
we treat women and men the same when they come before the judicial system, but this is not the truth.
Woman and men are not treated equally under the law, dead or alive, and the deaths of over 200,000
American women murdered in this country is a growing legacy to this fact. Women and men are treated
differently by social workers, divorce attorneys, the church, the police, prosecutors, judges, parole boards,
probation officers, and the United States Supreme Court. As you continue to read, we will support this
statement.
The tenth case stands by itself because it shows how one woman went time and time again to the
courts and to the police department asking for help and was denied her rights as a citizen to be protected
from harm. The woman’s name is Kathleen Caulley. Her husband shot her on September 12, 1988 and she
died September 27, 1988. She was a citizen of the state of Michigan. Her husband stood behind a tree with
a rifle at his side and waited until her car came down the street and pulled to the corner. Then he stepped
out from behind the tree and shot her. A woman saw Mr. Caulley shoot his wife, and she identified him in
court. After all the trials and appeals, Mr. Caulley went free. Kathleen Caulley’s family said that Mr. Caulley
got away with murder, and he did. Imagine a man plotting the murder of his wife. Imagine him going over in
his mind the route his wife takes every morning when leaving for work. Imagine him selecting just the right
spot to stand where he had the greatest advantage in hitting his target. Imagine him loading his gun, going
to the spot and standing in the early morning hours with hatred and horror in his heart. Imagine him finally
stepping out from behind the trees, taking aim, then hitting his target several times, leaving his wife
bleeding to death in the street. But most of all, imagine him carrying a gun to the scene and not being
afraid of anyone stopping him.
Now imagine Mr. Caulley, after accomplishing his goal, throwing the gun away, then driving or
walking home to await the police. He had no fear of the police. The police looked just like him. He had
several guns in his possession and he had absolutely no fear.
He was not afraid of the police shooting him or beating him up. They returned his guns to him on two
occasions. They had been to his home many times at his wife’s request and had done nothing. Why should
Mr. Cauley be afraid when the court had done nothing on another occasion when his wife told the judge Mr.
Caulley pointed a gun at her and she was afraid for her life? When Mr. Caulley was finally arrested and
arraigned in court for shooting his wife on September 12, 1988, Mr. Caulley asked the judge to grant him a
10% bond. Shooting his wife was not extraordinary, so why should Mr. Caulley not be granted a 10%
bond? He was not a criminal. He was an upstanding member of the community and he identified with the
police and the judge. He probably voted for the judge he was facing. The police and judge were his
representatives.
Men have murdered women for years, so what did the death of one more woman matter? Besides, she
was at fault. She was the one who wanted the divorce. Mr. Caulley had no fear of the judiciary system. He
had accomplished his mission. His mission was to murder his wife and as far as he was concerned, when
he walked off she lay dead in the street. Mr. Caulley was found not guilty of murder. When all the trials
were over, nothing had changed. There was no outcry, no protest; no new legislation was offered in the

state house or the state senate, just life as usual, though a woman lay dead and her children left
motherless. What was amazing about this situation was that the drug Mr. Caulley was using supposedly
led to Mr. Caulley shooting his wife. What we do not understand is, why was the person most hated by the
perpetrator the only person killed when the drug was taken? Why was not every person in the area of Mrs.
Caulley shot that day? If a person is taking a medication that makes him or her murder, why isn't every
person in the vicinity of the person shot to death? Why was the only person murdered was the wife? There
is something very ugly about this case, and the ugliness is a reflection on our society. It shows the
prejudice society has against any woman who demands equal treatment under the law. There was no
justice the day Mr. Caulley was acquitted of murder.
Great legislation is always passed in this country after a particularly cruel death or some wellpublicized violent act. Kathleen Caulley’s murder was cruel, but it was not well publicized because she was
just another housewife living in a suburb murdered by her husband. To make her death an issue would
have brought a spotlight to the suffering of women who supposedly live in nice, quiet areas. It would be a
delineation from the norm for the newspapers to acknowledge that violence against women occurs in all
cultures and in all locales. The fact that her husband stood behind a tree waiting for his prey was not
sensational enough to cause a stir. Legislation is passed only when men know they have to do something.
Remember: men still control the Senate and the House in both the state and federal governments, so if a
bill dealing with the rights or the protection of women is passed in both houses of the state or federal
government, men must have been pressed to bring about this legislation. California passed the first
stalking law of the nation after the death of Rebecca Schaeffer. Thousands of women had died at the
hands of stalkers in California for years before Rebecca Schaffer was murdered, yet no legislation was
written. Why, because these women were not important. Rebecca Schaffer was murdered July 18, 1989;
by 1990, California had a stalking law in place. Rebecca Schaffer was one of many women murdered by a
stalker.
But their deaths did not matter. Who cares about Sally Sue being beaten and murdered because her
husband was following her? She should have stayed home. Her husband was putting a roof over her head.
He was feeding her. Everyone knows that half the problems in this country are caused by women wanting
to leave the home. If women did what they were supposed to do, this county would not have violence in the
schools, our children would be raised better, and everything would be fine. Women need to stay in their
place and do what they are told. If Eve had not forced Adam to eat the apple in the Garden of Eden, none
of this would be happening right now. Women are to blame. God said women are supposed to do what
men tell them to do.
In 1979, under President Carter, the Office of Domestic Violence was opened. Two years later, under
President Reagan, the office was closed. When domestic violence legislation was introduced in the United
States Congress in 1980, Senators Orrin Hatch of Utah and S.I. Hayakawa of California led the opposition.
In a letter given to colleagues, they stated that “such legislation represents one giant step by the federal
social service bureaucracy into family matters which are properly, more effectively and democratically
represented by the states and local communities.” They made this statement in light of the evidence that
state governments were doing absolutely nothing regarding the safety of women and children. If a husband
assaulted his wife or girlfriend, the charge was whittled down to a misdemeanor of disturbing the peace.
When a father committed incest, state legislators avoided calling the act rape, knowing full well a juvenile
cannot consent to committing a sexual act. On October 19, 1988, 61st District Judge Carol Irons was
murdered in her chambers. After all was said and done, a local community found Judge Carol Iron’s
husband guilty of shooting at the police officers who were attempting to protect Judge Irons. Damn the fact
that he just murdered his wife. Murdering his wife was inconsequential, but shooting at the defending police
officer was considered by the jury to be the most serious crime. Several communities in different states
have put men on probation as punishment for murdering their wives. One state allowed the murderer of his
wife/girlfriend to serve the few months he was sentenced in jail after harvest time so as not to
inconvenience the running of his business.

The lives and personal safety of women has always been in the hands of the state, with each state
acting separately and differently; thus the need for federal laws unifying the treatment of women under the
law.
A local community found Kathleen Cauley’s husband not guilty of murder. Local communities all over
this country allow men to be convicted of lesser charges, allowing these men to return to the community to
kill again. The state of Michigan said absolutely nothing about the death of Kathleen Caulley. The state of
Michigan said absolutely nothing after the deaths of Janice Cox, Katie Brown, Cynthia Jones, and Rozalyn
Marshall. The state of Texas said absolutely nothing at the deaths of Nikki Blatter, Shirley Maynard,
Rebecca Patton, Amelia Perales, and Ruth Porter. Texas just made deals with others states to house their
prisoners. Texas can use the money. Dr. Finch of California was paroled after spending ten years in prison
for murdering his wife. He had committed adultery. He had lied, cheated, and committed fornication, but
because he was a valuable member of society he was allowed to go free after spending only ten years in
prison for murdering a woman. How was his parole equal justice under the law?
Dr. Finch was basically an honest man who made a stupid mistake. Why should he spend the rest of his
life paying for a stupid mistake? Besides, Dr. Finch did not belong in prison. He listens to operas. Prison is
for the riffraff, for men and women who do not contribute to society. Dr. Finch is a man of standing and of
wealth. He pays his taxes. He even played tennis in prison. Dr. Finch is a man of breeding. He should be
welcomed back into society with open arms. John Murphy, president of the Chamber of Commerce in
Missouri, said, “We owe it to a man such as Dr. Finch to give him every opportunity to become fully
rehabilitated.” Now how many other felons did Mr. Murphy open his arms too? How many women do you
know who are paroled after ten years for committing murder?
If you are familiar with the history of women, the argument for community control sounds all-too
familiar. The argument for community control was made back in the 1800’s when women first began to
clamor about violent husbands. Men said that what happened behind closed doors was none of the
government’s business. The federal government should stay out of the bedroom. The man was the citizen.
If he wasn’t breaking the law, then what was the bother? A husband has a right to do whatever he wants to
do behind closed doors. It is his house. What was so pathetic about this response is many men in
Congress had elderly mothers, sisters, daughters, and nieces at risk, and these men cared nothing for their
safety. Also, the fox was being asked to guard the hen house (see case of Madge Overholtzer). Congress
has just as many spousal and women abusers as the general public. You can believe their wives are told
what to say in public. Members of Congress are supposed to be a cut above the rest of the country, but a
book written by a congressman’s wife change that myth.
In 1972, Congress passed the Equal Rights Amendment (ERA), a proposed constitutional amendment
prohibiting sex discrimination. It failed to be ratified by the necessary majority of 38 states. The U.S. Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission, a government agency, was formed in 1964 to end discrimination
(including sex discrimination) in hiring. Why were these two pieces of legislation necessary if states were
attending to the needs of women and the defenseless persons in our society? Domestic violence legislation
was attacked as a feminist issue. People were told that domestic violence legislation was an attack on
motherhood, the family, and Christian values. Someone forgot to tell people that thousands of Christian
women were being raped, sodomized, mutilated, and murdered each year by their husbands, brothers,
boyfriends, and acquaintances. Now who was attacking motherhood, family values, and Christianity: the
murderers, or the women asking for domestic violence legislation?
There are three cases in this book that speak directly to Christian concerns. Two women -- Mae Lee,
76, and Patronella Luke, 35 -- were murdered in church. How much closer to God can one get? One
woman, Stella Sproule, 28, was a devout Christian. Everyone who knew her said that she loved the Lord
and practiced true Christianity. Yet she was murdered. How can the desire for protection against abuse be
against Christian values? There are many women who do not go to church on Sunday because they are
beaten black and blue Saturday night when their husbands come home drunk from the bar. Critics also
said that another problem with the legislation was that when women used shelters throughout the country,
they had to promise to divorce their husbands in order to enter the shelter. What is stupid about this charge

is that the promise is not enforceable under the law, even if the promise were made. The promise could not
be upheld in court. The right to marry is a guaranteed right covered under the right to the pursuit of
happiness.
After the Office of Domestic Violence was closed, the Family Protection Act was introduced in
Congress. This legislation was designed to kill the feminist movement. The Family Protection Act was
introduced in Congress to eliminate federal laws supporting equal education; forbid “intermingling of the
sexes in any sport or other school-related activities;” require marriage and motherhood to be taught as the
proper career for girls; deny federal funding to any school using textbooks portraying women in
nontraditional roles; repeal all federal laws protecting battered wives from their husbands; and ban federally
funded legal aid for any woman seeking abortion counseling or a divorce. The bill, supported by the
Reagan administration, was defeated. The women in this country did not need an Office of Domestic
Violence; all they needed to do was to get married and let their husbands take care of everything, the way
husbands are supposed to do. And those women unfortunate enough not to find anyone willing to marry
them should clean houses or join a nunnery.
How any sane person could introduce legislation like this is beyond comprehension. If the Family
Protection Act had passed, it would have strangled the American woman. It is unfathomable that any
human being could have written this act and considered it worthy to be enacted into law for the citizens of
this country to live by. This is a great nation, and legislation like the Family Protection Act demeans the
deaths of the millions of men who have died defending this country. Are men so terrified of granting full
citizenship to women that they are willing to take a chance on the lives of the women in their families just to
keep the country’s women in their places: at home, barefoot and pregnant? Not to digress, but if you have
a chance, watch the History Channel when it airs the series “The KKK: A Secret History” and “Hitler: The
3rd Reich.” Listen to the narrator describe the attacks and the reasoning behind these movements.
Underneath the attacks and rhetoric, you will hear the same faulty logic underlying legislation like the
Family Protection Act. The assumption is: It is our job as men to tell everyone in the world what everyone
should think, how they are supposed to live, what they are supposed to wear, what they are supposed to
eat, and who should live and who should die. Women cannot define themselves; they are not capable of
self-rule or self-government. They need to do what men tell them to do, or else.
The women in this country who verbally seek full participation in society are often called ugly names.
These women are berated, snubbed, passed over for promotions, and generally bastardized. Nevertheless,
these women endure. The American women should be thankful to Mary Wallstonecraft, Emmeline
Pankhurst, Susan B. Anthony, Gloria Steinem, and Germaine Greer. These women fought, or have been
fighting, on the front line for years. But there is a list of women who have been fighting in the trenches of
this country and abroad whose names no one remembers except their family and friends.
Their stories will be told in this book. Their names will never be forgotten because they lost their lives
trying to be free. We who are alive owe these women the greatest debt. You may not agree now, but when
you finish reading the next seven books you will realize that the women of this country have been
negligent. History will not be kind to us if we do not take up the cause again, and this time, not stop until
every woman on this planet is free.

Chapter 2
Legislation for Women
Before we began our discussion of violence against women, we need to lay a foundation regarding
legislation and women. You may consider this section dry reading, but it is the legislation of a country that
insures full citizenship and sovereignty. This book was not written to “male-bash” or to pit man against
women. The subject of violence against women is too important to demean with such rhetoric.
Nevertheless, violence against women is a male-versus-female issue because ninety percent of the
women murdered in this country are murdered by men, and those women who are not murdered live under
a form of slavery called domestic violence. In the year 2004, we still have half of the country's population
living under the coercive force of violence. And there is no end in sight. We believe that after much review,
future historians will call the period of 1990 to 2010 the period when the media assisted in the enslavement
of women, and thus this period in our history is indeed about man versus woman.
The most significant legislation involving women are the 19th Constitutional Amendment, the state and
federal stalking laws, the 1994 Violence Against Women Act, Megan’s Law, and the federal Violence
Against Children Act. There have been other laws written involving women, but these are the most
significant laws because they strike at the heart of the suffering of women. Prior to these laws being
written, the states were able to skirt around the issue that women were being brutalized by men in this
country, both in and outside of the home. Before these laws were introduced, chastisements, beatings,
etcetera, were not accepted as acts of violence; these acts were considered part of the necessary
treatment of property. Property is a substance that has to be managed and controlled. Because women
were considered property, they had to be managed and controlled. The techniques used by their managers
did not come under the law.
The list below describes behaviors that were acceptable as they related to women:
1.

Women could be beaten by their fathers, brothers, or husbands until the men deemed their behavior
had been corrected. Males had the right to chastise women.
Imagine: It is 2004, and a Michigan man was just arrested for beating his wife with a coat hanger for
four hours because she wore shorts outside of the home.
2. A husband, for a good cause, could murder a woman. Adultery was considered a good cause.
Murdering a woman was considered no more serious than killing a stranger.
3. The state of Mississippi upheld the right of a husband to chastise his wife.
4. In the case of divorce, the woman had no say so regarding the custody of her children.
5. Neither cruelty nor desertion was grounds for divorce for a woman.
6. Marital rape was accepted. The courts could not see how a husband could rape his wife because
marital sex was considered a wife’s duty.
7. Laws involving women were not uniform throughout the United States.
8. The right of a woman to divorce and to remarry was not clear.
9. Women were legal slaves: when and where and how they performed their female “duties” was
controlled by the man.
10. If a man beat his wife in North Carolina, intervention would only occur in the state where the dispute or
permanent injury had occurred.
11. A woman who committed adultery had no right to child custody or to separate maintenance.
12. Between 1900 and 1920, women were encouraged to be subservient, compliant, and economically
dependent, divorce was discouraged, and reconciliation promoted. Do you know how many women are
murdered after returning home?
13. Violence against women was not considered criminal behavior.
14. Women could be automatically committed to asylums, and children to orphanages.
15. Scientific evidence was offered that women stayed with their abusers because secretly they enjoyed
the pain of the abuse. Helene Deutsche introduced this theory. It was accepted that a woman was
unable to accept responsibility for her own participation in her battering.

16. Another study by John E. Snell, Richard J. Rosenwald, and Ames Robey concluded that the women
who accused their husband of abuse were aggressive, masculine, frigid, indecisive, passive,
masochistic, and castrating. And the abuse they experienced served to fill their needs.
17. Police did not respond to calls for assistance from women being beaten, stalked, etc. Several police
departments had to be taken to court for failing to protect women against abusive husbands.
Reading the list above should help you to understand why women have fought for full citizenship.
The enactment of the laws just mentioned was a public announcement that violence against women
and children exists and that the primary perpetrators of this violence are men. These laws also brought
women closer to full citizenship than any other legislation. A person does not have full citizenship in a
country if that person does not have custody of his or her body and full personal protection under the law.
Granted, the ownership and the disposal of property are important, and the right to divorce and custody of
one’s children is indeed important. But the custody of one’s body takes precedent over everything. If an
individual does not have control over what happens to his or her body, then he or she is not a sovereign
entity. Sovereignty is a fundamental right of existence. When a woman does not have custody of her body,
she does not have sovereignty; therefore, she can be viewed as property or a thing. It is a gross
contradiction to say a person is human and property at the same time. A thing is not a human and a human
is not a thing. A thing cannot be human; suggesting so is sophistry. Possession denotes mastery. It implies
inequality.
By definition, men are superior and women are inferior. From the theorem of male superiority comes
the axiom that because men are better thinkers than women are, they make better decisions than women
do. Therefore, the role of a woman should be determined by the male because he can make the better
decisions. The problem here is that the original premise is faulty. Men are not superior to women. Men are
different from women, not superior to them. Some men are stronger than women are, but not all men are
stronger than women are. Some men are more intelligent than women are, but not all men are more
intelligent than women are. Some men can run faster than some women can, but not all men can run faster
than all women can. Also, the men who are stronger than some women and can run faster than some
women and think better than some women do not come from one class, one race, or one religion. The
characteristics of strength, speed, and intelligence are widely distributed throughout the Homo Sapiens
population. Therefore, mankind must accept that human beings can be different but equal. Mankind must
also accept that comparisons lead to faulty thinking. And building a civilization on the premise of male
superiority clearly emasculates an entire segment of the male population. This is the segment of the male
population who cannot think better than some women, who cannot run faster than some women, and who
are not stronger than some women. The emasculation of these men leads to violence against women.
There is a direct corollary between violence against women and the emasculation of men. Women are now
dying in the wake of their violence.
Some men have sought to solve the dichotomy of male superiority by using violence to make male
superiority true. Their philosophy is, 'If you can’t win, cheat.' There is a direct correlation between violence
against women and the male ego. Every living thing on this earth comes under the control of man. There is
not one living thing that can exert its sovereignty over man. Therefore, if women lack sovereignty they are
less than men are. It is this area that has causes the problems that relate to woman. Men view woman as
property. Animals are neutered; why not women? When you finish with your property you either sell it as
used, or destroy it by burning it or throwing it in the trash; the same applies to women. When men introduce
women, the personal pronoun is used. The man will say this is my wife, this is my sister, and this is my
mother. Possession is implied, and control and mastery is assumed. The aforementioned legislation
destroys the conception that women are property that must be controlled by men. One cannot be property
and also be in a position to legislate one’s rights.
The Constitution has two significant sections that relate primarily to the plight of women. The
Constitution guarantees every citizen the right to be protected and to bear arms. Historically, real property
and livestock have been given more protection than women have. Soon you will read the case of one
woman who was murdered while the police were investigating a property crime. Her family called for help

repeatedly; none came. The woman was stabbed to death. When you read her case note the year that she
was murdered. Every day, all over the United States, women call for help and no one helps them,
especially women living in rural areas without money, transportation, or education. We as women must
stop this slaughter. We first must grieve and weep for the women slain in this country. Then we must stand
up and tell the men of this country that this slaughter will not continue. We will be in court every day in
mass until these murders stop.
Women have also been found guilty in courts and sentenced to long prison terms when they defended
themselves against boyfriends or husbands because the court did not like the way the woman chose to
defend herself. It was not until a woman set her husband afire in his bed that the courts wanted to deal with
the question of how a woman can defend herself against a person who is stronger than she, or how a
woman should defend herself against a person who persists in stalking her. Several governors have
pardoned women because the criminal cases and convictions of the women were clearly the result of
spousal abuse. It took courage for these governors to step from the ranks of men and pardon these
women. The governors’ actions clearly said that women are human beings and women are citizens and
women do have the right to defend themselves. Clearly, a woman cannot fistfight a man; she has to use
other means to defend herself. Pay close attention to the information you read. There are men described in
this book who committed murder and were back on the street in three to seven years.
Murdered women have also been found guilty in court. One of the most monstrous cases in this book is
the case of District Court Judge Carol Irons. Her husband was punished more for shooting at two police
officers than he was for shooting her. Men have murdered women with impunity because of the prejudice
of judges and juries.
Time and time again the prejudices of jurors are used against women, alive or dead. Society has a
specific code of conduct for women and men. If a woman violates this code, she is dealt with harshly in the
courts. Judge Iron’s husband accused her of adultery. In the same breath, his attorney let the court know
that her husband was having problems with his sexuality. The attorney’s statement squinted in two
directions: the statement implied that Judge Iron’s husband could not satisfy her so she turned to other
men, and that Judge Iron should have been sympathetic to her husband’s plight and stood by her man.
Therefore, the court should understand how devastated her husband felt when Judge Iron found other men
attractive. Also, the court should understand why her husband had to kill her.
The fact that Judge Carol Irons filed for divorce was not relevant. She filed for divorce because she was
selfish. Things got tough in the marriage and she wanted to bail out. Judge Irons was to blame for the
problems in her marriage, and Judge Iron was to blame for her husband shooting her. Under these
circumstances, it was understandable that her husband would choose to shoot her in her chambers where
all of her colleagues could see her being humiliated and defeated. Besides, everyone knows that society
has given men the right for centuries to murder unfaithful women. Again, if Judge Carol Irons had done
what she was told to do like millions of women before her, Judge Carol Irons would be alive today. This
murder was a direct result of women seeking full citizenship in the country in which they live.
There is no way of knowing exactly how long women have been struggling for citizenship in this
country or around the world because until modern time, history was written by men. We do know that
through the years woman sought emancipation because the brutalization of women did not just start in the
1960s. The first women given the right to vote were in New Zealand before the 1900s. If a person does not
have the right to vote regarding laws governing him or her, then that person is without sovereignty.
Violence against women was not treated as a serious issue until women gained the right to vote, the right
to seek election and to sit in the house and senate of the state and federal government of their respective
countries, however their governments were formed. Once women gained sovereignty over their bodies and
lives, then they introduced legislation important to them.
It was not until 1977 when President Carter, a Democratic president, declared the elimination of
violence in the home to be a national goal that violence against women took center stage in the politics of
this country. This country was formally established in 1776; it took two hundred years before a president

made it a national goal to eliminate violence against women. Imagine: two hundred years of women living
under the threat of violence from men. The number of women murdered in that two hundred years is
staggering. The poor women had no hope, no chance to change their status. They were without resources
to flee or to survive on their own. Only a few women with resources or knowledge of where they could flee
and find shelter were able to change their situation. Shelters were few and the stay was not long, plus the
women had no skills to begin life on their own to support their children. These conditions still exist today.
This situation must change.
When the Violence Against Women Act was passed as part of a crime bill in 1994, new penalties were
established to prosecute perpetrators. The bill allowed for the cooperation of police agencies and
prosecutors between states. Court orders from one state could be enforced in another state. A 24-hour,
toll-free national domestic violence hotline was established in February 1996. The people manning the
hotline provide crisis assistance and local shelter referrals to women across the country. The referral
function alone made the hotline a valuable tool. The hotline keeps a woman from feeling alone; it also
helps her by giving her access to someone who can help her make a decision about her safety in a time of
crisis, when most women cannot think clearly or process data cognitively. After a bout of abuse, most
women are incoherent, dazed, and confused. Many times they need someone to help lead them to safety.
The hotline also has counselors for non-English speaking women and for the hearing impaired. The Texas
Council on Family Violence operates the hot line through a grant. The voice number is 1-800-799-SAFE,
and the DDD number is 1-800-7873224.
In Chapter 4 we will discuss the deadliest moment in a woman’s life. In this chapter we give advice to
the woman who decides to flee. Part of this advice should have included what car a woman with children
should purchase. The car you purchase should be a car that can take abuse. You will not always have
money for quarterly oil changes or other maintenance. You will need a car that can take abuse. The two
best cars for abuse are the Ford Taurus and the Ford Aerostar. This is not an advertisement for Ford it is
just the truth. Ford is known for manufacturing cars where the odometer reaches 999,999 and resets itself
to zero and the car continues to run. The author of this book was homeless on several occasions and lived
in several Ford vehicles. Most auto manufacturers do not look at their cars as how often their cars can be
abused and keep running. Abusing a car is not a flattering characteristic but nonetheless important to
women. You will need a car with enough room to hide your children’s toys and clothes and will not looked
lived in. You need a car that can give you running power. When you accelerate a Taurus in the winter time
she moves and she holds to the road. The trunk is large. You are not interested in a pretty car. You are
interested in a car that will perform work and can survive running on dirty oil. Remember a car can
generate enough heat under the hood to dry clothes or cook food in a can. Do not put plastic anywhere
near an engine. Ford cars are easy to repair. Some of the maintenance you can do yourself. Ford parts
are plentiful in junk yards. Most street mechanics (jack leg mechanics) can patch a Ford to keep it running.
Remember you have only one goal and that goal is for you and your children to survive. Purchase a car
that will aid in your survival. A woman’s life was saved because her husband crossed the Mexican
American border to purchase a genuine Ford part for his truck.

Suffrage
It has been eighty eight years since the United States Government granted women the right to vote.
Thus began their citizenship. The right to vote in one’s country is the cornerstone to the assumption of full
citizenship for anyone, not just women. Women lived in this country before 1776 but did not have the right
to vote until 1920. So from 1776 to 1920, women suffered rape, chastisement, and the loss of their children
if the women displeased their husbands. In 1791, the Bill of Rights came into existence, but women were
not included under the protection of these rights. Imagine suffering 144 years under the heel of men who
supported the Bill of Rights for white men but no one else. Getting the right to vote was a major feat. Up
until 1920, women were not considered autonomous persons and citizens in their own right. They could not
participate in purchasing or selling land, voting, serving as jurors, nor could they represent themselves in
civil or legal transactions. In order to obtain the right to vote, women had to redefine themselves to others
and women had to attack the legal system, the church, and the school system. Historically, the church has
sanctified the subordination of women. Many of the laws in this country that affected women adversely
were carried over from England. All of the prejudices contained in these laws had to be met and destroyed
by women.
The 19th Amendment of 1920 is not a grand document; as you can see, it merely says that women have
the right to vote. Why all the fuss and bother? The right to vote means that decisions about how the country
will be run and how the states will be run become joint decisions, made by equals. Voting implies full
participation. When equals make decisions, the interests of both parties are considered and negotiated.
When decisions are made by one party, only the interests of the deciding party are considered. Voting
allows a person to determine his or her own destiny. The right to vote affirms sovereignty and humanness.
The only problem with the 19th Amendment is that the language of the document does nothing to reflect the
struggle women conducted to have the right to vote. Pomp, cymbals, and bells and whistles always
accompany any struggle won by men. The struggle won by these women was a blip, yet young people
need to know that the struggle for full citizenship in this country was a long, dangerous, and arduous task.
Many women were beaten and locked in their houses when they demanded the right to vote.
Their greatest foe was the all-male Congress, which did not want to share the power of self-government
with women. Until 1920, what was best for mankind was decided by a small group of men. The following is
an example of the pettiness of the male members of Congress. Read the following from the 1996 National
Catholic Reporter:
“Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Lucretia Mott and Susan B. Anthony led the rights struggle for the rest of
their lives. . . the relation of these three women over a half-century of struggle was honored by a
marble sculpture by Adelaide Johnson that depicted the busts of the three women, with Mott in the
lead and Anthony and Stanton behind her. The National Women’s Party presented this sculpture to
the United States government after the passage of the 19th Amendment that gave women the vote.
The sculpture was dedicated in 1921 and installed in the Capitol rotunda to commemorate for all
Americans the importance of the three women in winning this central reform of the American legal
system.
However, the all-male Congress was by no means willing to concur with the importance of this
event. The day after the dedication, they had the statue removed from the rotunda and stuck in a
broom closet. The congressmen blotted out the gold leaf inscription on the statue. The inscription
said that the women’s fight for equality was one of the great bloodless revolutions in all history
because of the number of people it liberated without killing a single person."
How petty can one be? These men were in positions of authority and their egos could not allow a
simple statue to grace one of the country’s landmarks. There are still men in this country who seek to
select and manipulate history. Our children are taught every day about male history; they see historical
excerpts regarding the Gatling gun, gunpowder, how the west was won, etc. But women cannot have a
simple statue in the nation’s capital. Not only did the men put the statute in a broom closet, they desecrated
the statute. These are the same tactics that some Japanese and Germans use: if you can’t erase history,

ignore it. There were no comfort women stolen from Korea, no one was raped in Nanking China, and there
were no concentration camps in Poland.
The statue stayed in the closet until 1963 when it was taken from the crypt and attempts were made to
restore it to a place of honor in the rotunda. All have failed. A fourth such attempt began in 1995 under the
leadership of three Republican congressmen: John Warner, Virginia; Ted Stevens, Alaska; and Connie
Morella, Maryland. They were spurred by a drive by women’s rights activists, Joan Meacham and Karen
Staser, who formed the “Raise the Statue” campaign, supported by both former first lady Hilliary Rodham
Clinton and former first lady Barbara Bush.
But the effort to restore the statue has been blocked by conservative Republicans led by Newt Gingrich
who claim lack of funds, lack of room in the rotunda, and the unimportance of the women thus
commemorated. Men have gone so far as to say that the women the statue depicts are ugly.
The Senate eventually voted 100-0 to move the statue to the rotunda, but there were funding questions.
The fate of this statue is significant because it tells us a lot about how female accomplishments are
perceived. The saga of the statue demonstrates that the struggle of women is typically unimportant in this
nation’s history. The struggle for full citizenship by women is not important enough to be immortalized in
the nation’s capital. Nor is the struggle important enough for funds to be provided to place this statue in its
rightful place in our history. Yet the American government can provide funds for everything else.
Where is the statue now? Who knows? What we do know is the statute is not discussed in the history
books read by children in this country. How many teenagers do you know who can describe the statue or
tell you the history of the women it depicts? The children in this country have seen pictures of Abraham
Lincoln, but have they seen pictures of this statue? Do the children know the history of the person who
carved the statue, where she was born, where she went to school? Children know everything about
Brittany Spears, but nothing about the women who have lived and died in this country trying to make
women free. This fact affirms the lack of the importance of women. Women are to be used as window
dressing only. Just as the Native American and the American Black have demanded that their history be
recorded and read by children all over this country, women must demand that their story be told in its
entirety, including the beatings and whippings women endured by their fathers, brothers, and husbands
when women demanded the right to vote.
We have listed the Bill of Rights, an amendment to the United States Constitution, next because we
want you to digest the enormity of denying women sovereignty over their lives by the men who said they
believed in this document. How can a man believe in the Bill of Rights and the Pledge of Allegiance when
he also believes that the marriage of a female child should be arranged by her parents? How can a man
believe in freedom when he believes that his daughter should stay at home until she is married and not
attend college? How can a man believe in the Bill of Rights for himself and believe that he has a right to
arrange for the marriage of his daughter to someone from the old country? Imagine forcing a young woman
born and educated in the United States to marry a man raised in an impoverished country. How can a man
believe in the Constitution of the United States when he believes that he has the right to beat his female
child with his fist or with sticks when she refuses to wear a headdress?
How can a man believe in the Constitution of the United States when he believes that he has the right to
murder his daughter if she dates mud people? How can a man believe in this doctrine for all people when
he arranges the marriage of his daughter for financial gain? How can a man believe in the Constitution of
the United States when he threatens his wife with deportation if she does not conform to his wishes? How
can a man believe in freedom, liberty, and justice for all when he takes his wife back to the old country to
kill her because he wants a divorce to marry a blonde-haired, blue-eyed woman and he does not want to
divorce his wife under the laws of the United States of America? Remember: in the United States, marital
assets belong to both parties in a divorce settlement. Taking a wife to the old country to kill her is a gross
contradiction and when these men pledge allegiance to the flag to become citizens of this country, it is an
affront to the men and women who have fought and died for this country.

Every, man, woman or child -- black, white, green, or blue -- living within the borders of the United
States of America comes under this doctrine of the Constitution of the United States of America, and
anyone circumventing this document should not be allowed to remain a citizen of this country. No man has
the right to force an American woman into social or physical bondage or incestuous bondage or sell her
into marriage for financial gain. No social or religious law comes before the Constitution of the United
States of America. The Constitution is the cloth of freedom every man and woman of this country sleeps
under at night. Below is the Bill of Rights of the United States of America:
The Bill of Rights
The Bill of Rights is a formal statement of the rights of people of the United States. These rights were
incorporated in the Constitution as amendments 1 – 10 in 1791. Before you begin reading the main
chapters of this book, please read each of these rights. Also, periodically you will return to this page and
read these rights again. By the time you have finished reading this book, you will have read these rights 30
to 40 times. When you read the final page of this book, there should no longer be a question in anyone’s
mind that women must be given full citizenship under the law.

The Bill of Rights of the United States of America..……

1 guarantees freedom of worship, of speech, of the press, of assembly, and to petition the government;
2 grants the right to keep and bear arms;
3 prohibits billeting of soldiers in private homes in peacetime;
4 forbids unreasonable search and seizure;
5 guarantees none be “deprived of life, liberty or property without due process of law” or compelled in any
criminal case to be a witness against himself or herself;
6 grants the right to speedy trial, to call witnesses, and to have defense counsel;
7 grants the right to trial by jury of one’s peers;
8 prevents the infliction of excessive bail or fines, or “cruel and unusual punishment”;
9,10 provides a safeguard to the states and people for all rights not specifically delegated to the central
government.
Not originally part of the draft of the Constitution, the Bill of Rights was mooted during the period of
ratification. Twelve amendments were proposed by Congress in 1789; the ten now called the Bill of Rights
were ratified 1791.

Sandy's Law
Written due to the murder of Sandra Berfiled, 32
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Chapter 164 of the Acts of 2000
"Sandy's Law"
AN ACT RELATIVE TO THE CRIME OF CRIMINAL HARASSMENT

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General Court assembled, and by the
authority of the same, as follows:
Chapter 265 of the General Laws is hereby amended by inserting after section 43 the following section:
Section 43A. (a) Whoever willfully and maliciously engages in a knowing pattern of conduct or series of
acts over a period of time directed at a specific person, which seriously alarms that person and would
cause a reasonable person to suffer substantial emotional distress, shall be guilty of the crime of criminal
harassment and shall be punished by imprisonment in a house of correction for not more than two and
one-half years or by a fine of not more than $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment. Such conduct
or acts described in this paragraph shall include, but not limited to, conduct or acts conducted by mail or by
use of a telephonic or telecommunication device including, but not limited to, electronic mail, internet
communications or facsimile communications.
(b) Whoever, after having been convicted of the crime of criminal harassment, commits a second or
subsequent such crime, or whoever commits the crime of criminal harassment having previously been
convicted of a violation of section 43, shall be punished by imprisonment in a house of correction for not
more than two and one-half years or by imprisonment in the state prison for not more than ten years.
Approved August 1, 2000
Source: www.feelsafeagain.org

Sandra Berfield was a 32 year old woman living in Massachusetts. She worked as a
waitress. While working she encountered a man who wanted to develop a romantic relationship with her.
She rebuffed him. For her actions he stalked her for two years. She did not qualify for a restraining order
because she had no relationship with her tormentor. She went numerous times to the police regarding his
behavior. Sandra Berfield was murdered January 20, 2000. Her assailant used a bomb as his weapon.
Please download Responding to Stalking by Karen Dempsey, Massachusetts Office of Victim
Assistance Summer 2001 Victim Impact: A newsletter to Advance Rights & Services For Crime Victims
in Massachusetts - Vol. 2 No. 3
Sandra Berfield died in part because she did not qualify for a restraining order. She also died
because Massachusetts as other states failed to recognize the true danger presented by a stalker.
Stalking is extremely important to women because women who work as waitresses and in convenience
stores are prone to attracting stalkers. As you will read you will notice several women were abducted
from convenience stores by men who frequented their establishment and several women who worked as
waitresses have been murdered by men they served coffee. We post this information here because we
want women to be aware that the man who constantly comes into the liquor store where you work, or the
photo shop, or the restaurant where you work and smiles and says thank you for your service is truly a
stalker. Do not be impressed by that smile be cautious. Take notice of his car and license number and
look for him throughout your day. You may be surprise to find he has followed you home. No law was
written in New Mexico for Gloria Zamora who was stalked and finally shot to death in the Jewel-Osco
supermarket July 13. She lived in terror for twenty years. Remember Ms. Michelle Grist, 41, of Florida.

Chapter 3
Stalking Laws
In this chapter, we have included a list of the stalking laws used in this country. As you review the list
of stalking laws, you will see that each state has a different definition of stalking and different punishments
for the same act. The diversity in these laws has contributed to the perplexing problem of women dealing
with errant husbands and boyfriends. California was the first state to enact stalking laws, although women
all over the country have been stalked for years. No one can live or work in a city without hearing stories of
women being murdered by stalkers. Stalking did not start with the death of Rebecca Schaeffer. Women
have been stalked for centuries. Stalking was not considered a problem until a fan murdered Rebecca
Schaeffer. California enacted a stalking law shortly after Rebecca Schaeffer's murder, yet consider all of
the women who were stalked in California before a celebrity was murdered, when the legislature did
nothing.
Stalking was a phenomenon that was not addressed because it was not perceived as being deadly. It
was thought to be romantic for a man to follow a woman around, telling her how much he cared for her.
Letters sent in the mail and phone calls were perceived as harmless, just methods of getting a person’s
attention. Rebecca Schaeffer’s death brought the problem of stalking to the nation’s attention.
People did not readily see stalking as a force being applied to a woman to get her to cave in. But
stalking is a force applied against a woman to get her to capitulate. Stalking renders a person helpless.
Dealing with a stalker is frustrating and frightening. Most people are not used to handling situations alone
especially women. Women throughout their lives are usually with someone: a girlfriend, their mother, a
sister, etc. The stalker’s program is to stalk the woman when she is alone, when she is most vulnerable to
attack and when he can get the greatest effect out of his reign of terror. Stalking is just another form of
control. Within a marriage or a relationship, the male uses stalking as a method of controlling his wife or
girlfriend.
When the relationship dissolves, the husband or boyfriend may use stalking to regain control of the
woman. A man in Iowa murdered his wife, his two children, and two of their playmates after stalking his exwife for months. He learned his ex-wife was dating another man. He could no longer control his wife, so he
killed her. Stalking is a particular type of violence. Murder is the end result of this violence. It is the ultimate
act of control. Some men who have murdered their families committed suicide right next to their wives’
bodies, indicating possession: that this was the proper order of things. We know of cases in which men
have left notes to family members demanding that they be buried next to the woman they murdered. The
stalker believes that if he or she continues to stalk the person, the victim will relent and give in to the
stalker’s wishes. The stalker is relying on the woman not being able to get help and, out of terror and
helplessness, relinquish her power back to the stalker. Before any state could enact a stalking law, the
measures had to be considered by the legislature. Many challenges were made. One senator said that a
stalking law would become just another tool used by women to harass men. Many judges said the laws
were unconstitutional. The Michigan stalking law was challenge several times by judges and was taken
before the appeals court.
When the federal stalking laws were enacted, they placed an umbrella over state stalking laws. But
again, stalking laws are for the sensible person, the person who will take the chastisement of the court and
go on. Stalking laws will not stop a person from continuing his or her reign of terror. Stalking laws are only
good if the person persists and the state has tough penalties, including imprisonment. Do not be lulled to
sleep thinking that just because your state has stalking laws, your life is not in danger. Stalking laws only
provide for punishment after the fact. Most state stalking laws provide minimal punishment, which is a mere
inconvenience. Some state stalking laws allow for the arrest of an individual. The arrest can give women
time to flee, but that is all. Long jail terms are punishments only after the woman has endured years of
terror. This was true of Massachusetts until a wife was murdered after being stalked by her husband for
months, and after a woman was killed with a bomb that was mailed to her home.

It should be mandatory for all stalkers to receive psychiatric care. There should be a corollary between
stalking convictions and the ownership of a gun. It has been suggested that stalkers do not use guns in
their reign of terror, but this is not true. Women are shot every day by boyfriends and husbands. The gun
and knife are weapons of choice for killing women, second to strangulation. Fire is the weapon of choice
when the man wants to murder his wife and children.
It is great that many states are now beginning to understand that the female population needs specific
laws to address many of their problems. But it does not matter how many laws are written to aid the woman
in living her life in peace and safety, if men do not change their view on how women should live and work.
During your reading, please refer to this chapter as you read the various stalking cases presented.
Compare especially the stalking laws in Florida versus the stalking laws in Michigan. Below are the states
with stalking laws. Some of this information may have changed; as you read, you will learn why.
States with Stalking Laws
Alabama
A person intentionally and repeatedly follows or harasses another and makes a credible threat, expressed
or implied, with intent to place person in reasonable fear of death or serious bodily harm.
Offense: Class C felony, Class B felony, if stalking conduct also violates any court order or injunction
(aggravated stalking)
Alaska
Knowingly engaging in course of conduct that recklessly places another in fear of death or physical injury
or in fear of death or physical injury of a family member.
Offense: Stalking in the 1st degree (Class C felony) requires stalking plus violation of an order, probation,
parole; under 16 years old, use of a deadly weapon, or previous conviction. Stalking in the 2nd degree is a
Class A misdemeanor.
Arizona
A person intentionally or knowingly engages in course of conduct that is directed toward another and
causes fear.
Offense: class 5 felony unless fear imminent physical injury or death then Class 4 felony,
Arkansas
Stalking in 1st degree: a person purposely engages in course of conduct that harasses another person and
makes a terrorist threat with intent of placing in imminent fear and (A) violates protective order or a no
contact order or (B) terrorist threatening or a terrorist act or (C) is armed with a deadly weapon or
represents that they are so armed. 2nd degree stalking: a person purposely engages in course of conduct
that harasses and the person and makes a terroristic threat with intent of placing in imminent fear.
Offense: Stalking in the 1st degree: Class B felony; Stalking in the 2nd degree: Class C felony.
California
A person willfully, maliciously, and repeatedly follows or harasses another and makes credible threat with
intent to place another in reasonable fear.
Offense: 1 year in city jail and/or $1,000; if probation is granted, counseling required.
Colorado

A person performs intentional harassment and contact, obscene language, following, alarms or annoys, or
repeatedly contacts or attempts.
Offense: Class 3 misdemeanor. If person knowingly makes threats and follows party or their family or
makes any form of communication with party or their family: Class 6 felony if 1st offense. If at time of
offense there is a temporary restraining order, injunction, or other court order: Class 6 felony.
Connecticut
Stalking in 2nd degree with intent to cause fear for safety, person willfully and repeatedly follows or lies in
wait and cause others to be reasonably fearful of physical safety.
Offense: Stalking 2nd degree: Class A misdemeanor; Stalking in 1st degree is stalking 2nd degree
Delaware
Willful malicious and repeated harassment or repeated harassment or repeated credible threat with intent
to place in reasonable fear.
Offense: Imprisonment: minimum 6 months and fined maximum $1,000.
District of Columbia
Intent to cause emotional distress or place in reasonable fear by repeated following or harassing: or willfully
or maliciously and repeatedly follows or harasses.
Offense: Fined maximum $500 and/or imprisonment maximum 1 year. If court order pending: must give
bond for maximum 1 year. If within 2 years of 1st conviction: fine up to 1.5 times maximum fine authorized
and imprisonment up to 1.5 times maximum term authorized. If convicted more than once: fine up to 3
times maximum fine authorized and imprisoned up to 3 times maximum term.
Florida
Willful, malicious, and repeated following or harassing.
Offense: Misdemeanor in 1st degree. Aggravated stalking: stalking with credible threats: felony in 3rd
degree.
Georgia
Following, surveillance, or contact with another to harass and intimidate. Aggravated stalking: stalking in
violation of court order, bond, or probation.
Offense: misdemeanor, aggravated stalking: felony; imprisonment minimum 1 year and maximum 5 years
and fine maximum $10,000.
Hawaii
Pursuit or surveillance with intent to harass, annoy, or alarm or in reckless disregard of risk thereof without
legitimate purpose and which causes other to reasonably believe actor intends to cause bodily injury or
property damage.
Offense: Petty misdemeanor. Aggravated stalking: if stalking and previous convicted of stalking same
person and actions in violation of court order or action violates probation or pretrial release: Class C
Felony.
Idaho
Willful, malicious and repeatedly following or harassing of person or their immediate family.
Offense: Jail maximum 1 year and/or fine maximum $1,000. If violates temporary restraining order or
injunction against same person: jail maximum 1 year and/or fine maximum $1,000.

Illinois
A person knowingly without lawful justification follows or surveils another on at least 2 separate occasions
and threatens or places in reasonable apprehension.
Offense: Class 4 felony
Indiana
Knowing or intentional conduct with repeated acts causing feeling and actual harassment.
Offense: Class B misdemeanor, Class A misdemeanor if stalking with explicit or implicit threat or
protective/judicial order or criminal complaint. Class D felony: acts with deadly weapon or person has an
unrelated conviction.
Iowa
A person purposefully engages with knowledge that reasonable fear will and does occur.
Offense: Aggravated misdemeanor, repeat offense Class D felony; if stalking in violation of protective order
or with dangerous weapon or stalks a person under 18 years or it is 2nd offense. Class C felony for 3rd or
subsequent offense.
Kansas
Intentional and malicious following, or conduct which seriously alarms, annoys, or harasses and serves no
legitimate purpose.
Offense: Severity level 10 personal felony. If restraining order from same victim: severity level 9 personal
felony. If within 7 years and same victim: level 8 personal felony.
Kentucky
Intentional act of harassment which serves no legitimate purpose and which is directed at specific persons.
Offense: Class D felony Stalking in 1st degree: intentional stalking with explicit or implicit threat of sexual
contact, injury, or death and protective order for same victim; or criminal complaint; or convicted of felony
or Class A misdemeanor, or within previous 5 years; or stalking with deadly weapon, Stalking in 2 nd degree:
stalking with explicit or implicit threat of sexual contact, injury, or death: Class A misdemeanor.
Louisiana
Willful, malicious, and repeated following or harassing with intent to place in fear.
Offense: Maximum 1 year jail and/or fine $2,000 maximum. If had dangerous weapon: fine $1,000 and/or
jail 1 year. If stalking and protective order for same victim, or criminal proceeding for stalking victim: jail 90
days minimum and 2 years maximum and/or fined maximum $5,000.

Maine
Harassment after being forbidden by a law enforcer or court.
Offense: Class E crime. If 2 or more prior convictions within 5 years involving same victim or members of
victim’s family: Class C crime.
Maryland
Malicious course of conduct of approaching or pursuing with intent to place in reasonable fear.
Offense: Misdemeanor: jail maximum 5 years and/or fine maximum $5,000.

Massachusetts
Willful, maliciously repeated following or harassing with threats intended to place other in reasonable fear
Offense: State prison maximum 5 years or house of correction maximum 2.5 years or fined maximum
$1,000. If stalking and in violation of protective order: jail or state prison minimum 1 year and maximum 5
years.
Michigan
See full text – considered to be the strongest stalking law in the country.
Many judges have tried to do away with this law. It has been said that the law is unconstitutional. Do you
know how many female Michigan judges have called the law unconstitutional?
Minnesota
Harassment by intent to injure person, property, or rights of another; or following or pursuing another or
returning to property of another; or repeated telephone calls or delivery of letters, telegraphs, or packages;
or conduct which interferes or intrudes on another’s privacy or liberty.
Offense: Gross misdemeanor, Felony: stalking base on race, color, religion, sex, sexual orientation,
disability, or national origin; or stalking by falsely impersonating another or with a dangerous weapon; or
stalks a victim under 18 an actor is more than 36 months older than victim. Felony; if repeat or has certain
prior convictions within 10 years of discharge.
Nevada
Willful or malicious conduct causing reasonable and real person to feel terrorized, frightened, intimidated,
or harassed.
Offense: Misdemeanor, aggravated stalking; (A) stalking with threats of death or bodily harm: Class (B)
felony, jail minimum 1 year or maximum 6 years and fine maximum $5,000; or (B)stalking spouse during
dissolution of marriage; or (C) stalking the other parent of his child during custody battle. If (B) or (C): 1 st
offense: gross misdemeanor; if 2nd or subsequent offense class B felony, jail minimum 1 year and
maximum 6 years.
New Hampshire
Purposeful or knowingly following or appearing without legitimate purpose and causing fear.
Offense: Class A misdemeanor, if 2nd subsequent within 7 years; Class B felony
New Jersey
A person purposely and repeatedly follows with intent of placing another in reasonable fear.
Offense: Crime of the 4th degree. If court order prohibiting the behavior: crime in the 3rd degree. If 2nd or
subsequent which involves an act of violence or credible threat of violence against same victim: crime in
the 3rd degree
New Mexico
Knowingly causing reasonable apprehension through following, surveilling, or harassing.
Offense: Misdemeanor, If 2nd conviction: jail minimum 72 consecutive hours. If 3rd or subsequent: 4th
degree felony.
New York
Menacing in the 2nd degree: a person repeatedly follows over a period of time, intentionally placing another
in reasonable fear. Harassment in the 2nd degree: a person initially and repeatedly harasses another by
following, placing them in reasonable fear.

Offense: Menacing in 2nd degree: Class A misdemeanor, Harassing in 2nd degree: Class B misdemeanor, If
convicted within 10 years: menacing in 1st degree: Class E felony. If convicted of harassment in 2nd degree
or 1st degree within 10 years: Class E felony.
North Carolina
Willfully following with intent to place in reasonable fear, after reasonable warning or request to desist;
conduct over time evidence continually of purpose.
Offense: Class A misdemeanor. If stalking violates court order and person had notice: Class C felony.
Class C felony: repeat offense or violation by assault, terrorizing, or menacing, or harassment.
Ohio
Knowingly causing another fear of physical harm or mental distress.
Offense: Misdemeanor in 1st degree, repeat offense Felony of 4th degree.
Oklahoma
Willful, malicious, and repeated following or harassing and causing reasonable fear.
Offense: Misdemeanor: jail maximum 1 year and/or fine maximum $1,000. If protective order or injunction
or within 10 years; convicted of using or threatening violence against victim or their immediate family; or if
person is on parole or on probation and prohibited from stalking victim: felony; jail maximum 5 years and/or
fine maximum $2,500.
Oregon
A person knowingly alarms or coerces another by engaging in repeated and unwanted contact.
Offense: Class A misdemeanor. If there is a stalking protective order: Class C felony
Pennsylvania
Course of conduct or repeated acts without authorization with intent to place in reasonable fear or cause
substantial emotional distress.
Offense: Misdemeanor in 1st degree. If previously convicted of crime of violence against victim, family or
household member: felony of the 3rd degree.
Rhode Island
Harassment or willful, malicious and repeated following with intent to place in reasonable fear.
Offense: Jail maximum 1 year and/or fine maximum $1,000, repeat Felony: jail maximum 5 years and/or
fine maximum $10,000.
South Dakota
Willful, malicious and repeated following or harassing or making credible threats with intent of placing in
reasonable fear.
Offense: Class 1 misdemeanor. If violates protective order or injunction, Class 6 felony. If victim is 12 yeas
or younger, Class 1 misdemeanor. If within 7 years and against same victim and involving acts of violence
or credible threat; Class 5 felony.
Tennessee
A person intentionally and repeatedly follows or harasses in a manner that causes fear.
Offense: Class A misdemeanor, If within 7 years: Class E felony. If within 7 year and the same victim:
Class C felony.

Texas
Intent to harass, annoy, alarm, abuse, torment, or embarrass and is repeated and uses acts or words
threatening to inflict bodily injury.
Offense: Class A misdemeanor, repeat offense Felony of 3rd degree.
Utah
A person intentionally or knowingly causes a reasonable person fear.
Offense: Class B misdemeanor, if previously convicted of a felony against same victim: Class A
misdemeanor.
Vermont
A person intentionally follows, lies in wait, or harasses and causes fear without legitimate purpose
Offense: Jail maximum 2 years and/or fine maximum $5,000. If victim under 16 years, a convicted act of
violence against victim, or violates court order prohibiting stalking: aggravated stalking: jail maximum 5
years and/or fine maximum $25,000.
Virginia
Intent or knowledge that repeated acts cause reasonable fear.
Offense: Class 2 misdemeanor. If protective order: Class 1 misdemeanor.
Washington
A person intentionally and repeatedly harasses or follows and causes reasonable fear and intends to
frighten, intimidate, or harass or knows or reasonably knows acts cause fear or harassment and without
lawful authority and doesn’t amount to a felony attempt of another crime.
Offense: Gross misdemeanor, If previously convicted of harassing same victim or violating protective order
of victim; or armed with deadly weapon; or victim was a public officer stalked in retaliation; or victim is/was
a witness stalked in retaliation: Class C felony.
West Virginia
Knowingly, willfully and repeated following and harassing; or threatening with intent to place in reasonable
apprehension.
Offense: Misdemeanor: Jail maximum 6 months and/or fine maximum $2,000. If divorce action pending or
protective order: misdemeanor: jail minimum 90 days and maximum 1 year and/or fine minimum $2,000
and maximum $5,000. Also electronic monitoring may be required or restraining order maximum 10 years.
Wisconsin
Intentional conduct causing reasonable fear
Offense: Class A misdemeanor. If intentionally gains access, by electronic record, to personally identifiable
information of victim: Class D felony. If bodily harm results: Class E felony.
Wyoming
With intent to harass, conduct was likely to harass by communication, following placing under surveillance,
or otherwise harassing.

Offense: Misdemeanor: jail maximum 6 months and/or fine maximum $750. If caused serious bodily harm
or violates probation, parole or bail or violates temporary or permanent protective order. Felony stalking jail
maximum 10 years. Within 5 years felony stalking: jail maximum 10 years.
*The state stalking information was obtained in 1997; much has probably changed by now.
We have placed the Michigan Stalking Law and Interstate Stalking Punishment and Prevention Act of 1996
on the next few pages so you can get an idea of the wording of such stalking laws. Reading the Michigan
Stalking Law should give you and idea of the thought and work that went into writing this document. The
Michigan Stalking Law was a very willful document to write. The Michigan Legislature wanted a document
that would give a stalker pause, making the stalker consider whether his stalking was worth the
punishment. It is widely known throughout the state of Michigan that stalking is taken seriously by the
judiciary and harsh punishment will follow if court orders are not followed.
Michigan Stalking Law
On January 1, 1993, the state of Michigan criminalized stalking behavior, making Public Acts 251,
260, and 262 of 1992 law. Under these acts, a victim may sue stalkers for civil damages or obtain an antistalking injunction that carries criminal penalties. The law also gives police the authority to arrest
individuals without warrant who willfully, maliciously, and repeatedly follow or harass another person and
threaten bodily injury. The law was written to withstand legal challenges, to be easy to use, and not to
infringe on the constitutional or other rights of citizens. The drafters of this document were well aware of the
United States Department of Justice statistics regarding violence against women perpetrated by exhusbands, ex-boyfriends, or complete strangers. This law has come under attack several times by
attorneys seeking to water down the strength of the law and return life in Michigan to the status quo. Life
should be like it was before, when men and women were riding in horse-drawn carriages. Yes, these were
simpler times, because women were being beaten in silence and they had no voice.
The Michigan Legislature defines stalking as:
”a willful course of conduct involving repeated or continuing harassment of another individual that
would cause a reasonable person to feel terrorized, frightened, intimidate, threatened, harassed, or
molested, and that actually causes the victim to feel terrorized, frightened, intimidate, threatened,
harassed, or molested.”
The Michigan laws that protect stalking victims are:
Stalking as a Misdemeanor
MCL 750.411h
Stalkers convicted for the first time face up to one year in jail and/or up to $1,000 fine. Offenders also can
receive up to five years’ probation, during which time they cannot stalk anyone, have any contact with the
victim, and may be evaluated to determine the need for psychological or social counseling (at the stalker’s
expense). Stalking behavior in violation of a restraining order, injunction, or preliminary injunction may be
charged with aggravated stalking under certain conditions. Aggravated stalking is a felony crime.
Aggravated Stalking as a Felony
MCL 750.411 i
Stalking is a felony crime when the assailant threatens to kill or physically harm a victim,or a member of the
victim’s family, or causes the victim to fear for their safety or the safety of another. It is also a felony if the
stalking activity is in violation of the conditions of a pretrial release, probation, or bond for stalking.
Additionally, violating a personal protection order or being convicted on a repeat offense will result in felony

charges. Punishment for aggravated stalking is up to five years imprisonment and/or up to $10,000 in fines.
Persons convicted of violating this section also can receive probation terms from five years to life.
Personal Protection Orders
MCL 600.2950a
The personal protection order will not only help maintain a woman’s safety, but also allows police to
enforce anti-stalking laws. In addition, the penalty intensifies if the stalker violates a restraining order. The
procedure for obtaining and enforcing stalking personal protection orders are the same as the procedure
for obtaining and enforcing domestic violence personal protection orders.
Civil Action
MCL 600.2954
Victims may wish to consult an attorney regarding their right to bring a civil lawsuit against a stalker. The
law allows a victimto sue the individual for any damage they have done -- physical or emotional -- and may
entitle the victim to exemplary damages and legal fees as well.
Source: “A Citizens Guide to Michigan’s Anti-Stalking Laws”
Published by the Michigan Woman’s Commission.
found at website The Michigan Legislature of 1992

Before you began dating a man, maybe you should search your county court records and see
if he has ever been charged with stalking. One woman in Texas, leery of her new boyfriend,
researched his background and found out he was suspected of murdering his wife.
Next, we have presented the Interstate Stalking Punishment and Prevention Act of 1996. This is a very
important law because the law governs men or women who cross state borders to stalk and harass victims,
especially their ex-wives and ex-girlfriends.

Interstate Stalking Punishment and Prevention Act of 1996
May 6, 1996 Committed to the Committee of the White House on
the State of the Union and ordered to be printed
The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.2980) to amend title 18, United States
Code with respect to stalking, having considered the same, report favorably thereon with an amendment
and recommend that the bill as amended do pass.
The amendment is as follows:
Section 1. Short Title
This act may be cited as the “Interstate Stalking Punishment and Prevention Act of 1996”
Section 2. Punishment of Interstate Stalking
(a) In General – Title 18, United States Code, is amended by inserting after section 2261 the following:
(b) 2261A. Interstate Stalking
“Whoever travels across a State line or within the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United
States with the intent to injure or harass another person, and in the course of, or as a result of, such travel
places that person in reasonable fear of the death of, or serious bodily injury (as defined in section
1365(g)(3) of this title)to, that person or a member of that person'’ immediate family (as defined in section
115 of this title) shall be punished as provided in section 2261 of this title."”

Purpose and Summary
In the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322), Congress
established a new federal offense aimed at stalkers of current or former spouses or intimate partners. This
offense did not address cases in which the victim was unrelated to the stalker. H.R. 2980, the “Interstate
Stalking Punishment and Prevention Act of 1996” was introduced to address this insufficiency.
H.R. 2980 would establish a new federal crime for crossing a State line, or otherwise entering a federal
jurisdiction for the purpose of injuring or harassing another person, when such action places the person in
reasonable fear of bodily harm. The authorized penalties are the same as those provided for in the current
interstate domestic violence offense.
Background and Need for the Legislation
Over the last few years, the problem of stalking has grown tremendously, plaguing law enforcement
officials at all levels. Well-publicized cases involving celebrities have served to highlight the frightening
dimensions of this crime. In some instances, the stalking victim has to move to a new residence, at times in
a new state, to escape the tormentor. Yet moving does not guarantee an end to the victim’s nightmare.
Their stalkers have followed some victims to the new state. This interstate stalking has made it increasingly
difficult for law enforcement officials to investigate and prosecute the crime.
This bill establishes a new federal crime for crossing a State line, or otherwise entering federal
jurisdiction, for the purpose of injuring or harassing another person. This bill does not generally federalize
the offense of stalking. Rather, it ensures that this crime of stalking is given force and effect in all areas
clearly within the responsibility of the federal government.
When a stalker operates across State lines, or travels in other areas within the jurisdiction of the
federal government, it is very difficult for local law enforcement to conduct an effective investigation. In
these instances, it is the proper role for federal law enforcement to investigate and prosecute the crime.
The federal government would only have jurisdiction in these limited interstate instances. There are
tremendous stalking problems that local law enforcement can address. Congress encourages local police
to enforce trespassing, harassment and threatening as a method of preventing the stalker from continuing
the crime.
Stalking is a frightening and cowardly crime. Victims often feel trapped within their own homes. Family
members and co-workers are also frequently threatened. Congress should do everything in its power to
assist law enforcement in the apprehension and conviction of these predators.
The Justice Department is supportive of this legislation.
Hearings
The Committee’s Subcommittee on Crime held one day of hearings on H.R. 2980 on March 7, 1996.
Testimony was received from two witnesses, Representative Edward R. Royce of California, and Mr. Kevin
V. DiGregory, Deputy Assistant Attorney General, representing the Department of Justice. No additional
material was submitted.
Committee Consideration
On March 21, 1996, the Subcommittee on Crime met in open session and ordered reported favorably the
bill H.R. 2980, as amended, by voice vote, a quorum being present. On April 24, 1996, the Full Committee
met in open session and ordered reported favorably the bill H.R. 2980 with amendment by voice vote, a
quorum being present.

2261. Interstate domestic violence
(a) *****
(b) Penalties. – A person who violates this section or section 2261A shall be fined under this title,
imprisoned –
(1) for life or any term of years, if death of the (offender’s spouse or intimate partner) victim results;
(2) for not more than 20 years if permanent disfigurement or life threatening bodily injury to the
(offender’s spouse or intimate partner) victim results;
(3) for not more than 10 years, if serious bodily injury to the (offender’s spouse or intimate partner)
victim results or if the offender uses a dangerous weapon during the offense;
(4) as provided for the applicable conduct under chapter 109A if the offense would constitute an
offense under chapter 109A (without regard to whether the offense was committed in the special
maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States or in a Federal prison); and
(5) for not more than 5 years, in any other cases, or both fined and imprisoned
2262. Interstate violation of protection order
(a) ****
(b) Penalties – A person who violates this section shall be fined under this title, imprisoned(1) for life or any term of years, if death of the (offender’s spouse or intimate partner) victim results:
(2) for not more than 20 years if permanent disfigurement or life threatening bodily injury to the
(offender’s spouse or intimate partner) victim results;
(3) for not more than 10 years, if serious bodily injury to the (offender’s spouse or intimate partner)
victim results or if the offender uses a dangerous weapon during this offense;
(4) as provided for the applicable conduct under chapter 109A if the offense would constitute an
offense under chapter 109A (without regard to whether the offense was committed in the special
maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States or in a Federal prison); and
(5) for not more than 5 years, in any other cases, or both fined and imprisoned.
2261A. Interstate Stalking
Whoever travels across a State line or enters or leaves Indian country with the intent to injure or harass
another person, an in the course of, or as a result of, such travel places that person in reasonable fear of
death of, or serious bodily injury to, that person or a member of that person’s immediate family (as defined
in section 115) shall punished as provided in section 2261. We now present several stalking cases in
which the stalker murdered the victim.

Stalking Cases
Stalking That Resulted in Murder
Debra Frost, 32
By Larry Dean Brook
On October 3, 1990, Debra Frost was in the process of buckling her daughter into her car seat when
Debra Frost saw her ex-boyfriend’s car drive up. Debra Frost ran with her daughter. Her ex-boyfriend shot
her with a deer rifle. Debra Frost’s daughter Jamie called the police and her voice is on tape; in the
background, one can hear her mother being chased around the yard as Larry Brook shot her. Brooks
committed suicide after killing Debra Frost. He was out on bail after taking shots at Debra Frost and her
new boyfriend a week earlier. A judge allowed Larry Brook's release if he promised to stay away from
Debra Frost. As soon as Larry Brook was released, he drove straight for Debra Frost. She called for help;
the police said there was nothing they could do. They did not know of the condition of Larry Brook’s
release. Detective Commander Eric Bush of the Battle Creek, Michigan police department made it his
mission to see that the stalking law was passed in Michigan. He said the stalking laws would help police
officers to arrest and re-arrest violators. Please note how readily accessible a gun was to Mr. Brook. Also
note that domestic violence is often looked upon as a childish spat.
Mrs. Diane Hall, 34
By Terry Hall, 39
“I have a lot of hate and anger. Diane would get off the phone and
say, ‘It’s really bad, you pay the police and they can’t protect you,’
every time she called, she gave her name to whoever answered
the phone. She told them, ‘I am afraid for my life and the life of my
kids.’ She felt like she was a disgrace, like they were saying
‘Go away lady.’ If they had done their job, none of them would
be dead.”
Susan Clark, victim’s sister
Diane Hall’s husband murdered her in front of her family in Allen, Michigan. Terry Hall also killed
her father and stepmother, Dale Grates, 58, and Mary Lou Gratz ,52. His children were present when he
committed these murders. Diane Hall had asked for police for help many times, said her sister. Help never
came. Terry Hall was an alcoholic. He stalked Diane Hall for years. The situation got to the point where
Terry Hall enjoyed the game of stalking. Terry Hall knew that he was making his wife’s life miserable, and
he enjoyed the power he held over her. Mr. Hall shot their dog, twisted the head off their goldfish, and
chased his wife and oldest son down the street while he held a gas can and a cigarette lighter. He put an
ax through the head of the family kitten. He often threatened his wife with his guns. Mrs. Hall divorced her
husband in 1991. She moved so that he could not find her. She was employed. Diane Hall’s sister said that
Diane Hall slept with a butcher knife under her pillow because she was so afraid.
This is what Rev. Michael Baker-Streevy, the pastor at Allen United Methodist Church, had to say:
“It still bothers me why I wasn’t more perceptive. But all society needs to own up to this, including people
like Sheriff Hicks and myself.”
Janette Madsen, mother of 2
By Donald Madsen
Janette was a kindergarten teacher and worked for the Dearborn, Michigan school district. She and
her husband lived in Plymouth, Michigan, in a nice area of the city. They were successful. Their children
had savings for college in addition to the family savings. This all changed when Janette Madsen asked for
a divorce. Donald Madsen went to his wife’s job and took her car. He later returned it with maple syrup and
urine in the engine. The body had $11,000 worth of damage. He phoned the home making many threats,

vandalized the home and cars, refused to pay child support, cut the phone lines several times, and left
threatening messages on the answering machine. Finally, Janette Madsen got a restraining order. The
order did no good. On May 26, 1993, he shot down the door of her home and shot her twice. He committed
suicide after shooting his wife. They were both 41 years old. The death of Janette Madsen left two
children for someone else to raise.
Ingrid Marshall, 29
Ingrid Marshall was shot at work. Her assailant shot her and then himself. Ingrid was a graduate of
Eastern Michigan University in 1995. She was murdered on September 22, 1997. She was full of plans for
her future. She was working two jobs to get where she wanted to go. She had two small children and was
working to make certain they had a future. Ingrid Marshall’s life was like that of many ambitious women.
She had a relationship with a much older man who was threatened and was probably jealous of her
ambition. The relationship she had with her boyfriend paralleled the relationships of many ambitious
women. Her boyfriend was frightened of the irregularity in her life, the constant effort toward success. He
failed to realize that Ingrid Marshall was not just lucky, that she was successful because she was
ambitious. The constant striving and taking chances were what she wanted and enjoyed in her life. Her
boyfriend wanted a safe, consistent relationship, one he that he could count on with repeated regularity.
He did not want Ingrid Marshall changing. What he failed to understand is that ambitious people are never
constant in their behavior, except to continuously strive for things they want. He also did not understand
that the mate of an ambitious person needs to grow along with their mate and not cling to fears, real or
imagined. Ernest Hall was possessive and afraid of her progress. Ingrid Marshall ended their relationship in
August, 1997.
Johnson Controls, an automotive supplier, employed Ingrid Marshall. She had two daughters. On
September 22, 1997, her ex-boyfriend shot her to death at work. Tamara William, another Michigan
woman, was murdered on the University of Michigan campus 12 hours later by an estranged boyfriend.
Ingrid Marshall lived with Ernest Hall Jr., 44, but had moved out, severing the relationship. Ingrid Marshall
had taken a personal protection order out against Ernest Hall in September. He was stalking her at her job.
He had been escorted off of her job site three times. Ernest Hall Jr. committed suicide at the scene.
Johnson Controls established a trust fund for Ingrid Marshall’s daughters. The company gave $20,000.
Someone else will raise Ingrid Marshalls’ children.
Mrs. Danielle Powell Martin, 31 (Mother)
By Reginald Martin, 29
Danielle Martin left behind an 11-year-old daughter. Her stepfather killed her mother. When she ran
to her mother, her mother lay dying of wounds to the chest and head. Danielle’s ___________ was
slashed. Danielle Martin's daughter told the police how she found her mother. Reginald Martin was charged
with second-degree murder. Martin had argued with his wife the night before. When the police arrived, they
did not arrest him or put him in jail so he could cool off. Reginald periodically beat his wife; afterward he
would buy gifts, saying he was sorry and would never do it again. Danielle had filed for divorce; she had
move to another home to get away from him.
Mrs. Linda Peraino, 38 (Pregnant)
By Joseph Peraino
On May 26, 1993, Linda Peraino was at her mother’s home in Eastpointe, Michigan, when her
husband, Joseph Peraino, came to the house carrying a handgun in a paper bag. He shot his wife three
times, then killed himself. Linda Peraino had asked for a divorce.
Mrs. Jacqueline Ponke, 35
By Raymond Ponke, 40
Jacqueline Ponke’s husband told her that if she ever tried to leave him, he would kill her, kidnap
their daughter, and destroy their home. When she applied for divorce, he fulfilled his promise. He totally

destroyed the home. It took him ten hours to smash everything in his home. Mr. Ponke told his brother that
he used a sledgehammer to destroy the furniture, the appliances, etc. Two weeks before her death,
Jacqueline Ponke called the police after he demolished their home in Oxford, Michigan. The police told her
that they could do nothing because the couple co-owned the house. When Mr. Ponke kidnapped the
couple's 9-year-old daughter and took her to Tennessee, the police said there was nothing they could do
because the Ponkes were still married. Friends said she pleaded with the police to help her. Two weeks
later, January 8, 1994, Mr. Ponke killed Jacqueline Ponke at her job with a claw hammer. He was charged
with first-degree murder.
Nicole Roby, 17
By Marlow Wesley Walker, 20
Nicole Roby was shot in the head and chest on July 20, 1992. Marlow Walker had been harassing
her for months. She had tried breaking up with him, but he persisted. He sent threatening letters and tried
to run her off the road. He broke into her home and shot her as she was fleeing with her daughter. Walker
had a criminal record, but because of prison overcrowding he was out on probation. In 1989, Marlow
Walker was sentenced to three years’ probation for third-degree criminal sexual conduct. He had pleaded
guilty to a drug charge. In January 1992, he was sentenced to five years’ probation and use of a tether. He
broke free of the tether. He was charged with first-degree murder, attempted murder, and felony firearm
possession.
Christine Saroya
By Michael Shavkey, 34
Christine Saroya was strangled in front of her 4-year-old daughter. Michael Shavkey strangled her
with her daughter’s jump rope on April 11, 1993. He was charged with first-degree murder, kidnapping,
breaking and entering, resisting arrest, and criminal sexual conduct. She is another woman who called the
police on her attacker though nothing was done to protect her.
Sally Scott, 28
By Mark Scott, 33
Mark Scott was a wife beater. His wife often returned to a family member’s home when the beatings
became too much to take. She left him several times and applied for divorce more than once. On July 7,
1993, he came to the house where she was staying, supposedly to show her a ring he had purchased for
her. She refused to speak to him. He kicked in the door, she ran, and he shot her in the back. Then he
walked over to her and shot her in the head. Later he shot himself.
Rev. George E. Vanderman
Rev. George E. Vanderman was stabbed to death in his home in Thousand Oaks, California.
Ronald ( ) was charged with his murder. He was Rev. Vanderman’s daughter's ex-boyfriend.
Donna Sinishtaj, 31
By Alex Sinishtaj, 51
Donna Sinishtaj wanted a divorce. She told a friend that she was tired of all the arguing and fighting
with her husband. Her husband assaulted her numerous times and she had had enough. As she was
getting into her car after work, Alex Sinishtaj walked up to her and shot her twice. Sinishtaj said his wife
had shamed him by seeking a divorce. Divorce was not accepted in the Arab culture. Alex Sinishtaj used
the same techniques as so many tormentors. He attacked her at home, and threatened her children.
Donna Sinishtaj had gotten a personal protection order against Alex Sinishtaj in September 1997, but it
was dismissed by Executive Chief Judge Michael Sapala in December 1997. No one knows why.
Her divorce hearing was scheduled for May 7, 1998. A friend of Alex Sinishtaj said, “He loved that girl.
He treated her like a queen.” A waitress at the restaurant where Mr. Sinishtaj worked said, “She wanted

him to vanish. I blame her, not him, for all of this. She pushed him to the edge.” Donna Sinishtaj should
have endured her suffering and made herself happy by eating. Donna Sinishtaj’s attorney, Emirene
Mendoza, said that she had her secretary deliver a copy of the order to the 1st precinct the next day and it
was logged into the law enforcement computer system. Alex Sinishtaj was stopped by the police the night
of the 4th and paid a $50 fine and was released from jail. He should have been arrested for violating the
protection order. Wayne County Circuit Judge Kirsten Frank Kelly issued the protection order. After her
death, Donna Sinishtaj’s children were placed in foster care.
Romona Sobieski, 63
By James Sobieski, 64
Romona Sobieski was found in her home with one gunshot wound to the head. He husband tried to
kill himself. The police theorized that after a domestic dispute, the wife was shot and the husband tried to
kill himself.
Crystal Talley, 34
Crystal Talley lived in Michigan. She was terrified of her ex-boyfriend. She was packed and ready to
move on April 30, 1998, when she was killed. Someone threw a Molotov cocktail through Crystal Talley's
window, setting her house on fire. She died trying to get out of her home. Her son, age 11, was treated for
fire injuries. Crystal Talley's employer said that she was a wonderful mother. The ex-boyfriend was a
suspect. He had shot up her house before, and Crystal Tally filed a number of police reports claiming that
he had stalked her and threatened her. This case may have been solved by now.
Ask yourself this question: if the fifteen women above were known to be stalked and murdered during
the years 1983 to 1994, how many women do you think were stalked and murdered in the 1920s, 1930s,
1940s, 1950s, 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s in the state of Michigan before the 1993 Stalking Law took effect?
During these nine decades, women did not even have a piece of paper to protect them. These women had
nothing. Now do you see why women have been taught over the years to capitulate when faced with
violence? What other course was open to them? Capitulation in women is a learned behavior. Over the
years, both men and women were taught to call a woman a dirty name if a woman fought back and refused
to have her repertoire of behaviors put in a bottle. And please do not be lulled into thinking that all
prostitutes are prostituting for drugs. Many of these women were abducted from their homes and forced
into prostitution. Prostitution is just another word used to separate women, just as skin color is used to
separate Blacks. Both of these separations are power ploys used to keep wealth in the hands of only a few
men. We shall return to the subject of prostitution.

Stalking Cases
Victim is Stalked But Survives
Tammy Acker
By Steven Chung Lee
Tammy Acker began to be stalked at the age of 15. She received an unsigned valentine in the mail.
Afterwards, she began to receive various gifts in the mail, sometimes weeks apart. She received heartshaped gold earrings, a bracelet, then a balloon bouquet, and carnations with a frog inside of a can. There
were suggestive notes attached to each gift. Finally her sister received a questionnaire asking her to
complete a document listing all of Tammy’s likes and dislikes, etc. Tammy became terrified. Children near
Tammy’s home had seen a particular car near her house. Using the return address on the questionnaire
and the description of the car, Tammy and her mother were able to discover the identity of her tormentor.
It was a young man whom she had briefly met during a church function. Steven Lee had a history of
drugs and alcohol. He was cited for harassment in August 1990 and November 1990. He was arrested in
January 1991 and charged with misdemeanor harassment. In November 1991, he pleaded no contest. He

was fined $50 and sentenced to a year of probation and ordered to undergo psychiatric treatment and to
have no contact with the Ackers.
Susan Hillenbrand of the American Bar Association said, “We are all very aware of the problem
where traditional civil protection orders put the burden on the victim, not the system.” A victim is not going
to get a protection order in most cases until she has been violently attacked. Stalking laws would at least
make it possible to have a person arrested before he committed violence. Susan Hillenbrand participated in
the federal effort to craft a model anti-stalking law for the states. On March 9, 1992, Steven Lee pleaded
guilty to his third charge of harassment.
Sandra Brattin, 39
By Michael Brattin, 43
Sandra Brattin, Michael Brattin, and Michael O’Brien, 41, were co-workers. They all worked at the
Ford Motor Company in Plymouth, Michigan. Sandra asked Michael Brattin for a divorce because she had
started a relationship with Michael O’Brien. Michael Brattin came to work, shot her, and killed Michael
O’Brien.
Mrs. Charlene Dell
By Lawrence Dell, 44
Lawrence had threatened his wife many times. She filed a divorce petition on March 4, 1994.
During a family fight, the police were called. She asked them to take four of her husband’s guns and an
explosive device from her husband. The guns were later returned to Lawrence Dell. The police thought
nothing of the explosives. Mrs. Dell told the court that her husband had hit her in the face and threatened
her life. Because of his threats, Lapeer County Circuit Judge Nick Holowka issued a restraining order. The
second order was issued under the Michigan Anti-Stalking Law. It forbade Lawrence Dell to have any
contact with his wife. One day, Charlene Dell was at work and she opened a package addressed to her. It
exploded. Charlene Dell was set afire and hit with shrapnel. Authorities believe Lawrence Dell sent the
bomb because he was angry that the judge had placed a lien on his profit-sharing check from Ford Motor
Company. The couple had two children, ages 3 and 10. Mr. Dell was behind on his child support
payments. Bomb making material, including blasting caps, were found at Lawrence Dell’s home. Lawrence
Dell was arrested at his job and brought before a federal court, where he was charged before a U.S.
magistrate for trying to kill his wife with a mail bomb. Now his behavior was no longer a state issue.
Karen Janik, 31
By Michael Janik, 40
Karen and Janik lived in Westland, Michigan and had two children. On January 2, 1995, Karen
Janik came home and told her husband that she wanted a divorce. Michael Janik became angry and
doused her with lighter fluid and set her afire. She sustained burns on her hand and body. Mr. Michael
Brian Janik was charged with attempted murder and arson.
Darlene Kincer, 32
By William Powell, 35
Darlene Kincer’s boyfriend, William Powell, assaulted her. When he was finished, she had lost two
limbs and her unborn child. She was five months pregnant. She lost an arm and a leg after William Powell
drove his van into a utility pole. Darlene Kincer was hanging onto the van.
Monica Soto Trujillo, 20 (Pregnant)
By Fernando Blanco
Monica Trujillo was married, had an 18-month-old daughter, and was seven months pregnant with
twins. Fernando Blanco stalked Monica Trujillo. For over a year, he would lie in the bushes and make
threats. On October 8, 1997, he did more than threaten her. He shot her in her home. When he shot her,

the bullet severed her spinal cord, making her paralyzed from the rib cage down. She delivered her
children prematurely by C-section after being shot.
A fired postal employee harassed his previous supervisor for two years. Charges were brought and the
judge issues a permanent injunction for the stalker to absolutely desist and refrain from stalking his former
supervisor or he would be charged with a crime that carries up to five years in prison and $10,000 fine on
conviction. The defendant did not appear in court.
Gregory Dale Donaldson was arrested on July 19, 1993, in Florida and charged with stalking, conspiracy to
commit first-degree murder, and solicitation to commit first-degree murder. He faced up to 63 years in
prison if convicted. Just before Donaldson was arrested, he was shopping for materials he planned to use
to kill the woman he was stalking. The police discovered Gregory Donaldson’s plot when a 19-year-old
woman, whom Donaldson had asked to help him, called the police. Donaldson had knives, a shovel,
surgical gloves, cleaning fluids, surgical sponges, and other items he had amassed. He had drawings of
mutilated or decapitated women. He discussed cannibalism, sexual torture, vampirism, and sexual
homicide with the 19-year-old woman. Police discovered Gregory Donaldson had a log of fifteen to twenty
women he had stalked over a period of three years.
A Genesse County man threatened to burn the cars of his ex-girlfriend and her family. He called her elderly
mother one hundred times. He placed thirteen calls in a two-hour period. He was 44 years old.
A woman’s co-worker harassed her for eleven years, telling her that he loved her. He was finally charged
under the new Michigan Stalking Law.
A woman dated a man for over a year. When they broke up, he made threatening phone calls, slashed her
tires, and assaulted her.
Jane Doe, 35
By Jeffery Marc Richter, 36
In January 1993, a woman in Bloomfield, Michigan told her story to the police. She said she met a
man casually about ten years earlier. She went on a couple of casual dates with him, then did not see him
again for five years. After meeting him again, he started harassing her. He harassed her for five years. He
would call her and tell her, ” tonight is the night. You’re dead.” He followed her in his car, he spied on her,
and threatened to cut her up into little pieces. Jeffery Marc Richter was arrested on January 22, 1993,
when they found him in Royal Oak, Michigan wrapped in a blanket in the backseat of a car. He was
arraigned in Oakland County Circuit Court.
Julie Ballard
By Jerry Ballard, 44
After the new Michigan Stalking Law was introduced, Julie Ballard was able to get help. Jerry
Ballard was convicted of stalking on December 2, 1994. He faced a one-year jail term and five years’
probation.
Schoolteacher, 29
By Andrew Archambeau, 32
Archambeau was charged in May 1994 with stalking a 29-year-old teacher by electronic mail. The
woman had met Achambeau through a dating service. They met twice, then communicated via e-mail.
After five days, she ended the relationship. He continued to send her mail. She asked him to stop. He
would not. She went to the police and they asked him to stop. He continued to leave her phone messages
and computer messages. A gag order was placed on attorneys, clients, and prosecutors because Andrew
Archambeau told his side of the story to “A Current Affair,” the “National Examiner” and the New York

Times. “A Current Affair” paid Archambeau $1,000 for his interview. The judge said that these
extracurricular discussions could influence potential jurors.
Archambeau’s attorney thought that the best way to defend his client was to challenge the
constitutionality of the stalking law. The attorney called the Michigan Stalking Law the broadest in the
country. The woman in question became concerned for her safety when she received a voice message
from Andrew Archambeau, apologizing for watching her leave her workplace. He lived a block away. In
1994, when the trial started, Andrew Archambeau’s attorney, Thomas Cranmer, said the case was “much
ado about nothing.” He argued for leniency, saying the case was an example of poor judgement.
Archambeau had pleaded no contest. Under the new law, which made it a misdemeanor to maliciously and
relentlessly harass and pursue someone, he was facing jail and a $1,000 fine. Cranmer apologized to the
woman for his client’s behavior, telling her his client never intended to harass her. Cranmer also argued
that his client be given probation because for more than a year his client had behaved.
District Judge Frederick Harris sentenced Archambeau to a years’ probation and ordered him to
undergo psychiatric evaluation and to abstain from directly or indirectly contacting the woman. He also
instructed Archambeau, the woman, Cranmer, and the prosecutor to refrain from discussing the case until
the probation period was over. The woman said she felt victimized. She resented the media circus created
by Archambeau. She said she had cut her hair, moved, and purchased a new car to escape Archambeau.
She said, “He probably doesn’t know how afraid I was for my life . . . I felt powerless to protect myself.”
"Computer stalking is scary because it cannot be monitored like other crimes," said prosecutor Neil
Rockind.
Jane Doe
By Gerald Atkins
In November 1996, Gerald Atkins drove to a Ford Wixom plant looking for a woman whom he had
recently met who worked at the plant. He was armed with a semiautomatic rifle. Gerald Atkins shot over
300 rounds of ammunition. Nancy Izzard’s husband, Darrell Izzard, was killed. Three other people were
wounded. The woman Mr. Atkins was seeking had absolutely no relationship with him.
Swarthmore College is an exclusive liberal arts college in the Philadelphia suburb of Swarthmore. The
tuition is over $20,000 per year. They do not want any adverse notoriety. When a female freshman went to
the school and told her story of how another freshman was harassing her, the school administration
decided to offer to pay the male freshman’s tuition, transportation, and book costs at another school if he
would leave Swarthmore.
Barbara Hansen, 16
By Charles Skoglund
Barbara Hansen was sixteen when she met Charles Skoglund. He had stalked her for fifteen years,
until 1995, when she asked a judge to send him to prison after a second conviction under the Michigan
Stalking Law. The judge gave Charles Skoglund five years’ probation but warned him that if he accepted
the plea bargain of probation, there would be no more violations or a jury trial; the court would sentence
him. Circuit Court Judge Francis Brouillette told Charles Skoglund, “You have made a family’s life hell and
you are not even aware of it. One more contact with them and I will send you to prison as long as I can. It is
as simple as that.”
Skoglund’s first stalking charge occurred in 1993. Here is a list of what Barbara Hansen had to
endure for fifteen years: Skoglund hid in manholes near her parents’ home to watch her. He was
discovered in the furnace room of her parent’s home. He followed her when she went to college and made
numerous phone calls to her dorm and would show up at the dorm. Once she became employed, he often
called her employer to find out when she was getting off of work. Once she was married, Charles Skoglund
purchased her a wedding ring and made a proposal. On November 30, 1993, he was arrested for
aggravated stalking and underwent mental health treatment.

Jane Doe
By Michigan man, 29
In May 1996, a Sterling Heights man was to appear in court and answer to the charges of stalking
his ex-girlfriend by telephone and at work in April and May. He was also accused of damaging her car by
pouring gasoline on it. Instead of appearing in court, the man left and went to stay at his aunt’s home in
Texas. On October 14, 1996, he was arrested in Indiana while driving his aunt’s stolen Honda Accord with
her assault rifle. The aunt reported her car stolen and her rifle missing to the Texas police, who in turn
called the Michigan State Police.
Madonna Ciccone
By Robert Hoskins, 38
On January 8, 1996, a jury of eight men and four women convicted Robert Hoskins of five counts of
stalking, assault, and making terrorist threats. Robert Hoskin had been accused of scaling the wall of
Madonna’s home several times and making death threats if she would not marry him. It took the jury 4 ½
hours to convict him.
Jane Doe
By Jake A. Baker
Jake A. Baker, alias Abraham Jacob Alkhabaz, was charged in February of 1995 with interstate
transmission of a threat, which carries a maximum penalty of five years in prison upon conviction. Jake
Baker exchanged electronic mail with a man living in Ontario, Canada; the mail described kidnapping and
torturing women. He also wrote an account of raping and torturing a University of Michigan student. Jake
Baker named the student in his bulletin board message. He was charged in federal court. Baker had been
suspended after the school learned of his computer postings from a University of Michigan alumnus who
was an attorney living in Moscow. The attorney discovered the story on January 9, 1995. The stories
regarding Jake Baker's past classmate were posted on an area dedicated to sex stories.
Jake Baker said that he never intended for the young woman to see any of the stories he wrote
about her. The stories were written around October 1994. The point brought out in this case was that
obnoxious behavior is constitutionally protected. While not everyone who fantasizes becomes dangerous,
every serial killer starts with fantasizing. John Gacy, Ted Bundy, and Jeffrey Dahmer started their games
off with fantasies. Some argue that criminal charges for electronic mailings go too far and endanger the
right of free speech. Free speech does not include the right to threaten someone with torture and death.
Karen June Stewart
By William Lavack, 30
On Monday, June 27, 1994, Karen June Stewart went to work in the emergency room of Botsford
General Hospital in Farmington, Michigan as usual. It appeared to be a normal day. She left her unit for a
break and was not seen again. When a search was conducted, authorities found her car in Farmington
Hills. Police began to look for her ex-boyfriend, William Lavack. He lived in Lincoln Park, Michigan. William
and Karen had dated for two years, but Karen broke up with William Lavack in May 1994. Karen had
accused him of stalking her on June 19, 1994. On June 27, she phoned the police and told them Mr.
Lavack had told her that if he couldn’t have her, nobody would. She also discussed a burglary in which a
9mm handgun was taken. The police thought that William Lavack abducted Karen Stewart while she was
on her evening break. The police surmised that William Lavack abducted Karen Stewart, drove to his
home, switched cars, and took off. William was married and had two children. He was seen by his wife and
children around 11:00p.m. Karen Stewart was the mother of three children.
On Saturday, July 1, 1994, William Lavack was seen with Karen in Fairview, Michigan. He left the
area before anyone could help Karen.

On Tuesday, July 5, 1994, William Lavack took Karen into a convenience store in Skandia,
Michigan as he was driving through this remote area. Karen Stewart dropped a note on the floor. A clerk
saw her action. When the couple left the store, the clerk picked up the note and read it. Karen had written,
“Call the police I need help. We’re in the woods south of Kiva.” The clerk, seeing that the couple had not
yet driven off, wrote down the license plate number of the car, then called the police. On Wednesday, July
6, 1994, the police found and surrounded the cabin where William was holding Karen. Two negotiators, a
psychologist, a dog handler, and an EMS unit accompanied the police. William Lavack held the police at
bay for nine hours before surrendering. The police found a handgun, a rifle, homemade explosives, and a
large quantity of ammunition in the cabin. William Lavack was arraigned in Westland, Michigan on charges
of burglary, aggravated stalking, and being a habitual offender. Family and friends at the Westland police
station greeted Karen after William was apprehended. Karen Stewart was married shortly after her ordeal.
On Monday, August 15, 1994, Karen (Stewart) Perez began to tell the story of her ordeal when
William Lavack abducted her. She met William Lavack because she was trying to get him to pay her back
the $450 she had loaned him. She said William refused to let her leave after their conversation. He
handcuffed her to the door. Throughout her ordeal she was either handcuffed to the car, to him, or to the
bed. During the time she was held, William had sex with her. Karen stated that she consented to the sex
because it kept William calm. She did not want him to kill her. District Court Judge Karen Khalil said that
William Lavack should also be tried for kidnapping and rape. Throughout Karen Perez's statement, William
Lavack was smiling.
In 1996, the Southfield, Michigan Police Department was looking for a stalker of women. Four women in
their community had their homes broken into; two women were assaulted.
Steffi Graf
A man shouting at her during her matches stalked Steffi Graf. He had to be forced to leave the
Wimbledon grounds.
Heather Whitestone (“Miss America”)
Authorities apprehended the 35-year-old man stalking Miss America, Heather Whitestone. Heather
Whitestone was visiting a St. Louis Hospital when the stalker was caught.
Two female High School Students
By Edward Lightfoot, 25
In June 1996, Edward Lightfoot, 25, started harassing two high school students. He saw one
student’s picture in a newspaper and began to call her from a pay phone. He called over twelve times from
the phone. After charges were filed, Edward Lightfoot turned himself into the Warren, Michigan Police. He
was placed in jail under a $3 million bond. Edward Lightfoot was convicted of four counts of telephone
harassment; he faced two charges for stalking two girls. Edward Lightfoot called one of the girls from jail.
Because of the phone call he was charged with telephone harassment. The Warren City council adopted
an ordinance that would require mandatory sentencing for stalking cases involving minors. First-time
offenders would serve five days in jail and pay a $200 fine. Subsequent offenses would carry 45 days in
jail, a $350 fine, and a psychiatric evaluation.
The judge dismissed the telephone harassment charge. Lightfoot was then charged with felony
aggravated stalking. Edward Lightfoot had two different cases before two different judges stemming from
the stalking charges. Edward Lightfoot pleaded guilty of making hundreds and hundreds of obscene phone
calls to young women not only in Warren, but also to young women in Shelby and Harrison Townships. On
March 20, 1997, Lightfoot pleaded guilty to six counts of aggravated stalking, a felony punished by five
years in jail and fine of $10,000. As part of the plea agreement, Lightfoot had to undergo treatment for
sexual compulsive disorders in a hospital in California that specializes in this disorder.

In September 1997, Edward Lightfoot was placed in the lockup of Jackson prison because he made
several collect calls to harass two girls. A hearing was requested so that a judge would restrict Lightfoot’s
phone calls to his attorney only. Lightfoot served 30- to 60-month sentences for aggravated stalking.
Above, we noted that the victims in this section were stalked but survived. What we did not say is how the
victim survived. Violent episodes are never forgotten. Physical and emotional assaults are never forgotten.
These thoughts are pushed aside and the woman attempts to return some normality to her life. But the
episodes creep back into the woman’s consciousness time after time after time. When the flashbacks
return, the women relive the experience. The women may vomit. The women may lose urine. She may
experience a shortness of breath. The woman may become irritable and refuse to talk. The woman may
push the people she loves away from her, especially if the woman is a victim of both physical and mental
abuse. If you are a husband or a female teenager and you are having problems with your wife or your
mother, ask yourself, “Is it possible that my wife or my mother is a victim of rape?” The manifestation of
anxiety and fear takes many forms. You may want to take a quiet moment and begin a discussion
regarding stalking, verbal, and physical abuse. Eventually, you may want to approach the subject of rape
with your wife or mother. This discussion may do the entire family some good. During sex with an intimate,
a rape victim may experience flashbacks, shortness of breath, or rapid breathing, and the woman may not
want to be touched. Many will say they feel as if they are being smothered. Women and children are the
best victims because they terrify easily.
The information we provide above is just an overview of the trauma experienced by the stalking victims.
In this climate, the Michigan Anti-Stalking Law was challenged by two judges and several attorneys.
In 1993, Mr. Carl E. White was accused of stalking under the Michigan Stalking Law that took effect
January 1,1993. In January 1994, he pleaded guilty to felony attempted aggravated stalking. He was
sentenced to one year in jail. Mr. White appealed the court's decision. The law had many critics. Howard
Simon, the executive director of the ACLU of Michigan, said the law was vague and could “be used against
people engaged in legitimate, innocent activities. . . . This is a defective stalking law and it is going to be
stuck down. . . . The language of the law needs to be made much more specific.”
On July 21, 1995, the Michigan Court of Appeals unanimously held that the Michigan Stalking Law was
constitutional. The ruling is binding on all state circuit and district courts. The court said that in essence, the
law did not violate free speech and the stalking law was not too vague. The judges said that the law’s
definition of stalking as a pattern of conduct that causes a reasonable person to feel “terrorized, threatened
and/or harassed” is clear. The judges wrote, “A person of reasonable intelligence would not need to guess
at the meaning of the stalking statute.”
In 1994, Mr. Jerry Lee Statley, age 39, was charged with stalking his ex-girlfriend. He was convicted
of aggravated stalking. He was sentenced to life in prison. He was sentenced to life in prison because he
was a repeat offender. Mr. Statley appealed the conviction and sentence. The Michigan Court of Appeals
upheld the conviction but stated that the sentence was excessive and ordered Mr. Statley resentenced. He
was resentenced in district court to 15 to 25 years in prison. Probably believing that he had a shot at
getting another sentence reduction, Mr. Statley appealed his sentence to the Michigan Supreme Court. In
1997, the Michigan Supreme Court denied his petition and held that his sentence should stand. Not
satisfied, Mr. Statley took his case to the United States District Court in Kalamazoo, Michigan. On July 14,
2000, Judge Richard Enslen ruled the Michigan Stalking Law was unconstitutionally overbroad, overly
vague, and could criminalize behavior protected under the First Amendment such as the work of reporters
and telemarketers. He stated that the state of Michigan could criminalize stalking but not at the expense of
the First Amendment. Judge Enseln questioned the same area of the law the ACLU director questioned in
1993.
As defined, stalking is a “willful course of conduct involving repeated or continuing harassing of another
individual that would cause a reasonable person to feel terrorized, frightened, intimidated, threatened
harassed or molested.” The judge said the behavior of reporters or telemarketers (persistent telephoning)
could be criminalized under the stalking law. The phrases “including but not limited to” and “conduct that

serves a legitimate purpose” were being challenged. As written, the law could be used to prosecute
journalists or telemarketers who pursued people as part of their job.
Judge Richard Enslen said that the Michigan Stalking Law was overbroad and vacated Mr. Statley’s
conviction. If Mr. Stately was imprisoned unlawfully, then all of the individuals imprisoned in Michigan for
stalking were being held unlawfully and they should be released forthwith. An innocent man must be
released from prison with all speed. The state of Michigan made an emergency appeal to the U.S. 6th
Circuit Court of Appeal in Cincinnati, Ohio for a stay to halt Mr. Statley being released from prison. The
state of Michigan was granted a stay on July 26, 2000. After being granted a stay, the Michigan attorney
general prepared an appeal. Before we continue, we must tell you what Mr. Statley did to be charged under
the Michigan Anti-Stalking Law. Mr. Statley drove to his ex-girlfriend’s home and argued with her when she
said she did not want to see him. He threw her across the kitchen. Later he began calling her fifteen times
a day. He rammed her car. He chased her with a baseball bat. He broke into her home and threatened her
with a knife. He said that he would burn her in her sleep. And he told her to say goodbye to her son. During
his trial, Mr. Statley laughed in court when his ex-girlfriend was testifying and when the tapes of his phone
calls were played. Mr. Statley was proud of his behavior.
On Monday, February 5, 2001, the U.S. 6th Circuit Court of Appeals said that Mr. Statley should stay in
jail. The court ruled unanimously that the Michigan Stalking Law was constitutional. The court overturned
Judge Richard Enslen’s ruling. The court said that a person of reasonable intelligence would know whether
his or her conduct was violating the statute. The appeals court said that Mr. Statley’s behavior was exactly
the conduct the statute was designed to prohibit. Mr. Statley’s attorney petitioned the court for a full panel
of judges to reconsider the constitutionality of the law. Three judges handed down the ruling that was
announced in February. The judges stated that the Michigan Stalking Law had been upheld and the full 6th
United States Circuit Court of Appeals did not need to review it further. The law was not misapplied.
The above is not all we have to say about stalking. There is much, much more for you to learn, as you
will see in Volume Three, The Career Rapist. Do not be lulled into thinking that you know all there is to
know about stalking. Just keep reading. Remember: our purpose is to prevent violence against women and
children, and in order to accomplish this task, we have to give you as much information as possible for you
to process so that you can protect yourself. To be forewarned is to be forearmed.

The Sonya Bailey Ordeal
“She said, ‘Mom, I’m not living like this anymore, I want a divorce.’ He was very possessive – he did not
want her to have any friends and he didn’t even want her to come see her family.”
Mrs. Elena Campbell, mother
On November 25, 1994, Sonya Bailey, age 33, argued with her husband in front of witnesses at a local
bar in St. Albans, West Virginia. When the couple returned home (or during the drive home) the police
believe Sonya Bailey's husband became so angry that he beat Sonya Bailey senseless. There were no
witnesses. He then decided to take a drive. He drove through West Virginia and Kentucky. During his fiveand-a-half-day drive he stopped at three hotels, eating and refreshing himself. He shaved and washed his
hair. Mr. Bailey also stopped to purchase clothes and sundry items. He also decided to purchase adult
diapers. It is not known whether Mr. Bailey had prostate trouble or a distended bladder requiring adult
diapers. All during his trip no one saw Mrs. Bailey.
No one saw Mrs. Bailey until December 1, 1994, when Mr. Bailey brought her into the emergency room
of the Baptist Hospital in Corbin, Kentucky. Mrs. Bailey was unconscious. Mr. Bailey told the hospital staff
that he did not know how or why his wife was beaten up. Mr. Bailey said that he took the five-day trip to
salvage his marriage and that he had no idea how his wife became injured. This is how Mrs. Bailey was
described when she was admitted to the Baptist Hospital: She had two black eyes, a large wound on the
head, and bruises on the chin, neck, right hand, and forearm. Her knees and feet were scraped and her
ankles had rope burns. She had been deprived of oxygen for an extended period of time, she had lost a
great deal of blood, and her wounds had been neglected.

When Mr. Bailey’s car was searched, blood, urine and fecal material was found inside the trunk. When
Mr. Bailey’s home was searched, a large quantity of blood was found in their bedroom, on the medicine
cabinet handle, and on the curtain door of the bedroom. Mr. Bailey told his family he woke the next morning
after arguing with his wife and found her bruised and bleeding. The FBI said that if Mr. Bailey found his wife
bruised and bleeding, why did he not take her to the hospital immediately instead of driving around with her
in a car for 5 ½ days? The FBI said that an examination of the trunk of the family car revealed markings of
someone trying to get out of the trunk. The markings were made with a screwdriver or another tool.
Mr. Bailey was an alcoholic, a high school drop-out; and a convicted drunk driver. He was convicted
three times for drunk driving. His driving license had been revoked. When Mr. Bailey left on his trip,
supposedly to salvage his marriage, he was driving without a license. The police held Mr. Bailey without
bond for brutalizing his wife. Mr. Bailey’s action caused him to become the first man in the nation to be tried
under the new 1994 Federal Domestic Violence Law.
It is now a federal crime under the interstate domestic violence law for someone to:
a) Cross a state line with the intention of injuring his or her spouse or intimate partner, and then commit an
act of violence that causes injury to that person.
b) Force his or her spouse to cross state lines and in the process commit a violent act that causes injury to
that person.
c) Cross state lines and violate a protective court order, no matter which state issued the order. The FBI is
responsible for domestic enforcement of federal laws and the investigation of federal crimes.
The law was passed because battering is pervasive in every state. In 1992, 42% of the women
murdered in this country were killed by their husbands or live-in partners. Women often cross state lines
fleeing their tormentor (Mrs. Linda Sandler of Pennsylvania).
The punishment for the crime of domestic violence under federal law is life in prison if the victim dies, up
to twenty years if the victim suffers permanent disfigurement, and up to ten years for serious injuries.
Sonya Bailey did not die after all of the abuse her body endured, but she was permanently brain damaged.
As of February 19, 1995, she was still in a coma. Murderer Status: Chris Bailey, age 34, was charged on
March 7, 1995, with interstate domestic violence and kidnapping. Bailey was tried in West Virginia in a
federal court and was found guilty on May 24, 1995 under the new federal law. He was sentenced on
September 1, 1995 to life plus twenty years in prison.
Just like Judge Carol Irons and Officer Milta Bruetsch, Sonya Bailey was the second wife of her
husband. And just like Judge Carol Irons and Officer Milta Bruetsch, the first wife said the husband was
abusive. Chris Bailey’s first wife said he often threatened her and took her to Texas against her will. All the
ingredients of domestic violence existed in the life of Sonya Bailey. She did not visit her family. Sonya
Bailey and her daughter were locked in the house when Mr. Bailey left home. He would disconnect the
phone. He dragged Sonya Bailey down the stairs on one occasion, precipitating her getting a protective
court order in January 1994.
We do not know if Mrs. Sonya Bailey is alive today. In 1995, she had been in a coma for 72 days. She
suffered from meningitis and a staph infection accompanied by high fevers. One of her eyes was
permanently damaged. An article (“NOW Applauds VAWA Victory”) by Brennan Ames, a NOW Intern,
stated that according to the doctors, the worst damage was caused by blood, oxygen, and fluid loss during
the week in which Sonya Bailey was held captive by her husband. Doctors predicted that Sonya Bailey
would have a normal life expectancy in a permanent vegetative state.
“I hope he has to stay in jail one year for every day she’s been in a coma, and so far it’s been 72 days.
This has torn our lives to pieces. We will never be the same.” Elena Campbell, mother
The law providing for the prosecution of Mr. Bailey was challenged in Federal Court. On September
24, 1996, Mr. Bailey appealed his conviction, stating numerous errors by the trial court. He claimed that

being accused of kidnapping his own wife meant that he had been charged twice for the same crime, that
the Interstate Domestic Violence Act was unconstitutional (because Congress did not have authority to
institute such a law), and that the sentence of life imprisonment for kidnapping and concurrent 20-year
sentence or a five year term of supervised released and $40,000 in restitution for the interstate domestic
violence conviction were excessive.
During the first trial, the government said that when Mr. and Mrs. Bailey returned home from the bar,
Mr. Bailey beat Mrs. Bailey and she laid in bed in her blood until the next morning, when Mr. Bailey then
placed her body in the trunk of a compact car and drove her back and forth across the Kentucky and West
Virginia state lines. He traversed the state lines of West Virginia and Kentucky at least three times in his
five-day journey. The government presented extensive evidence that Mrs. Bailey was restrained and held
in the trunk of the family car. Mr. Bailey stated that he had blacked out from the alcohol he had consumed.
When he awoke, he discovered his wife lying in the back seat of the car and he tried to help her. He did not
account for how Mrs. Bailey got from her bed to the back seat of the car. Finally, he took Mrs. Bailey to the
hospital when his aid did not appear to be helping Mrs. Bailey.
On May 2, 1997, Judges Widener, Russell, and Hall affirmed Mr. Bailey's conviction. This is what the
judges wrote in part: “At sentencing on September 1, 1995 the district court did not have the benefit of
KOON, which was decided January 13, 1996, and so did not make this specific finding.
“We construe, however, the district court's finding of multiple permanent and life-threatening physical
injuries, as well as its emphasis on the egregious nature of the restraint, to indicate that the court found
each factor ‘present to a degree substantially in excess of that which ordinarily is involved in the offense’ of
both kidnapping or interstate domestic violence, as required by KOON. “Accordingly, Bailey's objection is
not well taken.
“Bailey's next objection is to a departure under ~5K2.5, Property Damage or Loss. Section 5K2.5
provides that if property damage was not taken into account within the guidelines, the court may increase
the sentence above the guideline range. Bailey argues that the four-point adjustment for a permanent or
life-threatening bodily injury mentioned in ~2A4.1(b)(2) obviates the use of ~5K2.5, for, he argues, in every
case involving serious injury there will always be involved significant medical expenses. Nowhere in the
guidelines is anything mentioned about medical expenses and we think the district court was correct in
referring to them here. They are obviously massive, amounting at the least to 24 thousands of dollars and,
more likely, hundreds of thousands of dollars or even more.
“Bailey's last objection to sentencing is the use of ~5K2.8, Extreme Conduct. He argues to
sentencing that the facts underlying that finding made by the district court are clearly erroneous, which we
have disposed of above. That guideline provides for a departure ‘if the defendant's conduct was unusually
heinous, cruel, brutal, or degrading to the victim”. . . . It continues, "examples of extreme conduct include
torture of a victim, gratuitous infliction of injury or prolonging of pain or humiliation."
“The district court found in connection with ~5K2.8, as well as ~5K2.2 that Bailey's intentional
brutish conduct in transporting Mrs. Bailey for several days in the closed trunk of a moving automobile
without adequate medical care and exposing her to extreme oxygen deprivation and exhaust fumes and
with no attention to her personal needs constituted extreme conduct, and we agree.
“Even in the light most favorable to Bailey, this was gratuitous infliction of injury and prolonging of
pain and humiliation, not to mention conduct heinous, cruel, brutal and degrading to the victim.
“In sum, the district court found that no offense level lower than forty-three, calling for life
imprisonment, would suffice to punish the defendant adequately for his conduct and to incapacitate him
and prevent him from injuring others in similar circumstances and to deter others from engaging in similar
heinous conduct. We agree. The judgment of the district court is accordingly AFFIRMED.”

