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Ashlesha Naik

From: Kim Drogosz 
Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2026 7:23 AM
To: Kim Drogosz
Subject: Minds, Justice and the Law: Neurodivergence in the Criminal Legal System Monday, November 9th at the Arizona 

State Capitol and via zoom
Attachments: Minds, Justice, and the Law-2 (1).png; Minds_Justice_Law_Event Schedule.png; Minds, justice, and law speaker 

poster.png

Hello  

Whether you have already registered, need a reminder, or are hearing about this event for the first time, John 
Fabricius and I invite you to join us for Minds, Justice and the Law: Neurodivergence in the Criminal Legal 
System on Monday, November 9, 2026, at the Arizona State Capitol. 

This event will bring together experts, advocates, families, lawmakers, and professionals to explore how 
neurodivergence affects experiences throughout the criminal legal system and how we can improve 
understanding, support, and outcomes. 

Already registered? Thank you! We look forward to seeing you. Please help spread the word by forwarding this 
email or sharing either of the two attached graphics with your networks. 

Still need to register? Please reserve your place here: https://actionnetwork.org/events/minds-justice-and-
the-law-neurodivergence-in-the-criminal-legal-system?utm_source=actionnetwork.org 

Just learning about the event? The attached schedule provides an overview of the day’s speakers, 
presentations, and panel discussion. 

Event details: 

 Date: Monday, November 9, 2026 
 Location: Arizona State Capitol, Executive Tower, 2nd Floor 
 Doors open: 9:00 a.m. 
 Program begins: 10:00 a.m. 

Attached are two graphics for sharing and the event schedule. Please share them with colleagues, 
community organizations, families, and anyone who would benefit from this conversation. 

Thank you for helping us bring people together for this important day. 

Warmly, 
Kim Drogosz 
Team Lead for Neurodivergence & Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities 
Praxis Initiative 
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Ashlesha Naik

From: Marina Fleetwood 
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2026 2:19 PM
To: Arizona Sex Offender Management Board
Subject: A Practical Way to Triage the Board’s Work

Categories: Call to the Public Written Comments

 

Please mark out my email on the written comments. 

 

To: Arizona Sex OƯender Management Board 
Date: October 26, 2026 

Subject: A Practical Way to Triage the Board’s Work 

Dear Chair and Board Members, 
I’m unable to attend today, but I would like to follow up on something we have heard several times: the Board has a lot on its 
plate. Chairwoman Goulden has said she needs to “triage” issues, and some may take years. 
 
I understand that. You are volunteers, you have full-time jobs, and the Legislature has given this Board a long list of 
responsibilities. 
 
But maybe everything doesn’t have to wait behind the biggest problems. 
 
Try a “snowball” approach 

Dave Ramsey teaches people to pay off debt by starting with some of the smaller debts. Get one done. Then 
another.  Build momentum while continuing to work on the big ones. 
 

Could AZSOMB do something similar? 
 
Issues could be divided into three groups: 

 Quick wins: Issues that could reasonably be addressed in 30–60 days. 
 Needs some work: Issues requiring research, agency input or a working group. 
 Long-term issues: Major policy or legislative reforms that understandably take much longer. 

 
Obviously, urgent public-safety or time-sensitive issues would move to the front. 
 
This isn’t about rushing the Board.  
 

 It’s about not allowing something that could be resolved relatively quickly to sit for years because something much 
bigger is ahead of it. 
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There are two issues I think are good places to start. 
 
1. Get legislative recommendations out quickly 

 This one is urgent because the Legislature reconvenes in January. 
 Last session, bills came fast and furious. The Board spent time researching bills, discussing the evidence and voting 

to support or oppose them. 
 Kim has asked month after month for an agenda item to establish a timeline for getting those recommendations to 

the Governor, Senate President and Speaker of the House. 

 
That still hasn’t happened. 
 
If AZSOMB spends its time researching a bill and reaching an evidence-based position, that information needs to reach 
decision-makers while there is still time for it to matter. 
 
Why not establish the procedure now, before January? 
 
For example, once the Board votes on a position, the recommendation could be transmitted within two business days—
or even faster when a bill is approaching a critical vote or the Governor’s desk. 

        
This seems like a “quick win.” It doesn’t require a new study. It doesn’t change how the Board votes. And it fits directly 

within the Board’s legislative responsibilities under A.R.S. §13-3828. 
  
 
2. Keep track of what the public brings to you 
 
At the September meeting, Representative Powell raised an important question:  
What happens to the issues people bring to the Board? 
 

       Dr. Hall and others have raised concerns. Some issues come up repeatedly. But there doesn’t seem to be a clear 
way for the public to know whether something is being considered, deferred, referred somewhere else—or simply 
going nowhere. 

 
       I understand that Arizona’s Open Meeting Law limits what Board members can do when someone raises a new 

issue during Call to the Public. You generally cannot discuss or act on an issue that wasn't properly noticed on the 
agenda. 

 
But that doesn't mean the issue has to end when the speaker's three minutes end. 
 

       A.R.S. §38-431.01(I) specifically allows an individual Board member to ask staff to review the matter 
or ask that it be placed on a future agenda. 

 
       The Attorney General has also explained that an issue raised during Call to the Public can be 

scheduled for later consideration rather than discussed at that meeting. 
 

That seems to fit perfectly with a triage system. 
  



3

Keep a running list: What was raised? Does it fall within AZSOMB’s statutory duties? Can it be handled quickly? Does it 
need staff review, research or a working group? Should a Board member request a future agenda item? Or does it belong 
somewhere else? 

 Not every request deserves an agenda item. Not every concern will turn out to be valid. And certainly not every 
suggestion should become a Board recommendation. 

 But every legitimate issue should at least have a place to land. 
 Public input and professional expertise can work together 

  
 
I also want to address something we have heard about the Board members being the experts. 
 

       You are the experts in your respective fields. That is exactly why the public brings concerns to you. 

 

       We aren’t asking public opinion to replace professional expertise or evidence-based research. 

 

       We are asking you to use your expertise to evaluate the problems people bring to you. 

 

       The people affected by laws and policies often see things that aren't obvious from inside a system. They 
may identify an unintended consequence, an inconsistency or a problem that deserves a closer look. 

 

       If the concern isn't supported by evidence, say so. 

 

       If it isn't within AZSOMB's authority, say so and, when possible, point people in the right direction. 

 

       But if it identifies a real problem that falls within the duties the Legislature gave this Board, put it 
somewhere in the triage process. 

       Public participation should be more than three minutes at a microphone followed by silence. 

 

 
My request 
 
I am asking the Board to put two items on an upcoming agenda: 



4

 

 First: Establish a timeline for getting AZSOMB’s approved legislative recommendations to the Governor and 
legislative leadership before the 2027 session begins. 

 Second: Establish a simple process for tracking and triaging substantive issues brought to the Board that 
fall within its statutory responsibilities. 

 Then try the snowball. 

  
 
Solve something manageable. Take it off the list. Move to the next one—while the working groups continue tackling 
the larger issues. 
 
I understand that some problems really may take years. 
 
But because some problems take years doesn’t mean every problem should. 
 
Thank you for considering this proposal. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
M 
  
Statutory references: 
A.R.S. §13-3828 — AZSOMB duties and legislative recommendations 
A.R.S. §38-431.01(I) — Call to the Public and future consideration of matters raised 
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Ashlesha Naik

From: Director AZRSOL <contact@azrsol.org>
Sent: Wednesday, October 7, 2026 5:53 PM
To: Arizona Sex Offender Management Board
Subject: Oklahoma Is Asking Hard Questions About Its Registry. Should Arizona?

Categories: Call to the Public Written Comments

Dear Members of the Arizona Sex Offender Management Board, 
 
On behalf of AZRSOL, we are writing to bring to your attention a recent legislative hearing in Oklahoma that we 
believe deserves Arizona's attention. 
 
Oklahoma lawmakers from both parties recently held a three-hour joint interim study asking a question every 
state should be asking: does our sex offense registry still do what it was built to do? Led by Senate Majority 
Leader Julie Daniels (R) and Representative Suzanne Schreiber (D), the committee heard from researchers, 
prosecutors, a district judge, treatment providers, law enforcement, defense attorneys, and a survivor 
advocate. 
 
What they heard was sobering. 
Oklahoma's registry began in 1989 as a 10-year, law-enforcement-only list covering nine statutes. It has since 
been amended 23 times. It now covers 27 statutes, posts names online, imposes 2,000-foot residency 
restrictions, and can make noncompliance a felony. Nearly three-quarters of the people on it are registered for 
life. Tiers are assigned by offense of conviction alone. There is no individual risk assessment, and no court can 
lower a person's level. 
 
The human cost was made plain. Brittany Gendron, who was the child victim in the case that placed her mother 
on the registry more than 25 years ago for a non-contact offense, told lawmakers she now takes her disabled, 
cognitively declining mother to register every 90 days. Residency restrictions keep her from bringing her mother 
home, and her mother's status blocks access to long-term care. The person the system was designed to protect 
is now the one carrying its burden. 
 
The research was just as clear. Dr. Stephanie Jerstad of Millersville University testified that sexual reoffense risk 
drops sharply with age, to roughly 3% over five years for people in their 60s and lower after that. When decisions 
rest on registry status rather than an actual evaluation, she warned, we have assessed a label, not a person. 
She noted that Georgia, Virginia, Alabama, and Colorado already provide relief for elderly or incapacitated 
registrants. 
 
Survivor advocate Amber Vlangas of the Restorative Action Alliance testified that registries feed the very 
conditions that drive violence: isolation, shame, and economic instability. She cited a 2015 Department of 
Justice SMART Office review finding that residency restrictions do not reduce recidivism and may increase risk.  
 
Most striking, even the more cautious voices agreed change is needed. A district attorney and a sheriff's 
investigator both acknowledged that cases like Ms. Gendron's mother's should be addressed. A district judge 
outlined what courts would need to review tier levels. Lawmakers discussed individualized risk assessment, 
court review of tiers over time, and a petition process for aging and medically incapacitated registrants. 
 
We urge the Board to watch the hearing and read NARSOL's full report: 
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Watch the hearing at the Oklahoma Capitol: 
https://sg001-harmony.sliq.net/00282/Harmony/en/PowerBrowser/PowerBrowserV3/20261007/-1/82409 
 
Read the full NARSOL article: 
https://www.narsol.org/2026/10/oklahoma-lawmakers-take-a-hard-look-at-the-sex-offender-registry/ 
 
The questions Oklahoma is now asking apply equally to Arizona. Are we measuring actual risk, or relying on 
conviction labels? What happens to registrants who grow old, become seriously ill, or require nursing care? Is 
there a meaningful path forward for people who have lived offense-free for decades? And are our policies truly 
making children and communities safer, or simply making us feel safer? 
 
Public safety is best served by policies grounded in evidence. We respectfully ask the Board to take up these 
questions, and we would welcome the opportunity to present to the Board or meet with members to discuss 
them further.  
 
Thank you for your time and your service to Arizona. 
 
Respectfully, 
  
 
Patricia & Terry Borden,  Directors 

m: (623) 296-2904    e: contact@azrsol.org 
a: PO Box 10551, Phoenix, AZ 85064 
w: www.azrsol.org   

  
 

w: www.narsol.org
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Ashlesha Naik

From:
Sent: Wednesday, October 14, 2026 3:54 PM
To: Arizona Sex Offender Management Board; Philip Brailsford; Jenna Mitchell
Cc: Dan Caputo; Jason Gibbs
Subject: Dan Caputo & Jason Gibbs Face Redaction

Categories: Call to the Public Written Comments

Hello,  

Can the Arizona Sex Offender Management Board (AZSOMB) and the Arizona Department of Public Safety please 
provide me an explanation as to why the faces of Dan Caputo and Jason Gibbs are redacted on my September 2026 
email to the board?  

In this email, I described their actions as taxpayer funded employees and representatives of the state. Furthermore, their 
actions that I described in my email were found to be completely acceptable and within policy by the Arizona 
Department of Public Safety.  

As such, can these two (2) entities please explain why their faces, and Gibbs’ name, are redacted? Please include each 
and every policy and Arizona Revised Statute supporting your decision.  

Thank you. 

—- 

Very Respectfully, 
Jackson Ford 





Bast’s clown name comes from Matthew 18:6. Jesus of Nazareth warns that
anyone who causes “one of these little ones – those who believe in me – to
stumble” would be better off with “a large millstone hung around their neck”
and drowned in the sea.

Bast said he does not attend church. “I’m not really a religious person, but
I’m very spiritual,” he said. When the interviewer suggested that the verse
did not literally say what Bast’s sign says, Bast agreed. “It’s what everybody
perceives it as,” he said. “And perception is reality pretty much anymore.”

Bast said he has never been sexually abused. He described his childhood as
“normal” and free of that harm. He and his wife have no children, but he
said accounts of children who have been abused – and his belief that the law
has failed them – draw him to demonstrations across central Illinois.

He calls the people who follow his page “supporters.” He estimates that he
receives around 120 messages a day, many asking him to examine a case or
expose someone. He cannot pursue every request. A post, however, often
prompts his followers to call a business, leave comments or demand that it
stop employing someone.

Bast’s page has also asked supporters for money to help pay for a concealed
carry permit. In his interview, he said he does not carry a gun, though he
carries pepper gel and a knife. He described an earlier militia group, the
Illinois Sentinels, that met and trained at his home. 

“I’ve got a shooting range,” he said. “We used to train there.” Bast said the
group did not last long.

He says his campaign is about justice, not vengeance. Asked what his sign
means, Bast called for the death penalty for people who sexually abuse
children and said he wants the U.S. Supreme Court ruling barring execution
for child rape when the victim was not killed overturned. 

“There’s no reason they should be out in the public,” he said. “They’re
suckling off the state now for the rest of their life instead of facing the death







laws regarding sex offender registration and notification, which require sex offenders to
disclose their identities and addresses to the public.[1][2][3][4] Such attacks have been shown
to extend to family members of sex offenders, as well as people falsely accused of being
sex offenders.[5][6]

A study reported that 15% of sex offenders in the country have been attacked since their
crimes were made public, with one-third having received violent threats.[7][5] Another study
reported that 16% have been physically assaulted due to their registration.[8] A database of
anti-sex offender attacks included 279 fatal and non-fatal incidents from 1983 to 2015, with
5% of victims being people falsely accused of being sex offenders.[7][5]An investigation
by The New York Times reported 170 video-recorded attacks against people accused of
sexual crimes from 2023 to 2025, many of which perpetrated by organized vigilante
groups.[9][10]





