




















John Bellocchio
Renew Our Church
LD 1790
Dear Members of the Judiciary Committee:
Thank you for hearing my testimony today in support of the elimination of the Statute
of Limitations for sexual assault of minors in the State of Maine.  I urge you to draw 
your attention to the attached, which has also been uploaded to the Committee's portal
at the request of the Chair.  
Let me begin by plainly stating this fact:  I am not now nor have I ever been a 
member of any political party, and I do not view the sexual assault of minors as a 
political issue; I hope you do not either.  For many years, the ACLU has campaigned 
against survivors of sexual assault.  To counter their argument, which has not been 
successful in a single state where such a bill has been considered, please see the 
attached, especially the highlighted sections.
Rachel Korberg, a noted advocate for victims of child sexual assault states clearly, 
"...a common argument in favor of statutes of limitations is that evidence becomes 
less reliable over time.  But courts already weigh this, regularly deciding what 
evidence is or isn't admissible even when crimes are reported 
immediately…furthermore, it is a myth that all delayed-reporting cases lack reliable 
evidence…states must correct this by ending statutes of limitations for all felony sex 
crimes."
Alan Dershowitz, with whom I profoundly disagree on many topics, states that "the 
ACLU is no longer a neutral defender of everyone's civil liberties; it has morphed into
a hyper-partisan, hard-left political advocacy group."  I need this Committee to 
understand that the ACLU is interested in a hypothetical law school scenario where a 
professor asks, "what could happen when the statute of limitations is removed?"  
Victims, myself included, don't have the luxury of wondering, we don't have the 
luxury of hypotheticals.  For decades, the ACLU stood with civil liberties across the 
spectrum, from the Stonewall Group to the Klan.  They have now taken that 
aggressive, ridiculous stance against victims in the most aggressive way possible, and 
it is incumbent upon you to ignore it.  We're not talking about hypotheticals, we're 
talking about lives.
Remember that the ACLU opposed several victims' rights bills because, from their 
perspective, such bills infringe upon the rights of the accused - their supposed but 
non-existent "right" to commit a crime, run out the clock, and do it again.  This is 
insanity.  The old guard ACLU that stood for civil rights was a reputable and highly 
competent organization.  Their desire to turn legislatures and courtrooms into 
hypotheticals and ivory tower nonsense is going to get children raped, and maybe 
killed. 
It is incumbent upon you to ignore the ACLU because your constituents who are 
living with this trauma are living in a reality, not a fourth dimension created by a law 
school ethics professor.  Another great New Englander, Calvin Coolidge, created the 
self-named doctrine which states, "there is no right to strike against the public safety 
anywhere, at any time, by any person."  He used the doctrine to force the Boston 
Police Union back to work - but if you fail to pass this bill this session, you will be 
striking against the public safety.  Of that, there can be no question.
Members:  pass this bill this Legislative session without hesitation.  You've heard the 
rate of recidivism.  Every moment you wait, you are risking the life of another child.  
For those of you with children, grandchildren, nieces, nephews - would you excuse 
their child rape due to an ACLU hypothetical?  Good God, I hope not.  Do the right 
thing.  Let's get this done, and done right now.
I am available to every member for any questions you may have.

John Bellocchio



*ATTACHED documents include:
Copy of my testimony.
Washington Post article.
Heritage Foundation statement.
Editorial by Dershowitz featured in The Hill


