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The curious case  
of Dr. Weinblatt

Photo illustration by Benjamin WeatherstonBy Julie Halpert | juliehalpert.com
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At 7:30 a.m. on Nov. 22, 2011, a 
Tuesday, Dr. Howard Weinblatt had 
just gotten out of bed and was pre-
paring for another day on the job as 
a pediatrician at IHA Child Health in 
Ann Arbor, when he heard a knock 
at the door.

In his doorway stood two detec-
tives. According to the police report 
obtained by the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act, one of them told 
Weinblatt that a neighbor had seen 
him masturbating while looking out 
his bathroom window at the neigh-
bor’s 12-year-old daughter getting 
dressed in her closet next door.

“I have no idea why they would think 
that,” Weinblatt is quoted as saying 
in the police report. 

Weinblatt was arrested, handcuffed, 
put in the back of a squad car and 
taken to the Ann Arbor Police 
Department, where he spent the 
night in jail.

F
rom the start it was clear 
that this wasn’t a typical 

“peeping tom” case.
First, Weinblatt was in 

his home when the 
alleged incidents occurred and had 
been videotaped by his neighbor 
while in his own bathroom. Making it 
even more unusual, the two families 
had been friends, as well as neigh-
bors, for the past 13 years. And 
Weinblatt had been a well-regarded 
pediatrician for 34 years, and was 
even the girl’s regular doctor.

At 5 feet 4 and 150 pounds, the 
65-year-old, slightly rotund Weinblatt, 
who lives with his wife, was a recog-
nized fixture of the Burns Park 
community where he lived. He led a 
local children’s July 4th parade, was 
the master of ceremonies for a race 
sponsored by the elementary school 
and participated in community 

theater productions of The Burns 
Park Players that involved as many as 
90 children in the cast. 

According to the police report, the 
girl’s mother said that on Oct. 18, 
she was sitting in a chair next to the 
large window in her daughter’s bed-
room. She watched her daughter 
change clothes in her closet, which 
has a window facing Weinblatt’s 
house, only 11 feet away. She said 
she saw Weinblatt looking out of his 
bathroom window into her daugh-
ter’s closet. She observed him do 
this on three other occasions.

She decided to record him the third 
time, on Oct. 28. After looking at 
the video, she testified that not only 
was he looking out the window, he 
was masturbating. She observed 
him again, on Oct. 31, looking at her 
daughter changing clothes, and said 
he was masturbating then, too.

That day, she and her husband 
called an attorney and he advised 
them to call the police, according to 
official documents.

Burns Park is a tight-knit neighbor-
hood where children often freely ride 
their bicycles down tree-lined streets. 
Many homes have large front porches 
and are closely situated next to each 
other, with some even sharing a 
driveway, so it’s a place where a 
neighbor often becomes a trusted 
friend. 

Weinblatt’s neighbors were 
shocked when news of the allega-
tions broke, and many sprung to 
Weinblatt’s defense. 

Jane Jansson was Weinblatt’s 
friend and neighbor for more than 30 
years. She said he was also her chil-
dren’s pediatrician. “Howard is a very 
sensitive, sweet, wonderful, kind 
person” and a first-rate pediatrician, 
she said. “Everybody likes Howard.” 

Weinblatt, his most recent attor-
neys and the neighbor declined to 
comment for this article. The neigh-
bor is not identified to protect the 
identity of her daughter. 

When the detectives showed up at 
Weinblatt’s door on Nov. 22, they 
confiscated four computers, one 
thumb drive and a hard drive from 
his home.

Those computers, according to 
police, contained images that 
included photographs of minors in 
sexually suggestive positions, child 
erotica and computer-generated and 
hand-drawn pornographic images of 
what appeared to be children 
engaged in sexual acts.

Weinblatt was charged Nov. 23 with 
a criminal violation under Michigan 
Compiled Law 750.539j.: four 
counts of surveilling an unclothed 
person. He was also charged with 
two disorderly person-window 
peeper charges, in violation of Mich-
igan Compiled Law 750.167(1)(c). 
Instead of fighting the case in court, 
Weinblatt pleaded no contest to 
one count of surveillance of an 
unclothed person, a felony convic-
tion which required him to register 
on the Michigan sex offender 
registry. 

He was also required to move 
within 30 days of the March 20 sen-
tencing from the house he’d lived in 
for 19 years. He is on probation for 
five years, must complete sex 
offender treatment and not be 
within 500 feet of the neighbor’s 
residence, school or place of 
employment. His medical license is 
under review. 

As details of the case emerged 
throughout the fall and winter, the 
unusual facts set off a firestorm of 

debate among neighbors and raised 
a host of privacy and criminal justice 
issues with national implications. 

Should someone be prosecuted for 
looking out of his own window, no 
matter what he sees? Are the lines 
of privacy rights becoming blurred 
with the increased use of video and 
other technology in prosecuting 
defendants? Is judicial intervention 
wise in these cases or a last resort? 
What is an appropriate and effective 
punishment for this type of offense? 

In the privacy  
of your own home 

The ultimate question here, said 
David Moran, co-director of The Mich-
igan Innocence Clinic and a clinical 
professor at the University of Michi-
gan Law School, is whether you can 
violate someone’s privacy by viewing 
something from your own home.

“If we undress in front of 

uncovered windows so that we can 
be seen from the street or the neigh-
bor’s house, we have no expectation 
of privacy against being viewed,” he 
argues.

He doubts the prosecution could 
have won this case in court, had 
Weinblatt fought it, and said most 
cases like this are handled with a 
phone call or a visit from the police 
telling them to stop.

However, he says the fact that this 
victim was a child and the defendant 
was her pediatrician “very likely 
played a role in motivating this 
prosecution.”

Brian Mackie, who prosecuted the 
Weinblatt case, says that while it’s 
unusual for someone to be prose-
cuted for this crime while they’re in 
their own home, the law doesn’t pre-
clude it.

Scott Burns, executive director of 
the National District Attorneys Asso-
ciation, the voice of America’s 39,000 
prosecutors, said complaints like this, 
where one person is peering out of 
their window into another’s, aren’t so 
rare. In fact, he said, such cases are 
made every day. But they’re not pros-
ecuted unless there’s a clear 
determination that the person being 
viewed has a reasonable expectation 
of privacy that has been violated. 

For example, he says someone 
standing naked on their lawn is not 
protected from being viewed.

While he would not comment on 
the specifics of the Weinblatt case, 
he said when a person repeatedly 
stands in front of an open window, 
they give up that expectation of 
privacy. 

In bigger cities like New York and 
Chicago, people with binoculars in 
their apartment frequently peer into 
adjacent apartments without being 
prosecuted – even if they’re trying to 
get a glimpse of someone undress-
ing, said Pauline Weaver, a criminal 
defense attorney in Fremont, Calif., 

who worked for 29 years for the 
Alameda County public defender.

She, along with many other attor-
neys interviewed for this article, never 
heard of a case where someone is 
prosecuted for looking out of their 
own window or had to move as part 
of their punishment. A case like this 
wouldn’t go far in cities where high 
rises are close together, she said, 
especially if an adult was the one 
being watched.

Mike Iacopino, co-chair of the 
National Association of Criminal 
Defense Lawyers Sex Offender Policy 
Committee, says he understands 
how having a child as the source of 
the doctor’s observation could make 
people feel violated. But with homes 
so close together, both the person 
who is looking and the one being 
observed should take precautions 
and have blinds installed that protect 
a child when she’s undressing, he 
said.

“You can’t ascribe fault to the child, 
but in the bigger picture, when you 
live on top of one another, those are 
common sense things people nor-
mally do and when you follow 
common sense, we don’t have these 
issues,” Iacopino said. 

He recalls one case where children 
walking home from school observed 
a man masturbating in front of his 
window. He was found not guilty 
because the judge was not convinced 
beyond a reasonable doubt that what 
he was doing was indecent exposure 
designed for children to see. The fact 
that he did this in the privacy of his 
own home offered protection from 
being prosecuted, Iacopino said.

However, the Weinblatt case may 
have been made easier for the pros-
ecution because of the threat of 
child pornography charges. Moran 
said he didn’t know what motivated 
the plea deal, but said, “I wouldn’t 
be surprised if part of the deal 
included a promise not to 

Doesn’t the Constitution 
of the United States 
guarantee privacy?  
The Constitution doesn’t 
directly say anything about 
privacy. The Third, Fourth and 
Fifth amendments imply a 
measure of privacy from gov-
ernment intrusion. And 
Supreme Court decisions 
have established the right to 
privacy as a basic human 
right. Under the justices’ rea-
soning, privacy is one of the 
rights that the 9th Amend-
ment reserves to the people, 
according to usconstitution.
net. The Ninth reads: “The 
enumeration in the Constitu-
tion, of certain rights, shall 
not be construed to deny or 
disparage others retained by 
the people.”


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prosecute on the contents of the 
computer.” Given the penalties for 
possession of child pornography, 

“such a promise would be a strong 
motivator to accept a deal.”

Watching you  
watching me

In addition to the mother videotap-
ing Weinblatt on the morning of Oct. 
28, and observing him three other 
times close to that day, the police 
report describes several other 
instances of Weinblatt and his neigh-
bors watching each other.

The mother stated that over the 
years, she observed Weinblatt eight 
or nine times late at night through her 
window, appearing to masturbate 
while sitting at his kitchen counter 
looking at a laptop. She said she also 
saw him masturbating at the dining 
room table. 

In addition, the mother reported 
that once while she and her husband 
were outside, one of her children 
came out of the house and told her, 

“Howard is creeping on us.”
With so many ways to be watched, 

documented and surveyed these 
days, the methods to intrude on one’s 
privacy are greatly expanding.
“I think it might be helpful to step 

back from the situation and appreci-
ate the ways in which conflicts having 
to do with seeing and being seen are 
being played out on this particular 
stage, including the ways in which 
we as onlookers are also interested 
in looking at all of this,” says Linda J. 
Young, Ph.D, a psychologist in private 

practice for 25 years in Ann Arbor and 
Farmington Hills who was a staff psy-
chologist at the Detroit Psychiatric 
Institute. 

Young says the lines demarcating 
who is peeping, who is being peeped 
at, and whose privacy has been 
infringed upon have become blurry.
“Personally, I am extremely uncom-

fortable about the idea that someone 
can be arrested for looking out of his 
window and seeing. In this vein, it is 
sharply ironic that he himself was the 
object of surveillance with a camera, 
while in the privacy of his own home,” 
Young said.

She says this case is really only in 
part about the actions of seeing and 
being seen and the labeling of these 
actions as criminal. It is about  “what” 
is being seen.
“I believe that the crime for which 

Dr. Weinblatt is being punished has 
less to do with ‘looking’ and more to 
do with the motivation and accompa-
nying excitement of that ‘looking’ and 
the invitation to his neighbors to look 
at that. He looks at her, she (the 
mother) looks at him (with a video 
camera) and we all look at them with 
whatever combination of interest, 
excitement and condemnation.” 

Young says that “everyone is hurt 
in this heated crossfire of multi-
directed surveillance.” 

Tools of prosecution

While this case is unusual in many 
respects, the tools that were used to 

prosecute it are becoming more 
common: video surveillance and the 
Internet history on Weinblatt’s 
computer.

Social media and texting make it 
possible for law enforcement, and 
sometimes the average citizen, to 
track a person’s every move. The 
hastily posted picture of a young 
person at a wild party on Facebook 
or the pop-up of an illicit site on one’s 
computer can now be used as evi-
dence in a case. 

Laurence H. Margolis, who initially 
represented Weinblatt but was 
replaced by other attorneys from a 
large law firm (who would not com-
ment), said the irony is that, in taping 
Weinblatt, the neighbor invaded his 
privacy in an effort to show he was 
guilty of invasion of privacy. 

“This whole situation – the way Dr. 
Weinblatt was treated – scares the 
hell out of people, and it should,” 
Margolis said. 

But Weaver, the California defense 
attorney, says the video was likely 
helpful in getting the case prosecuted, 
though she argues it may have been 
unnecessary, since any time a child 
is involved, police are more likely to 
take the side of the child, out of an 
abundance of caution. 

Weaver says the preponderance of 
recording devices has led to vigilan-
tes on all sides, with people 
videotaping police arrests and gather-
ing evidence on their own.
“There always could be someone 

watching you,” she said. “In today’s 
society, you lose so much of your pri-
vacy. With cell phones and the ability 
to record conversations, in some 
ways it helps in the prevention of 
crimes, but what you give up is your 
personal privacy and I’m not sure 
where that line is drawn.”

Burns, with the National District 
Attorneys Association, says that pic-
tures and videos taken by average 
citizens are part of virtually every 

criminal case today and have been 
invaluable to prosecutors in gathering 
the best evidence possible.  

Bonds of the community 

Following the reports of the allega-
tions against Weinblatt and his 
subsequent conviction, a heated 
debate took place in the Ann Arbor 
community, including in the com-
ments section of annarbor.com and 

The Detroit Free Press.
A key issue was whether Weinb-

latt’s neighbor had done enough to 
prevent the surveilling and confront 
him, short of seeking police and judi-
cial intervention. 

Jay Cline, president of Minnesota 
Privacy Consultants, which helps For-
tune 500 companies protect their 
data, said, “It’s definitely creepy, but 
all reasonable adults know to shut 
the shades when you’re changing, 
especially if there is a house 11 feet 
away.”

By the same token, he added, chil-
dren should be able to trust the 
person who is 11 feet away when he 
is their doctor. 

In other cultures, Cline says, there 
are moral codes that transcend civil 
law. 

He points to a concept called “the 
unwanted gaze” in Jewish law, which 
makes it immoral to look out your 
window at someone on the street 
below if that person doesn’t know 
you’re looking, since if they did, they 
might change their behavior. 

In Japan, where thin rice-paper 
walls once separated rooms, neigh-
bors overheard everything but, 
culturally, they were expected to act 
as if they hadn’t heard anything. 

When the “code” is broken, espe-
cially toward the child, the bonds of 
the community are at risk, Cline said. 
In this case, “the doctor broke the 
code,” but the parents were negli-
gent in their response to it, by treating 
the child as bait to catch him on vid-
eotape, he said. 

“So in America, unless we have a 
shared cultural or moral value to help 
steer us through cases like this, the 
courts are a tempting route.”

The decision to proceed with a 
court case meant that the most inti-
mate details of what ensued between 
neighbors became public. While the 
mother provided testimony of the 
unfolding events, the girl was forced 

to relive the experience as she pro-
vided a victim’s statement in the 
judge’s quarters. Reporters swarmed 
the courtroom in search of the latest 
developments on the story. The 
mother, her daughter and Weinblatt 
were the subject of numerous arti-
cles, which brought harsh judgments 
on both sides in anonymous com-
ments that followed the articles. 
“I suspect that subjecting the girl to 

the ordeal of taking this case to court 
only exacerbated any trauma she 
might have experienced” from being 
watched, said John Pryor, a psychol-
ogy professor at Illinois State 
University. 

“The first recourse should not be to 
involve the criminal justice system,” 
said Deborah Donovan Rice, execu-
tive director of Stop It Now!, a group 
focused on preventing the sexual 
abuse of children.

Based on research conducted by 
her organization, she said that most 
people know child sexual abuse is a 
problem, but a parent often doesn’t 
know what to do when confronted 
by it. Rice says it’s best to respond 
after the first occurrence in a face-to-
face conversation, bringing along 

Because Weinblatt reached a 
settlement and the case did 
not go to trial, there is no 
ruling or decision that could 
serve as a precedent in future, 
similar cases.

“I’ve never heard of anyone 
being forced to move. That 
said, we do see some 
unusual restrictions being 
placed on convicted sex 
offenders, such as public 
notices given to a community 
when they move in. In some 
cases, they are not allowed to 
live within one mile of a 
school. So the concept of put-
ting distance between the 
child predator and the child 
victim is not new.”
Jay Cline
President, Minnesota Privacy 
Consultants

“I would hesitate to judge the 
mother without knowing 
more, since it’s such an emo-
tionally disturbing situation for 
a parent.”
Debra Borys
Los Angeles clinical 
psychologist

Do I have any privacy in 
cyberspace? What can I 
do to protect my privacy 
in the digital age?  
Get the feeling someone’s 
keeping tabs on you? Odds 
are, if you use the Internet, 
someone is. According to a 
survey from Consumer 
Reports, 71 percent of 
respondents reported they 
are “very concerned” about 
companies that sell their infor-
mation. And it’s an open 
secret that the National Secu-
rity Agency is building what 
Wired Magazine calls the 
country’s biggest spy center 
in Utah, “to intercept, deci-
pher, analyze and store vast 
swaths of the world’s com-
munications as they zap down 
from satellites and zip 
through the underground and 
undersea cables of interna-
tional, foreign, and domestic 
networks.” And in digital 
media, anything you post can 
be copied and pasted, at 
which time you lose control of 
your words or image.

So, for once a clear answer: 
no. If you don’t want it seen 
or heard by millions, don’t 
post it in cyberspace.


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a mediator or member of a reli-
gious congregation to lead the 
conversation if need be.

Her website provides guidelines 
for such conversations. 
“It’s a very courageous thing to 

have a difficult conversation,” she 
says, but if it’s somebody you have 
known for years, it’s “an honest, 
straightforward thing to do.” 

And it can head off a protracted 
court battle that can be emotionally 
painful, as well as extremely public, 
she says.

She said people who sexually 
offend are a “mixture.” They can be 
upstanding citizens in many ways 
and have this behavior that’s hurtful, 
harmful and damaging to children, so 
the goal should be to get them in 
treatment, so they’ll never re-offend. 

Debra Borys, a clinical psychologist 
practicing in Los Angeles, who spe-
cializes in reactions to victimization 
and trauma in general, said, without 
knowing the particulars of the 
case, she can imagine that the moth-
er’s first reaction was anger and an 
interest in protecting her child.

She said parents in this situation 
weigh the distress to the child from 
going through a court proceeding 
against  judicial action being taken 
to protect other children in the 
future from worse behavior from 
the offender. 

She said the effect of the court pro-
ceedings on the child depends on the 
child’s personality. Some may  feel 
ashamed or self-conscious, not want-
ing to be the center of attention, 
while others may feel empowered, 
knowing that they have a role in help-
ing to make sure the person never 
again hurts a child.

Borys questions whether Weinb-
latt’s behavior would have been 
terminated without bringing it to the 
attention of the authorities. 
“It’s hard to imagine how (the 

mother)  could have resolved it with 
him,” since his behavior was compul-
sive and requires intensive 
treatment. 
“She wanted to be so absolutely 

sure he wouldn’t get away with it” 
and risk being judged for bringing 
false allegations, Borys said, arguing 
that this explains the mother’s moti-
vation in videotaping Weinblatt.

Robert Geffner, a San Diego clinical 
and forensic psychologist and presi-
dent of the Family, Violence and 
Sexual Assault Institute at Alliant 
International University, said it’s 
wrong to judge the mother’s action 
in hindsight, since it likely was an 
understandable reaction to such a 
strong sense of betrayal. He added, 

“We don’t know, if it hadn’t been 
caught, where it would have gone.”

And Mackie, who spent 13 years 
as an assistant prosecutor with a 
heavy caseload of criminal sexual 
conduct cases, also disagrees with 

handling the case out of court. 
“Ask their neighbor not to mastur-

bate at the window 11 feet from their 
daughter’s window? Calling the 
police was the right thing to do. 
Negotiations and mediation is an 
extremely bad, inappropriate course 
in something like this. A bad situation 
could have been made much worse,” 
he says. “Considering her concerns, 
and the fact that her little girl was the 
doctor’s patient, I do not know what 
else could be asked or expected of 
her.” 

Are all sex offenders 
alike?

Michigan’s sex offender list, the 
fourth longest one in the country, has 
been criticized for being too broad. 
Amendments made in April 2011 to 
the Sex Offenders Registration Act 
added tiers to the list, based on the 
severity of the offense. Weinblatt is 
considered a Tier I offender, which 
applies to the least severe offenses. 

As a result, his name will be visible 
only to law enforcement. But he must 
remain on the list for 15 years and, 
once a year, report to the police where 
he is living. Also, he is prohibited by 
law from residing or working within 
1,000 feet from any building, facility, 
structure or real property owned, 
leased or otherwise controlled by a 

public, private, denominational or 
parochial school offering developmen-
tal kindergarten, kindergarten or any 
grade from one through 12. If there 
are no further offenses, he can be 
removed from the list in 10 years. 

Michigan State Sen. Rick Jones, 
who was involved in reforming the 
list, said adding the tiers addressed 
a situation where rapists were treated 
the same as window peepers. 

As someone who was in law 
enforcement for 31 years, and had 
extensive experience with those who 
offend against children, Jones 
believes it’s appropriate that Weinb-
latt – someone who he says likely has 

“deep psychological problems” – be 
on that list. In fact, Jones would 
prefer that Weinblatt be on a list that’s 
available to the public: “I believe that 
if you commit a Tier I offense against 
a child, you probably should be on the 
public list, because you’re a threat to 
children.” 

Others believe that Weinblatt, and 
many others on the list, present no 
future danger to society.   William 
Buhl, a judge for 36 years in Paw Paw, 
Mich., and a former prosecuting attor-
ney, is the chairman of the professional 
advisory board to the Coalition for a 
Useful Registry. The group is pushing 
for risk assessments, conducted by 
mental health professionals, to deter-
mine which offenders are likely to 
reoffend and should be listed, and 
which tier is most appropriate for 
them. 

The group argues that determining 
each listing based on a statutory 
offense often results in the inclusion 
of people who aren’t a threat to soci-
ety, yet are forced to suffer the severe 
consequences of the listing.

According to the U.S. Department 
of Justice, only 5.3 percent of those 
listed as sex offenders reoffend. 
“We want to determine the risk to 

the public before that person is listed 
and before we confuse the public 
and law enforcement by listing 
people who are no danger,” he says. 

As for Weinblatt, Buhl, the father of 
nine daughters, says “he’s a troubled 
individual, but he doesn’t scare me.” 
He doubts Weinblatt would make the 
list if a risk assessment were 
conducted. 

Geffner, the San Diego psycholo-
gist, said it’s impossible to know 
whether Weinblatt poses a danger to 
children. But he draws a comparison 
with former Pennsylvania State Uni-
versity football coach Jerry Sandusky, 
as well as the Catholic priests who 
were implicated in abusing children, 
saying they, too, were pillars of their 
community who frequently inter-
acted with children. 
“Reputation isn’t important from 

the standpoint of telling you whether 
someone is or is not a sexual abuser,” 
Geffner said.

Maia Christopher, executive 

director of the Association for the 
Treatment of Sexual Abusers, says 
sexual abuse is an incredibly complex 
phenomenon that invites emotions. 

In wanting it to stop, many turn to 
the courts, which they see as a silver 
bullet, she says. But it’s a limiting, 

“heavy-handed” way of responding to 
sexual abuse, she says. 

Instead, she advocates for inform-
ing the community, keeping people 
on their guard and having them 
become active bystanders. 
“I think the road we’ve gone down 

has been in terms of isolating the 
offenders and keeping them away 
from situations that could be impos-
sible,” she says. “How do you live 
somewhere and not have contact 
with children?”   Some of the risk fac-
tors that can contribute to offending 
can be isolation and disconnect from 
family and community, so the goal 
should be reintegrating someone into 
the community, without restrictions 
that cause more risk factors, she 
says.

While she says there’s good reason 
to take the worst offenders out of 
society, if you only have a one-pronged 
approach, and apply the same restric-
tions and deterrents to everybody, “it 
doesn’t serve anybody well.” 

“There’s a feeling that some-
how you’re supposed to slam 
it to him because he’s a 
doctor. People don’t say that 
but that’s what they’re 
thinking.”
William Buhl
Former judge for 36 years in 
Paw Paw, Mich.

“The broader question about 
whether seemingly benign 
conduct of looking out one’s 
own window can subject one 
to criminal activity, needs to 
be tested. When there’s a res-
olution, everyone avoids the 
opportunity to put arguments 
before a jury.”
Laurence H. Margolis
Weinblatt’s first attorney 

“If we are serious people, we 
recognize that this is an 
unusual circumstance. Dilet-
tantes who are sounding the 
alarm about taking our privacy 

– based on this unique set of 
circumstances – are being 
frivolous. They do not really 
worry about the parade of 
horribles coming to pass.”
Brian Mackie 
Weinblatt’s prosecutor

“I’m not aware of any cases 
like this one being brought 
where someone was stand-
ing where he/she had a right 
to be and watched someone 
else undressing in front of an 
uncovered window.”
David Moran
Co-director, The Michigan 
Innocence Clinic
Clinical professor, U-M Law 
School

“Sometimes we’re quick to 
judge and I would caution 
against judging somebody 
else about whether what they 
did was appropriate. The 
behavior was not appropriate 
and it’s now stopped and 
everyone has to deal with the 
aftermath.”
Robert Geffner 
San Diego clinical and foren-
sic psychologist
President, Family, Violence 
and Sexual Assault Institute at 
Alliant International University

“Unlike the accusers, he took 
no pictures. Who invaded 
whose privacy? I find it 
incomprehensible that this 
law is on the books. Anyone 
can be prosecuted for looking 
out their window?”
Jane Jansson
Neighbor
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event highlights at the
Ann Arbor District Library

Events will take place in the Downtown Library Multi-Purpose Room,
 unless otherwise noted.

More information: 734.327.4555 or aadl.org

The Science Behind the Magic: 
A Doctor & Director Discuss 3D   
Sat, June 2 | 3 - 4:30 PM
Dr. Jon Wieringa, an optometrist, and Jacob Mendel, 
a filmmaker whose focus is 3D technology, reveal the 
science behind the magic of 3D on the big screen. It’s 
an afternoon of 3D zaniness and the hard science to 
prove it! This event is cosponsored by Michigan Theater 
and is part of the Cinetopia International Film Festival. 

Transit of Venus & Skygazing
Tues, June 5 | 4:30 - 9:00 PM
Traverwood Branch & Leslie Park 
The University Lowbrow Astronomers will discuss the 
history and science of the rare celestial event, the 
Transit of Venus. Then, head to nearby Leslie Park at 
5:30 for a public viewing of the event! The viewing will 
begin at 6:04. The Transit of Venus – when the planet 
Venus is visible as a black dot moving across the face 
of the Sun – has occurred only seven times since the 
invention of the telescope. Participants will receive safe 
solar glasses to view the event.

AADL Summer Game for All Ages
June 15 - August 31 | Register online at 
play.aadl.org or at any AADL location for the 2012 
Summer Game – with even more ways to win great 
prizes! Read/listen to books, come to Library events, 
write reviews, visit the summer science exhibits at 
AADL and earn points/badges/prizes all summer! 
Funding provided by the Friends of the AADL

Summer Game Kick-Off Concert!
Sun, June 17 | 5 - 7:30 PM
Top of the Park, Rackham Stage | ALL AGES
Kids Rock @ TOP concerts return! The Kick-Off fea-
tures the “kindie” band, The Royal Order of Chords 
and Keys (R.O.C.K.). Sign up for the Summer Game! 
Presented by AADL and the Ann Arbor Summer Festival 

Story Collider
Thurs, June 21 | 7 - 9 PM 
Live! | 102 S. FIRST ST.  | AGE 21 & UP
Brian Wecht & Company return for another edition of 
storytelling about life and science, described as This 
American Life meets Nova. It’s popular, so arrive early!  

Kids Rock @ TOP: Ratboy Jr. 
Sun, June 24 | 5 - 7:30 PM
Top of the Park, Rackham Stage | ALL AGES
With catchy songs that get stuck in your head, this 
energetic duo presents a super fun, hilarious show! 
Presented by AADL and the Ann Arbor Summer Festival 

What one word best describes Ann 
Arbor?
Todd: Cosmopolitan
John: Unique
Johnny: Relevant
Fairfax: Fabulous

Name a product you always buy on 
the Internet? 
Todd: I buy music on the Internet.
John: I don’t buy anything on the 

Internet.
Johnny: I buy pizza.
Fairfax: I always buy airplane tick-
ets online.

Name a product you never buy on 
the Internet?
Todd: I don’t buy clothes on the 
Internet. I’ve gotta try it on first.
John: I wouldn’t ever buy food on 
the Internet.

Johnny: I don’t shop on the 
Internet.
Fairfax: I wouldn’t buy a dog on 
the Internet.

If you take a vacation this summer, 
where are you planning to go?
Todd: I will definitely be going to 
the UP this summer.
John: I’m actually going to Pitts-
burgh. I have family there.
Johnny: Harbor Springs near 
Petoskey.
Fairfax: I am going to Northern 
Michigan. I’ve never been there and 
I hear it is beautiful.

3101 East Eisenhower Parkway | Ann Arbor, MI 48108 | 877-314-7050 | 734-971-1000 | benzinsurance.com

We Know Insurance. You KnowUs.Let’s Talk.
Tina Marteney Heusel

Benz.Tina.8.375x2.7778:Layout 1  11/3/11  1:17 PM  Page 1

Meet your

Ann Arbor
neighbors

• Todd Gerring – Community out-
reach supervisor, Kelsey Museum 
of Archeology 
• John Daukas – U-M student, 
guard at Kelsey Museum of 
Archeology
• Johnny Vaughn – Owner of 
Wendy and Johnny clothing 
boutique
• The Rev. Fairfax F. Fair, pastor, 
First Presbyterian Church

Jansson, the neighbor, said, 
“He’s lost his house, his profession 
and his reputation. I just think the 
penalty for this is just unimaginable” 
and not justified.

In the March 14 “defendant’s sen-
tencing memorandum,” Weinblatt’s 
attorneys discussed the impact this 
case has had on him. Despite all of 
his “good works” and accomplish-
ments over the course of his life, his 

“name, character and reputation will 
now always have an asterisk next to 
them in any story or remembrance. 
He will never be the same again.” 

Meanwhile, Mackie, the prosecu-
tor, believes the punishment fit the 
crime: “Dr. Weinblatt has only him-
self to blame. I am still shocked at 
what people do to others, and them-
selves.” 	    	     

“You should think ahead about 
what you would do in this sit-
uation before you’re ever in a 
situation like this. We have to 
have more of these hard con-
versations, with all of us 
talking to each other. We have 
to get over thinking it’s not 
going to happen in our 
neighborhood.”
Deborah Donovan Rice
executive director,  
Stop It Now!

Dr. Weinblatt has left his prac-
tice and his medical license is 
under review. His actions 
could be subject to further 
scrutiny, should his neighbors 
decide to pursue a civil case. 
Weinblatt declined to com-
ment for this story.
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