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Facts \ersus Fears...
Believing VersusKnowing

ecidivismisdefined asrepeat criminal behavior among offenders.

Of dl crimes, sex offendersarewidely believed to havethe highest
leve of recidiviam. However, treatment professond sand criminologists
haveknownfor sometimethat only asmal minority of sex offenders—
once caught — will recommit another sex crime.

Although some pedophiles, beforethey are caught, havemany victims,
most haveasinglevictimin or about their own family.

We all hope for the day when we can see fewer sex offenses and
particularly fewer juvenilevictimsof such crimes. But solong aswhat
wethink we know about thesetypes of crimesisbased on mythsand
fear rather than facts, that day

will never come. There are

severd mythsthat arewidely  Sex of fenders — once caught
believed that need to be — are the least likely to
debunked. repeat their crime.

Over the past several

decades, social scientistsand criminol ogists have combed through an
immense accumulation of datafrom hundredsof studies, which have
tracked tensof thousandsof individua sex offendersfor long periodsof
time, someeven for decades.

By 1994, 670 studies of sex offendershad been doneand by theend of
2005 well over 700. Asaway to comprehend theresultsfrom all of
these studies, metaanalysis has been used in some of these studies.

What followsare some of thekey findingsfrom those massiveefforts.



MyTH #1—" Sex OFFeENDERSWILL ALwAYS K EEP OFFENDING”

ost recently, the Bureau of Justice Statistics, published astudy whichtracked 9,700 sex offenders
for threeyears, 2001-2004. Their findingsincluded:

+ Only 5.3% of these peopleimprisoned for sex crimeswererearrested for asubsequent
sex offense.

¢ Whereachildwasinvolved, therearrest rate dropped to 3.3%

+ Betweentwo adults, the sexual reoffenseratewas2.2%
A moremultifaceted meta-anaysi swas updated in 2004 by the Office of Canada's Solicitor Generd, Karl
Hanson. Thisanaysisinvolved 95 studiestracking 31,000 sex offenders. These studieshad an average
follow-up period of 5 yearsand found:

. Therecidivismratefor once-caught pedophileswas 12.7%

. Theoveral once caught recidivismrate (includesadult victims) was 13.7%

Some of the datawe reported on adecade ago:

Rearrestsfor a
From aDataPool of Hundr edsof Subsequent Sex

Number of Sex Sudies(many tracked for long Offense—The
OffendersTracked periods, somefor decades) “Reaffasso Rate”
Alexander-Oshkosh Correctional
Institution (1994)

6,535 Treateds Only 10.9%

1219 Untreateds Only 185%

15361 Furby-Blackshaw-Weinrott (1989) 12.7%

23393 Office of Canada's Solicitor 13.4%
Generd (1996)

Recidivism Rate— Once Caught Sex Offenders=12.95%
(weighted average)

Contrary to widespread public belief, once-caught sex offendersactua ly haveavery low recidivismrate.
With or without trestment, morethan 87% of the once caught do not reoffend with another sex crime. With
treatment, thelikelihood of recidivatingisevenlower.



In contrast, according to the 2004 U.S. Department of Justice Bureau of Justice Statistics study, 69% of all
criminalsgo back to prison for other typesof crime and do so withinfiveyears. Over alonger period of
time, other FBI statisticsshow that 74% of all other typesof offendersare back in prison.

Whenthat figureiscompared to only 2% to 13%, therecidivismratefor sex offendersinredlity isonly a
tiny fraction of what itisfor other typesof crime. Thisisnot what the public believesand certainly not what
they have heard. Asthetrackingsof tensof thousandsclearly attest, most peoplelearnfromtheir mistakes,
and sex offenders are no exception. Just getting caught changesthe behavior of most individuals.

MyTH #2 —“TREATMENT DOESN' T M AKE ANY DIFFERENCE”

he public hasbeen told for yearsthat trestment doesn't work, that “ for sex offenders nothing works,”
but heretoo amyriad of mgjor studiesindicate otherwise:

¢ TheCampbel Collaboration andysisof 22,000individuasfoundthet trestment reduced
recidivism by 37%.

¢ Canada sKarl Hanson's 2000 analysisfound areduction of 41%.

¢ Oshkosh Correctional’smeta-analysisfrom 79 separate studies of over 11,000 sex
offendersfound that peoplewho partici pated in trestment programshad a59% rearrest
reduction.

¢ AccordingtoAlexander’'s1998 study, “Men arrested for having sex with children are
usually overcomewith shame and remorse and they want to stop. Since 1943 those
who weretreated injails, hospitals and outpatient clinicsfound their way back to
prison at aratethat was approximately one-third of those who had no treatment.”

+ By 2005, mog dl preventative programswere showing rearrest ratesbeing cut reduced
by greater than hdf. With someof thelatest degp aversion and victim empathy regimens,
reductionswerereported as high as 91%.

¢ Thereisnow acredible concurrencethat “ trestment works’ and that new programs
arebecomingincreasingly moresuccessful.

For more detailed data, see Sex Offenses: Facts, Fictions and Policy Implications, January 2006,
availableonthe NCIA web page at http://66.165.94.98/stories/ Sex Offenders Report.pdf. Seealso an
earlier article by Eric Lotke, Politics and Irrelevance: Community Notification Satutes, October
1997 available onthe NCIA web page or at http://66.165.94.98/stoires/polnirr97.html. Professor Eric
L otke can bereached at (el otke@yahoo.com). NCIA’'sweb pageiswww.ncianet.org.




MyYTH #3 —"*“ STRANGER DANGERS”

+ According to the most recent major study by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (2004),
where 9,700 sex offendersweretracked, only 7% of such crimesagainst children
were perpetrated by strangers.

+ Themagority (93%) of molestationsof children arenot committed by strangersbut by
peoplewho are known and trusted within or about thefamily.

¢ Throughout thelast decade, other arrest studieshavefound smilar results. Most sex
offensesare committed by afamily member or guardian/family member (often some
parentd substitute).

+ Itmay beatrusted uncle, father, stepfather, mother, family friend, ateacher, coach or
apriest; butinamost al casesthe culpritisnot astranger.

If wekeepin mind the above, that 93% of theculpritsarefamily, if we also keep in mind that 87% of sex
offenderswho are caught do not reoffend, any registriesor residency restrictionsor trackingsof these
individualswill bevery closeto awaste of time. Suchwill not make our communitiesany safer, butinfact
there’ sevidence such measureswill do the opposite.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTSFROM THE VVOLUNTEERS

oday, with two and quarter millioninmates, Americahasmorepeopleinjallsand prisonsthaninal our
collegesand universitiescombined. When three-quartersof them aregoing back to prison, just funding
more prison cellsisn’'t theanswe.

If our goa wasto massproduce criminals, wecouldn't have doneabetter job. Without trestment programs,
our prisons have becomethelikesof breweries, woefully turning out the same product, each generation
more hardened and more dangerousthan thelast.

If ever we reto make our societiesmorejust and communitiesmore secure, our goal must include change
and not just more of the same.

If, onthe other hand, we could get more serious about funding preventative programs; our courts could
start treatment for all criminals and from the first day of a sex offender’s first conviction. The
result would bemany fewer victimsof al sortsof crimes, and particularly thetragedies of the sexua abuse
of children.

Whenthereislittleor no rehabilitation taking place and just moreand morefruitlessincarceration, weneed
to wake up about what we are brewing and start | egid ating some promising measuresthat will work.



THE FLIP SDE oOF TougH M ANDATORY SENTENCES

Ithough the public may believethat extremely stiff, mandatory minimum sentencesandlock’ emup
strategies send amessage and deterscrime, history tellsanother story.

Criminologistspoint out that having such lawson the books, even when publicized, arenot al that effective
or even considered inthe heat of actual shootingsor amurder. Inthese moments, amidst often blinding
rage and confusion, thereare generally few thoughts of penaltiesor consequences, severe or otherwise.

Conversely, we do know that extremely harsh mandatory sentences have prompted many of thevery
typesof crimethey areintended to stem.

When aperpetrator isaware of particularly dire consequencesif he's caught, that fear canlead to even
greater harm for thevictim. A person facing astiff sentencelikeamandatory 25 yearstolife, or evena
death sentence may decidehischancesare better if heeliminatesthevictim and possibly any witness. What
might have been alesser crimethen often getseven worse.

It may beaparadox, but the stiffer the consequences, the more Jessi cas, Megans and Polly Klaaseswill
likely betheresult.

It isunderstandabl e that with such terrible murders come callsfor tougher punishments. However, the
problemwith legidation launched in anger isthat it invariably comesdown to punish equally thosewho
deserveit and those who do not.

S=x OFFENDER REGISTRIES

sting names, addresses and photographs on aSex Offender Registry isnot only arisk to thoseon the
list; it canlead to unintended, inappropriate and destructive consequencesto thewhole community.

When such aregigtry treatsal offendersthe sameway, without referenceto the severity of theincident,
responsivenessto treatment, or with acurrent assessment of risk, it isseen by someasan opportunity to
harassand worse.

Whileitiscertainly in order to professionally monitor and discipline sex offendersfor various prudent
periods, wea so must befair in how they are handled. Permanently branding them on registriesor making
targets of them with conspicuoustracking deviceswill only aggravate the problems, not solve them.
Unfortunately, when apartialy informed publicisalowed to becomewatchdogs, sex offendersface greater
risk of confrontationsby the public, duemainly to anger and hostility.

Sincethegtart of Community Notification, there have been agrowing number of seriousbegtings, not only
of sex offenders, but sometimesof their family membersor peoplewithwhomthey live.



Some confrontations have become extremely dangerous. Two sex offenderswere murdered in Maine.
Therethevictimswerenolonger likely threats;, onewassmply ayoung manwho at 17 had a15-year-old
girlfriend. Had their names, addresses and photographs not been on the state’ sregistry, had thetwo been
simply monitored by probation and treatment professional's, they would not have been spotlighted for
some zeal ot apparently thinking hewasdoing thework of God.

When sofew of the once caught remain athrest, there are smarter approachesthan alarming communities
withregidtries, thanturning dl levelsof former offendersover to thegenera publicfor supervison. When
thepublicisonly partidly informed, it createsaclimateof ill-informed hostility.

Thereisalittlewall sgnat oneof NCIA'sclinicsthat getsalot of gpplausefromthosein treatment, it reads.

“ Permanent brandings may be all right for cattle
But they shouldn't be for people.”

If weareto behumane, that signiscorrect. If wewant former offendersin better health and not to beon
therun, we should not set them up to be stalked. Vengeful prescriptionsthat only call for moreand more
punishment will not produceacure.

If wetruly want fewer victims, thefocus must be shifted from more and more puni shment to the actual
funding of treatment programs.

Although such ashift may havelittle current appeal or give much satisfaction to what the public craves,
treatment isthe only sureway that we will seefewer victims of these hideous and despicabl e types of
crime.

Given al thedegreesthat sexual offenses can take, onetype of sentencedoesnot fit all. What do you do
with a 17-year-old who had sex with a 15-year-old? What do you do if he was 19? What if it was
consensua ?For alifetime, doeshe get registered asa sex offender? What about an 8-year-old who plays
doctor?What if he's 14?

InAmerica, our judgesarediligent and principled and render few decisonswithout duediligence. Very Hiff
punishmentsfor child murderersarecertainly caled for, but punishmentisjust only whenitisproportioned
tothesaverity of thecrime. Suchjudgmentsshould remaininthecourts, subject to very specific deliberations
— notinthelegidatures, where specific deliberationisimpossible.

L egidation based on thefa se premisethat recidivismisinevitablerather than rareand that blur theline
between sex offense and murder, result in lawsthat promote public shaming and permanent exclusion.
Theselaws presumelifelong guilt, ruling out all hope of change, thusthey not only clearly violatethe
Congtitution, but actually encourage more of thevery crimeswearetryingto reduce.



KEePING SEx OFFENDERSAWAY FROM ScHooL S, DAYCARE CENTERSAND OTHER PLACES
WHERE CHILDREN M IGHT CONGREGATE

o claim school yards, daycare centers and other placeswhere children congregate need alaw or
Global Positioning Satellite (GPS) geo-fenceto keep sex offenders away may sound sensible, but
againthefactsdonot fit theredlity.

Thefact isthat 93% of sex offensesaretaking placein or near one’shome and that only 7% involve
grangers. Additionally, kidsare safest, infact, wherethey aretogether in numbers. Also, school personnel
are paying moreattention than ever before, and older kids are keeping more of awatchful eye. People—
even kids— look out for each other in public places.

Legidatorsneed to bemade aware of theresearch that findsthat dmost all sex offensesaretaking placein
homesby family membersand not in public areasby strangers. Thus, legidation banning sex offenders
from schools, townsor states, haslittlerelevance.

When thelatest statistics confirm that 93% of perpetratorsare not strangers, children are actually more
endangered at homethaninvariouspublic areasfromwhich sex offendersare now being banned. If weare
trying to curb thistypeof crime, what isbeing proposed will not be effective.

TrackING DevICES

f wewant fewer victimsof sexual offenses, the primary goa should beto reintegrateformer offenders
peacefully back into society aslaw-abiding citizens. Thiscannot be doneif wekeeptheminfear andon
therun. Tracking devicesthat have to beworn only maketargets of the peoplewearetryingto reintegrate.

When offendersare madeto wear the GPS bracel ets, with oneworn on the ankle and another onthewrig,
they arebig, bulky and hard to keep hidden. For anyonewho hasto wear them, they areascarlet letter, a
crippling stigmaof shame.

Today, thereisalot of wrath and harassment than is publicly known. It may not sound likeAmerica, but
one man on asex offender registry found the severed head of his pet dog on the stoop to hishouse.

If wewant to keep sex-offenderson track, making prey of them on registriesor spotlighting themwith
bulky tracking braceletson both an arm and leg isnot theanswer. M aking adartboard of any human being
isclearly morerevengethanwill it beastepto stemcrime.

Although the GPS bracel ets may on the surface sound promising, just knowing someone’s coordinates
meansvery littleand does not give usaclue asto what the wearersmay be up to. At most, banning any
areageographically will not do athing but put alot of peopleback injail not for committing another sex
crimebut smply for beinginor crossing some pointlessy banned buffer or restricted zone.



Sadly, the new legidation being created is more away to increase punishment and appease the public,
rather than to actually make our communitiessafer.

When the publicisasmisinformed and angry asthey are, itisaperilousmistaketo givethem the addresses
and photographs of al sex offenders, particul arly without the background of their crimes or updated
individua assessmentsof risk.

The monitoring of sex offenders will always be better handled by knowledgeable treatment
professionals carefully coordinating their efforts with police and parole officers than by the
varied mercies of an angry, upset and partially informed populace.

Unlessweare going back two centuriesto theghoulish practicesof Saem, weshould not get caught upin
theintoxications of revengethat only fuel harassment and hunt-downs. Unpremised laws should not be
enacted that do littleelsebut titillate the public.

A BETTER GPSALTERNATIVE

henthereisscant evidencethat children arebeing molested in public areas, when amost dl of those

crimes, in actuality, aretaking placein or about the homesof family or friends, and whenitisnot
srangers, callsfor the strapping of GPS bracel ets, that can give out only thewearer’slocation, makeslittle
sense. But asillogical asthismay be, aslong asthe myths discussed herein remain unaddressed and
believed, callsfor GPSlegidation are not going to go away.

One GPSvariation, however, not being considered that could be useful and do alot more than GPS
braceletsthat can only give co-ordinatesisto makethe highest risk offenderscarry one of the newest GPS
cell phonesthat has a photo sending capability. There are several now out and they are not expensive.
These cameraenabled GPS cell phonescan not only take aphoto that establishestime, dateand location
but a15-60 second video.

With one of these new phones, aprobation officer could scroll through dozensof his/her caseswith speed
dia and haveimmediate accessto any one of his’her parolees. The probation officer could then ask for a
pictureor videoif therewas concern. He could also seeif the parolee had entered someareaor evenif he

was speeding.

About the only drawback at the moment isthat the photo processtakes about aminuteinthat theparolee
would first haveto take and record the photos or video before he could send them back viaemail to the
officer’'scomputer or viatext messageif to the officer’scell phone. In afew yearsthough, high speed live
timestreaming will beonthecell phonessimilar to todaysred timetel econferencing. Therewill thenbeno
delaysor any need first to record.

Waterproof GPSwrist and ankle bracel et combinationstoday areexpensiveand very costly torepair and
given how cheap the new GPS cameracell phonesare, the bracel etswhich can only track will surely soon
beatool of the past.



For the state and federal government, there could al so be great savingswith the GPS cameracell phones
astherewould be no need for all the thousands of monitoring systemsin all the police departments or
probation offices acrossthe country. Nor would there be need for all the personnel to watch them.

Another plusto start such aGPS cameracell phone programisthat most of the probation staff needed are
already in place and have computers so they and those parol ees designated would just need to be given or
sold the new phones.

Anout of thebluecall fromaprobation officer equipped with one of these new phoneswould makeit alot
harder for paroleeto deceive an officer, when not only could he see on amap wherethe paroleeiswithin
about 50 feet, when hethen couldimmediately talk to him or her and ask questions, and if suspicious, even
ask for avideo of that person’ swhereaboutsand activity. Thisisawhole new methodol ogy and onethat
intimewould constrain and deter alot more crimethan would any of the now proposed GPS ankleand
wrist bracel etsprograms.

Presently, for instance, Nextel teamed up with Sprint and offersTRACKMY KIDS.com which updatesa
child’'slocation every few minutes. The program can also send an alert to the parent (or parol e officer)
whenever thechild (or parolee) leavesor arrivesat any defined perimeter, (e.g., afriend’shouse, work,
etc.) Verizon among other isnow offering the samething asNextd withtheir “ Chaperone—Child Zone”
service and both tracking programs are reasonably priced at $20 per month. For these services, you only
need to have one of the new Javaenabled GPS cameracell phonesalong with aninternet and cellular
connection.

Thete ephone companieswill undoubtedly soon offer phonesfor statesthat want to track certain high risk
sex offenders, but for areasonabl e cost, any state could start today using what isalready on the market.

If our el ected officialswould likeamore bonafide and reassuring public saf ety measure, they would do
wel| toforget about the bulky hard-to-hide, demeaning and problem causing GPS ankleand wrist bracelets
and go for something more up-to-date, telling and cogent — the new GPS enabled cameracell phones.

WHAT THE EXPERTSARE SAYING

elow are quotesfrom someof the expertsand others concerning sex offender registries, labeling and
calsfor overly tough measures, such asbracel et tracking devices:

Tom Master s, Program Director, Correctional Treatment Servicesat Oregon State Hospital:

Unfortunately alot of crimelegidlationisafunction of politicsand not rehabilitation
or community safety.

Thomas Sowell, Hoover Ingtitution, writesregarding ankle bracel ets:
The latest pretense of control isthe global positioning satellite monitorsthat can be

attached to sexual predators. But would GPS have told us when a sexual predator
had two girlsimprisoned in his basement? That he was home? What reassurance?
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For mer Justice Department Pardon Attor ney, Mar gar et L ove, writes:

...mean spirited vengeful legislation is only an incitement to vigilante injustice
masquer ading as a responsi ble public safety measure.

Inan articleinthe June 2006 issue of National Wi dlife, Richar d L aw describesfrom some studieshow
wein Americahave become so overcome by fear. Here are some excerpts:

Fear isfelt nearly intensely in suburban Overland Park, Kansas, asit isin urban
Philadelphia. One suburban father told me, ‘I want to know where my kid is 24
hours a day, seven days a week. | want to know where that kid is. Which hours.
Which square foot. Which telephone number.

Asaparent, | havefelt that fear but consider thefacts:
¢ Thenumber of abductionsby strangershasbeenfaling for years.
+ Most abductorsarefamily members.

¢ U.S children aresafer now than they have been since 1975. According to the
2005 DukeUniversity Child WAl Being Index, violent victimization of children
has dropped by more than 38 percent.

¢ A 1991 study foundthat in 1990, theradiuswithinwhich childrenweredlowed
to roam on their own from home had shrunk to aninth of what it had beenin
1970.
What hasincreased isround-the-clock news coverage of afew tragedies, conditioning
familiestoliveinfear.

In her book, Harmful to Minors: The Perils of Protecting Children from Sex, author Judith
L evinewrites:

All this rational talk may mean nothing to a parent. Nine in 45 million children are
raped and murdered: dimodds sure, but if it happensto your baby, who cares about the
statistics? Sill, most parents manageto put irrational fearsin perspective. Why, in spite
of all informationto the contrary, do Americansinsist on believing that pedophilesare
amajor peril totheir children?

Given dl the public has been bombarded with, it isno wonder their mindsare made up, that they believe
what they do, but the public hasbeen hoodwinked. They continueto believethat al sex offenderscontinue
to reoffend in part becausethey have never seen any of the studies or have been made aware of the actual
datistics.
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Itisvery rarefor the public to hear that sex offenders, once arrested, arelesslikely to reoffend, that the
perpetrator isastranger to thevictim or that crimes are predominately committed by friends or family
membersand not in areaswhere children congregate.

Inheringghtful book, Judith Levine(2002) continued:

What do people fear so formidably? Our culture fears the pedophile, say some social
critics, not because heisa deviant, but because heisordinary. And | don’'t mean because
heistheice-creamman or Father Patrick. No, we fear him because heisus.

In hiselegant study of The Culture of Child Molesting, theliterary critic James Kincaid
traced this terror back to the middle of the nineteenth century. Then, he said, Anglo-
American culture conjured childhood innocence, defining it asa desireless subjectivity,
at the same time as it constructed a new ideal of the sexually desirable object. The two
had identical attributes—softness, cuteness, docility, passivity —and this simultaneous
cultural invention has presented uswith a wicked psychosocial problemever since. We
relishour erotic attraction to children, saysKincaid (witnessthe child beauty pageantsin
which JonBenet Ramsey was entered). But we al so find that attraction abhorrent (witness
the public shock and disgust at JonBonets ‘ sexualization’ in those pageants). So we
project that eroticized desire outward, creating a monster to hate, hunt down and punish.

ExcerptsfromtheJune 2, 2006 San Francisco Chronicle; Mark Martin, Peter Firmriteand GreglL ucas
write

+ InCdifornig alaw wentinto effect in January prohibiting paroleesconvicted of somesex
crimesagand childrenfromlivingwithinahaf mileof any publicor privateschoal.

¢ Resdency prohibitionson sex offendershave becomeincreasingly popular acrossthe
country, despiteany Satistica evidencethat they limit assaultson children. At leest 18 Sates
havesomeredtrictionsonwhereparolesslive.

+ Niki Delson, alicensed clinical socia worker who hasworked for 30 yearswith sex
offendersand their victimsand whose chairwoman of the CaliforniaCodlition on Sexud
Offending says: ‘ wheresomeoneliveshasnoreationtothecommissonof acrime . She
calsresdency requirements’ asmokescreenthat doeslittleto hep children’.

+ Jll Levenson, aprofessor at Lynn University says. ‘ restricting where paroleeslivecan
actudly do more harm than good. ...that such requirements tend to push them out of
metropolitan areaswherethey arefurther avay fromjob opportunities, families, trestment
optionsand d| thethingsweknow that will reducerecidiviam'.

A review of residencerestrictionsL evenson published noted that both Minnesotaand Colorado prison officids
studied patternsof sex offenderson paroleand found no correlation to new offensesthe paroleescommitted
and wherethey lived. Neither state adopted residency requirements. Supportersof the restrictions say,
however, that they area” common-senseprotection for kids.”
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Corwin Ritchie, Executive Director a thelowaCounty Attorney’sAssociationsad:

In 2002, lowa enacted a law that prohibits sex offenders from living within 2,000
feet of a school or daycare center. He and other lowa officials say the law
overburdened law enforcement, has concentrated sex offendersin areas where they
are allowed to live and has led to an increase in the number of sex offenders who
have stopped registering with local authorities and gone missing.

| defy anyoneto try and convince me, scientifically or logically that those requirements
have any affect at all. It makes great sense politically, but has no affect whatsoever
on public safety.

James Poniewozik, Time Magaz ne staff writer, October 16, 2006, wrote:

Srangers make up 7% of child molesters; the vast majority are family members. But
you wouldn’'t know it fromwatching TV. When stranger predatorsare everywhereon
TV, it suggeststhat they are everywhereinthereal world: inyour school yard, roaming
your street, and —especially —climbing the DSL lineinto your kids' bedroomsasif
itwereaniviedtrellis.

When new laws are being considered what needsto be grasped i sthat those who need to bewatched are
not but avery few of theoncecaught. Thedilemmais, itisthecothers, theuncaught group still offending that
need to bewatched. But until they are apprehended, wewon’t know who they are.

If wekeepinmindtheredity that onceasex offender iscaught, most of the problem ceases, thet preventative
programscan cure amost al therest of the once caught, then clearly treatment must bethegoal .

Whenyou hear apolitician calling for tougher sentences, if heisnot backing it up with dollarsfor treatment
programs, heislooking for votesnot solutions.

Thepublic'sfear would not be so intense today and almost apanicif it had not been propelled by all the
exaggerated and oftentota ly fal serecidivism claims. There hasbeen so much hyperboleinthe scarathons
that the boogeyman hasbecomebigger than heis. Even though the publicimaginesthe mol ester-kidnapper
iseverywhere, heian't.

Buriedinal theclamor, what criminol ogistsand trestment scholars havelearned to datejust hasnot been
heard. Sadly, what hasbeen politically spawned sofar, such assex registriesand now even someresidency
restrictions, aremeasuresthat will do nothing to make our communitiessafer, but infact will domoreharm.

Robert Freeman-Longo, former director of the Safer Society says, “ You ban somebody from thecommunity,
hehasno friends, hefeelsbad about himself, and you reinforce the very problemsthat contributeto sex
abuse behavior inthefirst place. You make him abetter sex offender.”

If wewant fewer sex offendersand fewer victimsof these depl orabletypesof crime, wehavegot to seeto
it that the public and our legidatorshear moreabout these mythsand recognizethat whichisunsubstantiated
and discard that whichissimply conjured up.
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The findings on recidivism pointed out in this report are not opinions, they are hard facts,
bonafide statistics taken from real arrest records.

nowing of NCIA'swork and having seen thisreport, author/researcher Henry Scammel| volunteered
thefollowing:

The public hasbeen midedinto believing that sex offendersarearound every corner and
that eventhosewho havebeen caught will go onto offend forever. Thefirst fear isirrationa
and the second islesstrue of sex offensesthan of virtually any other typeof crime. The
only public policieswith any hope of successarethose based onreliableresearchinstead
of fears, and on scientific factsrather than easy political fixesfed by misconceptions.

Herearethefactsthe public needsto know before aresponsible effective policy toward
sex offenderscan ever becomearedlity:

¢ Farfrombeing hopelesdy |ost to decent society, sex offenderswho have been
caught are much less likely to reoffend than bank robbers, murderers or
perpetratorsof most all other typesof crimes.

+ Afiniteprogram of targeted trestment can cut that dready low rateof recidivism
by what lookslike another 50% — compared to the opposite results of open-
ended punishment.

+ Some93% of al sex offensesagaingt children arenot committed by strangers,
but by thevictim’sreativesor family friends. Almost dl current public policy in
thisarea, such ascommunity notification and proposed tracking systems, is
irrelevant to that vast mg ority of offenders.

+ Asfearful asthe public hasbeen taught to be about thisclassof crime, theonly
hopefor long-term remedy isnot through shaming and separation, but carefully
thought-out programsof trestment and reintegration.

Fear isapoor basisfor public policy. It raisesanearly unbreachable barrier to thetruth.
And apolicy that isbased on therealities— of low recidivism, of responsivenessto
treatment and of the rel ationship between thevast mgority of offendersandtheir victims
— offersthe only hopefor reducing or eliminating one of our society’s saddest and most
chdlenging problems.

This brief was written by private research volunteers with a variety of relationships with NCIA.
They felt it wasimportant to summarize the available publicinformation that the public hasgenerally
not heard. However, the Update of the Volunteersis not a formal NCIA publication. The opinions
expressed herein do not necessarily reflect those of NCIA itself.
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