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Individuals Who Commit Sex Offenses:
One Size Does Not Fit All
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I Research demonstrates heterogeneity

A Common misapplications of terminology
I Pedophile
I Sexual predator

A Diversity of the population has important
Implications



Significant Variations

A Range, types of offense behaviors

A Victims targeted

A Motivations, driving influences

A Undetected offenses

A Prior criminal history

A Presence/absence of specific risk factors
A Amenability, response to intervention

A Recidivism risk, sheraind longterm



Observed Recidivism Rates Over Time: Adult Sex

(Harris & Hanson, 2004)




——Rape offenses
=] ncest offenses

——Offenses against extrafam girls

——Offenses against extrafam boys

10 years 15 years




10yrs

= No previous conviction  ® Previous conviction




10yrs

® Over 50 % Under 50




Implications of Heterogeneity

A Policy development

A Sentencing, placement

A Treatment interventions

A Supervision, monitoring strategies

A
A

Release decisionmaking

Registration, notification



Key Examples of Sex Offender
Management Strategies

A Incarceration

I Mandatory minimums Vvs.
indeterminate sentences

A Community supervision
I Probation, parole
I Intensive
I Electronic monitoring/GPS

A Sex offendesspecific
treatment

A Other riskreducing or
adjunctive programs and
services

I Mental health services
I Substance abuse treatment

Pharmacological
IEIERIES

Civil commitment
Registration, notification

Do To Do I

Residency restrictions



Decisionmaking Regarding Sex Offender
Management Policies and Practices
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I Retribution/punishment?

I Maximize public safety via incapacitation, deterrence,-reskuction/rehabilitation?

A Appreciate the potential for correctional research to be instructive
regarding how to best address these interests/goals
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T For others, effectiveness is unclear/unknown

A Ensure that stakeholders (e.g., policymakers, constituents) are informed
consumers

I Accurate information about sexual victimization
I Diverse nature of the sex offender population

I Range of investment options and expected returns/dividends
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Incapacitation, Retribution, and
Deterrence via Prison Sentencing



Sentencing Philosophies Relative to
Incarceration

A Collective

I Offensebased

I Determinate sentences, mandatory minimums
A Selective

I Riskbased
I Proportional, indeterminate sentences



® High risk offenders  * Low risk offenders




W incarcerated 7-12 mos longer

¥ incarcerated 13-24 mos longer

¥ incarcerated > 24 mos longer
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n = approximately 7,000 sex offenders, first release
(Langan Schmitt, &Durose 2003)



Deterrence and Retributive Strategies
RiskReducing, Rehabilitative Strategies

Risk Management Strategies



Correctional Strategy Recidivism Impact

Incrementally Longer Sentences

Incarceration vs. Probation

Intensive Supervision
Drug Testing
Electronic Monitoring
Boot Camps

Shock Incarceration

Scared Straight
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(seeAoset al., 2001, 20068v¥lacKenzie2006; Smith et al., 2002)



Correctional Programasnd Services Recidivism Impact

Cognitiveskills interventions

Intensiveprisonbased substance abuse treatment,
community-based drug treatment

Educational/cognitivdbehavioraldomestic violence programs

Cognitivebehavioralsex offender treatment (prischbased, community
based)

Adult basic education (prisdoased)
Vocational education (prisebased)

Correctional industries
Work release

Communitybased employment trainingnd job assistance
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(see Andrews & Bonta, 2006; Aos et al., 2006; MacKenzige 2006)



SupervisiorStrategy Recidivism Impact

Surveillancelriented

Surveillanceand RehabilitatiorOriented

(see Andrews & Bonta, 2006; Aos et al., 2006; MacKenzie 2006)



Maximizing Public Safety Outcomes Through
EvidenceBased Principles for Correctional
Interventions



Core Evidenc8ased Principles for
Correctional Interventions

A Risk (who we target)
I Use researcisupported tools to assess risk

I Prioritize interventions/strategies for higher risk offenders

A Need (what we target)

I Use researcisupported tools to identify the factors that are linked to
crime and recidivism (criminogenic needs)

I Focus interventions/strategies primarily on criminogenic needs

(see Andrews &onta 2006)



® Consistent adherence » Inconsistent adherence
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® 3-8 Criminogenic needs

» 1-2 Criminogenic needs

* 0 Criminogenic needs, up to 6 Non-criminogenic needs




Increased
recidivism

\%

Decreased
recidivism = Adhered to 3-4 conditions » Adhered to 1-2 conditions * Adhered to none

*RiskNeed Conditions

More intensive supervision for higher risk offenders

Longer supervision periods for higher risk offenders
Mor

More



® High ¥ Moderate © Low/moderate % Low




B 4+ Criminogenic needs ¥ 2-3 Criminogenic needs © 1 Criminogenic need

b . 3,500 offenders placed in halfway houses compared

to3 offenders not placed in a halfway house
(Lowenkamp& Latessa2005b)



Differentiating Higher Risk from
Lower Risk Sex Offenders



Differentiating Higher Risk from Lower Risk
Sex Offenders

A Researchdentified static (unchangeable) risk
factors

I Longerterm recidivism risk

A Researchdentified dynamic (changeable) risk
factors

I Shorterterm recidivism risk
A Empiricallyvalidated, sex offendespecific tools



Key Examples of Static Risk Factors Associated wit
Recidivism Among Sex Offenders

A Prior sex offenses
A Prior nonsex offenses

A Prior noncontact sex offenses
A Unrelated victims

A Stranger victims

A Male victims

(Hanson & Bussiere, 1998; Hanson & MorRBwurgon, 2005)



Key Examples of Dynamic Risk Factors Associatec
with Recidivism Among Sex Offenders

A Victim access A Substance abuse
A Deviant sexual interests A Supervision noitompliance
A Attitudes supportive of A Collapse of social supports
offending i Family
A Intimacy deficits, conflictsin | Residence
Intimate relationships " Work
A Impulsivity

(Hanson & Bussiere, 1998; Hanson & MorRBwurgon, 2005)



Assessing Static Risk and Dynamic Riski(nogenic
Needs): Examples of Sex Offen@gecific Tools

A STATI®9, STATK2000

A Rapid Risk Assessment for Sexual Offense Recidivism
(RRASOR)

A Minnesota Sex Offender Screening ToRevised
(MNSOSR)

A ACUTR000/2007, STABLID00/2007

A Sex Offender Treatment Needs and Progress Scale



Predictive Accuracy of Risk Assessment Strategies
with Sex Offenders

Greater
accuracy

A

Less
accuracy

(Hanson & MortorBourgon, 2007)






Key Treatment Targets

A Sexual deviance variables

A Antisocial orientation

A Intimacy deficits

A Pro-offending attitudes and schemas

(see, e.g., Hanson & MorteiBourgon, 2007)






