Lecture 7: Sexual Violence, Rape and Sexual Assault: Cause, Prevention, and Control
 What we will cover this week:

                                In this week’s lecture on the topic of sexual violence, we will be doing the same thing you are trying to do in your research papers for this class: (1) define the problem,(2) examine changes in offending and victimization patterns by time and place,(3) profile both the typical offenders and the typical victims of each form of sexual violence examined, and then (4) discuss what the evidence shows about the cause, prevention, and control of these horrific crimes. In the course of my lecture, I will raise—and attempt to answer—a number of critical questions about sexual violence in general and sexual assault in particular. If this lecture accomplishes nothing else, it will certainly make you think about—and perhaps rethink-- your position about our current strategies for preventing and control sex crime. Here are the big 6 questions for you to consider this week:
(1)How do we currently define sexual violence, rape and other forms of sexual assault?
(2)What is the extent of the problem? Is this type of crime on the rise or on the decline?

(3) What are the top 11 “myths and realities” about sex offenders, according to a recent review by the Center for Sex Offender Management?
(4)What are the different forms of sex offending; and what are the most useful typologies of sex offenders?
(5) What can the criminal justice system do to prevent and/or control various forms of sexual violence? Is there any evidence that current strategies are effective?

(6) What role should the media play in its coverage of sex crime, given its influence on community attitudes and its impact on legislative initiatives? Should the public be smart enough to recognize TV shows like “To catch a Predator?” are essentially turning a sex crime into a reality TV program?
Introduction and Overview: 

                           I think the best way to begin our discussion of the cause, prevention, and control of various forms of sexual violence is by defining the problem and then reviewing what we currently know about (1) how often it happens,(2) short and long term trends in reporting practices and incidence levels, and (3)characteristics of offenders and victims in sexual assault cases. We covered some of this ground in week 2’s lecture but here is a quick recap, drawn from NIJ’s webpage .For more details, pleased check out the website below:
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/nij/topics/crime/rape-sexual-violence/rape-notification.htm
(1) The Facts about Sex Crimes and Sex Offenders
1a. Rape and Sexual Violence Defined
According to information included in NIJ’s webpage( retrieved March 8, 2008), “the term "sexual violence" refers to a specific constellation of crimes including(1) sexual harassment,(2) sexual assault, and(3) rape”. I would add sexual homicide (see the chapter in the DeLisi and Conis text) to this definition. The NIJ review goes on to note the following: “The perpetrator may be a stranger, acquaintance, friend, family member, or intimate partner. Researchers, practitioners, and policymakers agree that all forms of sexual violence harm the individual, the family unit, and society and that much work remains to be done to enhance the criminal justice response to these crimes”( retrieved March 8., 2008).

Lets begin by examining how each of these three major forms of sex crime are defined, again focusing on the NIJ website I have mentioned earlier:

 (1)Sexual harassment “ ranges from degrading remarks, gestures, and jokes to indecent exposure, being touched, grabbed, pinched, or brushed against in a sexual way (Hill and Silva, 2006). In employment settings, it has been defined as "unwelcome sexual advances, requests for sexual favors, and other verbal or physical conduct that enters into employment decisions or conduct that unreasonably interferes with an individual's work performance or creates an intimidating, hostile, or offensive working environment" (Rubin, 1995 ).

 (2)Sexual assault covers a wide range of unwanted behaviors—up to but not including penetration—that are attempted or completed against a victim's will or when a victim cannot consent because of age, disability, or the influence of alcohol or drugs. Sexual assault may involve actual or threatened physical force, use of weapons, coercion, intimidation, or pressure and may include—

· Intentional touching of the victim's genitals, anus, groin, or breasts.

· Voyeurism.

· Exposure to exhibitionism.

· Undesired exposure to pornography.

· Public display of images that were taken in a private context or when the victim was unaware.

(3)Rape definitions vary by State and in response to legislative advocacy. Most statutes currently define rape as nonconsensual oral, anal, or vaginal penetration of the victim by body parts or objects using force, threats of bodily harm, or by taking advantage of a victim who is incapacitated or otherwise incapable of giving consent. Incapacitation may include mental or cognitive disability, self-induced or forced intoxication, status as minor, or any other condition defined by law that voids an individual's ability to give consent.

Not surprisingly, rates of rape also vary widely among studies according to how the crime is defined, what population is studied, and what methodology is used. Estimates range from as low as 2 percent (Gordon and Riger, 1989, as quoted in Russell and Bolen, 2000) to 56 percent (Goodman, 1991). The most recent and methodologically rigorous studies show that sexual assault still occurs at rates that approximate those first identified more than 20 years ago when Koss, Gidycz, and Wisiewski, 1987, reported that approximately 27.5% of college women reported experiences that met the legal criteria for rape.

Sexual assault and rape are generally defined as felonies. During the past 30 years, States have enacted rape shield laws to protect victims and criminal and civil legal remedies to punish perpetrators. The effectiveness of these laws in accomplishing their goals is a topic of concern.

Estimates also vary regarding how likely a victim is to report victimization. Traditionally, rape notification rates differed depending on whether the victim knew the perpetrator—those who knew a perpetrator were often less likely to report the crime. This gap, however, may be closing” (For more detail, go NIJ’s webpage).

               According to a review by the Center for Sex Offender Management(2000), there are a few key “facts” about sex offenders that are important to keep in mind as you consider the issue of how best to prevent and control various forms of sexual assault
1b.Sexual assault statistics:

*1995 estimates indicate that 260,300 rapes and attempted rapes and nearly 95,000

sexual assaults and threats of sexual assault were committed against persons 12 years

of age or older (Greenfeld, 1997)
*.In 1998, 20,608 arrests were made for forcible rape and 62,045 arrests were made for other sexual offenses (FBI, 1998).

*43% of all rapes/sexual assaults occur between 6 p.m. and midnight.

*Six out of every 10 rapes/sexual assaults occur in the homes of victims, family

members, or friends (Greenfeld, 1997).
* Sexual assault victimizations are highest among young adults between the ages of 16 and 19, low income individuals, and urban residents (Greenfeld, 1997).

1c.Criminal history characteristics of adult sex offenders:

*In 1994, it was estimated that 12% of imprisoned violent sex offenders had a prior

conviction for rape or sexual assault, while 61% had a prior felony conviction for other

crimes (Greenfeld, 1 997).
*In 1997, approximately 234,000 convicted sex offenders were under the care, custody or control of corrections agencies on an average day. Nearly 60% were under conditional supervision in the community (Greenfeld, 1997). By 1998, this number grew to 265,000.

1d.Characteristics of juvenile sex offenders:

*Juvenile sex offenders are typically between the ages of 13 and 17.

*They are generally male. 30-60% exhibit learning disabilities and academic dysfunction.

*Up to 80% have a diagnosable psychiatric disorder. Many have difficulties with impulse control and judgment.
*20-50% have histories of physical abuse. 40-80% have histories of sexual abuse.
1e.Rape Notification Rates

                Included in the link below is an excellent discussion in how reporting practices for rape and other forms of sexual assault have changed over time. I’ve included an excerpt from this webpage below, but you may want to visit this site yourself. Are you as surprised as I am that despite increases in reporting, the trends for rape and other forms of  sexual assault show a significant decrease in these categories of crime. Given the extent of media coverage, you would think we were in the middle of a major sex crime wave.
“Does the victim-offender relationship remain an important predictor of the likelihood of police notification in rape cases? An NIJ-funded study (Baumer, 2004) examined this question and found that police notification rates by third parties and by victims who had been raped by an acquaintance or intimate partner increased significantly between 1973 and 2000. Using data from the National Crime Survey (NCS) from 1973–1991 and the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) from 1992–2000, Baumer found that overall reporting rates continued to increase during the 1990s, and that differences in rates of reporting between stranger and non-stranger rapes diminished.

These changes coincided with large-scale media and social campaigns that focused attention on "hidden" rapes. Legal reforms and the growth in services available to rape victims have been influential in increasing the likelihood that women will report a rape to police (Baumer, 2004).

The most recent research, however, indicates that a majority of rape victims still do not report their attacks to police. Further study is needed to understand what impact various policies and practices have on reporting behavior and system response and to precisely identify the practices that would facilitate higher rates of notification”( retrieved March 8, 2008 from the NIJ website listed at the front of this section).

For more about rape reporting, see "Has Rape Reporting Increased Over Time?" from the NIJ Journal. I’ve included the link below:
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/nij/journals/254/rape_reporting.html
The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) reports that the majority of rapes and sexual assaults perpetrated against women and girls in the United States between 1992 and 2000 were not reported to the police. Only 36 percent of rapes, 34 percent of attempted rapes, and 26 percent of sexual assaults were reported (Rennison, 2002). Reasons for not reporting assault vary among individuals, but Du Mont, Miller, and Myhr, 2003, identified the following as common:

· Self-blame or guilt.

· Shame, embarrassment, or desire to keep the assault a private matter.

· Humiliation or fear of the perpetrator or other individual's perceptions.

· Fear of not being believed or of being accused of playing a role in the crime.

· Lack of trust in the criminal justice system.”( retrieved from the NIJ website on March 8, 2008).
2. Myths and Realities about Sex Offenders
In this section, I have included an excerpt from a 200 review by the Center For Sex Offender Management, called—appropriately—myths and realities about sex offenders, I think you will find the following 11 “myths” very eye opening, but my question to you is this: Do the “facts” you’ve just learned about sex offenders change the way you think about the problem of sexual assault, in all its many forms? I know reading this report opened my eyes; since its release, little has been reported or researched to challenge the main conclusions presented in this section. According to the Center for Sex Offender Management,
There are many misconceptions about sexual offenses, sexual offense victims, and sex

offenders in our society. Much has been learned about these behaviors and populations

in the past decade and this information is being used to develop more effective criminal

justice interventions throughout the country. This document serves to inform citizens,

policy makers, and practitioners about sex offenders and their victims, addressing the

facts that underlie common assumptions both true and false in this rapidly evolving field.

Myth#1: "Most sexual assaults are committed by strangers."

Fact: Actually, Most Sexual assaults are committed by someone known to the victim or the victim's family, regardless of

whether the victim is a child or an adult.

Adult Victims:

Statistics indicate that the majority of women who have been raped know their assailant.

*A 1998 National Violence against Women Survey revealed that among those women who reported being raped, 76% were victimized by a current or former husband, live-in partner, or date (Tjaden and Thoennes, 1998).
* Also, a Bureau of Justice Statistics study found that nearly 9 out of 10 rape or sexual assault victimizations involved a single offender with whom the victim had a prior relationship as a family member, intimate, or acquaintance(Greenfeld, 1 997).

Child Victims:

*Approximately 60% of boys and 80% of girls who are sexually victimized are abused by

someone known to the child or the child's family (Lieb, Quinsey, and Berliner, 1998).

*Relatives, friends, baby-sitters, persons in positions of authority over the child, or persons who supervise children are far more likely than strangers to commit a sexual assault.

Myth#2: "The majority of sexual offenders are caught,
convicted, and in prison."
Fact: only a fraction of those who commit sexual assault

are apprehended and convicted for their crimes. Most

convicted sex offenders eventually are released to the

community under probation or parole supervision.

Many women who are sexually assaulted by intimates, friends, or acquaintances do not

report these crimes to police. Instead, victims are most likely to report being sexually

assaulted when the assailant is a stranger, the victim is physically injured during the

assault, or a weapon is involved in the commission of the crime.

*The National Crime Victimization Surveys conducted in 1994, 1995, and

1998 indicate that only 32% of sexual assaults against persons 12 or older were reported to law enforcement. (No current studies indicate the rate of reporting for child sexual assault, although it generally is assumed that these assaults are equally under-reported.)

*The low rate of reporting leads to the conclusion that the approximate 265,000 convicted sex offenders under the authority of corrections agencies in the United States (Greenfeld,1997) represent less than 10% of all sex offenders living in communities nationwide.

*While sex offenders constitute a large and increasing population of prison inmates, most are eventually released to the community. Some 60% of those 265,000 convicted sex offenders noted above were supervised in the community, whether directly following

sentencing or after a term of incarceration in jail or prison.
* Short of incarceration, supervision allows the criminal justice system the best means to maintain control over offenders, monitor their residence, and require them to work and participate in treatment. As a result, there is a growing interest in providing community supervision for this population as an effective means of reducing the threat of future victimization.

Myth#3 : "Most sex offenders re-offend. "

Fact: Reconviction data suggest that this is not the case.

Further. reoffense rates vary among different types of sex

offenders and are related to specific characteristics of the offender

and the offense.

Persons who commit sex offenses are not a homogeneous group, but instead fall into

several different categories. As a result, research has identified significant differences in

reoffense patterns from one category to another. Looking at reconviction rates alone, one

large-scale analysis (Hanson and Bussiere, 1998) reported the following differences:

child molesters had a 13% reconviction rate for sexual offenses and a 37%

reconviction rate for new, non-sex offenses over a five year period; and

rapists had a 19% reconviction rate for sexual offenses and a 46% reconviction rate for

new, non-sexual offenses over a five year period.

Another study found reconviction rates for child molesters to be 20% and for rapists to be approximately 23% (Quinsey, Rice, and Harris, 1995).

Individual characteristics of the crimes further distinguish recidivism rates. For instance,

victim gender and relation to the offender have been found to impact recidivism rates. In a 1995 study, researchers found that offenders who had extrafamilial female victims had a recidivism rate of 18% and those who had extrafamilial male victims recidivated at a rate of 35%. This same study found a recidivism rate for incest offenders to be approximately 9% (Quinsey, Rice, and Harris, 1995).

It is noteworthy that recidivism rates for sex offenders are lower than for the general

criminal population. For example, one study of 108,580 non-sex criminals released from

prisons in 11 states in 1983 found that nearly 63% were rearrested for a non-sexual felony or serious misdemeanor within three years of their release from incarceration; 47% were reconvicted; and 41 % were ultimately returned to prison orjail (Bureau of Justice Statistics). It is important to note that not all sex crimes are solved or result in arrest and only a fraction of sex offenses are reported to police. The reliance on measures of recidivism as reflected through official criminal justice system data (i.e., rearrest or reconviction rates) obviously omits offenses that are not cleared through an arrest (and thereby cannot be attributed to any individual offender) or those that are never reported to the police. For a variety of reasons, many victims of sexual assault are reluctant to invoke the criminal justice process and do not report their victimization to the police. For these reasons, relying on re-arrest and reconviction data underestimates actual re-offense numbers.

Myth#4: "Sexual offense rates are higher than ever and continue

to climb."
 Fact: Despite the increase in publicity about sexual crimes, the
actual rate of reported sexual assault has decreased slightly in recent years.

*The rate of reported rape among women decreased by 10% from 1990 to 1995 (80 per

100,000 compared to 72 per 100,000) (Greenfeld, 1997). In 1995, 97,460 forcible rapes

were reported to the police nationwide, representing the lowest number of reported rapes since 1989. 
*More recently, when examining slightly different measures, it appears that rates have continued to drop. The arrest rate for all sexual offenses (including forcible rape and excluding prostitution) dropped 16% between 1993 and 1998. In 1998, 82,653 arrests were logged for all sexual offenses, compared to 97,955 arrests in 1993 (Federal Bureau ofInvestigations, 1997 and 1998).

Myth#5: "All sex offenders are male."
Fact: The vast majority of sex offenders are male. However.

females also commit sexual crimes.

In 1994, less than 1 % of all incarcerated rape and sexual assault offenders were female

(fewer than 800 women) (Greenfeld, 1997). By 1997, however, 6,292 females had been

arrested for forcible rape or other sex offenses, constituting approximately 8% of all rape

and sexual assault arrests for that year (FBI, 1997). Additionally, studies indicate that

females commit approximately 20% of sex offenses against children (ATSA, 1996). Males commit the majority of sex offenses but females commit some, particularly against

children.

Myth#6: "Sex offenders commit sexual crimes because they are

under the influence of alcohol."
Fact: It is unlikely that an individual who otherwise would not

commit a sexual assault would do so as a direct result of

excessive drinking.

Annual crime victim reports indicate that approximately 30% of all reported rapes and

sexual assaults involve alcohol use by the offender (Greenfeld, 1998). Alcohol use,

therefore, may increase the likelihood that someone already predisposed to commit a

sexual assault will act upon those impulses. However, excessive alcohol use is not a

primary precipitant to sexual assaults.

Myth#7: "Children who are sexually assaulted will sexually

assault others when they grow up."
 Fact: Most sex offenders were not sexually assaulted as

children and most children who are sexually assaulted do not

sexually assault others.

Early childhood sexual victimization does not automatically lead to sexually aggressive

1 behavior. While sex offenders have higher rates of sexual abuse in their histories than

expected in the general population, the majority were not abused. Among adult sex

offenders, approximately 30% have been sexually abused. Some types of offenders, such as those who sexually offend against young boys, have still higher rates of child sexual abuse in their histories (Becker and Murphy, 1998). While past sexual victimization can increase the likelihood of sexually aggressive behavior,

most children who were sexually victimized never perpetrate against others.

Myth#8: "Youths do not commit sex offenses."
 Fact: Adolescents are responsible for a significant number of

rape and child molestation cases each year.

Sexual assaults committed by youth are a growing concern in this country. Currently, it is

estimated that adolescents (ages 13 to 17) account for up to one-fifth of all rapes and one half of all cases of child molestation committed each year (Barbaree, Hudson, and Seto,1993). In 1995, youth were involved in 1 5% of all forcible rapes cleared by arrest approximately1 8 adolescents per 100,000 were arrested for forcible rape. In the same year, approximately 16,100 adolescents were arrested for sexual offenses, excluding rape and prostitution (Sickmund, Snyder, Poe-Yamagata, 1997).

The majority of these incidents of sexual abuse involve adolescent male perpetrators.

However, prepubescent youths also engage in sexually abusive behaviors.

Myth#9: "Juvenile sex offenders typically are victims of child

sexual abuse and grow up to be adult sex offenders."
Fact: Multiple factors, not just sexual victimization as a child,

are associated with the development of sexually offending

behavior in youth.

Recent studies show that rates of physical and sexual abuse vary widely for adolescent sex offenders; 20 to 50% of these youth experienced physical abuse and approximately 40 to 80% experienced sexual abuse (Hunter and Becker, 1998). While many adolescents who commit sexual offenses have histories of being abused, the majority of these youth do not become adult sex offenders (Becker and Murphy, 1998). Research suggests that the age of onset and number of incidents of abuse, the period of time elapsing between the abuse and its first report, perceptions of how the family responded to the disclosure of abuse, and exposure to domestic violence all are relevant to why some sexually abused youths go on to sexually perpetrate while others do not (Hunter and Figueredo, in press).

Myth#10: "Treatment for sex offenders is ineffective."
 Fact: Treatment programs can contribute to community safety
because those who attend and cooperate with program conditions

are less likely to re-offend than those who reject intervention.

 The majority of sex offender treatment programs in the United States and Canada now use a combination of cognitive-behavioral treatment and relapse prevention (designed to help sex offenders maintain behavioral changes by anticipating and coping with the problem of relapse). Offense specific treatment modalities generally involve group and/or individual therapy focused on victimization awareness and empathy training, cognitive restructuring, learning about the sexual abuse cycle, relapse prevention planning, anger management and assertiveness training, social and interpersonal skills development, and changing deviant sexual arousal patterns.

Different types of offenders typically respond to different treatment methods with varying

rates of success. Treatment effectiveness is often related to multiple factors, including:

the type of sexual offender (e.g., incest offender or rapist); the treatment model being used (e.g., cognitive-behavioral, relapse prevention, psycho-educational, psycho-dynamic, or pharmacological); the treatment modalities being used; and related interventions involved in probation and parole community supervision.

Several studies present optimistic conclusions about the effectiveness of treatment

programs that are empirically based, offense-specific, and comprehensive (Lieb, Quinsey, and Berliner, 1998). The only meta-analysis of treatment outcome studies to date has found a small, yet significant treatment effect-an 8% reduction in the recidivism rate for offenders who participated in treatment (Hall, 1995). Research also demonstrates that sex offenders who fail to complete treatment programs are at increased risk for both sexual and general recidivism (Hanson and Bussiere, 1998).

Myth#11: "The cost of treating and managing sex offenders in the

community is too high-they belong behind bars."
Fact: One year of intensive supervision and treatment in the

community can range in cost between $5,000 and $1 5,000 per

offender, depending on treatment modality. The average cost for

incarcerating an offender is significantly higher, approximately

$22,000 per year, excluding treatment costs.

As noted previously, effective sex offender specific treatment interventions can reduce

sexual offense recidivism by 8%. Given the tremendous impact of these offenses on their victims, any reduction in the re-offense rates of sex offenders is significant.

Without the option of community supervision and treatment, the vast majority of

incarcerated sex offenders would otherwise serve their maximum sentences and return to the community without the internal (treatment) and external (supervision) controls to

effectively manage their sexually abusive behavior. Managing those offenders who are

amenable to treatment and can be supervised intensively in the community following an

appropriate term of incarceration can serve to prevent future victimization while saving

taxpayers substantial imprisonment costs (Lotke, 1996).

You may want to read the full report; I have included it in the link below:

http://faculty.uml.edu/jbyrne/44.203/Myths%20and%20facts%20about%20sex%20offenders.pdf
3. Varieties of Sex Violence: Victims and Offenders
            By this point I’m certain you recognize that sex offenders are not a homogeneous group; there is significant heterogeneity both within and across various sex crime categories ( stranger rape, acquaintance rape, sexual homicide, sexual assault of children by family members, sexual assault in the helping professions,, sexual assault of children by strangers, cyber-child pornography, child prostitution, and cyber stalking ). For this reason, it is critical to understand that a one size fits all crime prevention and control strategy is probably doomed from the outset. Whether you are an advocate of treatment or punishment/control for offenders involved in sexual violence, it appears that your strategy will need to be targeted to the particular sub-group of sex offenders under review. There is no magic bullet to be found here. Let’s take a quick look at several of these categories of sex crime and see what we find.
A. Stranger rape
               Stranger rape is a crime that creates community-wide fear and mistrust. Even though it is a low probability crime, much of what we currently do to prevent rape victimization is targeted at strangers; while this is a mistake, it is not a surprise. The serial rapist represents one type of stranger rapist that we have focused our attention on identifying and capturing in recent years. For an overview of how different types of rape, including stranger rape and acquaintance rape, have been classified by the motivations of the offender, see the table below and the article by Karen Terry that I have included in our course resource repository.
       Table 1:Terry’s Summary of General Rapist Typologies. 
	TYPOLOGY 
	                PRIMARY                 Motivation
	CHARACTERISTICS

	compensatory 
	· Sexual 
	· offender uses only as much force as necessary to achieve sexual gratification;
· may have “courtship disorder”;
· feelings of inadequacy;
· “Gentleman” rapist

	sadistic
	· Sexual 
	· offender achieves sexual gratification through pain and/or fear from the victims; 
· often psychopathic; 
· offense may lead to sexual murder.

	power/control
	· Non-sexual 
	· An aggressive, pseudo-sexual act;
· offender desires power and dominance over the victim; 
· motivation may be humiliation, degradation; 
· offender is often angry

	opportunistic
 
	· Non-sexual 
	· recreational/situational offender who leads impulsive, adventure-seeking lifestyle; 
· assault often committed during another offense
· poor impulse control


 

B. Acquaintance Rape:
             While it is stranger rape that generates community-level fear, it is acquaintance rape that represents the much more likely and “typical” rape scenario.  For an overview of what we currently know about the problem of acquaintance rape, particularly among college students, read the Problem-Oriented Policing Guide I have included below:
http://www.popcenter.org/problems/rape/
C. Sexual Homicide
                     According to the FBI, there is a sexual component to a small proportion of all homicides committed in any given year. The chapter on sexual homicide in our DeLisi and Conis text offers the follow insight into this type of sex crime. See the PowerPoint in the resource section.
D. Sexual Assault of Children
                      As I have highlighted earlier in this lecture, sexual assault by family members is the most likely form of child sexual assault; in a significant number of these cases, the offender is a teenage family member or relative. As divorce has become more common, and blended families of step brothers and sisters, half brothers and sisters, etc., etc, have been created, some have argued that increased levels of child sexual assault is a consequence of a breakdown of family bonds and an increased level of opportunity. What is your view? And perhaps more importantly, what do you think should be done with teenage sex offenders? In many states, legislatures have passed laws lowering the age of waiver to adult court in cases involving child victims. Do you agree with the notion that once a teenager reaches a certain age( lets say 15), he/she should be treated the same as an adult if he commits a violent crime?
                   A typology of the various types of sexual assault of children is included below, along with selected links to examples/case studies of each crime category. I have attempted to estimate the prevalence of sexual assault in the helping professions, but there is a paucity of available research on this topic. I have heard estimates that approximately 10% of all teachers have been involved in a sexual assault incident involving a child, but after researching the issue of teacher sexual assault, as well as the other “helper” categories I identify, I’ve come to the conclusion that we simply do not know how often adults abuse their role as helper. However, maybe I am missing an important study that you have come across in your research. If so, please bring this study to my attention. Beyond the 5% abuser priest estimate included in the John Jay study I have included below, there is very little actual research in this area. This forces the public to rely on guess-timates, and case studies, because they have no where else to go.
    1. Sexual assault within the family: This is the most likely place where a sexual assault will occur.
    2. Sexual Assault in the Helping Professions: 
       2a. Teachers: Read the 2004 Report to Congress on the extent of the problem:
http://www.ed.gov/rschstat/research/pubs/misconductreview/report.pdf
       2b. Day Care Providers: Read the case of sexual Abuse in a Malden, Massachusetts Day Care Center in Fells Acre:
http://www.ags.uci.edu/~dehill/witchhunt/cases/fells.htm
       2c. Priests and other religious figures: Read the report on abuse by     Catholic priests, completed by John Jay College of Criminal Justice, Nature and Scope of Sexual Abuse by Catholic Priests http://faculty.uml.edu/jbyrne/44.624/JohnJayReport.pdf
       2d. Coaches: Read the case study of Chris Reardon/ and the article in Sports illustrated on sexual abuse by youth coaches:
http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2001/08/17/national/main307009.shtml
http://findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1272/is_2656_128/ai_58576588/pg_2
       2e. Others in the helping professions (counselors, psychiatrists, psychologists, doctors, etc): no estimates available on extent of the problem
    3. Sexual Assault by Strangers: A number of cases have received extensive media attention in recent years, inparticulat those cases involving abductions of minors (e.g. Garrido in California), but stranger assaults are just not that common.
E. Cyber Child pornography
                   There has been considerable attention focused on the link between access to pornographic images, in particular those depicting various forms of sexual violence against children. Child pornography is a problem in its own right, but there is a growing concern in some circles that viewing sexual violence on the internet may desensitize individual viewers, leading at least some to act out these violent fantasies. The evidence to support such claims is—at best—mixed, but that has not stopped some observers and commentators to call for a war on porn; these calls to action are reminiscent to earlier calls for new legislation to control violent lyrics in rap music, violent images in TV and violence at the movies. What is your view? To provide an overview of the extent of the problem, as well as an overview of emerging prevention and control strategies, I have included three excellent sites to explore below:
http://faculty.uml.edu/jbyrne/44.203/schell_etal_avb_2007.pdf
POP REVIEW: Child Pornography on the internet

http://www.popcenter.org/problems/child_pornography/
Child Pornography Patterns from NIBRS

http://ojjdp.ncjrs.org/publications/PubAbstract.asp?pubi=11943
F. Cyber stalking
                 One final area that we can briefly mention under the sexual violence topic area is cyber stalking; in particular, those instances where the stalking behavior on the internet precludes an actual sexual assault. For a review of recent research in this area, check out the following link:
http://www.fbi.gov/publications/leb/2003/mar2003/mar03leb.htm#page_11
Internet Crimes against Children Task force OJJDP
http://ojjdp.ncjrs.gov/programs/ProgSummary.asp?pi=3
4. Sex Offenders and the Criminal Justice System: What are we doing to prevent and control sex crimes?
4a. Sex offenders and the police

          While few would argue that the police should be able to stop sexual violence before it occurs, there are many people who would argue that the police need to do a better job investigating incidents of sexual violence and arresting individuals involved in various forms of sexual violence. A quick look at clearance rates for sex crimes suggests that such criticism of police effectiveness—or lack of effectiveness—is valid. Clearances rates for violent crime—in particular homicide—have decreased significantly over the last 40-50 years in this country (for homicide, the clearance rate dropped from over 90% in 1960 to 60% in 2006). As You see in the excerpt below, clearance rates for rape are slightly under 50%, with marked variations by region, and urbanization. What does this reveal?
                       “Overall, law enforcement cleared 46.9 percent of reported forcible rapes in 2000. The highest clearance rate for forcible rapes was reported by rural counties, 52.4 percent. Rapes occurring in suburban counties were cleared at a rate of 47.4 percent. In the Nation’s cities, forcible rape had a clearance rate of 46.2 percent. Law enforcement in cities of 250,000 and over in population cleared 48.6 percent, and those with populations of less than 10,000 recorded a clearance rate of 49.1 percent. Regionally, 2000 forcible rape clearance rates were 51.1 percent in the Northeast, 49.2 percent in the South, 43.9 percent in the West, and 43.6 percent in the Midwest. 

                            Juveniles (persons under 18 years of age) were involved in 12.1 percent of the total clearances for forcible rape nationwide. The percentage of juvenile involvement varied by community type. In the Nation’s cities collectively, juveniles were involved in 11.8 percent of clearances. Clearances in cities having populations of 25,000 to 49,999 revealed the highest level of juvenile involvement, 16.0 percent. In rural counties, 15.0 percent of clearances involved juveniles. Suburban counties reported juvenile clearance rates of 12.1 percent. Compared to figures from 1999, a 3.6-percent decrease  in the national arrest total for forcible rape was recorded “ ( retrieved March 8, 2008).
                     The police have responded to the problem of sexual violence against children that is initiated in internet chat rooms by training officers to go undercover to identify potential sex offenders; of course, it should be noted that until recently existing criminal statutes did not cover this activity in many states, prompting many states to enact new laws to cover this new method of solicitation. The police have also responded to other forms of rape and sexual assault differently in recent years, utilizing interviewing techniques and evidence collection protocols that have been linked to significant improvements in victim reporting and subsequent victim cooperation The police are also responsible for sex offender registration in many states and for monitoring compliance with the 1994 Meagan’s Law, which made failure to register a federal crime. But at the end of the day, there is still the problem of low clearance rates for many categories of sexual violence. In your opinion, what can and should the police be doing? 
Read the FBI’s response to one facet of the sexual violence problem (Project Safe Childhood) in the link below:

http://www.projectsafechildhood.gov/guide.htm
4b. Sex offenders and the courts

                While the courts still place the majority of all convicted sex offenders under community supervision, it is apparent that they have taken a more punitive approach to certain subgroups of sex offenders, in particular adults who sexually abuse children, and adult rapists. What type of sentence would you recommend for a person convicted of rape, or sexual assault of a child? For an overview of the court response to sex offenders, check out the table below and the links at the end of this lecture:
	State Court Sentencing of Convicted Felons, 2004 - Statistical Tables
Felony Sentences in State Court 

 

Download spreadsheet version (.csv file)

Table 1.5. Estimated time to be served in State prison, by offense, 2004 


Most serious
conviction offense

 

 

Estimated time served in prison --

Mean prison sentence



Percent of sentence/a

Time/b



 

All offenses

57

mo

55

%

32

mo

Violent offenses

92

mo

66

%

61

mo

 

Murder/c

241

 

61

 

147

 

 

Sexual assault/d

116

 

68

 

79

 

 

 

Rape

154

 

71

 

109

 

 

 

Other sexual assault

90

 

67

 

60

 

 

Robbery

100

 

64

 

64

 

 

Aggravated assault

61

 

69

 

42

 

 

Other violent/e

59

 

66

 

39

 

Property offenses

45

mo

53

%

24

mo

 

Burglary

56

 

51

 

29

 

 

Larceny/f

35

 

56

 

20

 

 

 

Motor vehicle theft

29

 

60

 

17

 

 

Fraud/g 

42

 

48

 

20

 

Drug offenses

51

mo

44

%

22

mo

 

Possession

37

 

42

 

16

 

 

Trafficking

60

 

47

 

28

 

Weapon offenses

47

mo

65

%

30

mo

Other offenses/h 

41

mo

51

%

21

mo



a/2004 data on time served in prison were not available at time of publication. Consequently, 2003 data were used to estimate time served in prison in 2004. Percentages are based on data from 269,652 persons released from State prisons in 2003 (National Corrections Reporting Program, 2003 tables 2-8 and 2-12). These percentages included credited jail time.
b/Derived by multiplying the percentage of sentence to be served by the mean sentence imposed.
c/Includes nonnegligent manslaughter.
d/Includes rape.
e/Includes offenses such as negligent manslaughter and kidnapping.
f/Includes motor vehicle theft.
g/Includes forgery and embezzlement.
h/Composed of nonviolent offenses such as receiving stolen property and vandalism.



Source: National Judicial Reporting Program
     See also Methodology
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4c.Sex offenders and the prison/jail

                When a convicted sex offender enters our prison or jail system, many in the general public have voiced the view that they hope that while in prison, these convicted offenders “ get what they deserve”, which is to be physically and/or sexually assaulted while in prison. I will cover this topic in my week 10 lecture, but for anyone interested in my view on this subject, go to the resources section of this course and read the article I recently published in the journal, Aggression and Violent Behavior, with my co-author Don Hummer, who currently teaches at Penn State University on the Harrisburg campus. The title of the article will be familiar to fans of comedian Chris Rock, it’s called, “In Search of the Tossed Salad Man”.
                  Because prison and jail officials fear that sex offenders—particularly those who hurt children—will, in fact, be harmed while in prison, they are typically placed together with other sex offenders in a wing, or they are placed in protective custody/ special population housing, segregated from the general population. Nationwide, about 85% of all prisoners are in general population, while about 15% are classified as requiring special population housing. As we learned from the Geoghan case( Geoghan was A Massachusetts sex offender/ former priest who was killed while in a PC unit in a maximum security prison two years ago), it is one thing to protect a high victimization risk offender by separating him from the general population; it is something quite different to protect that same person from others being held in the same segregation unit.
                 In terms of  the role of prisons in the areas of treatment and subsequent reentry, it should come as no surprise that sex offenders held in special population units have restricted access to treatment programs, in part because treatment programs and services are  targeting the majority of the offenders located in general population. In addition to treatment access, many sex offenders are wary of prison sex offender treatment programs, either because they have appealed their conviction and refuse to admit guilt, or because they suspect that their statements in treatment sessions could be used against them down the road in an involuntary civil commitment/ sexually dangerous offender hearing, which can be ordered after an offender completes his/her sentence and is eligible for reentry to the community.
                           For this reason—as well as the nature of the offense—sex offenders are less likely to be paroled early and more likely to max out than almost all other categories of offenders( murder is the exception). Unless they received a “split sentence”  (prison plus a probation/community supervision sentence), sex offenders who serve their full sentence will not be under community supervision when they reenter the community. Legislators in 31 states across the country have responded to this perceived loophole by enacting legislation allowing Judges to impose lifetime supervision of sex offenders re-entering the community .The fact that sex offenders—as a group have the lowest recidivism rates of any category of offenders released from prison( except murderers) is besides the point to these legislators; and to the public, its less about the actual risk posed by a particular sex offender and more about the stakes—to the victim, their family, the community—associated with subsequent sex crimes. From this perspective, even one recidivist sex offender is one too many.
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/abstract/rsorp94.htm
4d.Sex offenders under community supervision

                I have written about the treatment and control of sex offenders under community supervision in this country in a book I co-authored, called The New Technology of Crime, Law, and Social Control. I have included an excerpt from this text below, from a chapter I co-authored with Patricia Harris, A Professor at the University of Texas, San Antonio.

Technologies for Managing Sex Offenders

           Sex offenders represent a significant challenge for community corrections officials; 60 percent of all convicted sex offenders are placed under some form of community supervision with special conditions restricting offender location, movement, employment, interactions with children, and even computer access (Terry, 2006). In addition, 90% of these offenders are required to participate in some form of sex offender treatment, although both treatment availability and quality are a constant problem, particularly in areas where many offenders are not fluent in English (Terry, 2006). Faced with the unenviable task of supervising offenders convicted of a wide variety of sex crimes (rape, child pornography, child molestation, pedophilia,  hebophilia, etc.) in communities where residents are fearful that they will repeat their behavior, many community corrections managers have turned to the legislature and requested funding for a variety of hard technology control strategies, including electronic monitoring, polygraph testing , penile plethysmographs, and new computer technology designed to monitor the computer use of sex offenders. In addition, federal and state community corrections managers have requested new personnel and training as they move to manage these offenders using specialized caseloads, particularly in response to recent legislative initiatives (e.g., Proposition 83 in California) to keep known sex offenders away from schools, parks, and other public areas.

 The paradox inherent in this control-based sex offender supervision strategy is that (1) very few sex offenders will actually recidivate by committing a new sex crime, and (2) the subgroup who do recidivate are much more likely to commit their crimes in private (home) than in public (schools, parks) settings (Sample & Bray, 2003; Sample& Bray, 2006;Miethe, et al., 2006; Terry, 2006). Nonetheless, it appears that the public generally—and state legislatures in particular—are less interested in risks (sex offenders as a group have the lowest recidivism risk of all offender groups) than they are with stakes (the serious types of crimes these offenders will commit in the rare instances they do re-offend). When viewed in this context, sex offenders represent a group of high stakes, but low risk, offenders that the public wants controlled. According to a recent report from the National Conference of State Legislatures (2006), 25 states now have statutory provisions regarding GPS tracking of sex offenders. In addition to electronic monitoring, which we cover separately, there are three other hard technology innovations that are currently being used to control sex offenders: (1) polygraph testing, (2) the penile plethysmograph, and (3) new computer monitoring devices. We examine each of these applications below. 

4a. Polygraph Testing

The polygraph is an instrument that measures and compares changes in such physiologic activities as heart rate, respiration, blood pressure, and galvanic skin reactions in a subject during his or her response to specific questions (Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996). The most frequent target of the polygraph in community corrections is the sex offender. According to a telephone survey of over 700 probation and parole agencies nationwide, most common uses for the polygraph include identification of the offender’s sexual history and offense patterns, verification of the offender’s account of events in the conviction offense, and monitoring of the offender’s compliance with conditions of supervision. With respect to monitoring, an officer may resort to polygraph testing to determine whether the offender has access to potential victims and engages in deviant fantasies or other high-risk triggers to re-offending (English et al., 2000).

The polygraph is regarded as an essential component of the “containment approach” to managing sex offenders in the community (English, Pullen, & Jones, 1997). Current emphasis on the polygraph in community supervision stems from general recognition by criminal justice practitioners and sex offender treatment providers of the inadequacy of both official sources of a sex offender’s sex crime activity and the offender’s self-reports (English et al., 2000). The polygraph is viewed as a means to overcome sex offenders’ finely honed social skills and manipulative abilities that have served them so well in their commission and concealment of sexual offending (Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996).

What exactly the offender should be questioned about and how his responses should be evaluated is best determined by the team of professionals involved in the offender’s management: the probation officer, treatment provider, and polygraph examiner (Blasingame, 1998; Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996). Preferred examiners are those who have completed training on the use of the polygraph with sex offenders, have extensive experience carrying out polygraph examinations, and comply with professional standards for polygraph testing (Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996; Cross & Saxe, 2001). 

Polygraph examiners should incorporate both test and control questions as a means for better distinguishing respondents who have engaged in the target activity of interest from those who have not. Test questions are those that inquire about a specific target activity of interest to the sex offender management team; control questions inquire about broader activities. When control questions are used, individuals who have not engaged in the target activity produce greater reactions to the control questions, relative to those who have participated in the target activity (Blasingame, 1998; Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996). 

Unfortunately, polygraph examination is not yet subject to uniform regulation and licensing from state to state. Variability in examiner expertise and lack of standardized polygraph testing are concerns to community corrections practitioners. For this reason, the video and audiotaping of polygraph examinations are recommended practices for enhancing objectivity and quality control (Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996).

Extent of Use

No recent statistics on the prevalence of the polygraph in community supervision are available; English et al. (2000) report that 16 percent of probation and parole agencies employed the polygraph in sex offender supervision in 1998. However, this does not mean that all sex offenders under supervision by those agencies were subjected to polygraph testing, and use may be especially limited in jurisdictions where examination costs are passed on the offender. Though current estimates of actual prevalence are unavailable, there is widespread recognition that the polygraph is an indispensable tool for managing sex offenders in community corrections (Lane Council of Governments, 2003; Pullen, Olsen, Brown, & Amich, 1996).

Evidence of Effectiveness

To date, no published research has directly evaluated the impact of polygraph examinations on the recidivism of sex offenders under community supervision, though research is available on other aspects of polygraph testing using this population. For example, Kokish, Levenson, & Blasingame (2005) examined reactions of 95 sex offenders to polygraph experiences in an outpatient treatment program. Seventy-two percent of the offenders stated that the polygraph had aided their successful treatment by compelling them to be more truthful in therapy. However, 19% of subjects claimed to have been incorrectly rated deceptive, and another 6% claimed to have been incorrectly rated as truthful when they had provided deceitful responses. Whether test results actually produced such false positives and negatives is subject to speculation.

Grubin et al. (2004) studied the impact of polygraph testing on the high-risk behaviors of 32 sex offenders participating in community treatment programs. Subjects were divided into two groups: a “polygraph aware group” whose members were told to expect a polygraph test after 3 months, and a “polygraph unaware” group. All subjects were tested after a 3 month period. Contrary to expectation, there was no significance difference between the two groups in average number of high-risk behaviors reported. In light of the low number of subjects tested, it would be best to interpret these results cautiously.

The polygraph remains a controversial tool, despite the enthusiastic support it receives by community corrections practitioners. Cross and Saxe (2001) raised several objections to the use of the polygraph in sex offender supervision. First, the polygraph’s level of accuracy in detecting deceit is actually unknown—without a confession or corroborating evidence, there is no definitive way to determine if those who “beat” the polygraph are really being truthful. This is because there is no known physiological response that is unique to lying. Second, reliance on the device may lead to a false sense of security about offenders who have successfully deceived the examiner. Third, polygraph use may be contrary to treatment-centered ideology, because the treatment provider is not forthright with the client regarding the accuracy of the polygraph.

4b.The Penile Plethysmograph

The plethysmograph is a device used to measure changes in a subject’s penile circumference or volume, in response to video and audio stimuli. The plethysmograph is the most common means of assessing the nature and extent of the offender’s deviant sexual arousal, a practice known as phallometric assessment (Dutton & Emerick, 1996).

The main purpose of plethysmograph-based phallometric assessment in community corrections is to identify sexual preferences. These include age and sex of partners as well as preference for nonconsensual sexual acts and violence. In community corrections, the plethysmograph has four uses. First, it provides data that can be used to confront and overcome an offender’s denial about his behaviors. Second, it captures a baseline, pre-treatment record of the offender’s arousal patterns. Third, when coupled with behavioral interventions such as aversion therapy or covert sensitization, the plethysmograph can provide the offender with feedback regarding his or her ability to control sexual arousal. Fourth, it measures the offender’s arousal patterns post-treatment, and as such is one means to evaluate treatment success (Dutton & Emerick, 1996). Moreover, though it has not received the endorsement of the community corrections field as such, phallometric measurement is also valued for its contribution to the prediction of violent recidivism in sex offenders (Lally, 2003; Lalumiere & Harris, 1998; Quinsey, Harris, Rice, & Cormier, 2006). 

Extent of Use

Data regarding the extent to which community corrections agencies resort to the plethysmograph in sex offender supervision are not available. However, it is certainly an example of a new technology being applied to a target population (sex offenders) that we are attempting to treat and control in the community.

Evidence of Effectiveness

 While there is ample research on plethysmograph-based phallometric assessment (for a recent review, see Kalmus & Beech, 2005), the focus of this research is not on the efficacy of the plethysmograph in the management of sex offenders in the community. Rather, scholars have been especially interested in the role played by different stimuli (e.g., video, audio, pictures, text) and other procedural variations on penile response. A second focus of research is on the discriminant validity of phallometric assessment, i.e., the extent to which plethysmographic responses correctly distinguish sex offender types, such as rapists from pedophiles, violent child-sex offenders from nonviolent ones, incest offenders from extrafamilial offenders, and so forth (Harris et al., 1992; Kalmus & Beech, 2005; Launay, 1999). A third centers on the validity of phallometric assessment in predicting recidivism (e.g., Rice, Harris, & Quinsey, 1990; Rice, Quinsey, & Harris, 1991).

The phallometric assessment of sexual arousal is an extremely contentious pursuit, even among academics. As Harris et al. point out, “Physiological changes are easier to measure than to interpret” (1992, p. 502). Disagreement persists over phallometric scoring methods, eligibility criteria (whether subjects who cannot obtain full erections can be assessed), and which type (video, slide or aural) and content of assessment stimuli are most effective (Harris et al., 1992; Kalmus & Beech, 2005). There is also longstanding debate regarding the extent to which the plethysmograph reliably distinguishes rapists from non-offenders, as well as sex offender sub-types (Launay, 1999; Marshall & Fernandez, 2000). Contributing to the controversies surrounding phallometric assessment are studies attesting to the relative ease with which subjects can suppress penile responses to deviant stimuli (Launay, 1999), though procedures to detect and interfere with faking may be successful in addressing this problem (Lalumiere & Harris, 1998). Finally, there is reluctance in some quarters to using phallometric assessment on juvenile sex offenders, due both to apprehension about the potential for exposing young offenders to what may be new deviance, and recognition that relatively little research on the plethysmograph has been conducted using juveniles, in comparison to that which has been accomplished using samples of adults (Dutton & Emerick, 1996).

4c. Management and Monitoring of Computer Use by Sex Offenders

A third hard technology, sex offender surveillance strategy involves the installation of a simple computer program—Field Search—by the community corrections officer, which will then allow the officer to monitor the use of an offender’s home computer. This free software tool was developed by the National Law Enforcement and Corrections Technology Center and is available on the Center’s website (www.justnet.org/fieldsearch/). Since it is estimated that  “about 70 percent of all sex offenders supervised in the community have access to the internet” (Russo, 2006, p. 1), it certainly appears to make sense to examine computer use by these offenders during visits to the offender’s home, while also looking for other items that have been linked to sex offender “relapse”, such as video games, magazines, children’s food, videos, animals, cable television, cameras, and sporting equipment (Terry, 2006, p. 174).

 According to a recent review by Russo (2006, p. 1), “The Field Search software can be downloaded onto a CD or flash drive that the officer can bring into the field. At the offender’s home, the software is run on the target computer. In about 20 minutes, it performs four major functions: Internet history search, image search, multimedia file search, and keyword search.” Because it was just recently developed by NLECTC, no data are available either on the extent of its use or its effectiveness as a monitoring technology for sex offenders. However, it is currently being field tested by the Boston Federal Probation office, and at several other locations. One federal probation officer we interviewed noted that for many offenders, fear of detection on home computers has led some sex offenders to visit internet cafes for internet use, suggesting that surveillance of home computers will have to be supplemented with an old school monitoring strategy: field surveillance by federal probation officers at these locations (personal communication).

4e. Sex offenders, the media, and the public

                        Let’s start by mentioning two words: perverted justice. If you go to the link below, you will get a better understanding of the private, for profit, company that was used by the producers of the “To Catch a Predator” series to identify and target sex offenders on the internet. What is your view of this strategy? Do you think we should privatize undercover surveillance and sting operations of this kind? Or would you rather see these operations conducted by public sector police departments?
http://www.perverted-justice.com/
Concluding Comments

               There is a lot of important information presented in this lecture, but the truth is, we have only just scratched the surface on a controversial topic. For further reading, check out the following web links:

Sex Offenses and Offenders-BJS report

http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/abstract/soo.htm
Directory of Sex Offender Information By state

http://www.prevent-abuse-now.com/register.htm
Sex Offenders and Dangerousness Hearings: NYTIMES article

http://www.nytimes.com/2007/03/04/us/04civil.html?_r=2&oref=slogin&oref=slogin
Sex Offender Treatment: Does it work? 3 articles
http://www.nytimes.com/2007/03/05/us/05civil.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2007/03/06/us/06civil.html?hp
http://www.csom.org/pubs/treatment_brief.pdf
