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 IT'S NOT ALWAYS EASY TO WALK IN SOMEONE
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«) WHO IS IMPACTED BY SEXUAL REOFFENSE?

* THE PERSON WHO EXPERIENCED DIRECT HARM — DURING THE RE-OFFENSE AND IN PRIOR
OFFENSES

* THE CLIENT

* SECONDARY AND TERTIARY VICTIMS INCLUDING SUPPORT SYSTEM MEMBERS WHO STOOD BY THE
PERSON

* PAST AND PRESENT SUPERVISING OFFICER(S)

* PAST AND PRESENT THERAPIST(S)

* PAST AND PRESENT EVALUATOR(S)

* OTHER GROUP OR CONGREGATE CARE MEMBERS IN TREATMENT

* OTHER PEOPLE ON THE CASELOADS OF THE IMPACTED PROFESSIONALS
* ENTITIES PUSHING FOR POLITICAL REFORM
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- WHEN IT HAPPENS, WHOSE WORK GOES UNDER THE ~
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MICROSCOPE?

* TREATMENT PROVIDER

* SUPERVISING OFFICERS

* THE JUDGE (POLITICAL)

* THE PROSECUTOR (POLITICAL)

* THE PAROLE BOARD (POLITICAL)

« LAWMAKERS (GOVERNOR,
LEGISLATORS) o
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MY PERSONAL JOURNEY WITH CLIENT REOFFENSE




POLICY WORK
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ED V. ACTUAL SEXUAL REC

: : TABLE 10
bl Paosptoos.AbeitSex Ot S e Percent of state prisoners released in 34 states in 2012
N Menm SD Median ~ Mode who were arrested within 5 years following release,
by type of post-release arrest offense

What percentage of sex offenders BT T4 202 80 80 Post-release arrest offense Percent Standard error

commit another sex offense?
What percentage of child molesters 192 76% 206 80 %

reoffend? Rape/sexual assault 14 0.05

o1 74% 2.7 80 %

What percentage of rapists reoffend?

Baker, J. (2007).
mmunity protection https://bj
137- dia/c
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WHAT WENT WRONG?

* RISK-NEED-RESPONSIVITY WAS IGNORED:

HANSON, R. K., BOURGON, G., HELMUS, L., &
HODGSON, S. (2009). THE PRINCIPLES OF
EFFECTIVE CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT ALSO
APPLY TO SEXUAL OFFENDERS: A META-
ANALYSIS. CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND BEHAVIOR,
36(9), 865-891.

* THE CLIENT-SPECIFIC EVALUATION WAS IGNORED:

* “LOW-RISK SEX OFFENDERS WHO WERE RELEASED
TO THE COMMUNITY WITHOUT INTENSIVE
INTERVENTIONS FAIRED 27% BETTER THAN LOW-
RISK OFFENDERS WHO WERE EXPOSED TO
HALFWAY HOUSE SEX OFFENDER TREATMENT.”

LOVINS, B., LOWENKAMP, C. T., & LATESSA, E. J. (2009).

APPLYING THE RISK PRINCIPLE TO SEX OFFENDERS:
CAN TREATMENT MAKE SOME SEX OFFENDERS

WORSE?. THE PRISON JOURNAL, 89(3), 344-357, 353.
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PACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT.

TION THAT THOSE WHO ADVOCATED
NDED WERE




_ ENHANCED VULNERABILITY TO BIAS2

)

G: “THE TENDENCY TO RELY TOO HEAVILY, OR ‘ANCHOR,” ON ONE TRAIT OR PIECE OF INFORMATION /
SUALLY THE FIRST PIECE OF INFORMATION THAT WE ACQUIRE ON THAT SUBJECT).”

ITY HEURISTIC: “THE TENDENCY TO OVERESTIMATE THE LIKELIHOOD OF EVENTS WITH GREATER ‘AVAILABILITY’

8. Confirmation bias: “The tendency to search
for, interpret, focus on and remember
information in a way that confirms one's
preconceptions.”

* 8. CONFIRMATION BIAS: “THE TENDENCY TO SEARCH FOR, INTERPRET, FOCUS ON AND REMEMBER INFORMATION IN A WAY THAT
CONFIRMS ONE'S PRECONCEPTIONS.”

b II * 9. CURSE OF KNOWLEDGE: “WHEN BETTER-INFORMED PEOPLE FIND IT EXTREMELY DIFFICULT TO THINK ABOUT PROBLEMS FROM THE o~
. PERSPECTIVE OF LESSER-INFORMED PEOPLE.”

\
'~ 10. DICHOTOMOUS THINKING: VIEWING EVENTS OR PEOPLE IN ALL-OR-NOTHING TERMS.

E. S. (2017). Overcoming cognitive biases: Thinking more clearly and o \\ ) @ - |
ipulation by others. CreateSpace Independent Publishing. ' =




NTING POSITIVES: CLAIMING THAT THE POSITIVE THINGS YOU OR OTHERS DO ARE TR

17. Fortune-telling: Predicting the future

negatively: things will get worse, or

there is danger ahead.

Mmﬁ@,ﬁ. S. (2017). Overcoming cognitive biases: Thinking more clearly and avoiding manipulation by others. CreateSpace Indep

* 17. FORTUNE-TELLING: PREDICTING THE FUTURE NEGATIVELY: THINGS WILL GET WORSE, OR THERE IS DANGER
AHEAD.

* 18. FRAMING EFFECT: “DRAWING DIFFERENT CONCLUSIONS FROM THE SAME INFORMATION, DEPENDING ON @
HOW THAT INFORMATION IS PRESENTED.”

* 20. GAMBLER'S FALLACY: “THE TENDENCY TO THINK THAT FUTURE PROBABILITIES ARE ALTERED BY PAST EVENTS,

WHEN IN REALITY THEY ARE UNCHANGED." £ u @ &
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HE TENDENCY FOR A PERSON'S POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE TRAITS TO ‘SPILL OVE

25. lllusion of control: “The
tendency to overestimate one's
degree of influence over other
external events.”

29. LABELING. ASS I\QNlNG GLOBAL NEGATIVE TRAITS TO YOURSELF AND THE
2017). Overcoming cognitive biases: Thinking more clearly and avoiding manipulation by others. Create pqcendep g




< | NHANCED VULNERABILITY TO BIA

OSURE EFFECT: “THE TENDENCY TO EXPRESS UNDUE LIKING FOR THING
F FAMILIARITY WITH THEM.” :‘q

D READING: ASSUMING THAT YOU KNOW WHAT PEOPLE THINK WITHOUT HAVI}

©

38. Overgeneralizing. Perceiving a
global pattern of negatives on the
bcms of o smgle |nC|den’r

SINGLE INCIDENT

40. PROJECTION BIAS: “THE TENDENCY TO UNCONSCIOUSLY ASSUME THAT OTHERS (OR ONE'S =
URE SELVES) SHARE ONE'S CURRENT EMOTIONAL STATES, THOUGHTS AND VALUES.”

coming WMM@Q more clearly and aveiding manipulation by others. CreateSpace Inde peMt u @




!
|
DEVALUATION: “DEVALUING PROPOSALS ONLY BECAUSE THEY PURPOR

41. Reactive devaluation: “Devaluing
proposals only because they
purportedly originated with an
adversary.”

FAIL TO BE SATISFIED WITH ANY OF THE ANSWERS.
ses: Thinking more clearly and avoiding manipulation by othets.Cr en:




PACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT.

NG OR PROJECTING THE SCENARIO OF THE PERSON WHO R

LE TO OVERESTIMATE THEIR ABILITY TO HAVE PREDICTED AN C
UCTION: DANGER OF HOMOGENEOUS “SEX OFFENDER” CA

PERVISORS, OTHERS CRITIQUING YOUR ROLE

D IGNORING TOOLS AND RNR...




THEN WHAT CAN GO WRONG?

e IGNORING RISK-NEED-RESPONSIVITY: * IGNORING THE CLIENT-SPECIFIC EVALUATION:

* “LOW-RISK SEX OFFENDERS WHO WERE RELEASED

HANSON, R. K., BOURGON, G., HELMUS, L., &
TO THE COMMUNITY WITHOUT INTENSIVE

HODGSON, S. (2009). THE PRINCIPLES OF INTERVENTIONS FAIRED 27% BETTER THAN LOW-
EFFECTIVE CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT ALSO RISK OFFENDERS WHO WERE EXPOSED TO

APPLY TO SEXUAL OFFENDERS: A META.- HALFWAY HOUSE SEX OFFENDER TREATMENT.”
ANALYSIS. CRIMINAL JUSTICE AND BEHAVIOR,

36(9), 865-891. LOVINS, B., LOWENKAMP, C. T., & LATESSA, E. J. (2009).

APPLYING THE RISK PRINCIPLE TO SEX OFFENDERS:
CAN TREATMENT MAKE SOME SEX OFFENDERS
WORSEZ. THE PRISON JOURNAL, 89(3), 344-357, 353.



IMPACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT...

artz, B. K., & Cellini, H. R. (1988). A practitioner’s guide to treating the incarcerate
breaking the cycle of sexual abuse. US Department of Justice, National Institute of Corre
ent Printing Office, Washington, DC.

Without active intervention, the atmosphere of the typical prison aggravates the conditions that motivated
the offender to act-out. Secrecy, inappropriate social interaction, poor self-esteem, and deviant sexual arousal
are often reinforced within the prison culture. Often, if an individual paroles and reoffends, public opinion
may be directed against the corrections department. It will be blamed for releasing a dangerous felon, whether
or not the department had any discretion in the matter.




PACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT.

ni, H. R. (1988). A practitioner’s guide to treating the incarc
abuse. US Department of Justice, National Institute of Correctio

Given the high profile of anything which has to do with
sex crimes, administrators and therapists must accept the fact

that their efforts in this field will be under close public scru-
tiny. Rarely is there a public outcry if check forgers recidi-
vate. Heroin addicts who return to drugs are seen by the
community as doing just what they were expected to do. How-
ever, if a sex offender reoffends, many state legislatures call
for massive investigations.
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PACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT.

ni, H. R. (1988). A practitioner’s guide to treating the incarc
abuse. US Department of Justice, National Institute of Correctio

Every correctional administrator must first recognize that
sex offenders reoffend. They reoffend following the worst treat-
ment and following the best. Therapists can only be moti-
vated to undertake the difficult task of treating these individuals
if they know that their professional efforts will be supported
in the face of inevitable failures. The correctional adminis-
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PACT ON THE NEXT CLIENT.

ey’s website:

2. Government Officials Are Protecting their Jobs

Government officials want to protect their jobs. If a sex offender reoffends, officials are worried they will be
blamed, and will lose their job. Because sex crime defendants are difficult to predict, employees of the
government in Denver, Aurora and Littleton (such as probation officers and judges) impose the strictest
conditions and restraints they can use. That way, if a sex offender reoffends, they can prove that they “did
everything they could do,” and cannot be held responsible. Judges and probation officers will only back off of
the strictest conditions if and when they are convinced a person has been rehabilitated enough that they don't
pose an ongoing threat. They are not concerned about a defendant’s job losses or harm to families which the
strict restrictions can cause.




U AND THE CLIENT PUT THE RE-OFF
CONTEXT?

IT REFLECT PROGRESS NOTWITHSTANDING ANY ILLEGALITY OR RULES VIOLATIO

S THE CLIENT HAVE INSIGHT INTO WHAT WENT WRONG AND HOW TO PREVENT IT
APPENING AGAIN?

* CAN THE “PROBLEM TO BE SOLVED” BE EXPLAINED TO THE DECISIONMAKERS IN A CLEAR AND
PERSUASIVE WAY?2

* WILL THE FACT IT'S A “RE-OFFENSE” PRECLUDE SOLUTIONS BECAUSE OF MANDATORY
SENTENCING OR OTHER POLICIES THAT RESTRICT POTENTIAL OUTCOMES? O
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