4. Are partnership approaches the most effective means of rehabilitating offenders?


The process to help rehabilitate offenders is not simply limited to arresting offenders and putting them in prison. There is a wide range of services and partnership approaches that are designed to help rehabilitate offenders and integrate them back into society. The focus of this essay is to determine whether these partnership approaches are the most effective means of rehabilitating offenders. 

To be able to answer this question, I must first identify what partnership approaches are and how they are able to rehabilitate offenders. Partnership approaches comes in many different forms and work closely with the police in order to rehabilitate offenders. These forms are, but not limited to drug and alcohol treatment, accommodation, offending behaviour programmes, education, and mental health services. 

Partnership approaches are beneficial and vital as they help alleviate pressure on the police force, that there are many different services to rehabilitate offenders and that the people who work for these partner agencies are trained professionals that will be able to identify the problems linked to reoffending and work towards a common goal that is designed to aide offenders seeking a better quality of life whilst in turn reducing reconviction/reoffending rates. 

Statistics from the GOV website outlines a couple of examples whereby studies have been conducted to determine whether partnership approaches are deemed reliable in rehabilitating offenders and reduce reconviction rates. 

For the purpose of this essay, I will highlight two separate studies that had been published on the GOV website, one by Greg Sadlier who conducts studies to examine the impact of the Enhanced Thinking Skills (ETS) accredited offending behaviour programme as a means of reducing reconviction rates and another by Helen Bewley which outlines the effectiveness of adding punitive and supervisory requirements to reduce reconviction rates. 

The study published by Greg Sadlier working for the ministry of defence in the analytical services department aimed to target those in a prison environment that are likely to reoffend upon release. 257 prison-based participants were nominated for this study between 2006 and 2008 to evaluate what impact the enhanced thinking skills offending behaviour programme had on one year reconviction rates when compared to a comparison group. 

The enhanced thinking skills programme is targeted at medium to high-risk male and female offenders and is designed to address the thinking and behaviour of these participants that are associated to offending with the goal of reducing general reconviction rates. The study found that when compared to a comparison group, the ETS programme yielded a 6% reduction in one year reconviction rates with sixty fewer recordable offences per 100 released prisoners within one year of treatment.  

The next study published by Helen Bewley working for the national institute of economic and social research aimed to evaluate the impact of adding punitive requirements such as a curfew or unpaid work alongside a supervisory requirement in reducing the rate of reoffending. The analysis of this study began in 2008 and was designed to observe the reoffending outcomes over a two-year period for offenders who received a community order in 2008. 

For observations to be conducted, the study broke down a list of requirements as to tend to the needs of offenders. This list is as follows:

. Substance misuse – drug rehabilitation and alcohol treatment 
. Activity
. Supervision
. Programme 
. Punitive – curfews and unpaid work

For the purpose of evaluating this study, I am mainly going to focus on the impact surrounding the punitive and supervision requirements. According to the results produced from this study, the number of reoffences within the first year of a community order using the supervision requirement reduced by 8.1%, however this was backed up by adding a punitive requirement to the supervision requirement. It was revealed that over the two years from the start of the community order, there was a total reduction of 7.5% in the offences committed. 

A reverse study was also produced to observe the impact of a community order when a supervision requirement was added to a punitive requirement. The results found that the rate of reoffending after one year from the start of the community order was reduced by 11.5% and by 6.8% over a two-year period. 

From the results produced by the above studies, it is evident that partnership approaches are the most effective means of rehabilitating offenders. Statistics yielded from various forms of multi-agency work and offender rehabilitation has identified a clear reduction in reoffending rates which is a promising outcome in answering the above question. However, I would like to raise concerns that, though these statistics has proven a positive outcome for the rehabilitation of offenders, there is unfortunately an imbalance in the overall evidence and statistics to clear prove that partnership approaches are the most effective means of rehabilitating offenders. 

Upon conducting further research into this matter, various studies have highlighted statics proving the credibility and effectiveness of partnership working, however there is insufficient evidence to conduct a counter argument to the effectiveness of partnership working. For this to be a fair analysis on the effectiveness of partnership approaches when rehabilitating offenders, I believe that further research and studies must be conducted into these fields as to produce an argument against the effectiveness of partnership working by providing evidence and statistics of the negative impacts of partnership approaches. 

In conclusion, I believe that partnership approaches are the most effective means of rehabilitating offenders as the evidence and statistics found corresponds solely to the positive impacts surrounding the rehabilitation of offenders.
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