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[bookmark: _Toc36555657]ABSTRACT
Although there is much research on sex offenders and the victims, little attention has been paid to the families. This study aims to address this by considering the impact of a sex offender’s crimes on their families. It focuses on a literature review of current research on the challenges faced by families, and how the views of society impact on this. It also examines the reasons behind the behaviours of sex offenders and considers current legislations and relevant theories. It then moves on to discuss in more depth the implications of a sex offender’s behaviours and possible interventions that could address these issues and to further understand the challenges faced by their families. The study’s findings conclude that there is a lack of resources available to address the issues faced by families and that more work needs to be done with reintegration programmes that help remove stigma. It also recommends further emphasis on offender management policies that will reduce reoffending
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SO 		Sex Offender
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1. [bookmark: _Toc36555659]
INTRODUCTION 
The purpose of this study is to critically analyse literature reviews and research around the significant effects that registered sex offenders (RSO) have on their families since falling into the justice system. According to Tewksbury and Connor (2012) although the number of RSOs is increasing there is still little research that looks at the impact they have on their families who choose to maintain contact with them.
The study will explore academic research, such as academic journals and newspaper articles and consider literature reviews around the current topic. It will consider relevant theorists and apply theories where possible, including labelling theory and social location theory that underpins personal distress and strain that may be linked to disadvantages in society (Zaytoun, 2006). This study will explore qualitative research and consider any relevant published statistics and contemporary reports, evaluate current research and information in this field. It is important that a literature review looks at current research, policies and other government published material as it makes the research authentic. A broad selection of evidence to base the research on (Grewal et al 2016) is also essential as it makes the study more robust and valid.
The Literature Review outlines the exploration of challenges that relatives and family members face when a family member commits a sexual offence. Of which enables individuals to understand the complexity of the collateral damage an individual may face, this could be for the offender, the victim and the families. The aim of the collective research is to gain a greater understanding of the consequences for all and highlight the effects and impacts it has.
The Discussion Section takes three themes which have reoccurred in the Literature Review and consider the challenges for family members of an individual who is a sex offender. This indicates where the barriers and challenges lie and where societal attitudes need to change.
Finally, the Conclusion resumes the dissertation and considers the themes in Section 3 and the proposed recommendations for future change.
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LITERATURE REVIEW 
1.1. [bookmark: _Toc36555661]Introduction 
“The family gets the sentence as well. He’s in his prison, and I’m in mine.” (Families Outside, No date).

It is evident in research that sexual assault has been a ruthless part of history with a range of documentation such as writings in the bible and ancient Greece (History, 2020) and is evident that such crimes are still ongoing and exists in society today. The study will consider how crimes committed by sex offenders can impact on the perpetrator (the RSO) and their families. It will consider and analyse if there is research to suggest that families are being punished as a consequence of the offender’s actions and look at whether it is considered morally justified by society that families should suffer as a result of sex offender’s actions. It will evaluate the processes of the RSO engagement such as, if the offender’s family engage in the offender management and public protection process. This study will mainly focus on families, but consider the perpetrator and the victim also, it will examine society’s opinions and conclusions, aspects such as the risks associated with the abuse/assault. The importance for family days and the possible benefits of them for the offender and family. The study will consider the social and economic effects such as the impact on housing, education and finances (Lösel et al, 2012). It will also look at the psychological concerns for the families involved and how this affects the family dynamics overall (Bach and Demuth, 2018). This study will critically analyse the risks and reasoning associated with the victims throughout this review, with the aim to better understand those termed as the ‘hidden sufferers’.

1.2. [bookmark: _Toc36555662]Sex offenders: Definitions and Legislation
The Crown Prosecution Service (2017) state that a sex offender is an individual found and convicted of a criminal offence where a sexual act/assault has been performed. However, this opinion is challenged by Gebhard, Gagnon, Pomeroy and Christenson (1964) who presents a view of that a SO is an individual who commits an explicit act for his or her own sexual gratification which is different to the sexual values and morals of  society of which is legally punishable and because of this the individual is convicted. Each opinion appears to be rational, but neither are really complying completely with the Sexual Offences Act 2004 legislation requirements in part and in very specific circumstances, i.e. real people in their ‘lived experiences’ (Given, 2008).
Multi Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) is the process in which the Police, Probation and Prison Services work together to minimise and manage the risks associated with Sex Offenders within the community. There are 3 categories a sex offender can be placed under. Category 1 (MAPPA 1) is for all registered sex offenders who are required under the Sexual Offences Act 2003 to notify the police of their name, address and personal information. Category 2 is for individuals living in the community and are subject to probation services, who is violent or a sex offender that is not subject under the notification requirements. Category 3 if for people who have committed an offence and pose a serious risk to public. MAPPA assess and manage an offender upon release firstly, to understand what risk they oppose to the public, where the offender is then categorised dependant on risk so they can work alongside professionals in a multi-agency basis (NACRO, 2020). Jukes, the Chief Constable from South Wales Police, argued in the 2018-2019 MAPPA annual report that MAPPA is important because it is designed to protect and reduce the risks that sex offenders pose to the public. However, the strategy itself does not minimise and manage the risks completely and yet there is still incidence occurring and consequently has a devastating impact upon the victim, families and communities (MAPPA, 2011)
The characteristics of a sex offender can differ, they can be of either gender, of different age and come from different economic backgrounds such as income levels and job professions. There are several categories that fall under ‘sexual offences’ including rape, marital rape, molestation, exploitation, abduction, trafficking, indecent exposure, prostitution and female genital mutilation (Williams et al, 2012). The crimes can be committed against adults, children or relatives and be crimes committed against nature too. This is commonly referred to as bestiality. The government, police and laws require the criminal to be placed on an offender’s register upon conviction, caution or release from prison, where a sexual crime has been committed (The Crown Prosecution Service, 2017). 

A registered sex offender is a person, male or female, who has been convicted of a crime involving a sexual act where the federal, state or local laws require them to be placed on the Sexual Offender Registry after they have served their criminal sentences or when they have been released on parole. These acts can range anywhere from misdemeanours to felonies, and the definition of a sex crime can differ from jurisdiction to jurisdiction. Canada, the United Kingdom, and the United States all have created laws pertaining to registration on a national registry of sex offenders (Sex Crime Criminal Defence, 2020).    

According to the Ministry of Justice (2018) there are approximately 83,263 offenders, 13,562 accumulating to 19 % of the prison population of which are male sex-offenders. The crime survey for England and Wales (CSEW) conclude that 20% of women; equivalent to 3.4 million female victims, and 4% of males equalling to 631,000 men, who are aged 16 or above have experienced some form of sexual abuse/assault. The statistical data has been calculated solely by the victims reporting and speaking out about the nature of their abuse and could in effect be inaccurate. The findings should be of a higher figure as it is argued that 5 in 6, a staggering 83% of victims who have experienced abuse have made the decision not to report their abuse/assault to the Police and therefor has resulted in a number of crimes going unrecorded (Office for National Statistics) Langton et al. (2012) argue that rape or sexual abuse was the highest unreported violent crime between 2006 and 2010.
The Sexual Offences Act 2004 is an act of parliament for the United Kingdom that received royal assent in November 2003 and came into effect in May 2004. The Act represents a greater revision of sexual offences law. The Act is a reflection of the recognition by society that the laws needed to be updated and strengthened. It also improves protection of people from sexual offenders. (Crown Prosecution Service, 2019).
The Act applies to England and Wales and consists of 3 parts, part 1 embeds a definition that defines rape and the legality covering the many aspects of offences such as assault by penetration, sexual activity, assault and force to engage in sexual activity without consent and child sex offences.  The 2004 Act is a more reformed and in-depth version of the Sexual Offences Act 1956  and reflects the newer emerging crime of ‘up skirting’ where individuals take it upon themselves to film up a ladies skirt so that images of their underwear, genitals or thigh area can be obtained and ‘down blousing’ where images are taken of a female from above and aims at obtaining an image of the upper chest area, the cleavage or the bra area, highlighted by Gillespie  (2008) as voyeurism . The News of the World (2005) held a poll in 2005 which surveyed individuals with an age range between 18 and 24 years that highlighted an astonishing 86% as being in favour of information of sex offenders being shared with the public.
Sarah’s Law is a child sex offender scheme that was rolled out across England and Wales after a paedophile named Roy Whiting abducted and murdered an 8 year old girl named Sarah Payne in 2000, the scheme came into effect across all police forces in 2011 and is the United Kingdom’s version to United States Law named Megan’s Law. The Law enabled the rights for individuals to contact their local police service for disclosure of an offender having a history of committing an offence on a child.  Theresa May claimed that this was extremely affective scheme that has enabled more than 200 children to be protected from potential harm within the first year alone. It is argued by the government that this law has acted as a way in that has enabled the government to tighten laws for predators of sexual offences and close current loopholes within policy (Home Office, 2012).  However, there was a backlash to this Law when a high profile cases was taken to court, where a mother of a 2 year old was sworn to secrecy and made to sign a non-disclosure agreement (NDA) after using the scheme because she established a sexual offender was living next door to her, where it was argued that she questioned the effectiveness of the law and how this protected children when the information could not be shared (Swirling, 2020). 
Moreover, as part of the tough on crime agenda, the Justice Secretary argued  to strengthen release laws for SOs in England and Wales, meaning that SOs will be expected to complete two-thirds of their sentence before release and will no longer be automatically released into the community at the midway point of their sentence. It is claimed that Robert Buckland, the Justice Secretary stated in a speech that it was believed that release should be earned and by abolishing the automatic release half way through the sentencing, which would restore faith within the justice system and by doing so would minim the opportunity to commit crimes and that making this change is owed to the victims (Grierson, 2019). However, this latest proposal has been highly criticised by Jenkins (2019) where he states “his aggressive approach is hollow and shows how he is willing to descend into right-wing populism”. It is argued that the proposal is all for show due to the worsening of prison violence and higher rates among young offenders and is simply a cover up for the existing judicial system.
.
1.3. [bookmark: _Toc36555663]Societal Attitudes and Stigma: Vigilantism
Sex offenders are the most despised and hated amongst the categories of offenders and disregarded by the majority within society (Jenkins, 1998; Codd, 2011). Lundstrom (2002) emphasises the negative hospitality displayed towards sex offenders when in prison where he strongly argues that sex offenders experience negative attitudes towards them in a form of social stratification and that this is something that needs to stop (Lundstrom 2002:29) Condry’s (2007) Research strongly supports that there is a range of problematic outcomes for the prisoners' families as a result of the offender being imprisoned . Financial hardship is recognised in several studies and is a concern for many families where an offender has been committed of an offence (Smith et al 2007). Halsey and Deegan (2015) suggest in particular that women supporting a family member in custody bear a resemblance to a woman attained within the prison system themselves, and that regardless of the circumstance, if the person is the supporter or the criminal, both cases will often struggle with poverty, trauma and insecurity . 
Families who have chosen to support the offender tend to find themselves financially strained and in receipt of additional costs such as paying for court proceedings, fines, travel expenses to and from prison visits, sending of money or providing the offender with shopping (Kalkan and Smith 2014; Murray 2007; Christian 2005) Families lose their secondary income which has an impact on the family’s lifestyle and as a result the family are forced towards poorer diets and debt (Lundy, 1998; Harriston, 2003). Morris (1965) documents the wives of the convicted sex offender being the main family member to be affected by financial hardship as a result of the crime committed (Morris, 1965). Bath and Edgar’s study (2010) highlights that 64% of ex-offenders had revealed a substantial rise in their financial debt as a result of the imprisonment, with families pushed to borrowing additional money. Family members already experiencing financial hardship claim that the offender’s crime can have a catastrophic effect forcing the family further into poverty (Farkas and Miller, 2007). It can be argued that the impact of this could be greater for the family of the sex offender as the custodial and court process can be lengthy, and for some can cause family members to disengage due to the level of stress and the need to manage their own experience (Levenson and Tewkesbury, 2009). NEPACS (2017) offers a grant scheme that is available for both the offender and their families. The grant helps support them financially with the backing of the prison and probation service, the small grant can be available to get things such as clothes and household goods and offers support to get back into work or training.
An analysis of Surveying Prisoner Crime Reduction (SPCR) Sample 1,7, which indicates the flow for most prisoners entering prison, highlights that many offenders who entered prison arrived with little work experience and no educational qualifications (Brunton-Smith and Hopkins, 2014).

The Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) is an official organisation established in 2002 and formerly referred to as Criminal Records Bureau (CRB). The organisation is responsible for enabling safe recruitment practices within the UK by enabling employers from the public private and voluntary sectors to perform background checks to see if the employee has any cautions, unspent criminal convictions, final warnings, reprimands or any barred employment history that prohibits them from working in certain job roles. A few examples of jobs that require standard or enhanced checks are Teachers, Social Workers, Foster Carers, Childminders, Medical professionals and careers and jobs that place the individual in positions of trust, for example positions such as finance, law and security. Not all employers require a DBS check if you are not going to be working with children or vulnerable adults, some employers will ask if the candidate has any unspent convictions or cautions and will expect the candidate completing the application form to be honest and direct (Online DBS, 2019). There are some companies who will employee ex-offenders, where businesses can join the 300 businesses or departments within the government already reaping the benefits by employing 11,000 skilled served prisoners (Ministry of Justice, 2018). The Ministry of Justice claim that 17% of ex-offenders have been successful with employment within the first year of release, with the employed ex-offenders being 9 percentage points less likely to re-offend, with 79% of people claiming that employers who employee ex-offenders are of a positive nature and are in effect making a positive influence in society by doing so (Ministry of Justice, 2018) .
However, Zevirz and Farkas (2000) claim that many civil organisations such as schools, nurseries or hospitals and other businesses seem reluctant to employee sex offenders because of personal views, legal reasons and the fear of their work force reputation being affected. Rolfe (2001) argues employment is often one of the problematic outcomes for adult sex offenders because employers or potential employers frequently reject or dismiss them. Leveson and Tewksbury’s (2009) study also highlights disruption in employment and that this can impact on others that reside with the offender also. Harman et al (2007) considers   the implications of employment and how it places a greater burden on family members finances. Tewksbury and Zgoba (2010) support this for a SO who cannot own or access a computer or use the internet as part of their license condition, as this is argued as a collateral consequence for the offender when trying to obtain employment and housing.  
An article in the Independent Newspaper described families of prisoners as being subjected to higher insurance costs or even denied because of the prisoner’s doing (Hannah, 2017). Moreover, this highlights the impact/effects for the families as a corollary of the offender’s crime that has been committed. Some of the barriers that offenders will face when reintegrating back into society, for example, are limitations of job skills and employment gaps due to imprisonment and the implications of the criminal record itself (Holzer et al, 2003).
It is claimed in research that this can become an obstacle for rehabilitation and heighten the chances of re-offending (Davis et al, 2012). Wilkinson (2005) and Martinson (2001) claim that re-offender rehabilitation has been widely criticised where it is argued that nothing works. Unlock, a national association of ex-offenders, is a charity which focuses on barriers to participation in employment (Unlock, 2020). The charity helps to support individuals with convictions, practitioners with training about criminal record disclosure and employees and universities with the relevant information required so that they can support individuals who have a criminal record in a fair manner. UNLOCK is a unique user led campaign group that works closely alongside the charity User Voice to advocate for change. User Voice focuses on changing systems, processes and practices, increasing opportunities for offenders (UNLOCK,2020).

Families of the offender can tend to distance themselves and often feel the need to move homes or relocate areas as a result of the social stigmatisation and shame that is brought to the family, so that they can start a fresh and go unknown (Leveson and Tewsbury, 2009; Condry 2007).

Most offenders released from prison tend to return to their home and family, this is often not the case for sex offenders because of family breakdown, licence and registration conditions (Farkas and Miller, 2007). McNaughton et al (2012) critically argues the implications faced by the victim upon the SO being released from prison to live near them, and that the victim feels the need to relocate homes and jobs because of this. It was also noted that the victim’s perception of the sexual offence was described as living with a life sentence themselves. SOs face restrictions when being released from prison dependant on the level of risk, however being listed on a sex offenders register is one of them alongside the licence conditions. Leveson and Tewksbury, (2009) and Travis, (2005) argue the Sex Offenders Notification Register (SORN) as an invisible sanction. The impact on the family is clearly illustrated in the work of Levenson and Tewksbury’s 2009 study. Some examples of the required licence conditions are embedded within the Criminal Justice Act 2003 where the sex offender has requirements as part of their licence conditions and are expected to uphold these requirements. Individuals convicted of a sexual offence are required to report to their local police station within 3 days of being convicted or released of their offence, the individual will be expected to comply with the notification process. The RSO will have to notify the police of their personal and living conditions and can be visited periodically by the Public Protection Unit (PPU) where an informal assessment and clarification of address can be undertaken. The frequency of visits can be dependent on the level of risk. a restriction of residency is where an RSO is prohibited from staying at a property where children reside and without the approval from n assigned supervising officer. The offender is required to display good behaviour and to not undermine the licence conditions, they are to keep in regular contact and upkeep any visits required with their allocated supervising officer. The offender is to not commit any crimes (National Offender Management Service, 2015).

Vigilantism is a word which relates to a vigilante and is defined as 
“A person who tries in an unofficial way to prevent crime, or to catch and punish someone who has committed a crime, especially because they do not think that official organisations, such as the police are controlling crime effectively. Vigilantes usually join together to form groups” (Cambridge University Press 2020). 

A current study highlighted that Sex Offenders (SOs) are targeted by vigilantes because of the status of a sex offender or because they are suspects of being involved in a sexual offence. The Sex Offender Vigilante database concludes that there were 279 separate incidents that occurred against sex offenders (Cubellis et al, 2018). It is claimed that a vigilante who helped bring 28 sex offenders to justice has been portrayed as a paedophile by other paedophiles, This vigilante has been forced to stop hunting for paedophiles because his home address and image was made common knowledge to the public, where he now fears he is at risk of being attacked due to an alleged fake campaign that was released stating that vigilantes wanted the age lowered for consent to sex (Olsen, 2018).
Often when the offender’s residence becomes common knowledge, the family who have been in reception of harm are, at times, angered and perceive feelings that the justice system has failed them or perhaps not done enough, Communities tend to fear amongst them for their safety and of others, and as a result there is often a back lash (Farkas and Miller, 2007). Levenson and Tewksbury (2009) argue that family members profiles can be raised by being associated with a sex offender, and as a result can impact on their daily living . Condry (2007) believes that where others show an intense interest in the lives of the family members, that this heightens the sense of stigmatisation and shame and caused negative attributes, leaving the families feeling isolated and behaving differently .  
 
The acknowledgement of the relationship between victimisation and offending was one of the greatest attributes of feminist criminology, Some feminists argue that male sex offenders are of no difference to what we would refer to as a ‘normal’ man, with the only difference being a perpetrator, A culture that condones and tolerates sexual violence towards women and children (Sage,2019). 
 It was perceived in history that women were owned by men and therefore their property, with rape being referred to as property rape (Burgess -Jackson 1996, Cited in Whisnant 2017).
Perhaps from a feminist’s point of view, a perpetrator can be defined as an individual that forces women into sexual behaviour to which they cannot consent to. This makes it possible to examine acts of sexual coercion that remain hidden or taken for granted as “normal” social practices within the confines of heterosexual dominance, however, it is also documented in research that this can be the case for women, where a rape can also be committed towards a male or boy also and not all rapes are carried out by a male. (Whisnant, 2017).  Sexual violation towards males is one of the most unreported crimes, the Ministry of Justice estimates that one in ten victims of attempted rape and rape yearly are in fact male (Ministry of Justice, 2014).


1.4. [bookmark: _Toc36555664]Emotional and Psychological Impact of Sexual Offense: Individual, Family and those who were Harmed
Family can be defined as a Blood relative, a legal or significant person (Vocabulary.com, No date). 
Research suggests that the families of sexual offenders are also psychologically affected by the actions committed by the offender. The offender’s family can be referred to as ‘secondary victims’ of an offence that they did not commit (Loureiro., 2016). It is suggested that families and the perpetrator can be in denial of the sexual abuse/assault that has been committed, it is perceived that denial can be of offense to the victim and can impede on risk assessments and treatments (Laflen et al, 1995). Dealey (2015) claims that sex offenders are often in denial as a result of them being in fear of being shamed or a breakdown in the family, resulting in a loss of family support.

The process of the offender, the arrest, conviction and imprisonment can impact on both the offenders and victims’ families significantly causing trauma and stress because the process can be drawn out and lengthy, not to mention the costs incurred for both families (Arditti, 2012; Condry, 2007). McNaughton et al (2012) supports this and argues that the victim/survivor regularly noted that the sentencing itself could not re write the history of the offence that took place and regardless of the sentencing and the mixed emotions of feelings of being satisfied or dissatisfied , it would not change a thing for them. Codd (2011) describes the psychological trauma and effects for the family and victim and describes how this can be worsened if the victim is ‘one of their own’. Sexual violence is a deeply traumatic and negative offence which can be long lasting and can have a physical and emotional impact on the victim (Giardino, 2003). For example, physical and psychological symptoms such as night terrors and flash backs of the assault, sleep and appetite abnormalities such as over eating or under eating, and concentration difficulties can be experienced by the victim (Alison and Wrightsman, 1993; Koss and Harvey, 1991 cited in Lonsway et al 2019). Koss et al (1994) claims that on occasion a victim may recreate and relive the assault in their minds with the fantasy that they can change the outcome, so that things were different for them.

Alison and Wrightsman (1993) argues the importance of understanding the impact that the sexual assault has on the victim and that the trauma experienced does not end when the assault ends and that it is an ongoing process. Lonsway (2019) argues that little physical assault is experienced during a sexual assault and that’s it is possible that the reasons for this are because the victim has experienced frozen fright or dissociation and has not put up a struggle and therefore the abuser does not need to use force of violence towards their victim. However, there is still the process of the investigation and the medical forensic examination to add to the trauma already experienced for the victim.
Not all families of the offender are of a positive nature. A family member may be a victim of the crime committed and therefore the individual has rights to protection (Sutherland and Wright, 2017). Its noted in McNaughton et al (2012) study  that the victims portrayed mixed thoughts and feelings with regard to the sentencing, some argued that they experienced assault by penetration and that they were confused as to why this was of a different scale to rape and that the punishment should be of equal sentencing. Others in the sample, argued that rape had lifetime impacts and effects for them as the victims and that the SO should receive a lifetime sentence also. However, there was also some victims of a different opinion that argued although the assault was traumatic and the experience was noted as harmful, the views of the SO receiving a lesser sentence was somewhat equal (McNaughton et al, 2012). It is claimed that there are also feelings of in denial, where some families disbelieve that the offence could have been committed and therefore denial becomes a safe place particularly for the non-abusing partner of the abuser, The family may be in fear of what other people may think, fear that the family will be blamed, worries of statutory service involvement or in some cases families can simply just shame the victim (Gravelin et al, 2019; Action for Prisoner Families, 2013).

Victim blaming is where the victim is blamed for their assault and on occasion leaves the victim questioning what they could have done differently, examples could be that the victim had been under the influence of alcohol or walked home alone or did not resit, so they must have wanted it to happen. The person or people participating in victim blaming generally see the situation for what it is but argue that they would have done something differently if they were in their situation (Roberts., 2016). SERICC (2020) support this by campaigning to challenge the widespread culture of victim blaming with the aim of stopping the victim for being blamed for the rape or sexual assault committed against them. 
Families of the offender can frequently isolate themselves from the public so that they can avoid any public scrutiny. Farkas and Miller (2007) describe feelings of hopelessness, frustration, isolation and depression. The Lord Farmer report recognises the importance of family ties with the ideology of aiming to reduce re-offending (recidivism) and reduce Intergenerational Crimes (Lord Farmer, 2017).  The Equality Act 2010 states that we should reflect inclusivity and diversity which supports individuals with protected characteristics 

There are emotional difficulties associated with family and prison visits. Female partners display mixed emotions such as anxieties and stress but also eagerness and happiness (Fisherman, 1990; Christian, 2005). Family and friends of Prisoners (FFOPS) is the only charity in Wales that offers a family support cabin for drop in sessions, and an advice telephone line that operates 7 days a week for individuals who have had a relative or loved one admitted within the criminal justice system (NHS Direct Wales,2020).  Prison Visit days are enrolled across most prisons, where there will be notifications for offenders within the prison , advising them that they can attend and invite their children and family to spend valuable time in a relaxed and friendly environment where activities are held and party food is bought in (Doing Time, No date). 
The Government recognises and values the importance of family relations and offers family days at least 3 times a year where the behaviour of the offender is taken into consideration whilst serving their sentence in prison (Ministry of Justice, 2019). The prison service in England and Wales also support the importance of family relations for prisoners and argues that enabling prisoners with the means of family contact is an essential aspect of human treatment and will have a positive impact on the offender reintegrating in the community (Her majesty’s Prison and Probation Service, 2019).



1.5. [bookmark: _Toc36555665]Children: The Adverse Consequences 
It is claimed that there are approximately 200,000 children in England and Wales affected each year because of parental imprisonment (Williams et al, 2012). Children have rights, an example of these rights are embedded in legislation such as Article 8: The Human Rights Act 1998 where the child has the right to a private and family life. The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child 1989 embeds in Article 2, the rights to not be discriminated or punished against because of their parent’s actions. Article 3 enables the rights for the child’s best interests to be taken into consideration when a court takes any action that concerns or affects the child. Caddle and Crisp (1997) support that 95 percent of children have no choice but to move homes where the mother has been sent to prison. Children of Sex Offenders have been referred to by individuals in society as the forgotten victims (Mathews, 1983) or the Hidden victims (Cunningham and Baker, 2003) Shaw (1992) argues the children of prisoners are labelled as the ‘orphans of justice’. The Department for Educations argue that 7 % of children will be affected by their father being imprisoned and experience this during some stage of their schooling years (DFES, 2003). Furthermore there is no evidence of any systems being recorded or measured  to calculate the amount of children that have either a parent imprisoned, is involved or had involvement within the criminal justice system, moreover, this information can be declared on arrival of the prison by answering the custodial screening tool questions, although the majority of parents are reluctant to share this information because they fear the unknown of who and what this information will be used for (I-Hop, No Date). It is believed and evident in research that crime runs within the family (Farrington et al, 1996; Farrington et al, 2006). It is maintained that parental imprisonment has a significant and negative impact on the children and significantly reduces the child’s chances in life (Hagan and Dinovitzer, 1999). Roberts et al (2012) and Phillips et al (2002) support that the child of a sex offenders is acceptable to displaying emotional and behavioural tendencies. Johnston (1995) argues that as the growing amount of evidence of intergenerational crime and imprisonment continues to build up, and that every criminal justice and corrections policy needs to analyse the long-term implications that affect the children of offenders. Leveson and Tewksbury’s (2009) study of which the majority of SOs being male and the survey respondents being the mother, claimed that  more than half (58%) of children of registered sex offenders are vulnerable and are often exposed to teasing and bullying as a result of the parental imprisonment, there is evidence in research  of this study  highlighting that 78% of the parents signified breakdowns amongst their children’s friendships and as a result left the child with feelings of anxiety and depression
(Levenson and Tewksbury, 2009). Grimshaw and King (2002) believe that if the children communicate and talk about the offence, where a full explanation around the sexual offence is given so that they are aware of the full story and know the truth behind the offence they will cope better with the imprisonment of the parent. 
Action for Prisoner’s Families (2013) argue the importance for the non-abusing parents to recognise the importance of placing themselves between the victim and the perpetrator so that they can become the protector. However, there are factors that would need to be considered so that this was effective such as the non -abusing parent and if they have been a victim of abuse themselves, the role played in the disclosure process and their feelings about the abuse itself. Adverse childhood experiences (ACES) are of the essence here, Aces are aspects of child maltreatment such as verbal, physical and sexual abuse of which occur during childhood and directly harm a child, Aces are an increasing concern and evidently highlights that a child who experience ill treatment or suffers by experiencing stressful situations, in this case a child who is affected environmentally as an impact of sexual assault/abuse are prone to adopting health harming behaviours during adolescence but are also less likely to be a prolific member in society where they can perform poorly in education and be acceptable to committing crime themselves (Public Health Wales, 2015).
Bowlby attachment theory claims if a child does not have good role models to learn from, and therefore they do not know how to form healthy relationships (Bowlby, 1958).  Also, Bronfenbrenner’s theory that argues that the child is mostly affected by those who are closest to them (Bronfenbrenner, 1994). According to Public Health Wales (2015) 10% of adults in Wales were exposed to the adverse childhood experience of sexual abuse .


1.6. [bookmark: _Toc36555666]Social Stigma, Victimisation/Oppression and Hate Crime
According to Light and Campbell (2006) literature as little as ten years ago highlights that families of offenders are being portrayed by researchers who are trying to better understand the offender’s family’s experiences, as ‘collateral’ or ‘the hidden’ victims of the process within the criminal justice system. Levenson (2009) argues that families of the RSO in most cases experience or suffer some form of harassment, this can be by classmates and teachers within a school environment, or from neighbours or individuals within society such as the victims' families and friends, and as a result can develop some mental health issues such as depression and anxiety (Levenson, 2009).
Families of offenders can tend to find the experience somewhat difficult, this can be on an emotional and practical level, Condry’s 2007 study around the families of offender’s experience concludes that individuals supporting the offender devotes a lot of their time to the family member, the offender. This could be by writing letters to the offender, visiting the offender in a prison environment or talking on the telephone. Condry 2007 believes that this can become their ‘primary occupation’. Condry 2007 refers mainly to the individual as a woman, mother, wife or partner and abstracts that these women become caught up in the consequence of the offender’s actions and often find themselves being named and shamed, somewhat blamed by others and therefor becoming labelled or stigmatised as a result of the offender committing the offence (Condry, 2007). The stigmatisation of symbolic labelling has been a concern for sex offenders where it is highlighted that the sex offender registry and the criminal record label that fuels negative reactions from society and poses a criminal, evil and subservient label on the offender. The labelling Theory, a criminological perspective which claimed deviance as a result of social reaction and symbolic interaction (Becker 1963; Goffman 1963).However, Braithwaite (1989) argues that the labelling theory is of a negative consequence and identified a more positive role which acknowledged two attributes such as disintegrative shaming that labelled and excluded both the crime and the person as bad, whereas re-integrated shaming labelled the act only.     Durkheim claims that deviance is crucial to success in society and that it challenges individual’s current views. Moreover, argues that when deviance is punished it reiterates social norms and contributes effectively to society (Durkheim, 1983). The Social Disorganisation Theory is a perspective that links ecological differences of crime, cultural and structural and is based on the social order (Shaw and McKay, 1942). The Social Disorganisation Theory critically argues the opposite to Durkheim thesis that crime is most likely to occur where weak social ties are of essence and where there is no social control, and rather than deviance reinforcing social cohesion it is claimed that the absence of social cohesion in fact provides social deviance to occur. Lemert, (cited in Davis,1972) distinguishes the differences for primary and secondary deviation, primary: stemming from the social attitudes and biological and cultural factors, the secondary being the degrade of status as a consequence of social reaction where the individual is made to feel excluded and not the norm and nothing more than a criminal. As a result of the stigmatisation and the assigned labels, the individual’s social status is consequently lessened allowing the individual to become demoralised and less than the rest of society (Davis, 1972). 
Bellard (2019) supports in his article that a sex offender has had to flea his home and move areas after being targeted by vigilantes because the convicted offender was scared and feared for his safety. However, although his supervision had finished the offender had failed to make contact with the authorities and consequently the SO had broken the conditions of the offender register, moreover the authorities had failed to realise that this SO in particular had been residing at another address for four weeks and was not residing at the address where he was supposed to be as required under the regulations of the sex offenders register as noted previously in this literature review. Although the SO pleaded guilty to breaking his conditions as required under the register and was punished as a consequence, it questions that if there was not a call made for a different offence would the relocation of the offender have gone unnoticed for some lengthy period of time, which critically shows that the register has some areas of weakness or ineffectiveness and as a possibility could put members of society in further danger (Belard, 2019).



1.7. [bookmark: _Toc36555667]Interventions, treatments and charities
Offender behaviour programmes and interventions are rolled out with the intention to change the way in which an offender thinks, The programmes aim to encouraging pro social attitudes and embeds the implementation of realistic future aspirations to change behaviours and reduce re-offending (Ministry of Justice, 2018).
The Horizon programme embeds literature of Risk, need and responsivity (Andrews and Bonta, 2013) and considers the Good Lives Model within the framework (Ward, Mann and Gannon, 2007). The Good Lives Model assumes that behaviour is driven by goods and emphasises the importance of pro social routes to accessing these goods,  for example if the individual can establish an intimate relationship and is given the opportunity to achieve sexual goods that it will reduce the likeliness of the individual exploring sexual gratification through the means of rape. It is believed that the approach models aim is to reduce recidivism by equipping the individual with the tools needed to fulfil their lives such as achievement in employment, a sense of belonging through social integration (Ward and Brown, 2004). 
The Horizon is one of the programme which is aimed and delivered for men who have been convicted of a sexual offence and considers ranging from medium, high and very high risk of re-offending (Ministry of Justice, 2019) moreover, the horizon programme (2019) Study highlighted the programme as being shorter than others with a greater focus on the pathways of offending rather than focusing on the offence that’s been committed (Wilkinson and Powis, 2019).
Hanson et al (2002) argues that that there are lower reconviction rates for sex offenders that receive treatment with cognitive behavioural treatments being the most effective treatment when being delivered alongside hormonal drugs to lower their sexual drive. Evidence highlights a 27 % reduction in sexual offending and a lower reduction in reoffending for treating offenders compared to those who have gone untreated (Shumucker and Losel, 2009). Although, Marques et al (2005) disputes this and argues that there are no evidential differences between the treated and untreated among the sex offenders. Marshall and McGuire (2003) also claim that cognitive behavioural treatments are as beneficial as if not on occasion better than the psychological and medical treatments available. McNaughton et al (2012) findings from the study highlighted that victims and the public held mixed views regarding treatment and that they expressed they held little knowledge about treatments and barely understood the impact that treatments had and therefore, there is a greater need for awareness around the treatments offered to a SO as part of the sentencing. The following quote epitomizes a female adult of which experienced sexual assault and displays mixed views regarding treatment and sentencing.
“We should be putting [sex offenders] away for long enough – the only way to stop most of them is to keep them off the street. If the sexual offence [treatment] work that they were doing in the prisons was working then people wouldn’t be going back in for second rapes, but we know that they are. It’s not just justice for the victim, it’s preventing future victims. It’s making [the offender] have enough time to go inside and actually think about what they’ve lost; because isn’t that the whole point? It’s punishment” (McNaughton et al, 2012).


However, The Guardian (2017) claim that the Ministry of Justice state that sex offender treatment programmes that have been rolled out across Wales and England have led to an increased number for re-offenders upon release and therefore, the sex offenders were prone to re-offending and committing a similar offence. The Guardian (2017) claim that the group therapy enabled offenders to share contacts and sources and that the programme was a way to normalise the crimes they had committed (Ministry of Justice, 2017). 
For the victim it is important that an advocate is made available when an allegation of sexual assault has been made. The reasoning behind this is so that the victim is given all the necessary information and support that they are entitled to during the traumatic event. A Victim Advocate can help explain the justice system process, economic resources to help aid with the forensic investigation and medical examination (Koss and Harvey, 1991).
It is argued that there are limitations with regards to services, for individuals who have suffered sexual abuse and are looking for support and advice. There are financial strains on services leaving them in financial crisis due to government and police cutbacks, and a lack of training and personal time. It is claimed 1137 referrals of sexual violence were made between October 2018 and June 2019, requiring support from specialist services, over 400 of those individuals were unsuccessful with allocation and for those who were successful had to wait around 6 months for counselling and 3 month to access advocacy service from a Independent Sexual Violence Advocate (ISVA). (Waxman, 2019).

StopSO is a leading charity in England and Wales, that are dedicated to supporting families who are impacted by imprisonment, the charity consists of professional such as psychologists, psychotherapists and doctors who are willing to work with SOs, and their families (StopSO, 2020).

1.8. [bookmark: _Toc36555668]Conclusion
The literature review has considered the challenges and barriers linked with not only the offender but for the victim and the families because of the SOs actions and the crime committed. The literature review has defined what a sex offender is, it has  considered policy and current legislation, The literature has considered theory and the challenges associated for all such as the societal attitudes, the stigmatisation and the hate crime, it has looked at the adverse consequences the offense has for children, the psychological and emotional effects for the offender, the families and those harmed. The review looks at the interventions and treatments available for the offender and families alongside the organisations that work with them. The literature has highlighted that current SO management programmes have little or no effect on recidivism rates for SOs (Duwe et al 2008).  It will now dig deeper in the next 3 themes where it will look at further literature that indicates if the offender is seen in society as a patient or an offender, which will consider the reasoning behind a SO committing a sexual offence and if there is any underlined reasoning that would imply that the offender is in fact a patient.
  

2. [bookmark: _Toc36555669]
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
2.1. [bookmark: _Toc36555670]Introduction
It is apparent, from the literature reviewed, that societal opinions of a sex offender have an impact on their families. Critically analysing the concept of criminal stratification and where it sits within the psyche of offenders, their families and indeed contemporary society, we can consider for society that there is a major concern for the penology of social control and the techniques associated with identifying, classifying and managing the offender group and the risks opposed to the public in which society consists of (Her majesty’s Prison and Probation Service (2019). It is evident in previous reviews of literature that an offender found guilty will be either sent to prison or be involved with probation services dependant on their risk level and nature of offence. This literature review will analyse the Psychological drivers of behaviour and consider aspects such as the social, psychological and environmental factors associated with offending and if they attribute to an offender committing an act of sexual abuse (Sarkar, 2013) Literature regarding the reintegration and re-offending process will be also be explored during the further 3 themes.. This discussion will now focus in more detail on what those opinions are based on and how an offender could perhaps be reintegrated into society, thus helping to remove the stigma attached to their families.



2.2. [bookmark: _Toc36555671]Offender or Patient
There are various theories around the ethology of sexual offending that have been suggested and tested however the causes of sexual offending remains somewhat undeveloped (Faupel, No Date). Groth, Hobson and Gary (1982) claim that dependant on the individual’s degree of sexual behaviours and the basis for the psychological needs depends on the category a sexual offender is classed as. If we critically evaluate whether an individual who commits a sexual offence is portrayed as an offender or a patient, we can consider those that are troubled by their own sexual thoughts, or the reality that they hold other underline issues that are more personally impacting for the individual, such as feelings of low or little confidence, feelings of guilt and shame, negative effects on mental health, feelings of distress or the development of distorted sexual views around children (Hobson and Gary, 1982)
Sorrentino et al (2018) claims that sexual offending is not a mental illness, but for some who commit such offences, that they are subject to having some attributes of mental health but do not commit a crime because of their mental health. Dietz et al (1990) claims that for sex offenders who are mentally unwell and displaying deviant sexual interests (Paraphilias), that the individual beliefs are that they tend to engage in problematic sexual behaviours due to their personality traits, poor impulse control, and in consequence of their mental health. Dietz et al (1990) (Cited in Sorrentino et al, 2018) argue that this is not the case and that many individuals who have a mental illness do not suffer severely with a mental illness. Despite this early research highlighted an individual who had mental health shared some of the same typologies as an individual who commit the same offence as someone who does not have any underlying mental health concerns or the shared typologies such as criminal behaviours and substance abuse. Moreover, Grossman et al (1999) argues that a disorder which involves aggressive sexual behaviour is unlike any other form of mental illness as is claimed in support of public policy that its untreatable

2.3. [bookmark: _Toc36555672]Psychological drivers of behaviour
Literature demonstrates there are biological, psychological and social influential risk factors (Bio-Psycho-social) which alongside cognitive bias influence and shape human behaviour of which predisposes a SO to behave inappropriately. For example, Ward and Beech (2008) argue that the increase of sexual offending behaviour is subjective to the interactions of biological and social learning factors. linking negative or adverse conditions such as the abuser being sexually abused themselves in early development years (Becker, 1998; Monto and Harris, 1997; Graham, 1996). 
Schwartz (1998) also supports this argument by claiming that experts in the field of sex offences claim that a fast amount of SOs were sexually abused at some stage throughout their childhood, this unique trend is known as ‘The Dracula Syndrome’ and is aimed towards SOs and identifies the individual as no longer being the victim but now the attacker. It is argued that although these are factors that contribute towards committing sexual offences it is not the case for all abused children and that some go on to be respectable parents (O’Grady, 2015; Goleman 1989).

The Social Learning Theory identifies the process of which learning occurs. We have already considered aspects of this throughout this literature review that suggests that children who are abused during their childhood are likely to become an abuser as an adult (Becker 1998…) there is also the hypothesis that sexually explicit material such as aggressive pornography plays a vital part also because they are then subject to  aggression and anger towards women and in acceptance of rape myths (Malamuth & Check, 1980, 1985) Malmuth’s Confluence Model approach suggests sexual promiscuity and hostile masculinity results in sexual aggressive behaviour (Maluth, 1998).  However, Brown (2017) is of different opinion and critically argues that again this is not the case for the majority, and that some sex crimes such as rape and child molestation fell during the legalisation of porn and claimed that there were no correlation to suggest that pornography does not seem to be a trigger and does not seem to encourage acts such as rape or sexual violence.
It is claimed that the biological underpinning of sex offending is centred around abnormalities in the brain structure and the influence of genetic factors. However, it is argued that this is only the case for some sex offenders and not for all (Aigner et al., 2000; Corley et al., 1994). 

Furthermore, research suggests that sex offenders have a genetic defect which encourages them to act or portray in an aggressive and sexualised manner (Beckmann et al., 1974).  With Criminologists and Psychologists abiding by the biological determinism concept that personality and behavioural characteristic are genetically passed from adult to child, with the child having little or no control (Brennan, Mednick, & Volavka, 1995 cited in Stinson, 2006). It was then considered  that  genetic traits such as intelligence or aggression needed to be looked into further to establish a link between sexually deviant acts  and genetics ( Carey, 1996; Goldman, 1996 cited in Stinson, 2006) and therefor Stinson (2006) argues that the study highlights that there was no findings to suggest that genetics alone was not adequate enough in the development of the behaviours and that it was more likely to be the combination of the genetic predisposition alongside a dysfunctional or highly criminal environment (Brennan, Mednick, & Volavka, 1995; Carey, 1996; Goldman, 1996 also cited in Stinson, 2006). However, it appears there is limited evidence to support this.
The cognitive theoretical approach addresses the way in which an offender thinks and how this can impact on their behaviour. For example, where a SO commits a sexual act they often will make excuses for their behaviour and try to justify their actions. This is referred to as a cognitive distortion or thinking error. The cognitive bias allows the SO to demolish any feelings of guilt and allows them to consider their actions as being morally correct. Consequently, blaming the victim for their behaviour (Stinson, Sales, & Becker, 2008). Another factor that contributes towards offence related vulnerabilities is the ecological role (the social and cultural part of the offender).
Overall, Langstorm et al (2015) argue that the familial clustering of sex offences is caused by genetics instead of environmental influence (Langstrom et al, 2015). However, Ward and Beech (2006) is of different opinion and claims that there are several theoretical papers that document the relevance that the environment has and how it influences the offender to pose risk and re-offend.  
2.4. [bookmark: _Toc36555673]Re-entry and Re-offending
(Socia, 2011;  Tewksbury & Jennings, 2010; Zgoba, Witt, Dalessandro, & Veysey, 2008)  (cited in Tewksbury and Copes, 2012) argue that despite legislators concerns for harsher responses to sex offenders registrations and notifications, the legislation  has had no impact upon recidivism. Although, Reconviction statistics are argued to be a crucial aspect in the Welsh and English prison services (Carter Klein, and Day, 1992). Cooke and Michie (1998) claim that policy and practice has been enlightened by reconviction data and is an instrument used to assess and predict risk. 
The National Offender Management Service (NOMS) recently changed to Her Majesty’s Prison and Probation Service, uses 2 distinctive tools which enables NOMS to assess an offender’s risk of re-offending.  One being a static tool that considers age, history of convictions and the nature of the offence that has been committed, Action for prisoner’s families (2013) claims that this tool does not recognise the ability for change, The second tool (SARN) Structures Assessment of Risk and Need, the tool is person focused and considers 15 factors of which are clustered into 4 domains, Sexual interests, distorted attitudes, management of relationships and the management of others and are used to consider the offenders personality characteristics and the link to re-offending (Action for prisoners’ families, 2013). However, Tully et al (2014) argues the psychological risk assessment tool SARN as being ineffective after analysing the tools use to examine risk assess the reconviction of sex offenders. Maruna and Label (2003) claims the SARN assessment as deficit focused and emphasises the need for the criminal justice field to consider strengths as well as the risk and need process.  It was highlighted throughout Beech and Ward’s (2017) four-year study of which consisted of a population of 496 adult male sex offenders that only one of the four domains were found to be beneficial to the predication of SOs re-offending was the sexual interest’s domain. It was felt that it was somewhat concerning that SOs were released from prison based on using the ineffective framework that lacked the appropriate risk assessment criteria and that was serious need for policy makers to reconsider the framework being used. Beech and Ward (2017) states that based on the emerging literature NOMS revaluated the current framework and changed it to the Structured Assessment of Risk, Need and Responsivity which is still centred around the same core domains, and based around sexual interests, sexual thoughts, relationships and the struggles the SO has with life problems, Although the revised framework has added an additional domain aimed at the SO being a responsible member of society (Beech and Ward, 2017 ).
Boris Johnson made a statement which suggested over the last five years, that hundreds of SOs who had previously been convicted of raping another individual have re-offended because they have committed another sexual offence after being released from prison, it was argued that figures shared by the Ministry of Justice, not in the public domain confirmed in England and Wales 40-60 individuals were re convicted, this being equivalent to 1900 convictions, estimating around 14% from 2017 and averaging between 14% and 16% 2017-2019 which concludes the amount has increased (Fullfact, 2019).
Tewksbury and Copes’(2013) work highlights that SOs had very little knowledge with regards to the restriction and notification Laws and that they held unrealistic expectations towards re-entry into society such as thoughts of finding employment and housing easy and that they could return to their normal everyday living with almost no trouble what so ever, Many interviewed believed that they call fall back on their family and friends for support no remembering the negative status of being a sex offender and the assumptions that come with it making them a vulnerable individual open to attack (Tewksbury and Copes, 2013).
2.5. [bookmark: _Toc36555674]Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk39498479][bookmark: _Toc36555675]It seems evident in literature that there are many different views, theories and opinions around the ethology of sex offending, and mixed uncertainties that suggest the SO is a patient rather than just a bad individual of which should be punished (Sarkar, 2013). The review was carried out to better understand the collateral damage caused to all because of a sexual assault being committed, with the focus mainly being around the families of both the offender and victim. Findings have indicated that there was little research with regards to the family and limited support available to them.
This literature review has considered the social, psychological and environmental factors associated with offending, Highlighting findings that have specified that sexual offending is complex and that there are multiple factors and theories with reference to the psychological drivers of a SOs behaviour (Faupel and Przybylski, No date).
Critically analysing the literature during this review it has claimed that there are still implications with the management policies and procedures currently in place for SOs when reintegrating back into society of which causes further collateral consequences for the SO and families when being accepted back into their community.




3. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Overall, this literature review has highlighted the lack of resources and research available when exploring the effects and impact that sexual offenders has because of them committing a sexual crime, particularly for the families of the offender. This literature review has highlighted that despite the increase of interest by professionals in this field, and the growing concerns from individuals within society it is still unclear about the drivers of sexual acts and why they are committed (Faupel, 2015).  
The literature review has highlighted some of the challenges and barriers associated with an offender who commits a sexual offence, it has focused on the financial strain as a consequence of the crime committed for the families, it has explored the challenges associated with employment and housing and therefor it is evident in literature that for a SO returning to the community it is a daunting and difficult process that has strong stigma attached alongside undesirable neighbourhoods (Hughes and Burchfield, 2008). Suggesting that re-entry into society comes with not only the attributes mentioned such as the challenges associated with employment and housing issues but also the legal restrictions because of SORN and Sarah’s Law and the stresses affixed (Tewksbury and Mustaine, 2009). It has highlighted throughout this review that SOs report experiences of subjective consequences too, such as being labelled in a negative and stereotypical manner, leaving the individual feeling threatened and vulnerable (Mercado et al, 2008). Moving forward it would help for SOs upon release to hold a better understanding and awareness of re-entry expectations and the legal and social barriers within society that they would be better equipped emotionally, physically and socially, preparing them for re-entry into society . There is also a further need to re question the effectiveness of offender management policies so that the growth of offender population can be managed better.
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· Objectives of Research Activity
Demonstrate, briefly, how Existing Research has informed the proposed activity and explain
· What the research activity will add to the body of knowledge 
· How it addresses an area of importance. 

	Purpose of Research Activity
The purpose of this study is to critically analyse any literature reviews/research around the significant effects that registered sex offenders (RSO) have on the families since falling into the justice system. The study will consider how this can impact on them within society. Firstly, it will see if there is any research that suggest the family are being punished as a consequence of the offender’s actions and then consider further research to see if it is right that the families should suffer. It will consider the processes such as if the families of the offenders engage in the offender management and public protection process. This study will mainly focus on families of offenders, should offenders be entitled to family days and how it affects the families if they are or are not successful. The study will focus on the effects on the impact on housing, education and mental health of the families involved. Research has shown that families of RSOS do suffer from harassment from neighbours, classmates and teachers and often experience depression, anxiety and other mental issues (Levenson, 2009)
The study will explore academic research, such as academic journals and newspaper articles. 

Reference List
Levensen, J (2009) Collateral Damage: Family members of registered sex offenders. American Journal of Criminal Justice. Available at https://www.womenagainstregistry.org/resources/pdf/Collateral-Damage-Family-Members-of-Registered-Sex-Offenders-Jill-Levenson.pdf   accessed: 9.10.19


(this box should expand as you type)

	Research Question

To critically explore the effects/impacts on families of sex offender’s and the transition back into society after offending. Within the question the research will address the following:
· Does society see that the offender has paid their debt back to society after their sentenced has ended?
· Is there a medical reasoning for their offending behaviour?
· To understand if the individuals convicted of sexual crimes may or may not have a diagnosable mental disorder that relates to their offending behaviour
· Are they institutionalised? Does the offender consider being safer in prison as society sometimes struggles to let them back in

(this box should expand as you type)

	Aims of Research Activity

To critically analyse, explore and develop existing knowledge within my chosen topic. The topic is around the impact that a perpetrator has on the families of whom are being convicted within the criminal justice system. Is there any current research to suggest that the families will need to relocate, as suggested by Action for Prisoner’s Families (2013) The aim of this activity is to gain a general better understanding of the disruption it would cause the families because of the labelling or stereotypical ideology that society would now possess due to their own personal belief system? Could this cause moral panics within society putting the families and the offender at risk.   Would research define if there is a direct correlation between being sexually abused as a child and then becoming an abuser, as indicated by Groth (1979) . This study should also critically explore if there are any success stories within this area of the topic. This dissertation will be unbiased and consider the offenders to be both female or male. 

Action for Prisoners’ Families (2013) Supporting the Families of Sex Offenders. Available at:
https://app.pelorous.com/public/cms/115/237/245/10095/Supporting_the_families_of_sex_offenders_symposium.pdf?realName=1bwRyF.pdf&v=0     Accessed: 25.10.19
Groth, A.N. ( 1979) Sexual Trauma in the Life Histories of Rapists and Child Molesters  Available at: https://www.ncjrs.gov/App/publications/Abstract.aspx?id=72986  Accessed:25.10.19
(this box should expand as you type)

	Objectives of Research Activity

To consider current government policy, identify possible gaps in provision or research, and discuss how it could change to better meet the needs of victims’ families.
(this box should expand as you type)

	Proposed methods (maximum 600 words)
Provide a brief summary of all the methods that may be used in the research activity, making it clear what specific techniques may be used. If methods other than those listed in this section are deemed appropriate later, additional ethical approval for those methods will be needed.

	To research and consider literature reviews around the topic mentioned throughout this ethics form. I will apply theories/theorists throughout this dissertation such as labelling theory, social location theory that underpins personal distress and strain that may be linked to disadvantages in society. This study will explore qualitative data research and consider any relevant government published statistics.
The literature review will comprise:
· Journals
· Established texts/books
· Contemporary reports-Government and associated organisations
It is important that a literature looks at current research, policies and other government published material as it makes the research authentic. It helps gather a broad selection of evidence to base the research on (Grewal et al 2016)

The purpose of a literature review is to look at what others researchers have written about the topic and to see where there are gaps in or inconsistencies in research. It will also help to consider what further research needs to be done (University of South Carolina,  Purpose of a Literature Review. ()).available at https://uscupstate.libguides.com/c.php?g=627058&p=4389968   Accessed: 9.10.19
A literature review for this dissertation is more suitable because it will deal with sensitive issues whereas primary research would raise challenging ethical issues.

Grewal et al (2016) Literature search for research planning and identification of research problem Available at: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5037943/     Accessed: 25.10.19



(this box should expand as you type)




	Location of research activity
Identify all locations where research activity will take place.

	
UWTSD Campus and home based desk research
(this box should expand as you type)

	Research activity outside of the UK
If research activity will take place overseas, you are responsible for ensuring that local ethical considerations are complied with and that the relevant permissions are sought. Specify any local guidelines (e.g. from local professional associations/learned societies/universities) that exist and whether these involve any ethical stipulations beyond those usual in the UK (provide details of any licenses or permissions required). Also specify whether there are any specific ethical issues raised by the local context in which the research activity is taking place, for example, particular cultural and/or legal sensitivities or vulnerabilities of participants.

	

n/a
(this box should expand as you type)

	Use of documentation not in the public domain: Are any documents NOT publicly available?   

	NO
	☒

	
	YES
	☐

	If Yes, please provide details here of how you will gain access to specific documentation that is not in the public domain and that this is in accordance with prevailing data protection law of the country in question and England and Wales.



(this box should expand as you type)





SECTION F: Scope of Research Activity
	Will the research activity include:
	
YES
	
NO

	Use of a questionnaire or similar research instrument?
	☐
	☒

	Use of interviews?
	☐
	☒

	Use of diaries?
	☐
	☒

	Participant observation with their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	Participant observation without their knowledge?
	☐
	☒

	Use of video or audio recording?
	☐
	☒

	Access to personal or confidential information without the participants’ specific consent?
	☐
	☒

	Administration of any questions, test stimuli, presentation that may be experienced as physically, mentally or emotionally harmful / offensive?
	☐
	☒

	Performance of any acts which may cause embarrassment or affect self-esteem?
	☐
	☒

	Investigation of participants involved in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	Use of procedures that involve deception?
	☐
	☒

	Administration of any substance, agent or placebo?
	☐
	☒

	Working with live vertebrate animals?
	☐
	☒

	Other primary data collection methods, please explain in this box
For example, ‘focus groups’. Please indicate the type of data collection method(s) in this box and tick the accompany box.
	☐
	☒

	Details of any other primary data collection method:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	


If NO to every question, then the research activity is (ethically) low risk and may be exempt from some of the following sections (please refer to Guidance Notes).

If YES to any question, then no research activity should be undertaken until full ethical approval has been obtained. 



SECTION G: Intended Participants
	Who are the intended participants:
	
YES
	
NO

	Students or staff at the University?
	☐
	☒

	Adults (over the age of 18 and competent to give consent)?
	☐
	☒

	Vulnerable adults?
	☐
	☒

	Children and Young People under the age of 18? (Consent from Parent, Carer or Guardian will be required)
	☐
	☒

	Prisoners?
	☐
	☒

	Young offenders?
	☐
	☒

	Those who could be considered to have a particularly dependent relationship with the investigator or a gatekeeper?
	☐
	☒

	People engaged in illegal activities?
	☐
	☒

	Others (please identify specifically any group who may be unable to give consent) please indicate here and tick the appropriate box.

	☐
	☒

	Other – please indicate here:



(this box should expand as you type)
	
	



	Participant numbers and source
Provide an estimate of the expected number of participants. How will you identify participants and how will they be recruited? 

	How many participants are expected?

	

n/a
(this box should expand as you type)

	Who will the participants be?

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	How will you identify the participants?
	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)





	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	Will you describe the main research procedures to participants in advance, so that they are informed about what to expect?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you tell participants that their participation is voluntary?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you obtain written consent for participation?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you explain to participants that refusal to participate in the research will not affect their treatment or education (if relevant)?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	If the research is observational, will you ask participants for their consent to being observed?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you tell participants that they may withdraw from the research at any time and for any reason?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	With questionnaires, will you give participants the option of omitting questions they do not want to answer?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you tell participants that their data will be treated with full confidentiality and that, if published, it will not be identifiable as theirs?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will you debrief participants at the end of their participation, in a way appropriate to the type of research undertaken?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	If NO to any of above questions, please give an explanation 

	


(this box should expand as you type)



	Information for participants:
	
YES
	NO
	
N/A

	Will participants be paid?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Is specialist electrical or other equipment to be used with participants?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Are there any financial or other interests to the investigator or University arising from this study?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	Will the research activity involve deliberately misleading participants in any way, or the partial or full concealment of the specific study aims?
	☐
	☐
	☒

	If YES to any question, please provide full details 

	


(this box should expand as you type)





SECTION H: Anticipated Risks
	
Outline any anticipated risks that may adversely affect any of the participants, the researchers and/or the University, and the steps that will be taken to address them. 

If you have completed a full risk assessment (for example as required by a laboratory, or external research collaborator) you may append that to this form.  

	Full risk assessment completed and appended? 
n/a
	Yes 
	☐

	
	No
	☐

	Risks to participants
For example: emotional distress, financial disclosure, physical harm, transfer of personal data, sensitive organisational information

	Risk to Participant:
n/a


(this box should expand as you type)
	How will you mitigate the Risk to Participant

na

(this box should expand as you type)

	If research activity may include sensitive, embarrassing or upsetting topics (e.g. sexual activity, drug use) or issues likely to disclose information requiring further action (e.g. criminal activity), give details of the procedures to deal with these issues, including any support/advice (e.g. helpline numbers) to be offered to participants. Note that where applicable, consent procedures should make it clear that if something potentially or actually illegal is discovered in the course of a project, it may need to be disclosed to the proper authorities

	n/a
 (this box should expand as you type)

	Risks to investigator
For example: personal safety, physical harm, emotional distress, risk of accusation of harm/impropriety, conflict of interest

	Risk to Investigator:

Some of the research may cause emotional distress

(this box should expand as you type)
	How will you mitigate the Risk to Investigator:

Support from Student Services and the Counselling Service.

(this box should expand as you type)

	University/institutional risks
For example: adverse publicity, financial loss, data protection

	Risk to University:
Research will be undertaken in a professional way that causes no adverse publicity or financial loss to the university. All information will be recorded on a password protected memory stick.


(this box should expand as you type)
	How will you mitigate the Risk to  University:

By conducting all research in a professional manner and by storing any sensitive material only on private equipment
Attend regular supervisions 

(this box should expand as you type)



	Disclosure and Barring Service

	If the research activity involves children or vulnerable adults, a Disclosure and Barring Service (DBS) certificate must be obtained before any contact with such participants.
	YES

	NO

	N/A


	Does your research require you to hold a current DBS Certificate?
	☒
	☐
	☐





SECTION I: Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality
	Feedback
What de-briefing and feedback will be provided to participants, how will this be done and when? 

	

n/a
(this box should expand as you type)

	Informed consent
Describe the arrangements to inform potential participants, before providing consent, of what is involved in participating. Describe the arrangements for participants to provide full consent before data collection begins. If gaining consent in this way is inappropriate, explain how consent will be obtained and recorded in accordance with prevailing data protection legislation.

	

n/a
(this box should expand as you type)

	Confidentiality / Anonymity
Set out how anonymity of participants and confidentiality will be ensured in any outputs. If anonymity is not being offered, explain why this is the case. 

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)





SECTION J: Data Protection and Storage
In completing this section refer to the University’s Research Data Management Policy and the extensive resources on the University’s Research Data Management web pages (http://uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/).
	Does the research activity involve personal data (as defined by the General Data Protection Regulation 2016 “GDPR” and the Data Protection Act 2018 “DPA”)?
	YES
	NO

	“Personal data” means any information relating to an identified or identifiable natural person (‘data subject’). An identifiable natural person is one who can be identified, directly or indirectly, in particular by reference to an identifier such as a name, an identification number, location data, an online identifier or to one or more factors specific to the physical, physiological, genetic, mental, economic, cultural or social identity of that natural person.
	☐
	☐x

	If YES, provide a description of the data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	

n/a
(this box should expand as you type)

	Does it involve special category data (as defined by the GDPR)?
	YES
	NO

	“Special category data” means sensitive personal data consisting of information as to the data subjects’ –
(a) racial or ethnic origin,
(b) political opinions,
(c ) religious beliefs or other beliefs of a similar nature,
(d) membership of a trade union (within the meaning of the Trade Union and Labour Relations (Consolidation) Act 1992),
(e) physical or mental health or condition,
(f) sexual life,
(g) genetics,
(h) biometric data (as used for ID purposes),
	
☐
	
☐x

	If YES, provide a description of the special category data and explain why this data needs to be collected:

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	
Will the research activity involve storing personal data and/or special category data on one of the following:
	YES
	NO

	Manual files (i.e. in paper form)?
	☐
	☒

	University computers?
	☐
	☒

	Private company computers?
	☐
	☒

	Home or other personal computers?
	☐
	☒

	Laptop computers/ CDs/ Portable disk-drives/ memory sticks?
	☐
	☒

	“Cloud” storage or websites?
	☐
	☒

	Other – specify:

	☐
	☒

	For all stored data, explain the measures in place to ensure the security of the data collected, data confidentiality, including details of password protection, encryption, anonymisation and pseudonymisation:

	n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	All Data Storage

	Will the research activity involve any of the following activities:
	YES
	NO

	Electronic transfer of data in any form?
	☐
	☒

	Sharing of data with others at the University?
	☐
	☒

	Sharing of data with other organisations?
	☐
	☒

	Export of data outside the European Union or importing of data from outside the UK?
	☐
	☒

	Use of personal addresses, postcodes, faxes, emails or telephone numbers?
	☐
	☒

	Publication of data that might allow identification of individuals?
	☐
	☒

	Use of data management system?
	☐
	☒

	Data archiving?
	☐
	☒

	If YES to any question, please provide full details, explaining how this will be conducted in accordance with the GDPR and DPA (and/or any international equivalent):

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	List all who will have access to the data generated by the research activity:

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	List who will have control of, and act as custodian(s) for, data generated by the research activity:

	
n/a

(this box should expand as you type)

	Give details of data storage arrangements, including security measures in place to protect the data, where data will be stored, how long for, and in what form. Will data be archived – if so how and if not why not.  

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	Please indicate if your data will be stored in the UWTSD Research Data Repository (see https://researchdata.uwtsd.ac.uk/ ).   If so please explain. (Most relevant to academic staff) 

	


(this box should expand as you type)

	Confirm that you have read the UWTSD guidance on data management (see https://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/library/research-data-management/)

	YES
	☒

	
	NO
	☐

	Confirm that you are aware that you need to keep all data until after your research has completed or the end of your funding NA
	YES
	☐

	
	NO
	☐





SECTION K: Declaration
	The information which I have provided is correct and complete to the best of my knowledge. I have attempted to identify any risks and issues related to the research activity and acknowledge my obligations and the rights of the participants.

In submitting this application I hereby confirm that I undertake to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice

	Signature of applicant:
	Samantha Joanne Moon
	Date:
09.10.2019



For STUDENT Submissions:
	Director of Studies/Supervisor:
	P Morgan
	Date:
11.10.2019

	Signature:
	
[image: ][image: ]
	



For STAFF Submissions:
	Head of School/Assistant Dean:
	
	Date:

	Signature:
	

	



Checklist: Please complete the checklist below to ensure that you have completed the form according to the guidelines and attached any required documentation:
	☒
	I have read the guidance notes supplied before completing the form.

	☒
	I have completed ALL RELEVANT sections of the form in full.

	☒
	I confirm that the research activity has received approval in principle

	☐
	I have attached a copy of final/interim approval from external organisation (where appropriate)

	☐
	I have attached a full risk assessment (and have NOT completed Section H of this form) (where appropriate)  ONLY TICK IF YOU HAVE ATTACHED A FULL RISK ASSESSMENT

	☒
	I understand that it is my responsibility to ensure that the above named research activity will meet the University’s Research Ethics and Integrity Code of Practice.

	☒
	I understand that before commencing data collection all documents aimed at respondents (including information sheets, consent forms, questionnaires, interview schedules etc.) must be confirmed by the DoS/Supervisor, module tutor or Head of School.

	☒

	I have deleted the guidance notes before submitting the PG2 for consideration






	RESEARCH STUDENTS AND STAFF ONLY
All communications relating to this application during its processing must be in writing and emailed to pgresearch@uwtsd.ac.uk , with the title ‘Ethical Approval’ followed by your name.
You will be informed of the outcome of your claim by email; therefore it is important that you check your University and personal email accounts regularly.



STUDENTS ON UNDERGRADUATE OR TAUGHT MASTERS PROGRAMMES should submit  this form (and receive the outcome) via systems explained to you by the supervisor/module leader.

This form is available electronically from the Academic Office web pages: http://www.uwtsd.ac.uk/academic-office/



Application Process

All staff research projects and all research students must submit the Ethical Approval Form to the University Ethics Committee via the Academic Office (pgresearch@uwtsd.ac.uk).   Staff research directly in relation to personal study for taught undergraduate or Masters programmes should be submitted via the Faculty procedures explained below.

Taught masters and taught undergraduate research Ethical Approval Forms are considered within Faculties.  Faculties will provide details of the specific processes for this.  Where the Ethical issues within any single ethical application are of particular concern the Faculty will refer these to the University Ethics Committee.   Any student activity that involves the collection of primary data needs to undergo Ethical approval, this includes assignment work as well as dissertations.   



Notes for guidance in completion of this form

Section A:  About You
Please complete all relevant sections

Section B:  Approval for research activity
Research proposals must be approved in principle before applying for Ethical Approval.  The proposal approval only becomes final when the ethical approval is received.  

The process for proposal approval varies according the individual and programme of study:
· Research students, by application on form PG1 to the Research Degrees Committee
· Taught students by review of research proposal within Faculties (Faculties provide specific details of these processes)
· Staff, by agreement by the Head of School/Assistant Dean

Section C:  External Ethical Guidance materials
Many discipline areas are required to operate with the discipline specific codes of research ethics (for example health, psychology, education etc.), any such codes must be listed and you must tick to confirm that you have consulted with these.

Section D:  External Collaborative Research Activity
Provide details of the external collaborative partners, where appropriate you might want to submit a copy of the external collaboration agreement with the Ethical Approval Form.  If the partner requires the research to be subject to its own internal Ethical approval process then please provide details of that process and a copy of any final (or interim) approvals received from the organisation.

Section E:  Details of Research Activity
Remember that the individuals reviewing this Ethical Approval Form may not have seen your research proposal, and also may not be experts in the specific area of your research.  The information provided should therefore be jargon free and clearly stated.
Indicative Title:  please use the same title as used on the research proposal.
Purpose:  the Ethical approval process will want to ensure that the methods you propose are adequate and appropriate to address the research aims and objectives.  Excessive additional data collection can be seen as unethical.
Proposed Methods:  the Ethical approval process seeks to ensure that you understand the methods that are intended, and that the implementation of those methods will be appropriate and without unnecessary impact on respondents.  This section must explain how the methods described will lead to the collection of necessary and sufficient data, but not excessive data.  Please be specific.
Location:  this needs to mention geographical location and also local situation (for example, within Local Authority Offices in Cardiff, using a private room but close to other individuals).  If you are collecting data within an organisational setting then you need to explain the permissions that you have obtained to do this.
Research Activity outside of the UK:  please complete this section in detail, and note any guidance you have received.  Also describe your own familiarity (or not) with the location that you will be utilising.

Section F:  Scope of Research Activity
Please tick ALL of the research activities that might be undertaken.   If any additional types of activity are intended then please add an extra box and describe these.
If you have answered no to all questions in F then sections G and J do not need to be completed.  Section H should be considered, and may be completed.  Signatures are still required in section K.

Section G:  Intended Participants
Please tick all categories that might apply.
Numbers & Source:  if you are using a series of different methods or research activities please list numbers for each stage/phase.  Be clear about how you will find respondents.   Will you use intermediaries, and if so how?  How will you ensure compliance with your sampling strategy?
Information for participants:  all participants should be appropriately informed about the research, what is expected of them and what will happen to the information that they provide.  The Ethical review process does not ask to see this documentation, but requires this to be reviewed and approved by the Director of Studies in the case of research students, the supervisor/module tutor in relation to students on taught programmes and the Head of School/Assistant Dean in relation to staff research.

Section H:  Anticipate Risks
All research carries some level of risk.  The answers you provide to questions in this section will be reviewed to ensure that you have an appropriate understanding of the type of risks involved and how you can mitigate against these risks. If you have completed a full risk assessment, as required for example for laboratory work, field work, clinical tests, diving operations, or by a collaborative partner, you may append that to this form.  In that case, please tick the box indicating this has been provided.  You will not then be required to complete Section H.
Risk to participants   Think very carefully about how your actions/questions/discussions might affect the people you are involving as participants.  You might identify the risk as small but it would still be a risk.  Many types of question have the potential to make respondents less content with their life / job; you need to recognise and try to ameliorate any such effects
If these are business owners, time with you may reduce profit.  
In some locations physical risk is very real to both participants and yourself, please consider this.
Risk to you, the researcher   Think about where you will meet people, if there are any dangers involved in the location.  If you are meeting people as individuals think about using a public place.  In general do not visit people in their own homes or remote locations.  If you are talking to individuals about certain issues think about how their responses might affect you emotionally.  What about the risk of collecting insufficient data?
Risk to the University   When undertaking your research, you are acting as a member of the University (student or staff).  Professionalism is important, so it is important to be well organised and well prepared. Punctuality, clarity etc. are all part of this.  What will you do to ensure this?  You must ensure you do not harm the good name of the University in any way and do nothing to undermine the reputation of the research it conducts and sponsors.  Upholding high standards of conduct and integrity are vital in this regard. You must also conduct the research in such a way to minimise the potential for claims of negligence made against the University, its researchers and any collaborating individual or organisation. In this respect you should always comply with ethical, legal and professional frameworks, obligations and standards as required by statutory and regulatory authorities, as well as the university’s Research Integrity and Ethics Code of Practice.  Research misconduct in this respect can take many forms, including:
· fabrication: making up results or other outputs (eg, artefacts) and presenting them as if they were real
· falsification: manipulating research processes or changing or omitting data without good cause
· plagiarism: using other people’s material without giving proper credit
· failure to meet ethical, legal and professional obligations: for example failure to declare competing interests; misrepresentation of involvement or authorship; misrepresentation of interests; breach of confidentiality; lack of informed consent; misuse of personal data; and abuse of research subjects or material
· improper dealing with allegations of misconduct: failing to address possible infringements such as attempts to cover up misconduct and reprisals against whistle-blowers

Adverse Outcomes.  Think carefully about the possibilities, and cover here

Section I:  Feedback, Consent and Confidentiality
Feedback to participants:  outline your approach.   Will interview transcripts be shared with respondents to check accuracy?  Will summaries of questionnaire analysis be made available to respondents in some way?   Will an overview report be provided?  How and when?
Informed consent:   Draft letter / e-mail / or heading (or footer) section of questionnaire must be approved by DoS/supervisor (if research student), supervisor/module tutor if taught student, or Head of School / Assistant Dean if a member of staff.
Confidentiality/Anonymity.  Explain clearly how you will ensure confidentiality and anonymity.

Section J:  Data Protection and Storage
Before completing this section it is necessary to read the University’s Research Data Management information.   The questions that follow are designed to ensure compliance with the Data Protection Act as well as established research protocols.

Many research activities will involve electronic transfer of data and use of data management systems in the summarisation and analysis of data.  You will need to explain these in relation to compliance with the Data Protection Act.
Think carefully about who will have access to your data, this will include supervisors and examiners. Also that a thesis will be made available via the University library and the British Library system.  If you are seeking an access bar for a period of time after completion then mention it here.  If you will provide a copy of your findings, or intend to give a presentation, to a facilitating/ supporting/accessing organisation then explain that in this section.  But also think about the general principle of data sharing, as explained in the Research Data Management information.
In terms of storage of data please ensure security, and also mitigate against loss of data.

Section K:  Declaration
Ensure the appropriate countersignatures have been provided
Look carefully at the checklist and ensure that you comply with and tick all
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