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Introduction
“Just say the words ‘sex offender’ and the rabid mob called the public starts froth-

ing at the mouth and baying at the moon” (Anonymous, 2008). That’s how a recent
website begins its article, and it later notes that the problem is that the term is now
practically meaningless as it sometimes seems to have been applied to teenagers hav-
ing consensual sex with slightly younger teenagers. In the past few years, there
appears to be as many people angered about what is perceived as unreasonable restric-
tion of and stigmatizing of sexual offenders as there are people clamoring for more
notification and restrictions. The same website noted that politicians “have passed asi-
nine laws classifying more and more natural human behaviour as a sex crime.” Civil
rights advocates and even some prominent sex crime prevention groups have opposed
many of the more restrictive laws, noting that they appeal to voters but are basically
ineffective. “They argue that almost all sex offender laws in the United States fail to
solve the problem of sex crimes because they drive people underground, block paths
to treatment and focus on a high-profile case, like that of 6-year-old Adam Walsh . . .
and miss the fuller picture of sexual violence” (Win, 2008). There has been an outcry
against Georgia’s strict residency laws that forbid a sexual offender to live within
1,000 feet of a school playground, church, or school bus stop, which essentially ban-
ishes them from some counties (Anonymous, 2006). Another website poked fun at
Ohio’s plan to issue convicted sexual offenders with a special colored license plate,
proposing instead that “they all wear hats that say ‘I (heart) theAxis of Evil.’That way
even the most car-tag-ignorant citizens will be able to pick out the bad guys” (Filler,
2007).

Like the registration, notification, and residency restriction laws, the sex offend-
er civil commitment statutes continue to draw their fair share of criticism. One law
professor’s blog even stated that “it’s better that a few children get raped each year
than tens of millions of dollars in taxpayer money be spent to keep people who have
served out their prison sentences incarcerated in perpetuity.” These laws continue to
stir controversy due to the high cost to taxpayers, problems identifying who should
actually be committed, slow release from the programs, and difficulty finding place-
ments for those who do successfully complete the programs. For example, in
California the state was noted to have made “269 attempts to find a home for one
released pedophile. In Milwaukee, the authorities started to search in 2003 for a
neighborhood for a 77-year-old offender, but have yet to find one” (Davey &
Goodnough, 2007).

Throughout the hysteria and waves of criticism, states appear steadfast in their
decision to maintain their civil commitment statutes for sexual offenders. Those
employed by the SVP programs continue to work to provide the best assessment and
treatment in extremely difficult circumstances. They attempt to be compassionate and
helpful, and to offer treatment to an often very angry and hostile population, many of
whom claim their attorneys have advised them to accept no treatment whatsoever.
These examiners and treatment providers often also face some hostility from the com-
munity, both from those who believe the laws should have been found unconstitu-
tional and those who view them as advocates for sexual offenders just by being will-
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ing to treat them. It is hoped that society will eventually see that they should honor
the diligent efforts of these professionals. This book is intended as one method of
offering support for their work.
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