ARCHIVED - Archiving Content

ARCHIVÉE - Contenu archivé

Archived Content

Contenu archivé

Information identified as archived is provided for
reference, research or recordkeeping purposes. It
is not subject to the Government of Canada Web
Standards and has not been altered or updated
since it was archived. Please contact us to request
a format other than those available.

L’information dont il est indiqué qu’elle est archivée
est fournie à des fins de référence, de recherche
ou de tenue de documents. Elle n’est pas
assujettie aux normes Web du gouvernement du
Canada et elle n’a pas été modifiée ou mise à jour
depuis son archivage. Pour obtenir cette
information dans un autre format, veuillez
communiquer avec nous.

This document is archival in nature and is intended
for those who wish to consult archival documents
made available from the collection of Public Safety
Canada.

Le présent document a une valeur archivistique et
fait partie des documents d’archives rendus
disponibles par Sécurité publique Canada à ceux
qui souhaitent consulter ces documents issus de
sa collection.

Some of these documents are available in only
one official language. Translation, to be provided
by Public Safety Canada, is available upon
request.

Certains de ces documents ne sont disponibles
que dans une langue officielle. Sécurité publique
Canada fournira une traduction sur demande.

Public Safety
Canada

Sécurité publique
Canada

ISSN 1916-4009

ISSN 1916-27-513

Vol. 14 No. 2

March 2009

WHAT WORKS FOR SEXUAL OFFENDERS?
Question: Do the principles of effective
intervention for general offenders also apply
to treatments for sexual offenders?
Background: Although there is general
agreement that certain forms of intervention
can effectively reduce the recidivism rates of
general offenders, there is less agreement
about the effectiveness of treatment for
sexual offenders. Sex offenders are often
considered to have unique characteristics
(e.g., sexual deviance), which may be
particularly hard to change or manage.
For general offenders, the interventions that
have proved to be the most successful are
those that follow the principles of risk, need
and responsivity (RNR). The risk principle
states that the most resources should be
directed to the offenders with the highest
risk of recidivism, with little or no
interventions for the lowest risk offenders.
The need principle directs intervention
toward factors related to recidivism risk
(criminogenic needs), and the responsivity
principle tells treatment providers to adapt
interventions to the personal learning style
of the offenders.
The validity of the RNR principles for
general offenders has been documented in a
large number of studies and reviews.
Previous reviews of the sexual offender

KEEPING CANADIANS SAFE

treatment studies have noted different results
for different treatments. The current review
examined the extent to which this variation
in treatment outcome can be explained by
adherence to the RNR principles.
Method: A thorough review of the sexual
offender treatment literature was conducted,
identifying 23 studies that met basic criteria
for research quality. The effectiveness of
treatment was measured by comparing the
recidivism rates of treated and untreated
offenders. Each treatment was then coded by
an independent, impartial rater as to the
extent to which it adhered to the RNR
principles.
Answer: Across all treatments, the
recidivism rates for the treated offenders
was lower than the rates for the comparison
groups for both sexual recidivism (11%
versus 19%, sample size of 6,746) and
general recidivism (32% versus 48%,
sample size of 4,801).
The treatments that were most effective
were those that adhered to the RNR
principles of effective corrections. On
average, the treatments that followed all
three principles showed recidivism rates that
were less than half the recidivism rates for
the comparison groups. In contrast, the

