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Note From
the Editor

Looking back on the media
reports this year, even without the
daily headlines about the sex
offense scandals that plague the
Catholic Church, there has been a
significant focus on sex crimes and,
in particular, pedophilia. In other
vears, the Supreme Court has vis-
ited—and revisited—the standards
required for civil commitment in
numerous cases, and the solutions
are comforting to no one: Civil
rights activists are not complacent
about prolonging the confinement
of any offender who has “served
his time,” even if the “confine-
ment™ does not involve actual
incarceration; victims® advocates,
parents, and, it seems, the general
pUb]]‘Lﬁ are not .‘.stlﬂguiﬂtf ;lbt)k]l’ SCX
offenders roaming unsupervised in
society when the potential for
recidivism is high, and the damage
resulting from a relapse—if it is
appropriate to use such a gentle
euphemism to describe a sex crime,
especially one involving a child vic-
tim-—is so great. Indeed, there are
many who straddle both sides of
these objections.

Across the nation, states are re-
examining their sex offender laws
and making tough changes. From
longer mandatory minimum sen-
tences to lifetime electronic moni-
toring to civil commitment, the
inevitable legislative amendments
are changing the landscape of sex
offender laws.

In this issue, we present several
articles that address different aspects
of this 1ssue. John LaFond, author
of Preventing Sexual Violence: How
Society Should Cope With Sex

See EDITOR, page 62

Restorative Justice

Victim-Centered Restorative

by Jon Wilson

It is a profound irony that restorative
justice (R]}, an approach designed to sup-
port deeper understanding among mem-
bers of our society, remains a polarizing
and volatile issue berween certain R] prac-
titioners and some of the advocates, vic-
tims, and survivors they work with, The
process that was intended to focus more
on individual harms to victims and their
“repair”—and on a more personal sense
of accountability among offenders—has
placed some victims at considerable risk
of being emotionally revictimized, or
worse. The hope and promise of a sense
of healing and justice for victims has been
eroded by the attitudes of those practi-
tioners who lack an adequate understand-
ing of the victim experience ar any level,
not to mention the trauma and unrelent-
ing symptomology of PTSD in the after-
math of crimes of severe violence. Indeed,
R] has become increasingly synonymous
with expectations of forgiveness and rec-
onciliation, instead of addressing harms
and enabling accountability. This is not
news to many victims/survivors and their
advocates, but the situation 1s creating
increasingly deeper divisions in the field.

Best Practice Parameters Eluded
Precise Description

It is not uncommon for such RJ prac-
titioners to presume that they understand

Justice: An Essential Distinction

exactly what victims need—for them-
selves and from offenders. Their refrains
echo the traditional insensitivities: “You
have to move on.” “Forgive and forget.”
“Reconciliation brings healing.™ It is as
if victimization and violation were mere-
ly clerical errors, instead of the fear-induc-
ing or traumatizing—certainly life-alter-
ing—events that all victims know them
to be. And it is understandable: Most R}
practitioners have.almost no education
in victim assistance, vet they are often
entrusted with the deeply sensitive rask
of working intimately with victims/sur-
vivors—and with offenders. The prob-
lem, it seems, is that the parameters for
“best practice™ in R] have eluded precise
description because the definitions of R]
are 5o highly subjective. That problem
will not go away until some of the lan-

guage of R] becomes more precise.
Two recent speaking opportunities
sharply illuminated this issue for me, and
what [ learned from each of these sug-
gests that it is time to declare a critcal
distinction between restorative justice as
we know it and victim-centered restora-
tive justice. The broad confusions regard-
ing what R is “about™ appear too great
to ignore anymore because they are
engendering misunderstandings, disap-
See DISTINCTION, next page
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