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Taking names: A list of real problems with sex offenders

JIM SHIELDS
Sex offender registries are getting a lot of attention. The Washington politicians are now thumping themselves on the back because we will soon have a national sex offender registry. The perverts will not be able to escape the long arm of the law, or so they say.

The politicians have to know that this "solution" will not work; and yet, they continue to call for more registries to give us the impression that they are tough on sex abuse.

If you present me with a solution, isn't it reasonable for me to ask what problem you intend to solve? I deal with sexual abuse every day, and I can tell you that sex abusers running from state to state isare not a huge problem.

Here are the problems — and suggested solutions — from my point of view.

Problem: Sex offender registries do not work unless they are backed up with measures which have teeth.

Solution: Demand stiff sentences for, and real monitoring of, sex offenders. In Harris County last year, according to a KHOU TV exposereport, 40 percent of confessed sex offenders received deferred adjudication. This is what you get when you take a defensive driver's course to beat a speeding ticket.

No one should believe that putting the name of a sex offender on a list will discourage that offender from repeating his crime. We must demand that the people we pay to protect us (the Texas Department of Child Protective Service, law enforcement and prosecutors) do their job.

Problem: The majority of sex abuse crimes are committed by males who are known by the victims. They are husbands, fathers, boyfriends, uncles, stepdads or other men close to the family, yet they continue to molest our children without intervention.

Solution: Child Protective Services CPS must put safety of

the child ahead of reunification of the family.

CPS knows who the sex offenders are but, according to a report by the inspector general of the Texas Health and Human Services Commission (CPS' own watchdog), "where there was an imminent threat to the health or safety of the child documented in the case file, only 24.72 percent of the time was the child removed from the home."

More than 75 percent of the time, CPS puts our kids back into dangerous situations. CPS will say that the best alternative is to keep the child in the "home." Why they would call a place where a child is forced to live with her molester a "home," defies all notions of decency. CPS must put safety of the child above all other considerations.

Problem: There is not one shred of evidence that sex offenders can be rehabilitated; yet CPS evidently believes that by some social miracle, parenting classes or anger management classes will prevent a sexual abuser from doing it again.

Solution: Do not allow sex offenders access to their children. Don't be misled by fathers' rights groups who will claim that they are being falsely accused. All reputable data sources say that false accusations of sexual abuse occur in less than 2 percent or 3 percent of the reported cases.

Problem: Most cases of child abuse end up in family court, not criminal court, even though child abuse is a crime.

Solution: Demand that the police take the lead in child abuse cases and that prosecutors do their job.

If I were to rape your child, all the resources of our criminal justice system would be brought to bear on me. I would be arrested by the police and I would be prosecuted by the state in criminal court.

If I rape my child, a social worker will lead the investigation and the case will be tried in family court as a custody matter, in which I would be able to use all sorts of outrageous tactics to discredit the child and the protective parent.

Problem: Parental Alienation Syndrome, or PAS, is used by unethical and immoral lawyers in custody cases to force children to live with their abusers.

Solution: Demand that family court judges follow the guidelines established by the National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, which say that PAS has been so discredited by the scientific community that it should not be allowed to be used in custody cases. PAS was invented by Richard Gardner, a psychologist who committed suicide several years ago. The fulcrum upon which PAS is levered is Gardner's belief that child sexual abuse is very rare.

According to Gardner, the only reason we hear so much about sexual abuse is that vindictive women so poison their children and brainwash them into making false allegations against the father that mom's home is toxic and the only remedy is instant removal of the child from the mother. This obnoxious tactic works in custody battles because it plays off the fact that everyone knows people behave poorly when they divorce. This is true, but there is absolutely no evidence that children can be brainwashed into making false claims of sexual abuse.
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