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ing - the cruel and unusual human im-
pact of misguided strategies that purport
to address the very real and pervasive
problem of sexual violence.

Shining a light on this post-senience
cruelty matlers because these registres’
continued existence feeds harmful bina-
ries about degrees of guilt and harm that
are so prevalent in the criminal legal

system - contributing to the noxious idea |

that there &re pecple who are deserving
and  ‘'undeserving,’ 'viclent  and
nonviolent, and ‘quilty and ‘innocent,
and so forth. Yet this entrenched thinking
is what often stymies attempis at reform.
While there have been successful efforts
to remove housing, empioyment, and
educational barriers for those with crimi-
nal histories, these on sex-cffense regis-
iries are often excluded or subject to
special rules that don't apply to anyone
alsa.

Residency restrictions that require
those on registres to live specified dis-
tances from schools and places where
children congregate make many commu-
nities, particularly high-dersity cities,
completely off-limits; as Justice Sona
Sotomayor recently ocbserved, the re-
strictions also force many info homeless-
ness or render them unable lo |eave
prison after completing their entire sen-
tence when their families live in nor-
approved areas. Some home associa-
tions build small parks for the sole pur-
pose cf triggering these restrictions.
Even when permissible, many landlords
are fearful of having their properties listed
on publc sex offense websites.

Community notification provisions re-
quire that neighbors receive a postcard
warning them that someone convicted of
sex offense is moving nearby. Some
aven have to pay for the publication and
distribution of these notifications. One
person told me that his new housing
complex held a community meeting after
receiving such a warning The assembly
was standing-rcom-cnly. Tears ran down
his face as he walked in lo face his new
neighbors expressing their rage at his
prasance among them.

Companies that hire those with criminal
histaries often reject those on registries;

similarly, college programs for the formes - -

ly incarcerated regulary exclude such
people or diclale spacific rules. These
carve-ouls are largely due lo the ease
weh which anyone can find out about
conviction history. Some organizations
committed to criminal justice reform,
which actively seek ‘o hire those with
justice invalvement, exclude registrants.

Registrants also suffer other experienc-
es of exclusion, such as being asked to

leava houses of worship or organizations

where they volunteer. They are offen |

prohibited from visiting relatives — inglud-

ing those in hospice — due to travel re-

slrictions. | know of one person who was
1 5

ltold by his parole officer that he wias
| forbidden to go 1o movies museums, or
sporting evenis. He dreads the boradom
of his weekends because nis feglings of
isolation, emptiness, and exle become
too much to bear  Another told me that
he loved attending adult dance classes,
and there was no rule banning his partici-
paticn; however, someane at the studic
discovered he was on the registry and he
was asked to leave. | have heard such
stories over and over regarding places
such as yoga studios and gyms. There
was no legal barrier on registrants’ pres-
ence, yet they were shunned or actually
thrown out.

Some states, such as Florida, requira
thet those visiting for even just a few
days register wilh local officials and are
then listed on that state registry for life.
Since 2018, those with sex-offense con-
victions are issued passports with a
special mark and must notify the govern-
menl of any international trips. Travel
becomes gravely challenging and often
mpossible, even for those with work or
family abroad.

Others fear ‘compliance checks, where-
| by police make surprise visits to ensure
thal they are living where they are regis-
tered. In Oklahoma, driving licenses are
branded with the words 'sex offender.
One persan | spoke o says he routinely
avoids interactions or purchasing prod-
ucts requiring identif cation

Some states. such as North Carolina,
have presence restrctions mandating
that those with sex-offense convictions
avoid 'child safety zones' where 'minors
frequently congregate,' including libraries,
recreation parks, and swimming poo's.
Laws restricting presence are worded
loosely, enhancing the fear among thosa
affected that they may inadvertent'y be in
violation. Some may awvoid driving by
schools |est their vehicle break down in
front and they find themsalves guilty of a
violation.  Anotner person | spoke fo
wrcle @ book and wes invited to speak
about it at three universities, He was
disinvited after he notified the institutions,
as required by law, that he was on the
registry.

Many registrants fear leaving their
nomes; others womry that they will be
atiacked in their homes by vigilanies
Some have installed videc camaras to
document harassment by neighoors. As
one weman noted to me, the very worst
thing she has ever done in her lifs, for
which she served her crimina! sentence,
is the very frst thing her neighbors and
those she meels leam about her. Many
warry about ending up unemployed and
homeless, because & schocl or daycare
will open nearby, or the residency re-
strictions will change, or they will be
outed by a co-worker,

The conseguences, thus, go far beyond
the criminal and legal. There is constant
apprehension of social rejection on being
‘outed,” and the pain thal comes from

disclosing their status to new friends or
potental partners and then being
‘ghosted '

Such experences are unigue fo regis-
trants, due o the exceedingly easy public
access to the registries.  Anthropologist
Roger Lancaster has appled the socio-
logical concapl of 'social death’ affacting
this 'pariah cless of unemployable, up-
rooted criminal cutcasts.' The taint of

being asscciated with someone on the

reqistry is enough to repel most people
The stigma of a sex offanse undermines
the ability to be human, form friendships
and relationships, and be part of a com-
munity.

Many who experience harassment due
to their presence on tha regisiry do not
call the police because they know they'll
De ignored or worse. Some have re-
ceived calls from scam artists who find
their names on registry websites and
identify as police demanding cash far
outstanding fines. Some pay out of fear,
even if thay are vaguely aware they are
likely victims of a ruse. Cthers repor the
evenl to indifferent or maocking law-
enforcement officers.

A Florida county commissiorer recently
mocked and derided those or registries
who were fighting for the right to testify
against yet ancther ordinance [imiting
iheir ability to live freely. He chided their
audacity in cansidering themselves vic-
fims. He clearly stated he did not see
them as veterans, laxpayers, fathers or
spouses, but solely es perpeiralors of
harm who had no right to complain abaut
their endless punishment.

The question raised by the never-
ending punishment we inflict on thosa
who have been convicted of sexual of-
fenses extends to injustices faced by all
those harmed by excesses in our criminal
-legal system. There is a growing con-
sensus that cur approach 1o punishment
in the criminal legal system creates more
narm rathar than reduce it. Yet we sum-
marily exclude those with sex offenses
from these conversaticns.

Figuring out how to address those who
commit sexual violence forces us to
consider Ihe limits of our own ahility to
allow for repentance and to forgive. In
the cocumentary Unfouchable, we see
how Florida lobbyist Ron Book, one cof
the most vocal proponents of registry
laws, reacts when flold that sexual of-
fense recidivism s low and the laws are
largely ineffective at preverting sexuz
abuse. He cismisses ‘hasa facts out of
hand as urbelievable |ndeed, the very
point of the registry is the brutality and
cehumanization it delivers. The message
we often hear is that those on it deserve
such treatment, so the data or research
or even the inconsistency regarding
religious or philosophical ideas aboul
redemption are inconsequential,

Thosae an registries are primarily men,
and these laws are presented as policies
that protect women and children. Yet

A Whecl of Justice?

those on registries live with partners

children and parens who are also di-
reclly impacted by these restrictions and

experiences of shaming. Those close to
those with sex-offense nistories often |
face bullying for not turning ‘heir backs
on their farily members, a number of
women have told Te cf losing jobs,

| friends, and family because they contin-

ue to support their husoands and sors,
Children of thosa on registies face
launting al schoc and ostracization.
Some are home-schooled because their |
parents wisn to shield the frem bully-

ing
S ame homaz essaciations buld smal
parks for the sale purpose cf triggerirg
these restrictions.

One man told me that someone vandal- |
ized the swingset he had built for hs
chiloren; he said that truly confused hm,
because the desiruction harmed not him
but his children. And the mother of a
man incarcerated for a sex offense was
subjected to viral socal media harass-
ment for ner work advocating for those
on the registry; her hcme addrass was
published and she was threatened with
physical violence.

These acls of vicence, public and
privale, have crealed a class of so-called
monsters denied basic human ard civi
rights, withoul decreasing sexual vio-
lence. Because of tnis ostracization,
those whe have harmed others cannot
consiructively repent when branded with
a scarle: letter; the socially sanctioned
huriliation to which they are subjected
removes the vary possbility of active
repeniance,

A broader question that might arse is |
why we should care about those who
have cone tarrble things to olhers. After |
all, society tells us, they made a choice
10 do something that caused their predic-
ament, Yel the reality is thal registries
do absclutely nothing to deal with the
scourge of sexual harm. They don't
maxe us safer. Tney're merely a puni-
tive tool of social control that sudjects |
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