
 

State of Connecticut Sentencing Commission 
Hartford, Connecticut 

January 22, 2017 

Dear Commission Members: 

I am writing on behalf of the National Alliance for Rational Sexual Offense Laws (NARSOL) in support 

of the testimony being given by our affiliate, Connecticut for One Standard of Justice (CTOSJ). In 

particular, I would like to focus your attention on concerns about sex offender registration as it is being 

used today. 

Hopefully the members of the Sentencing Commission are aware that sex offender registries create 

a largely fictional “boogeyman.” Fictional, because false information about high re-offense rates, 

multiple victims and inability to change are repeated endlessly but not supported by scientific research.1 

In other words, most persons currently on public registries are not a danger to the public. 

Remember that offenses include teen sexting2, consensual relations between young people3, and people 

who have been living offense free lives for years. The vast majority of registrants will never re-offend 

sexually, and have long since completed their sentences, and yet they are branded for life.4  

CTOSJ is recommending that there be an opportunity to appeal for removal from the registry. 

NARSOL would suggest that more people be moved to a shorter term and simply time out of the 

requirement after a time if offense-free. Statistically, if most sexual offenders have not committed a 

new crime 5 or 10 years, they are no more likely to commit another than someone who has been 

convicted of any OTHER crime. Even high risk sexual offenders reach this level in about 15-20 years.5 

Public sex offender registries don’t work. Studies keep coming in showing no improvement to 

public safety, and some even show a small decrease.6 That’s a huge problem for prevention and is a 

misappropriation of tax payer funds. Because a large majority of registrants will never reoffend and do 

not need tracking, state tax dollars are being squandered.7 

Law Enforcement cannot effectively monitor high-risk persons because they are required to check 

so many low-to-no-risk registrants. Law Enforcement can exclusively and privately monitor former 

sexual offenders using the National Crime Information Center’s existing list. No registry is needed – 

certainly not a public one. 

Another reason to make the registry private, scale it back, or only show neighborhoods as CTOSJ 

suggests is that Sex offender registries provide a hit list for hate groups. Uncountable registered 

citizens and their families (including children) are being harassed and targeted for vandalism, violent 

assaults, false charges and murder.8 When anyone in the home is on the registry, all persons in the 

home are effectively registered, too.9 We strongly recommend removal of community notification and 
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internet listings that publish names of persons convicted of sexual offenses. Doing so will greatly reduce 

this risk of vigilantism. 

By reducing or eliminating public registration in your state, you are promoting successful 

rehabilitation. Registrants are often unable to find employment or housing, throwing them and their 

families into poverty and undermining stability.10 An approach that promotes common sense and 

responsibility can reduce re-offense and taxpayer burden. 

I hope that my written testimony will prove useful to you in your ongoing study of this issue in the 

state of Connecticut. If I may be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to reach out to me at 

bjones@nationalrsol.org. Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

 

Brenda V Jones, Executive Director 

National Alliance for Rational Sexual Offense Laws 
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