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ABSTRACT

A PROFILE OF ELDERLY SEX OFFENDERS INCARCERATED
IN MICHIGAN PRISONS IN 1993

By

Heather Lynn Espie

The Michigan Department of Corrections (MDOC) performed a study of all
elderly offenders in Michigan prisons. Of this population, a notable minority were
convicted of sex offenses, compared with a much smaller percentage convicted of
sex offenses within the general prison population. This thesis is a descriptive profile
of all elderly offenders in the MDOC's study who were convicted of sex offenses and
includes an analysis of such information as gender and age of victim(s), relationship
of offender to victim(s), and whether or not the sexual offending is ongoing with a
particular victim(s) and/or over time with multiple victims.

The results of this thesis show that the vast majority of sex offenders
in this study chose victims whom they knew and who were under age seventeen,

and that over half of these sex offenders were committing incest.
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INTRODUCTION

In 1992, budget cuts were forcing correctional facilities in the state of
Michigan to provide psychological treatment for fewer sexual offenders. A
Michigan Department of Corrections (MDOC) press release was printed in the
Lansing State Journal on December 15, 1992. In this press release, it was
stated that the premise is to target those sex offenders most likely to recidivate —
and most amenable to treatment — for institutional sex offender therapy.
Offenders who are not amenable to treatment " ... should be kept in prison as
long as legally possible, instead of being given therapy.”

Treating only sex offenders most amenable to treatment is a logical and
perhaps admirable idea; however, it raises the inevitable question of whether we
are currently able to select those most amenable to treatment from those who
are not. As stated further in the press release:

Not all sex offenders are the same. They vary greatly in terms of type,

causation, degree of compulsiveness, numbers and types of victims,

danger or risk to the public, amenability or responsiveness to
treatment and rate of recidivism upon retum to the community.
As a result, the MDOC is currently evaluating its sex offender treatment
programs, and the means of implementing those programs, due to environmental
constraints placed on the MDOC by the state’'s budget cuts. Although this
change is being forced on the MDOC, properly managing the choices and

means for any reforms has the potential of creating more effective treatment

programs, or, failing that, of allowing the MDOC to support elimination of some
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sex offender treatment programming in an effort to allocate funds where they
may be more productive.

For instance, the MDOC currently administers its sex offender treatment
programs in group sessions. Each group consists of all types of sex offenders,
from violent rapists to child molesters. One issue at hand is whether effective
treatment can occur in an environment that consists of this mixture of sex
offenders. It has long been rumored that the general prison population views
child molesters as the lowest of the low, and it is not difficult to imagine that a
child molester, who perhaps views his offense as a passive and even victimless
crime, would find a rapist repulsive. If group treatment programs are intended to
foster openness, then certainly an initial and even overwhelming atmosphere of
hostility cannot be of benefit to that program.

Additionally, there is a significant difference in the message society gives
these different types of sex offenders: the child molester is condemned mainly
for choosing an inappropriate sexual partner regardless of consent, while the
rapist is condemned specifically for acting without the consent of an otherwise
appropriate sexual partner. It is not unreasonable to assume that these very

different messages may be unclear in today's mixed treatment setting.

Statement of the Problem

The MDOC conducted a study, published in April 1992, entitled: "A Report

on Michigan's Elderly Prison Population." This study of 469 prisoners over age
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60, who then accounted for 1.5% of the Michigan prison population, indicated
that Michigan's elderly inmate population had risen 47.5% between 1988 and
1991. Based on curmrent sentencing pattems, growth of this population is
expected to continue, reaching 650 individuals by the year 2000 (p. 12). If not
for humanitarian concems, then for the rising cost of medical and health-care
costs alone, it is imperative that this population be better understood and
managed.

The results of this study indicate that 42% (186) of the 453 males were
incarcerated for sexual offenses (p. 3). (None of the females within the elderly
population were sentenced for sexual offenses.) This contrasts conspicuously
with the proportion of sex offenders in the general prison population, where only
13% are incarcerated for sexual offenses. Furthermore, this study indicated that
59% (278) of the 469 elderly inmates were serving their first prison sentences,
with 51% (141) of these “first timers” imprisoned for sexual offenses (p. 8).
Finally, this study noted that a “large proportion of these sexual offenders was
[sic] convicted of various types of child molestation” (p. 8).

This leads to some specific questions, which this paper will attempt to
address:

1. Who are these elderly sex offenders?
2. What do they have in common that might be used to
separate them into treatment groups? For instance, how many of

these elderly sex offenders are child molesters?



3. Is sex offending within the population identified in the
Department of Corrections’ study an ongoing activity or proclivity
which has never been discovered, sentenced, or reported?

4. Are these offenders only recently becoming involved with
ilegal sexual activity, and if so, why? For example, if these
offenders consist predominantly of child molesters, do they see
children as substitutes for appropriate adult sexual partners, and
why? Are there factors related to age, such as loss of an
appropriate adult sexual partner (to death, divorce, or iliness) or
prescription medications, which contributed to these individuals
becoming sex offenders or which caused them to desire

inappropriate sexual contact or to act compulsively or violently?
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LITERATURE REVIEW
Sex Offenders

If it is true that sex offenders are not all the same, and it is also true that
amenability to treatment is a dividing characteristic, then establishing valid and
reliable criteria for separating sexual offenders into subgroups is necessary.
McCall, Christopher, and Jurczak (1976) title an article, “Special Problem
Patients — Psychotic, Geriatric, Retarded, Sex Offender,” and, in doing so,
effectively point out that differences create problems in a treatment setting. Their
recommendation is to single out these problem inmates, although they do not
take this so far as to separate types of sex offenders. Specifically, “If we try to
define very clearly where we are and what we're going to do, then | don't think
the tiger is going to be as bad as if we tried to ‘treat’ everybody” (p.188).

Current research and literature supports this idea of classifying sexual
offenders into subgroups for treatment and also, of course, in order to achieve a
better understanding of these sexual offenders and their motivations. However,
the literature provides many conflicting and confusing theories for identifying
such subgroups of sex offenders. Furthermore, it for the most part neglects to
answer the more significant question of any particular subgroup’s amenability to
treatment; this question has been largely ignored, or has produced

inconclusive results in various studies. Yet, one thing is clear in previous
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research: child molesters are very different and distinct from other sex
offenders.

(Previous research also clearly states that child molesters — and sex
offenders in general — are almost always male. The reasons for this are not
relevant to this thesis and so are not discussed here. Please note that, unless

stated otherwise, this paper focuses on male sexual offenders only.)

Child Molesters and Pedophiles

A foundation may be established with West (1983), who finds that studies
of sexual offenders indicate the existence of subgroups with very different
characteristics: assaultive sex offenders are young and aggressive, while child
molesters are older and mostly non-violent (p. 183). In later research (1987, pp.
43-67), West further notes that surveys of known child molesters rarely try to
differentiate between those whose primary sexual interest is in children from
those who choose children only as substitutes for inaccessible adult sexual
partners. With this, West makes an important distinction between child
-molesters, who commit sexual offenses against children but may prefer adult
sexual partners, and pedophiles, who prefer children over adults sexually. West
believes that there are several variations of child molester:

(1) offenders whose attraction to children is in addition to sexual feelings

toward adults (child molesters),
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(2) offenders aroused only by children (pedophiles, spelled “paedophiles”
by European researchers),
(3) homosexual pedophiles (called “pederasts” by West), and
(4) offenders who engage in sexual contact with their own children
(incestuous child molesters).

Both West's own work and previous research indicate most child molesters fall
into the first category: the “ ... vast majority [of child molesters] had apparently
resorted to children, not for preference, but because they were for some reason
frustrated in their attempt to find an older sex partner” (p. 46). West also states
that the majority of child molesters prefer females, pederasts are in the minority,
and even fewer have sexual contact with children of both genders. Additionally,
“ ... the sexual involvement of girls more often took place in the home, when they
were very young, with relatives or with members of their immediate family
circle,” while “ ... boys’ sexual contacts with men more often occur with strangers
and at an age when they go out and about unsupervised” (p. 47). Finally,
“Homosexually-oriented offenders against boys are usually true paedophiles,
interested only in the young. Men who have enjoyed sexual contacts with other
adult males are rare among offenders against boys” (pp. 66-67). West's last
observation here is notable in that it is in contradiction to the myth believed by
much of the public that most child molesters are adult homosexuals.

Recognizing what type of child molester a particular offender is aids in
identifying motivations, which might then indicate treatment avenues. For

example, West notes that a pedophile who actually prefers girls may have
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contact with boys out of accessibility, or due to a boy typically being more
adventurous and thus willing to experiment sexually. West also says that some
pedophiles never outgrew their childhood interest in other children, while others
regressed to pedophilia when their adult sexual relationships did not produce
happiness. West's review shows that unmarried men and pederasts are more
likely to recidivate than married or heterosexual child molesters, as are offenders
who have never had adult sexual partners. Offenders who engage in incestuous
activity are different from other child molesters in that they tend to exhibit intense
commitment to their families, but, simultaneously and perhaps as a result,
experience isolation and social alienation from those outside their own families.
West also discusses child molesters’ proclivity toward violence in detail,
stating that incestuous offenders who sexually abuse both their male and female
children tend to be more violent and to participate in similar activity with
unrelated children. Pedophiles who abuse pre-pubertal girls usually limit
themselves to looking and fondling, while sexual intercourse occurs typically with
older females; this correlates with an increase in force and injury to older female
victims. Where serious violence or injury does occur as a result of a sexual
offense against a child, the victim is more likely female than male. As reasoning
for this, West cites a 1965 study by Gebhard et al. which indicated that the most
common activity involving male victims was masturbating the boy, and that
seventy percent of the male victims were either passive or encouraging. West
also mentions a 1983 study by Baurmann which concluded that boys are less

likely than girls to be traumatized by sexual contacts with adults. In fact,
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pedophiles “ ... are seeking, however inappropriately, an affectionate response
and a mutually pleasurable experience. Paedophiles often develop great
sensitivity to children’s reactions” (p. 58). While West notes that a minority of
pedophiles who force themselves on children exists, the disparity in strength
between adults and children as a probable cause for injury in situations where
any struggle occurs is also mentioned. Sadistic violence, defined by West as
“ ... the gratuitous infliction of pain to satisfy perverted lust” (p. 59), and murder
are extremely rare in offenses against children, though much of the public
believes otherwise due to the publicity such cases receive.

In terms of characteristics, West states, “Most paedophiles are gentle and
tentative in their interactions with children, persuasive and seductive rather than
coercive” (p.50), but also surmises that pedophiles who manage to escape
detection may be much more socially adept and confident than their convicted
counterparts. Pedophiles are also described as shy, timid, unassertive, having
feelings of low self-esteem, insecurity, and societal alienation, which is in
opposition with the characteristics of assaultive sex offenders. Additionally, West
wamns that studies of convicted child molesters must be treated with some
reserve because “ ... cases that become known to public officials represent a
tiny minority which is probably distorted with the worst examples of their kind”
(p.45). These cases could include those where coercion or violence were more
prominent. West also notes that convicted child molesters tend to be
“ ... relatively poorly educated and verbally unskilled, but little different from the

general population on non-verbal tests of intelligence” (p.51).

9
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Other theories utilize a system of categorizing child molesters. Summit
and Kryso (1978) recommend a very specific spectrum to explain incestuous
sexual activity between a parent and child; this spectrum includes ten different
types of incestuous child molester. Shook (1988) uses a means of typing child
molesters based on their relationships (relative, stranger, or acquaintance) to
their victims.

Maletzky (1991, pp. 1-23) studied and treated (almost entirely on an
outpatient basis) a group of over 5,000 sex offenders between 1971 and 1990.
A full quarter of Maletzky’s sample consists of offenders aged 50 and over,
though the average age is 34.7 years. Maletzky indicates most sex offenders
are married and employed, and notes, “Only a minority had never been married
or had never lived with a female” (p. 13). One third of the men had been
previously charged, with 76% of this group being previously charged with sex
offenses. However, although the majority (65%) of this sample had no previous
criminal record, “ ... they had typically committed a number of offenses before
being charged” (p. 21). Maletzky’'s data indicates that heterosexual pedophilia is
the most common sex offense; in fact, 74.4% of this sample were convicted for
pedophilia, with 57.3% convicted for heterosexual pedophilia (it is important to
note that in these particular statistics, Maletzky does not differentiate between
child molesters and pedophiles). Maletzky also indicates, “ ... an offender with
one type of sexual deviance (paraphilia) may possess several others. Mixtures
of heterosexual and homosexual pedophilia have been commonly reported” (p.

18). Furthermore, Maletzky notes that a paraphilia may frequently occur in

10



conjunction with “ ... age-appropriate heterosexual attractions and practices” (p.
18). Maletzky's results indicate that homosexual pedophiles display the longest
duration of deviant behavior (12.7 years) and have a “significantly greater
number of victims” (3.6 victims), while heterosexual pedophiles have shorter
duration of behavior (7.5 years) and fewer victims (pp. 21-22). It is not clear from
Maletzky's analysis, but seems reasonable to assume, that the heterosexual
pedophiles’ contact with each of their 1.4 victims lasted longer than the
homosexual pedophiles’ contact with each of their victims. Maletzky concludes
that “ ... many offenders, especially those coming to an outpatient clinic, will
have molested because the situation presented itself’ (p. 23), rather than
because they seek children to fulfil a sexual desire or preference (which
Maletzky calls “predatory behavior”). Finally, Maletzky deems four
characteristics useful in classifying pedophilic offenders based on situational
versus predatory behavior:

(1) whether there were single or multiple victims,

(2) whether the offender was a stranger or known to the victim,

(3) whether the molestation generally occurred in either the victim's or

offender’'s home (versus elsewhere in the community), and
(4) whether the offender “ ... enjoyed heterosexual, adult, consenting
relationships” (p. 23).

Using this model, Maletzky concludes predatory behavior occurs more often in

homosexual pedophiles.

11
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While West concludes child molesters are rarely violent, Marshall and
Christie (1981) find them to be physically violent individuals who confuse sex and
aggression. Baxter, Marshall, Barbaree, Davidson, and Malcolm (1984) perceive
pedophiles to be older, more poorly educated, and more likely to be unmarried
than other types of sexual offenders. On the other hand, Cavanaugh's work
(1986) indicates that pedophiles aged 20 or older are more likely to be married.
Virkkunen (1976) compares antisocial (or psychopathic) pedophilic offenders
with non-antisocial (or "ordinary”) pedophilic offenders and finds that the non-
antisocial offenders are immature, have low intelligence, and are less able to
have relations with adults than the antisocial offenders. Delin (1978) asserts that
child molesters are psychopaths with learmned behavior problems deriving from
childhood abuse, lack of familial love, and sibling rivalry; Garcia (1987) believes
the typical child molester is a non-psychotic man having a childhood
characterized by poverty, alcoholism, a repressive mother, and a physically
abusive father.

Fisher (1994, pp. 1-24) believes that an “ ... unusually high number of
convicted child abusers ... were themselves abused sexually as children,
compared to the number in the non-sex offending population™ (p. 7). Fisher
records the mean age of sex offenders at 31.5 years, and finds most are
employed and have a sexual relationship with an adult partner. Fisher notes that
most offenders have few victims over few occasions, and that non-incestuous
offenders with male victims (classified by other researchers as “homosexual

pedophiles”) are responsible for the largest number of victims, but have more
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limited sexual contact with each victim. Similarly, Fisher's research agrees that
incestuous offenders with female victims have fewer victims but much longer
periods of sexual activity with each victim. Fisher, too, finds that offenders are
likely to show signs of multiple paraphilias, with 23.3% having both incestuous
and non-incestuous victims, and with 20% victimizing children of both genders.
Perhaps Fisher's most important observation is:

Whilst the multi-factorial models may be criticised on a number of issues,

and do not provide a full explanation as to why all sex offenders offend,

they are certainly more comprehensive and adequate than single-factor
theories. It is likely that as more becomes known about sex offenders, it
will be possible to develop more accurate models for different types of

offenders. (p. 24)

Groth, Hobson, and Gary (1982) do not find any social or demographic
characteristics which differentiate the child molester from the general population.
Yet, previously (1979, pp. 141-150), Groth had other thoughts on the matter:

The impression that emerges is that, contrary to popular opinion, the child

molester is a relatively young, heterosexual man who is neither insane,

nor retarded, nor sexually frustrated. He seeks to control the child more
than to injure him/her and most of the time poses more of a psychological
than a physical risk to the victim. His behavior is highly repetitive, often to
the point of a compulsion, rather than being the result of a temporary
lapse of judgment while in a state of intoxication. His crime is a symptom,
and imprisonment alone is insufficent [sic] to remedy the underlying
causes for his problem behavior. (p. 151)
Also in earlier research, Groth found that the majority of child molesters are
under the age of 35, knew their victims, are of equal intelligence with the general
population, are not dependent on drugs or alcohol (and did not use alcohol or
drugs at the time of the offense), are as likely as not to be married, are also

involved in sexual relationships with adults at the time of the offense, are non-

13



<



psychotic, and are non-violent with little to no expectation that violence will
increase over time. Groth, like West, noted that the majority of offenders chose
female victims and found “ ... the heterosexual adult constitutes more of a threat
of sexual victimization to the underage child than does the homosexual adult” (p.
148). In fact, Groth stated, “ ... [49% of] offenders responded exclusively to
children — boys, girls, or both — and showed no interest in adults or age-mates for
sexual gratification. These men were pedophiles in the true sense of the word”
(p. 148). Groth also noted that child molesters usually act alone, with 95% of
these offenders having no codefendants, and appear to choose victims based on
age: 14% chose children aged 5 or younger, 46% chose children aged 5 to 11,
and 33% chose children aged 12 to 15.

Conte (1991, pp. 11-33) states, “Victim data generally support the notion
that sexual abuse of children often involves assault by more than one offender”
and, in agreement with other researchers, “Offender data suggest that sexual
offenders targeting children tend to abuse more than one child” (p. 18). As a
result of the fact that sexual abuse is under-reported, “ ... it is simply not clear
how many adults are in fact sexually abusing children at any one time — although
it is clear that a large number of children are sexually abused” (p. 18). Conte
continues:

Fundamentally, in terms of understanding the ... nature of sexual deviant

sexual interest it is not clear what level of specificity is necessary. For

example, it is [sic] important to know that a child molester preferring five
year olds is more likely to favor anal intercourse over vaginal? It is

currently not clear if this choice is significant in understanding the nature
of the deviancy ... (p. 19)

14




Conte notes that incestuous sexual abuse cases are more likely to include

intercourse than non-incestuous sexual abuse cases, and describes . a
longstanding belief that incest offenders represent a distinct and different clinical
problem from non-incestuous offenders (i.e. pedophiles)” (p. 25). Conte wams
that this leads to the idea that incestuous offenders will not offend outside their
families, a belief that suggests incestuous offenders are not dangerous to
children in general and thus can be treated safely while remaining in the
community, “ ... although, perhaps, not in the same house” (p. 26). Conte aiso
points out that nearly half of incestuous offenders also victimize unrelated
children. In discussing typologies, Conte states regarding a two-faceted
(“regressed” versus “fixated” child molesters) model proposed by Groth:

While this topology may have been popular in the late 1970s and early

1980s ... it appears to have lost much of its clinical value and a number of

problems exist. ... To date no empirical evidence exists for the accuracy

of the typology to classify adult sexual offenders. ... It appears that the

largest group of offenders is a mixed group combining certain of the

characteristics of both fixated and regressed types. (p. 28)
Instead, Conte suggests offenders be assessed within six dimensions thought to
be consistent in cases of sexual abuse of children:

(1) denial,

(2) arousal,

(3) fantasies,

(4) rationalizations,

(5) deficits in social skills, and

(6) other mental health problems, including drug abuse and depression.

15



Gilgun (1994) takes the multiple-factor models a bit further, using a
continuum to categorize offenders. This allows a solution for the problem,
already noted in previous research, of offenders falling within more than one
paraphilic category. Gilgun may be the first to so clearly state, “Child-sexual-
abuse perpetrators are heterogeneous” (p. 468). Gilgun summarizes several
typologies used by other researchers, some of which have been discussed here,
and then states:

These typologies show great variety among types of offenders as well as

among classification schemes. For the most part, however, the language

used in these typologies is abstract and provides little insight into how

perpetrators view their own behavior with children. (p. 469)

Gilgun’s study was comprised of interviews with 20 male and 3 female child
molesters, whose ages ranged from 21 to 56. Gilgun indicates most were
married, and most “ ... abused both boys and girls within and outside their family,
but in most cases perpetrators were parents of or parental figures to their
victims” (p. 470). Gilgun's continuum consists of seven descriptive
classifications, with “avengers” feeling the least sense of closeness with their
victims and “soulmates” experiencing the greatest sense of closeness. The
continuum proceeds as follows:

(1) avengers, whose goal is to inflict either physical or emotional pain on

either the victim and/or someone close to the victim;

(2) takers, whose goal is to get what they want without regard for their

victims;
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(3) controllers, who bargain with their victims to achieve their own sexual
goals;

(4) conquerors, who use seduction and manipulation to court their victims;

(5) playmates, who perceive children as their peers and see sex as “only
one of the ‘fun’ things they did with their victims” (p. 475);

(6) lovers, who appear to be in love with their victims, whom they see as
equal partners; and

(7) soulmates, who identify so closely with their child victims that they “ ...
confuse themselves with children ... [and] ... are drawn to and see

themselves in their child victims” (p. 476).

Gilgun, who found that offenders experienced different roles with different

victims, and even sometimes within the same relationship with any particular

victim, encourages the importance of deductive rather than inductive reasoning

in concluding:

Practitioners should enter case situations with a variety of hypotheses
and, in the flow of assessment and intervention, test these hypotheses for
their fit. Theoretical frameworks should never be imposed on clients;
rather, practitioners need to listen to clients and, as appropriate, probe to
draw clients out. (p. 478)

Perhaps by separating sexual offenders into appropriate categories,

characteristics of those groups (which might then be used to indicate amenability

to treatment and likelihood of recidivism) can be more accurately established.

Obviously, then, a method of dividing sexual offenders into smaller groups is

needed. As Overholser and Beck (1989) state, "Such specific delineation of

subjects seems necessary for the further advancement of studies on sexual
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deviations” (p. 170). Unfortunately, as seen in this review, previous research
contains great disagreement regarding any optimum method of classifying child
molesters. Freund, Heasman, and Roper (1982), in fact, made such
contradictions the subject of their article, "Results of the Main Studies in Sexual
Offenses Against Children and Pubescents (A Review)"!

What is clear is that significant differences do exist among child
molesters, but that these differences do not necessarily exclude child molesters
from any particular category (such as incestuous versus non-incestuous and
homosexual versus heterosexual pedophilic offenders). It seems research on
child molesters, though fairly extensive, is still in very preliminary stages, but that
viewing further research with deductive reasoning and an open mind is the most

reasonable path to follow.

Elderly Offenders

Much less research is available regarding elderly offenders, and, more
specifically, regarding elderly sexual offenders. Gewerth (1988, pp. 14-25)
summarizes some of the previous work done in this area: *“ ... fraud,
embezzlement, and larceny-theft seem to be the most frequent crimes for which
the elderly are arrested, although some authors have found that assaults and
sex offenses are relatively common as well” (p. 23). Gewerth also notes that
earlier studies indicate a high proportion of elderly offenders were first-time

offenders. Further, Gewerth states:
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According to many authors, criminal behavior in old people is often a
symptom of some type of organic brain disease associated with the aging
process, such as cerebral arteriosclerosis or senile dementia. The
pathological changes produced by these disorders are believed to weaken
an individual's inhibitions or cause delusions that lead to episodes of
violence or deviant sexual activity” (p.23).
Other characteristics of elderly offenders may include depression, alcoholism,
and paranoid schizophrenia or other personality disorders. Finally, Gewerth
indicates that many have tried to explain elderly sex offenders’ activity by
suggesting these offenders suffer from weakened inhibitions; high sex drives; a
desire or need to prove machismo or youth; and/or feelings of rejection,
impotence, or homeliness. It is also of note that Gewerth'’s literature review is
based primarily on work dated in the 1940's, 1950’s, and 1960's.
Hacker (1984, pp. 67-73) has some very different conclusions:
By far the most common reason for arrest among the elderly is
drunkenness; more serious crimes such as sexual and violent offenses
are rare. Nevertheless, these crimes have received disproportionate
attention from writers on crime in the aged and, indeed, have sometimes
been regarded as typical of this age group. (p. 67)
Hacker continues:
It is widely believed, for example, that sexual offenses involving child
victims are the most common crime in old age. Most of these are said to
be committed by first-time offenders, who are often described as being of
‘blameless character.” Many authors have held that such offenders are
suffering from dementia ... (p. 67)
Hacker also notes other theories which have been suggested as reasons for
elderly sex offenders’ actions; these include prostate changes, regression
caused by emotional issues, alcohol abuse, and seduction by the child victim.

Furthermore, Hacker advises that prior research on elderly sex offenders is
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contradictory regarding their marital status and adult sexual relationships.

Hacker studied the records of 70 elderly transgressors and found 43 of
them were sex offenders. An analysis of the records of these 43 offenders
indicates the majority do not suffer from dementia or other organic brain
syndromes, are likely to be or have been married (but are also likely to rate their
marital relationships as less than average), have minimal social contact, and
were not using alcohol or drugs at the time of the offense. Hacker's study also
indicates these elderly sex offenders generally know their victims, with whom
they engage in non-aggressive sexual activity without the use of threat or force,
either in the victims' homes or in their own homes. Their victims are usually
children. After noting that almost half of the offenders had previous criminal
records and that almost 25% had committed previous sexual offenses, Hacker

concludes, “ ... these men have had sexual problems throughout their lives” (p.

71).
Purpose

This thesis, then, will be a descriptive profile of elderly sex offenders
already incarcerated within the MDOC in 1993. It is intended that this research
will add to the body of work on both elderly sex offenders and child molesters,

and perhaps also on pedophiles.
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METHODOLOGY

In its previous study, “A Report on Michigan's Elderly Prison Population,”
the Michigan Department of Corrections (MDOC) defined its elderly prisoners as
those aged 60 and over. For consistency, this study maintains that definition.
However, the writer has chosen to concentrate on sex offenders who came into
the system as elderly offenders, and so has eliminated those in the original study
who were committed to prison before tuming 55 (those who became elderly
while incarcerated). Elderly sex offenders in the Department's original report
numbered 186, and included only those elderly offenders sentenced for sex
offenses and incarcerated in Michigan as of December 1991. After subtracting
the 13 "younger” sex offenders from the original 186, this writer had 173 elderly
sex offenders who came into the Michigan Department of Corrections after age
55.

The study undertaken by the writer involved profiling a 25% sample of all
173 individuals who make up the population in question — elderly sex offenders
committed at age 55 or older to the Michigan Department of Corrections. As a
descriptive study of this population, both the writer and the reader must keep in
mind that results can be generalized only to this population. However, the
management implications for future research, and especially for reforms of sex
offender treatment programs for this population alone, are undeniable.

The 25% sample — totaling 44 inmates — was selected to ensure a

sample that included both inmates who had been previously incarcerated within
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the Michigan Department of Corrections and inmates who only recently came
into the system, as well as a representative portion (over time) of inmates who
came into the system on their first prison sentences.

Data collection involved manually reading through each of the 44 inmate
files in the sample in order to answer a questionnaire (Appendix A), which was
developed by the writer based on the literature and under the direction of MDOC
employees W. Lovett, D. Kosinski, T. Murphy, J. Rushbrook, and G. Stockman.

Obviously, as this instrument was created expressly for purposes of this
study, it was not tested for reliability and validity. The fact, however, that only
one person (the writer) examined each inmate file and filled out the
questionnaires provides a certain degree of reliability. Further, because the
questionnaire is based on previous research, it thereby acquires some validation.
The questionnaire was developed to provide a measure of consistency and
assist the writer in collecting data for the same variables, when available in the
inmate’s file, for each of the 44 inmates.

It is important to note that the writer did not expect to find answers in
every inmate file for every question on the questionnaire, or even for a majority
of questions on the questionnaire. A good deal of this information was
unavailable in most or even all of the files. However, the questions were
included for two reasons. First, their inclusion encouraged the writer to view
each file with an open mind and an eye toward individual but pertinent or notable
data. Second, a slightly unre.lated but not unimportant purpose of this study was

to identify what information is /acking in inmate files, which, if included, could
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assist in determining proper and accurate classification of sexual offenders and
indicate the most viable means of treatment for them. The implications of this
second purpose will, for the most part, be left to the Department of Corrections to
analyze and amend.

The writer also briefly scanned most of the remaining files in the
target population (some files were in use or missing within the Department of
Corrections and were thus unavailable to the writer) to determine the gender of
the victim, the age of the victim, and the relationship of the victim to the offender.
This provided a broad range of demographic characteristics with which to
evaluate the sample's representativeness, as well as with which to draw
preliminary conclusions.

Again, as a descriptive study of elderly sex offenders within the
Michigan prison system, the results of this research cannot be generalized to
other inmate populations such as younger sex offenders, elderly offenders as a
whole, or elderly sex offenders in other state prison systems. These questions
and their answers are left to further research. This study will, however, aid the
MDOC in evaluating appropriate custody and treatment methodologies for
elderly sex offenders within its jurisdiction. This focus on the geriatric sex
offender population is thus intended to provide practical and immediate uses for
the MDOC,; it is with their needs in mind that this research is being undertaken.
Please refer to Appendix B, a letter from W. Lovett summarizing the MDOC's

assessment of the purposes of this research.
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DATA ANALYSIS

General Data Analysis

Certain data was collected for the entire study group of 173 offenders,
including race, age at incarceration, minimum sentence length, and prison term.
Whenever the information was available<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>