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Victim-Offender Mediation


Section I
Do victim-offender dialogue and mediation programs reduce recidivism?
Problem Statement
[bookmark: _GoBack]Background of the Problem
	Maybe the most pervasive issue tormenting the criminal justice system is that retributive equity is an insufficient method for lessening crime. Retributive equity alludes to a framework that looks for justice using discipline; courts force control, more often than not as a jail sentence, and justice is accepted to have been served once said regulation is implemented. As detailed, the retributive equity strategy adds to the stuffed jail system from which sicknesses develop, for example, viciousness, what's more, the absence of guilty party administrations. Research exhibits that reclamation of equity, instead of conduct change, is the essential inspiration for retributive discipline. As per this hypothesis, to reestablish common request, a guilty party must be rebuffed in the extent to the gravity of the wrongdoing. Since the primary inspiration of forcing an arrangement of retributive equity is "reclamation" instead of conduct change, retributive equity does not work to stop future wrongdoing. Such discipline is done as higher rates of captures and progressively extended and severe jail sentences. In any case, "if serious training and detainment were compelling, America would be one of the most secure social orders in the world" (Ravinsky, 2016).
The criminal justice system as it as of now stands "approaches crime as having been submitted by the State, as contradicted to against the casualty and the group on the loose." It results in the disregard of the victim in the criminal equity process. Their inclinations and requirements for the conclusion are once in a while considered while arraigning and sentencing the culprits of the demonstrations submitted against them. 
In the United States, the essential method for managing crime is through requital, a framework that spotlights on weakening and looks to accomplish equity using single discipline. However, because the hypothesis primary such a framework concentrates on reestablishing "social request" through discipline, as opposed to changing the conduct of the wrongdoer, retributive equity has been incapable in its objective of lessening and deflecting wrongdoing. As a result, our detainment facilities are packed, and the necessities of the casualties and groups are left unsatisfied. The criminal equity framework must change in ways that address human needs by focusing on conduct change instead of the necessary burden of reformatory sanctions (Thiessen, 2008).
Context
VOM is the most seasoned and most generally practiced articulation of remedial equity. These projects permit intrigued casualties to meet their guilty parties in sheltered and organized settings. The theory behind VOM projects is that with the backing of a go-between, the victim, and the guilty party can "start to determine the contention and to develop their particular methodology to accomplishing equity even with their specific wrongdoing." 
As opposed to the depersonalization experienced by both casualties, what's more, guilty parties in the customary way to deal with criminal equity, VOM works in a way that perceives that wrongdoing is conferred on genuine individuals—not only the State. Further, VOM mitigates the issues connected with the criminal equity framework's treatment of casualties, particularly victims' encounters of weakness and auxiliary exploitation. And helps wrongdoers comprehend and manage the human component of the wrongdoing they conferred, subsequently tending to the requirements of both casualties and guilty parties. "Instead of setting the victim in an inherent part and strengthening an ill-disposed element which frequently brings about the little passionate result for the victim and small, assuming any, immediate responsibility by the guilty party. Casualty wrongdoer intervention encourages an exceptionally dynamic and individual procedure. This process stands up to the feelings of the victim, and the blame and disgrace of the guilty party, in the trusts of encouraging a communication that permits the wrongdoer to express regret and get absolution.
Significance of Study
The motivation behind victim-offender mediation dialogue is to give a convenient clash determination handle that effectively includes victims and offenders in repairing (to the degree conceivable) the passionate and material mischief created by the crime. An opportunity for both victim and offender parties to examine offenses and express their emotions and for casualties to get answers to their inquiries; and an open door for victims and offenders to grow commonly adequate compensation arranges that address the damage brought on by the crime (William R. Nugent, 1999).
                                                                    Section II
Purpose Statement
To determine how the criminal justice system often neglects the needs of the victim. 
Review Questions
	Judge the effectiveness of the VOM.
Discuss the limitations of this program.
What are the future challenges to this program?
Section III
Selection Criteria
In selecting the criteria for these programs, the following criteria were used:
•	The development of programs, for example, the Victim-Offender Mediation system is based on a shift in the conceptual approach to deal with the meaning of crime, and a consequent change in criminal justice policy which places accentuation not on discipline but rather on Reparation, mediation, and conciliation (Kadar, n.d.)
•	The research method is quantitative. The quantitative method for directing the survey included securing lists of real or potential programs from associations like the International Victim Offender Mediation Affiliation, the Mennonite Central Committee, and the National Association for Group Mediation (Van Camp & Wemmers, 2013). Significant exertion included soliciting an examining from existing program staff or other resource individuals if they knew of new projects in their general vicinity that were far-fetched to show up on any association's rundowns. Through this strategy, 289 VOM projects were distinguished. This review included extensive, settled projects that had been in operation or a long time and altogether new projects that had yet to get their first case referral (Umbreit, 2000).
Search Strategy
For locating studies meeting the above criteria, the following search strategy was employed: searches of electronic bibliographic databases The following databases were searched: EBSCO, ProQuest, and Google Scholar. The following terms were used to search the databases listed: VOM, recidivism, lighting, victim, and offender. Where it was applicable, “effects of” was then added to each of these terms (e.g., effects of VOM) so as to narrow down the search parameters. These search strategies did not result in the collection of one new evaluation of VOM on recidivism that met the inclusion criteria. Those which did not meet the inclusion criteria were excluded. The results reported are based on the evaluations included in the criteria.
Section IV Results
Although there are many studies covering the topic of victim-offender mediation, there are four famous recent studies over the impact of VOM programs and the recidivism in the society. These include studies done by Umbreit in 1993, Thiessen in 2008, and Van Camp, T., & Wemmers, J. in 2013, and Ravinsky L. in 2016. In these studies, the main problem statement talks about how the VOM program leads to change in the behavior of the offender in the subsequent minimum one year period. The key findings of the authors represent the success or the failure of the VOM programs either for the offender or for the victim.
The study conducted by Umbreit included a random sampling technique. The study included over 1,298 offenders who belong to the juvenile system. Out of the 1,298 juveniles, only a total 619 offenders did actually participate in the VOM program. The other 679 juvenile offenders did not go through the VOM program (Umbreit, 2000). In the research study, the ‘Logistic Regression’ was used to establish the relationship between the two variables of the rate of participation in VOM and the frequency of recidivism. In order to test the statistical control over several other related variables, the researchers used the replication of the results of the logistic regression methods which also affects the delinquent behavior of the offenders during the subsequent period. Thereby, the results are not statistically biased and actual results come into existence. The risk element in the research study is less for this reason.
The results of the Umbreit study clearly revealed that there has been reduction of the criminal intensity among the offenders who went through VOM programs. The re-offense rate among VOM offenders was 18.1% the year after the program but the same variable rate among non-participant offenders was 26.9%. Umbreit (1994) stated that these results will be statistically significant when one tail test was used to test the hypothesis of the research. But it reported these results as statistically non-significant in case of two-tailed test under same circumstances. A series of common successful replications were represented by showing the changes in the conduct of the re-offense rate after VOM program. Umbreit found this fall in the recidivism by 32% to be significant statistically. In fact, the researcher found that those offenders who recidivated indulged into small criminal offenses like pick-pocketing which does not directly harm the emotional dimension of the victim.
In another study conducted by Ravinsky L. in 2016, the findings suggest that a total of 36 victims who attended the VOM programs in different countries such as Canada, England, New Zealand, Scotland, Australia, and U.S were found to be 88% satisfied with the mediation programs particularly with the conferencing of offender and the victim. Hence, the conclusion given by his study is that there is positive impact over reduction in recidivism when there is offender victim conferencing either on small scale or on large scale.
It should be noted that there are different types of questions attached with different studies so that there is no case of complications in the cross-study over the similar topics. Hence, several similar reports of studies are taken into consideration while observing the current pattern of changes in the recidivism due to such communal programmes. In these study programmes, different quantitative datasets have been used to identify the relevant comments and responses in the form of qualitative components from different studies (Ravinsky, 2016)
A study conducted by Thiessen in 2008 has clearly proved there is improvement in the outcomes of the victims as a result of Victim-Offender Mediation. The sampling technique used by the author in conducting the research was the stratified sampling technique in which the author classified the offenders on the basis of the severity of their crimes. The study revealed that 57% of the victims were more satisfied by the jurisdiction of the courts during trial procedures whereas 79% victims were satisfied due to such mediation programs between the two parties. The study also found that there is reduction in recidivism by offenders. In the conferencing among the two parties, the author stated, more of emotional and genuine experiences of the parties are discussed which helps the offender to deeply introspect their soul. As a result, many offenders take oath not to indulge into criminal activities in future and found decent work to keep their mind busy and engaged. It is a clear indication of reduction in the recidivism due to the VOM programs (Thiessen, 2008).
In another extensive study conducted by Van Camp, T., & Wemmers, J. in 2013, it has been concluded that the rate of successful agreements due to mediation programs was 89% and the amount of restitution to be paid to these cases was 100%. The population of the study is from the lower income groups who got involved into criminal activities who were pressurized due to financial problems inflicted over them. By using the log-linear and differential regression among the two variables, it has found that victims who participated into VOM programs are 50% less fearful of re-victimization as compared to those who never gone through such programs.
Van Camp & Wemmers also found the reduction of recidivism to be lowered by 65%. The study also revealed a new result that such mediation programs are cost-effective in the sense that it reduces the cost of jurisdiction and compensating the victims. The authors used meta-analysis as a part of their study in which they weighed the regression of offenders against the rate of fall in recidivism. They found that the value of the regression coefficients are quite significant and interpreted the significant reduction of recidivism (by 72%) in North America with average rate being 7% in 27 mediation programs across the country. The study was sample biased because of selecting only the specific area for the research (Van Camp & Wemmers, 2013).





	Quantitative Evidence

	First Author
(Last Name)
	
Year
	
Title of the Study
	
Type of Intervention
	
Research Design
	
Outcomes of interest to the review (Effective, ineffective, inconclusive)

	Thiessen
	2008
	Victim offender reconciliation program recidivism study
	Direct intervention
	Empirical research
	Effective

	Umbreit
	2000
	National survey of victim offender mediation programs in the United States
	Unrelated events
	Comprehensive research
	Effective

	Van Camp & Wemmers
	2013
	Victim satisfaction with restorative justice: More than simply procedural justice
	Direct intervention
	Secondary Research
	Inconclusive

	
Qualitative Evidence
(If qualitative evidence does not meet your selection criteria, you will not have this part in the form)

	Author(s)
(Last Name)
	
Year
	
Title of the Study
	
Type of Intervention
	
Research Design
	
Outcomes of interest to the review (Effective, ineffective, inconclusive)

	Kadar
	2010
	Victim-offender mediation program. (VOMP)
	Indirect intervention
	Empirical research
	Effective

	Ravinsky
	2016
	Reducing recidivism of violent offenders through victim offender mediation.
	Direct intervention
	Qualitative research
	Effective

	Total Included Studies:  N = 5
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