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ABSTRACT
This paper addresses the adoption of sex offender registration laws, also known as

“Megan’s Laws,” in four metropolitan areas across the Mid-Atlantic region. The
discussion includes a review of scholarship related to sexual assault, crime, and
prevention methods. We conduct a time-series analysis using sexually-based offense
arrest data from 1980 to 2010 in four cities. The hypotheses argue that Megan’s Law
adoption in specific states will either increase or decrease the number of sex crime arrests
in cities within these states. Though Megan’s Law legislation did seem to have an effect
in Newark, NJ and New York, NY, our results generally prove to be inconclusive,
leaving much room for further research opportunities.
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Introduction
In the United States, levels of crime differ between cities, states and regions.
Rather than a homogenous population, the United States hosts a variety of communities
and peoples that at times appear more peaceful than others. Why do some municipalities
seem safer than others? Do these levels correspond with the actual amount of crime
within a community? The specific question that this paper aims to address is why arrest
numbers of sexually based crime differ across time and space, within a specific region.
Sexual abuse and assault are blatant problems that our nation struggle with today,
and are an issue that have grabbed national headlines over the past few years revealing
the abuse by Catholic priests and former Penn State football coach Jerry Sandusky. The
sexual abuse of individuals, and even more horrifically children, by older and often
trusted adults is a scary and gripping manner of violent crime in the United States. How
can researchers and law enforcement agencies work to tackle this disturbing element of
offenses against America’s most vulnerable residents? What are the important and
effective measures that will punish sex offenders? Have these established procedures
made a difference?
Legislation is an important factor in altering the occurrence of sex crimes and
changing the way that sexual predators are convicted and punished. Commonly referred
to under the umbrella name of Megan’s Law, today all states have adopted regulations
aimed to contain and punish sex offenders. This paper will look at the adoption of
Megan’s Laws in the Mid-Atlantic region of the United States and assess whether the sex
offender legislation has made a difference in law enforcement concerning sexually
related offenses. First, a review of the literature surrounding this topic will be presented
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followed by the testing of a hypothesis, and concluded with the results and analysis of the
test. Hopefully this research can contribute to the discussion about effectiveness of
legislation of law enforcement capabilities, especially concerning sexually based crimes.
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Scholarship
Sexually motivated crimes in the United States have a long and intricate history,
understood in different ways as time progressed. In the 19th century, sexual assaults
against children were recognized most often as intrafamily abuse, where fathers were
accused of engaging in incestuous relations with their children. Victorian era women’s
groups and volunteer social workers perceived the crimes to occur in poor, immigrant
communities residing in compact city neighborhoods, where families lived in cramped
quarters. Later, as the 20th century emerged, perceptions of sexual assault changed and
the idea of a perverted stranger mentality developed. Attention was drastically drawn
away from the idea of incestuous abuse, and was led towards an unknown, predatory
figure. Although there were certainly sex abuse and assault cases involving these random
strangers, non-family offenders still often had close ties to the victim whether as a
neighbor, family friend, or small business owner (Gordon 1988).
Since sex abuse and assault are hidden offenses and most often taboo topics, there
is no way of knowing how many incidents of sex abuse occur each year. The most
accurate records of sex abuse come from grown victims who have reflected on their
abused past and come forward years later (Finkelhor 1994). An important trend to note in
the last half a century is the increase in reported cases of sex abuse, jumping 166% from
1980 to 1986. This growth, according to some (Finkelhor 1994) was not necessarily due
to an increase in sex abuse in itself but rather as a result of education programs that
encouraged victims to disclose their abuse to law enforcement.
1n 1994, research was conducted to compile a general databank concerning child
sexual abuse. At the time, it was asserted that “persons known to the child” (Finkelhor
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1994) committed most sexual offenses against the victims. Between 70 and 90 percent
(Finkelhor 1994) with between one third and one half of the offenders as family
members. At the time, sex offenders were given few sentences longer than one year and
just under half of the offenders served no jail time.
Megan’s Law was presented to legislators as a containment tool, assumed to
enable communities to protect their weakest members (children, women) by publically
listing offenders and their whereabouts. Some scholars (Corrigan 2006) believe that the
law views sexual violence through a specific and narrow lens, a lens crafted after the rape
and murder of Megan Kanka, seeing sexual violence as rare, brutal, and executed by
strange and unfamiliar predators. It is criticized for avoiding the root of the problem, and
instead of creating social change to prevent sexual crimes, some say it sensationalizes the
societal evil.
Scholars with similar beliefs view the creation of Megan’s Law and similar
legislation as a response consisting of “social panic.” Although the story of Megan Kanka
was a fairly isolated and rare event, society, in the opinions of some theorists (Corrigan
2006) overreacted. “Panics are identified by official responses that are disproportionate to
the number and types of crimes, consensus among experts on the scope of and
appropriate response to the threat, and media dramatization of sudden changes in
numbers or events” (Corrigan 2006).
A major theory behind Megan’s Law boasted that sex offenders most often cannot
be cured, and are therefore more likely to offend again. Some studies (Hanson 2000),
however, argue that the recidivism rate among sex offenders is fairly low, especially
within the category of child molesters. Statistics show that only 10 percent of child
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molesters reoffend, while rapists reoffend more frequently at 22 percent. Overall, 13.4
percent of sexual offenders committed a new sexual offense within four to five years.
Somewhat in contrast to these numbers, however, are the factors used to predict
recidivism. The single most important predicting factor in Hanson’s study is sexual
interest in children. This literature understands that yes, sex offenders can reoffend; but
asks if recidivism should be the main priority concerning regulatory measures for
released offenders.
Scholars (Corrigan 2006; Simon 2000) believe that “monumentalizing” the
children whose names label these laws highlight the specificity of the situation that the
law applies to. In Megan Kanka’s case, she was a “young white female killed near her
home in a suburban area coded in popular political geography as safe” (Simon 2000).
These registration laws, as researchers argue, restrict the way a perpetrator is seen in the
eyes of the state and its social control agencies. Megan’s Law and similar legislation
generates a group of people, labeling them as monsters and predators. These men are seen
as a “nonhuman” form of danger, rather then their danger as an ordinary community
member.
Opinions among scholars and researchers vary concerning the most successful
prevention of child sexual abuse. Up until 1994, attempts to prevent sex abuse were
aimed at the potential victim among a general population. Most notably, education
programs in elementary schools taught potential victims how to resist abuse and
encouraged disclosure (Daro 1994). Issues with this type of prevention include the lack of
focus on those victims at the highest risk for abuse, and the complete disregard to the
perpetrating population. Additionally, education programs like those in elementary
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schools may be too alarming and anxious for children at a young age. Although targeting
such a wide group of potential victims may not be the most effective way for prevention,
child sex abuse is very unpredictable with both potential perpetrators and victims being
difficult to identify.
More recent research suggests that legislation and proposals like Megan’s Laws,
adopted after 1994, are not effective in sex abuse prevention. These “offender
management initiatives,” according to some studies (Finkelhor 2009) characterize sex
abusers in too narrow of a category, ignoring the real offender population that consists of
relatives, acquaintances, and even juveniles, which account for one third of the
perpetration community. Scholars who criticize Megan’s Law argue that many sex
abusers have “relatively low risks for re-offending once caught” (Finkelhor 2009) and
very few offenders have a prior record that would place them in the registration system
implemented by the Megan’s Law class of legislation. Alternatives to these offender
management initiatives include heightened resources for law enforcement officials to
detect first time offenders and a stronger attention to the high-risk prior offenders, rather
than the draining of assets across a wide range of sex offenders.
Concerning sexual abuse and assault, there is a variety of scholarship that
addresses the most effective way to prevent and control the crime. Literature supporting
Megan’s Law boasts that it protects communities from sex offenders who are unlikely to
heal and likely to reoffend. However, there is opposing research that argues Megan’s
Law is arbitrary in its design by seemingly ignoring the population of sexual abusers that
exist within families and acquaintances of the victims.

7

Theory
In 1994, the first “Megan’s Law” was adopted in New Jersey aiming to help law
enforcement officials better regulate the behavior of sex offenders and therefore make it
easier to prosecute these individuals. Today, Megan’s Laws exist in all fifty states and
make it easier for average citizens, as well as law enforcement agencies, to locate
registered sex offenders and exercise caution concerning their whereabouts.
Before the adoption of these Megan’s Laws, it was easy for sex offenders to travel
from state to state, establishing lives and new identities that permitted them to prey on
new and unsuspecting children. The main rhetoric capturing the ideals of Megan’s Laws
proclaims that had sex offender registration statues been in place earlier, the parents in
Megan Kanka’s community would have better been able to prevent the interaction of
Megan’s perpetrator and herself (Filler 2001). The Megan’s Law legislation makes it
harder for sex offenders to commit crimes and sexual abuse after their first conviction.
Although the passing of legislation seems to be proactive, many argue that
registration laws and preventative techniques are not the solution to stopping sexual
offenders. Scholars argue that future victims should be prepared and made more aware of
the threat of sexual violence via education programs, and that excluding offenders from
the normal community will enhance their danger and susceptibility to recidivism.
Many scholars argue that Megan’s Law legislation is ineffective, unconstitutional,
and backward. To some, Megan’s Law is seen as the modern “Scarlet Letter,” branding
offenders with a terrible title when the possibility that sexual predators can undergo
therapy and return to the community as a normal citizen remains (Hoffmann 1994).
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Another aspect of Megan’s Law legislation that is doubted lies within the theory of the
law. Megan’s Law draws attention to the random predator: a neighbor or stranger in a
community (Corrigan 2006). Megan’s Law does not take into account the huge threat of
sexual abuse that remains within family or friend relationships. Some argue that those
committing incest are unlike the strange predator and have a greater chance of healing.
Often, however, sexual offenders prey on their own family members due to easy
accessibility and the less likelihood of getting caught. Just because some offenders prey
on their kin does not necessarily mean these perpetrators are a different breed of sexual
abuser. Others argue, however, that when family members are the perpetrator victims will
be less likely to confess under Megan’s Law ramifications since they know the
repercussions will follow their offender forever (Demleitner 1997).
Megan’s Laws are a type of legislation that make it necessary for first time sex
offenders to register with the state and follow a series of regulations that warns the
community and law enforcement agencies in the area of his or her criminal history.
Although Megan’s Law was not the first type of legislation, its name has represented the
stories of children whose cases garnered national attention and prompted the proposal of
this type of legislation. Megan Kanka was a young girl in suburban New Jersey who
visited a neighbor’s house to play with his dog. The neighbor was a twice-convicted sex
offender and the day Megan visited him, he raped, strangled, and suffocated her, later
dumping her body in a nearby park (PA Megan’s Law Page).
Megan’s Law was proposed with the intention to warn parents and families of
possible danger, such as a close residing sex offender, in their community. Megan’s
parents argued that if such laws had been in place that forced the public registration of
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sex offenders, they would have been more cautious in letting Megan roam the
neighborhood freely without their permission.
Before Megan’s Law became federal legislation, similar laws were in place in a
few states around the country. In New Jersey, however, the only members of the
community notified of a sex offender’s placement on parole were prosecutors, police, and
specific former victims. The only authority keeping track of the offender was a parole
officer, and then only through the convict’s parole term. After his parole term, the
offender could move freely within the state or country with his new community
remaining completely unaware of any former offense (Hoffmann 1994). And although
Megan’s Laws were unique in the field of sex crimes, criminal registration ordinances
have been in place since before the 1950s when federal and state governments attempted
to halt the work of organized crime groups throughout the country, taking advantage of
disconnected law enforcement agencies (University of Pennsylvania Law Review 1954).
Overall, the research and conclusions in this paper aim to unfold the true impact
of Megan’s Law legislation in the United States, specifically in Mid-Atlantic
metropolitan areas. Legislation like Megan’s Law is meant to encourage and assist law
enforcement agencies from state to state to work together and prevent criminals from
eluding the law and therefore increasing the risk to commit such crimes. Megan’s Law
also creates community awareness and lets victims know that their perpetrators will be
forever tainted and haunted by their criminal acts if prosecuted.
There are competing hypotheses that I will test in regards to the impact of
Megan’s Laws. First, the adoption of Megan’s Law has the opportunity to increase sex
related crime arrests by creating discussion in communities about sex abuse and assault,
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encouraging victims to come forward with the comfort that their perpetrator will be
punished with harsh and longer lasting penalties. Just as education programs boosted
reports of sexual abuse in the 1980s, perhaps Megan’s Law adoption boosted community
awareness and therefore more arrests in the 1990s. On the contrary, Megan’s Law could
decrease sexually related crime arrests in response to predators and offenders
understanding the consequences of their crime and become unwilling to take the risks
associated with prosecution under Megan’s Law legislation.
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Testing the Hypotheses
Data and Measures
We test the implications of adopting Megan’s Laws (or similar sex offender
registration laws) in specific metropolitan areas, and whether or not these laws have
increased or decreased arrests of perpetrators committing rape or other sexually based
offenses. Since there is no way of knowing exactly how many sex offenses occur each
year (due to the nature of the crime and lack of reporting), we measure incidents through
arrest data which is a suitable depiction of how well the legislation interacts with law
enforcement capability. With the adoption of the legislation, communities become more
aware of the threat of sexual abuse and assault, and are assured that perpetrators of this
crime will be punished accordingly and publicly labeled an offender. Victims may feel
comfort in the consequences of the registration laws and feel confident approaching law
enforcement that will then be able to successfully arrest more perpetrators. Until these
laws were adopted, sex offenders were given shorter sentences and in some cases, no
serious punishment. On the contrary, Megan’s Law adoptions may frighten possible
offenders due to the increased risk of committing a sexual offense, and therefore reduce
the number of sexually based offense arrests because the crime is actually decreased.
Although some theory suggests that sex abuse prevention is best executed by
psychiatric and therapeutic intervention, rather than through the implementation of
legislation, the relationship between legislation and number of sex crime arrests is
empirical.
H1: If metropolitan area A adopts a Megan’s Law or similar legislation, then it
will increase its sex crime arrests.
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H2: If metropolitan area A adopts a Megan’s Law or similar legislation, then it
will decrease its sex crime arrests

Figure 1-1 visually demonstrates the alternating hypotheses.

Figure 1-1.

We can test the implications of this legislation, estimating the size of impact by the
following equation:
Yt = b0 + b1X1t + b2X2t +b3X3t + et,
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where Yt= annual counts of sex crime arrests; X1t = an overall trend variable from 1 to N;
X2t= a dichotomous dummy variable scored 0 for observations before the year of
Megan’s Law adoption in the particular city’s state, and 1 for the year of adoption and
after; X3t= a counter of years, scored 0 for observations before the year of Megan’s Law
adoption and 1,2,3...for the year of adoption and after; b0, b1, b2, b3, = parameters to be
estimated, et = error.
The parameters b0 and b1 indicate the level and slope of the time-series prior to
adoption of the state’s Megan’s Law. To evaluate whether b0 and b1 were altered by the
law’s adoption, we must examine b2 and b3. If the estimate for b2 is not significantly
different from zero, then we infer that Megan’s Law adoption had no effect on the level
of the time series. Similarly, if the estimate for b3 does not differ significantly from zero,
the inference is that the legislation had no effect on the slope of the time series.
Some issues that may affect the validity of the tests include each state’s variation
of the legislation. Some states have more strict sex offender legislation than others,
including harsher penalties for first time offenders (longer jail sentences, etc). Other
states, however, simply require a sex offender to assign his name to a registry.
I will test both hypotheses for each metropolitan area; Philadelphia, Newark, New
York and Columbus. The dataset used to test my hypothesis (Snyder and MulakoWangota) does not permit analysis on the state-level, but rather the national-level, or
agency-level per state. In order to construct a time-series analysis, I had to select specific
metropolitan areas so that I could pinpoint the adoption of Megan’s Laws in each of the
metropolitan areas’ states. I chose the metropolitan areas in Pennsylvania, New York,
Ohio, and New Jersey due to their locations the Mid-Atlantic region, and these four cities
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are the largest cities in each state. Each state is fairly large in terms of population and
adopted Megan’s Laws early on (1990s), with New Jersey acting as birthplace of the
legislation. The data includes reported arrest counts from the police department in each
respective city. The data is categorized by type of offense; I took the totals from the
forcible rape category and sex offenses category, combining the two to produce a
sexually based offense total. Forcible rape is defined by the Bureau of Justice Statistics as
“The carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and against her will. Rapes by force and
attempts or assaults to rape, regardless of the age of the victim, are included. Statutory
offenses (no force used, victim under age of consent) are excluded” (Snyder and MulakoWangota). The BJS defines sex offenses as “offenses against chastity, common decency,
morals, and the like. Incest, indecent exposure, and statutory rape are included. Attempts
are included. Forcible rape, prostitution, and commercialized vice are excluded” (Snyder
and Mulako-Wangota).
As a resident of Pennsylvania and experience working for a local district
attorney’s office, I saw firsthand Megan’s Law convictions of sexual offenders and
engaged in discussions with sex crime prosecutors concerning the functionality of the
law. Naturally, I am interested to see the laws’ impact in these communities.
Analysis
I ran the regression model, of which the results are displayed in Table 1-1. The
table reports the coefficients for the trend, dummy, counter, and population variables as
well as the constant coefficient. The R-Square value is reported, as well as the number of
observations for each of the four cities. Under each coefficient lies the value of the
standard error and the t-value. The starts next to certain coefficients indicate that the
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value was statistically significant according to the usual criterion levels for two-tailed
tests.
I ran the multivariate model four times, respectively, with data from each of the
four cities. I included the trend, dummy, counter, and population measures that act as
independent variables. The dependent variable, in all models, is the number of sex crime
arrests per year in each city. Because the arrest data was not documented as a rate, but
rather a count, I had to include population data for each year in each city to control for
changes in population. I used population estimates from the US Census bureau.
In the Philadelphia model, column 1 of Table 1-1, there were significant results
from the trend, counter, and population variables. The dummy variable is not statistically
significant at the usual criterion levels, which means that we cannot rule out the
possibility that the adoption of Megan’s Law in Pennsylvania had no effect on the
number of sex crime arrests in Philadelphia. The counter variable was statistically
significant and explains that each year after Megan’s Law adoption in Pennsylvania, the
number of sex crime arrests decreased by 80.19. The low R2 value of 0.38 demonstrates
that these variables are probably not the best predictors in determining the reasons for
variation in sex crime arrest counts in Philadelphia.
In the Newark model, column 2 of Table 1-1, there were significant results from
dummy and counter variables. The trend variable was not statistically significant, which
means we cannot rule out the possibility that sex crime arrests in Newark did not vary
significantly over the thirty-year period. The statistically significant dummy coefficient
explains that with the adoption of Megan’s Law in New Jersey, the number of sex crime
arrests in Newark decreased by 90.74. The counter variable was statistically significant
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and explains that each year after Megan’s Law adoption in New Jersey, the number of
sex crime arrests decreased by 20.87. The high R2 value of 0.94 demonstrates that these
variables are probably good predictors in determining the reasons for variation in sex
crime arrest counts in Newark.
In the New York model, column 3 of Table 1-1, there were significant results
from the trend and dummy variables. The number of observations for New York was
smaller, because the city reported no data from 2002 onward (most likely a result of 9/11
and the resulting diversion of law enforcement resources). Therefore, data was only
available for 22 years. The coefficient of the trend variable explains that with the passing
of each year, the sex crime arrest count will decrease by 217.51. This means that over the
twenty-two year span in New York, sex crime arrests generally decreased from 1980 to
2001. The statistically significant dummy coefficient explains that with the adoption of
Megan’s Law in New York, the number of sex crime arrests in New York City increased
by 1108.87. The counter variable was not statistically significant which means that we
cannot rule out that the adoption of Megan’s Law in New York did not change the
number of sex crime arrests in New York City. The high R2 value of 0.96 demonstrates
that these variables are probably good predictors in determining the reasons for variation
in sex crime arrest counts in New York City.
Regarding the Columbus model, column 4 in Table 1-1, the only significant
results was from the counter variable. Columbus did not report arrests in 1981 for an
unknown reason, so the variable was interpolated by average the totals from 1980 and
1982 so that the number of observations remained 31. Neither the trend nor dummy
variable were statistically significant which means that we cannot rule out the possibility
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that Megan’s Law adoption in Ohio affected the number of sex crime arrests in
Columbus, nor that the general number of sex crime arrests varied from 1980 to 2010.
The counter variable was statistically significant and explains that after Megan’s Law
adoption in Ohio, sex crime arrests decreased by 27.11 each year. The R2 value of 0.6
demonstrates that these variables are about adequate predictors in determining the
reasons for variation in sex crime arrest counts in Columbus.
After running the regressions, I also ran a predictor model to ensure that the
original four models were accurate. To display the predictor model, I graphically
included it alongside the original model for each city. These graphs are displayed in
Figures 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, and 1-4. The similar path of the line of the actual models compared
to the predictor models, in each city, shows that the regression equation used was
appropriate.
Hypothesis 1 is correct in some cases and we did find that sex crime arrests
increased after Megan’s Laws were adopted. Hypothesis 2 proves to be true in some
cases, and expresses that sex crime arrests decreased after the adoption of Megan’s Laws.
The most significant results were seen in Newark, New Jersey and New York, New York.
Since there was no overall trend among these four cities, and the most significant results
produced both positive and negative coefficients, the effect of Megan’s Laws across MidAtlantic metropolitan areas is inconclusive because of the varying results.

18
Table 1-1.
Megan’s Law Adoption in States of 4 Metropolitan Areas and Sex Crime Arrests from
1980-2010, an Ordinary Least Squares Regression
Dependent Variable: Sex Crime Arrests
Ind. Var.

Phil.

Trend

-88.66 ***
25.72
-3.45

Dummy

-66.17
171.93
-0.38

Counter

Population
Constant
R-Sq.
# Obs.

80.29 ***
23.51
3.41

Newark

New York

5.41
5.64
0.96
-90.74 ***
25.29
-3.59
-20.87 ***
5.64
-3.70

Columbus

-217.51 ***
59.23
-3.67

-18.30
25.52
-0.72

1108.87 ***
294.05
3.77

10.49
54.89
0.19

42.64
100.33
0.43

-27.11 ***
8.40
-3.23

-0.007

-0.0009

0.007

0.001

13149.24

581.16

-43608.90

315.05

0.38

0.94

0.96

0.60

31

31

22

31

Coefficients are standardized with t-vaules shown in italics. Standard error is in between the t-value and
coefficient. * = p <0.10, ** = p<0.05, *** = p<0.01, two-tailed tests.
Sources: Snyder and Mulako-Wangota , United States Census Bureau.
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Figure 2-1.

Sex Crime Arrests per year, Philadelphia
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Figure 2-2.

Sex Crime Arrests per year, Newark
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Source: Snyder and Mulako-Wangota .
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Figure 2-3.

Sex Crime Arrests per year, New York
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Figure 2-4.

Sex Crime Arrests per year, Columbus
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CONCLUSION
This paper discusses the relevance of sex offender registration laws and their
place in society and in coalition with law enforcement capabilities. Some of the literature
suggests that sex offender registration laws help prevent further sexual abuse and assault
against vulnerable members of society, while contradicting scholarship argues that this
breed of Megan’s Law legislation does not alter the abuse or assault patterns of existing
or future sexual offenders but rather other programs and solutions need to be
implemented. In order to assess the effect of Megan’s Laws in a few specific states, we
created a time-series regression that was designed to test for trends across a thirty-year
period (from 1980-2010), trends once the law was adopted in a particular state, the
overall effect of the law adoption, and population growth or decline in a specific city. We
tested this regression using data from Philadelphia, Newark, New York, and Columbus.
Two competing hypotheses were proposed; H1 that Megan’s Law adoption in a
specific state will increase sex crime arrests in a metropolitan area within that state and
H2 that Megan’s Law adoption in a specific state will decrease sex crime arrests in
metropolitan area within that state. After conducting the ordinary least squares
regression, we found that the most significant results regarding Megan’s Law adoption
were in Newark, where sex crime arrests decreased and in New York, where sex crime
arrests increased. The variation in results across these different cities indicates that the
effect of Megan’s Law adoption varies from state to state. We cannot say that either of
our hypotheses is correct, but we cannot say that either of them is wrong, either. Overall,
the results are inconclusive.
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These results contribute to the current discussion regarding the effectiveness of
sex offender registration laws. While we can assist the scholars who assert Megan’s Law
is ineffective, we can also purport that Megan’s Law does make a difference in the
number of sex crime arrests. Though the limitations of this study bound our results to a
certain region of the country and in specific settings, the knowledge is important for a
broader understanding of the issue. With these results, it is important for legislators and
scholars to understand that many programs and approaches need to be implemented to
tackle sex crimes. Even if Megan’s Laws do not solve the problem in whole, they may
still matter if some future victims can protected from their perpetrators.
We are limited in this study first by the nature of our data: we cannot conclude
whether more arrests are the result of better law enforcement capabilities, the increased
discussion and awareness of sexually based crimes, or the possibility of an increase in
these types of crimes. Additionally, our study only covers urban areas. We do not know if
there is a “city” factor that contributes to our results. Some critics of Megan’s Law
suggest that it only applies to safer, suburban communities where crime is generally not
an issue. Unfortunately, arrest data from these communities is generally not available
before 2000. The data regarding reported sexual assault and abuse is incomplete and
short-lived, most projects only encompassing part of a decade, the earliest dating from
the mid-1990s when Megan’s Laws first were adopted.
Due to this inconsistency, the most encompassing and reliable data available are
arrest counts from various law enforcement agencies as provided by the Department of
Justice Statistics program, grouped into subcategories: we used the totals from rape and
other sexually based offenses, and combined the numbers to use our arrest count value.
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Many further research opportunities exist to resolve the question of sex crime
arrest variation in different communities. Although further time-series analyses would not
be appropriate due to data limitations, a research design that measured recidivism rates
within the sex offender community would be applicable. Additionally, research that
would better apply to my hypotheses would include comparing arrest rates of sex crime
offenses compared with reported sexual assaults. Rape and sexual assault in our society
are a tragic manifestation of crime, and all resources to help eliminate or reduce the
problem should be exhausted by the legislative, law enforcement, and scholarly
communities.
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