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Background
Men who have sexual offence histories are a heterogenous 
group. 

Men who have sexually offended against adults (MSOa-
adults) exhibit more personality disorder traits than those 
who have sexually offended against children (MSOa-
children; Soldino et al., 2024).

Men with contact (MConSO) and non-contact
(MNonConSO) sexual offences share similar mental health 
and substance use histories (Jung et al., 2012; cf. Babchishin
et al., 2011).

Objectives
To examine differences among:
(1) MSOa-adults, MSOa-children, and both (MSOa-
adults&children), and 
(2) MConSO, MNonConSO, and both (MCon&NonSO), 
focusing on clinical (e.g., substance use, mental health) and 
risk-related factors (e.g., suicide, violence).

Results

Conclusions
MSOa-children have greater mental health needs 
compared to MSOa-adults, whereas MSOa-adults
have greater substance use needs and violence issues, 
aligning them more with people with non-sexual 
violent offences. 

Having any non-contact SO is associated with greater 
mental health issues, while having strictly contact SO is 
associated with greater substance use needs. 

The risk of violence seems to be substantially lower in 
MSOa-children and MNonConSO, compared to 
MSOa-adults and MConSO, respectively.

Results (continued)
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Methods
Sample: 1,280 MSOa-adults, 991 MSOa-children, and 208 
MSOa-adults&children; and 1,699 MConSO, 625 
MNonConSO, and 155 MCon&NonSO admitted to BC 
correctional centres from 2009-2017. Based on convictions.

Data Sources: 
- Jail Screening Assessment Tool (JSAT; Nicholls et al., 

2005)
- BC Corrections Operations Network (CORNET)

Measures: The JSAT is a validated structured professional 
judgment tool that screens for mental health and 
management needs, completed by trained screeners.

CORNET is the primary repository for data relating to an 
individual’s involvement with BC Corrections.

Substance Use 
& 

Mental Health

MSOa-
adults

MSOa-
children

MSOa-
adults&children

Cramér’s V; p

Substance Use 
Only 

21.7% (278) 12.1% (120) 16.4% (34)

V = 0.16; 
p < .001

Mental Health 
Needs Only

18.8% (240) 23.2% (230) 19.2% (40)

Concurrent 
Disorders

19.7% (252) 8.0% (79) 11.5% (24)

Mood / 
Anxiety

22.7% (291) 23.9% (237) 23.6% (49) p = .80

Intellectual 
Disability / 
Brain Damage

13.8% (176) 7.8% (77) 8.2% (17)
V = 0.10; 
p < .001

Past Head 
Injury

32.0% (409) 22.6% (224) 26.0% (54)
V = 0.10; 
p < .001

Personality 
Disorder 

3.6% (46) 2.3% (23) 4.8% (10) p = .09

Mental Health 
Treatment

56.8% (727) 52.4% (519) 55.3% (115) p = .11

Past Substance 
Use Treatment

41.7% (534) 21.8% (216) 26.0% (54)
V = 0.21; 
p < .001

Suicide 
History

29.3% (375) 26.5% (263) 29.8% (62) p = .31

Violence 
Issues 

77.6% (993) 48.6% (482) 74.5% (155)
V = 0.29; 
p < .001

SU & MH MConSO MNonConSO MCon&NonSO Cramér’s V; p

SU Needs 19.5% (331) 13.8% (86) 9.7% (15)

V = .09; 
p < .001

MH Needs 17.8% (302) 26.7% (167) 26.5% (41)

Concurrent 
Disorders 

14.2% (241) 14.2% (89) 16.1% (25)

ID / Brain 
Damage

11.2% (190) 8.5% (53) 17.4% (27)
V = .07; 
p < .001

Past Head 
Injury

29.6% (502) 23.7% (148) 23.9% (37)
V = .06; 
p < .05

Personality 
Disorder

2.8% (47) 3.4% (21) 7.1% (11)
V = .06; 
p < .05

MH 
Treatment

51.7% (879) 60.8% (380) 65.8% (102)
V = .10; 
p < .001

SU Treatment 34.9% (593) 27.0% (169) 27.1% (42)
V = .08; 
p < .001

Self-Harm 
History

7.0% (119) 5.4% (34) 11.6% (18)
V = .05; 
p < .05

Violence 
Issues

74.1% 
(1,259)

41.0% (256) 74.2% (115)
V = .30; 
p < .001
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