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Correctional Systems.
Working on the victimization of sexual violence is more complex than working on plenty of other kinds of offenses (Blagden, & Pemberton, 2010). During the process, researchers may accidentally sabotage the treatment efforts of a sex offender research subject in many ways. Firstly, a researcher may fail to present the research findings appropriately and responsibly to maintain the confidentiality of the offenders. Secondly, a researcher might fail to supervise their subjects accordingly, resulting in the demoralization of the issues. Researchers should be greatly concerned with inadvertently jeopardizing successful sexual offender therapy to ensure the excellent recovery of the offenders from such acts. The researcher’s primary objective should not be to get the data and include different strategies that could prevent the victim from committing such crimes. Including such a strategy would enhance the development of other therapies and gain the offender's attitude towards his crime.
It is unfair for investigators who have not been trained to deliver therapeutic matters to take part in treatments since such would result in unwillingness lessening of the effectiveness of the entire treatment. The research subject may also develop a negative attitude towards the investigators, thus hindering the answers that they would provide throughout the investigation. Personally, sex offenders are too disgraceful, especially when the case involved abuse of a child. There are ways in which the negative impacts of the administration can be mitigated. One way is to ensure proper training of the officers to prevent the effects (Vandiver et al., 2008). Training could be very beneficial to the victim’s journey to wellness since the administration would be able to apply the knowledge achieved in tackling their different problems.
One aspect of Vandiver and her team's article that I found interesting is direct interviews to gather information about the offenders. It shows clearly what the situation was and helps to classify the different offenses committed (Grady & Brodersen, 2008).  The article provides much information concerning sexual offenders. It depicts that even though sexual crimes have been classified accordingly, several cases can only be justified after being observed keenly. Therefore, it is more advantageous to have both male and female sex offenders receive treatments together, specifically during counseling when rehabilitation officers are present. Togetherness in treatments would help both parties to share ideas that can be used to make policies on the treatments (Ceccato & Paz, 2017). 
The most effective strategy of SOAR by Grady and Brodersen's article is the learning of proper and acceptable sexual and social conduct to replace the problematic and bad behavior that led to the criminal offense as part of the therapy of sex offenders. By learning, the causes of the crime can be established, and therefore, solutions can be derived. I would suggest a treatment where the convicts are given time to examine themselves and develop views concerning their acts and how they can part from the conduct.  I would advise an investigator who wishes to apply Grady and Brodersen's study first to read and understand it clearly to ensure the success of their work.  Lastly, I would like to ask my peers if it is right to allow sexual convicts who are still under treatment to interact freely with the public. Why? Or why not?
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