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Curfew/Electronic Monitoring: The Northern
Ireland Experience

Pat Best*

Summary: Curfew/electronic monitoring (EM) was introduced in Northern Ireland
on 1 April 2009 as part of the overall new Criminal Justice (Northern Ireland) Order
2008 Sentencing Framework Implementation plan. This article looks at the wider
picture of curfew/electronic monitoring across Europe, highlighting some of the
experiences of other countries affiliated to the CEP–European Organisation for
Probation. It also refers to research into effectiveness as well as some of the
implementation issues and processes adopted for Northern Ireland. Curfew/EM is
used as an additional requirement to a probation order and as a condition of licence
following release from custody.
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History of electronic monitoring

The origins of electronic monitoring (EM) appear to date back to the
1960s, when psychologist Ralph Schwitzgebel developed a programme of
research at Harvard University into the use of electronics in managing
offending behaviour (Gabel and Gabel, 2005). Schwitzgebel took out a
patent for the first ‘tag’ in 1969, and it was piloted using students at
Harvard University as subjects for the first trials. Interestingly,
Schwitzgebel conceived of the idea in order to support a rehabilitative
approach rather than as a punishment within the field of offender
manage ment. However, by the 1990s EM was beginning to be used in a
more widespread way to reduce the pressure on prisons and as a means
of introducing more control in the management of offenders in the
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community while still allowing offenders to continue to carry out daily
routines. The global expansion of EM since the 1990s can be attributed
to the need not only to reduce costs of an increasing prison population
but also to enhance community supervision with the use of what were
perceived as more modern, as well as more reliable, electronic
techniques. 

Types of electronic monitoring

When one researches the types and usage of EM it becomes apparent
that there is a wide range of product, not least because of the involvement
of the private sector in the design and development of increasingly
sophisticated techniques mirroring the advances in electronics in other
sectors such as the communications industry. The most frequently used
technology is radio frequency; other approaches include voice verifica -
tion, GPS satellite tracking and remote alcohol monitoring. However, in
Europe most EM is linked to curfew requirements imposed on the
offender within the community, although in some jurisdictions, notably
Sweden, EM is used to track prisoners’ movement within zones within a
prison setting. In some cases exclusion zones may be electronic ally
monitored to ensure that offenders do not approach or have contact with,
for example, the victim.

Usage of electronic monitoring

Within Europe, England and Wales was the first jurisdiction to introduce
EM in 1989 as a pilot project to monitor bail curfew. Sweden and the
Netherlands followed in 1994 and 1995, and since then EM has been
introduced in several other European countries. A recent CEP survey
identified 16 jurisdictions operating EM mostly as additional require -
ments to community orders or as part of early or post release 
from custody. A smaller number of jurisdictions (four) use EM in part of
pre-trial/bail curfew arrangements. The survey also found variations
between jurisdictions in the length of EM arrangements, with Spain
operating an average length of one month, rising to 23 months in 
France. Similarly monitoring periods per day vary according to the type
of EM scheme, with the norm for community orders being two to 12
hours per day, rising to 24 hours per day for home detention curfew
orders.
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The survey also considered the most common offences for which EM
was used, with generally more serious offence types being applied to
post-custody release than for community orders. In some jurisdictions
certain offence types are excluded; for example, sexual and violent
offences are excluded in Norway, and in Denmark and Sweden offenders
who commit crimes at or from home can be excluded. Most countries
reported that the use of EM was linked to a support programme, such as
supervision or treatment programmes in, for example, alcohol or drug
therapy.

Victim aspects

The notification of victims about EM arrangements varied also, with
more than half of the jurisdictions informing victims in some cases and
the remainder not informing victims. The usage of EM to protect victims,
known as bilateral EM  – for example, to monitor restraining orders – has
been in existence in Spain since 2005 and is being piloted in a number
of other jurisdictions including Portugal, the Netherlands, Norway and
Sweden. A study by Inka Wennerberg in Sweden in 2007, which surveyed
42 victims of violent, sexual and robbery offences for their perceptions of
EM, produced both negative and positive responses. The negative
responses included a view that the sentencing was too soft or lenient, and
among the positive responses victims felt that offenders would be more
able to keep their job and that the sentence was less harmful for the
offender. Concern was also expressed that the offender might be more
likely to seek revenge for a sentence that was perceived as more punitive.
Most victims wished to be informed of EM arrangements being put in
place.

Studies on the use of electronic monitoring

Surprisingly, there are very few published studies on the effectiveness of
EM, apart from the recently published research by Marklund and
Holmberg (2009) which explores the effects of early release from prison
using electronic tagging in Sweden. This study compared 260
participants in an early release from prison programme using EM at
home with a control group of the same number and profile who did not
participate in the programme. The results showed that during the three-
year reconviction study 26% of the EM group were reconvicted
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compared to 38% of the control group, and that 14% of the EM group
were sentenced to a new prison/probation sanction compared to 26% of
the control group. The best results in relation to the level of reoffending
between the two groups were recorded among slightly older individuals
(aged over 37 years). The researchers argue that this may indicate 
that there is something about being older that makes people more
receptive to the kind of support offered in connection with the EM
programmes.

Previous research conducted in the USA by Renzema and Mayo-
Wilson (2005) found nothing to suggest that EM had any positive effects
on reoffending. However, the Swedish and US studies both conclude that
the chances that EM will produce a positive effect increase if it is
employed within the framework of a programme that also includes other
measures such as an individual treatment plan.

Curfew and electronic monitoring in Northern Ireland

The system of EM for enforcement of curfews was introduced on 1 April
2009 under the Criminal Justice (Northern Ireland) Order 2008. Under
the new provisions, electronically monitored curfews can be directed as
a condition of bail granted by a court; as a condition of licence; as a
condition of a probation order, custody probation order or combination
order; as a requirement of a youth conference plan to which a youth
conference order relates; or as a requirement of a juvenile justice centre
order.

A curfew or EM requirement under the Criminal Justice (Northern
Ireland) Order 2008 must last for at least 14 days and can only be
enforced for between two and 12 hours in any one day, but EM is a very
flexible system. For example, a subject may be monitored on certain days
of the week or from different addresses on different days. It is therefore
possible to tailor the requirement to individuals rather than adopting a
uniform sanction. Furthermore, in the course of community supervision
the length of the curfew hours may be increased or decreased as the
period progresses. 

The EM service provider in Northern Ireland is Group Four
Securicor (G4S), which will install the tag and monitoring equipment
and provide monitoring reports to the various supervising agencies
including the Police Service for Northern Ireland (PSNI), Probation
Board for Northern Ireland (PBNI) and Youth Justice Agency. The
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response and subsequent enforcement action by the agencies will depend
on a range of factors; for example, there is more immediate notification
to PBNI for higher risk offenders as well as to the police for those who
break bail curfew conditions.

In line with sentencing guidelines issued in England and Wales, the
purpose of EM in Northern Ireland is to increase public protection and
aid the rehabilitation of the offender. As stated earlier, research suggests
that EM is effective when used as part of a work plan for individual
offenders and should therefore be used as part of a package of
interventions. While EM curfew actively restricts liberty, it also allows
offenders to participate in work, training and education and to attend
programmes designed to address their offending behaviour. A curfew can
help to break patterns of behaviour and offending by restricting move -
ment and the opportunity to offend. A recent Criminal Justice Joint
Inspection report expressed disappointment that EM was not
consistently integrated into supervision planning.

Some professional considerations

Some of the main concerns about the increasing use of technology to
monitor offenders are the fear that EM is the thin end of the wedge, that
more and more resources will be diverted into surveillance and that
technology will displace rehabilitative approaches rather than augment
them. However, it can be argued that technological advances driven by
the private sector will not go away, and that electronic devices will
improve and become smaller, more usable and more user-friendly as well
as more cost-effective. Similarly, prison will remain costly in both human
and monetary terms, and public demands for increased protection will
not diminish. Professor Mike Nellis, at the CEP EM Conference in May
2009, suggested that ‘Techno-corrections of some sort in the twenty-first
century are inevitable’.

The challenge for those involved in offender rehabilitation and
management is to be open to the use of technology to support 
and supplement humanistic approaches and to the view that electronic
approaches are not incompatible with rehabilitation, preventing 
re offend ing and reducing the human and financial costs of imprison -
ment. 

Curfew/Electronic Monitoring: The Northern Ireland Experience 95



References

Criminal Justice (Northern Ireland) Order 2008, Belfast: HM Stationery Office
Criminal Justice Joint Inspection (2008), A Complicated Business: A Joint Inspection of

Electronically Monitored Curfew Requirements Orders and Licences, London: HM
Inspectorate of Probation 

Gabel, R.K. and Gabel, R.S. (2005), ‘Electronic Monitoring: Positive Intervention
Strategies’, Federal Probation, vol. 69, no. 1. Available online at: www.uscourts.
gov/fedprob/jun2005/intervention.html

Marklund, F. and Holmberg, S. (2009), ‘Effects of Early Release from Prison Using
Electronic Tagging in Sweden’, Journal of Experimental Criminology, vol. 5, pp.
41–61

Nellis, M. (2006), The Ethics and Practice of Electronically Monitored Offenders,
Glasgow School of Social Work Research Series 

Renzema, M. and Mayo-Wilson, E. (2005) ‘Can Electronic Monitoring Reduce
Crime for Moderate to High Risk Offenders?’, Journal of Experimental
Criminology, vol. 2, pp. 215–237

Wennerberg, I. (2009) ‘Victims’ Perspectives on Electronic Monitoring’, presented at
CEP EM Conference, Egmond aan Zee, The Netherlands

96 Pat Best



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




