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ABSTRACT

Prisons are the correctional institutions which drasically exist to remedy or prevent the crimeszdion by confining
the convict for a stipulated period of time. Buhfly members of the convict are also the victirthin process. Prisoner’s
families in general are greatly affected by coneigtof their family member. Prisoner’s families avietimized indirectly
by the convict because they have to face variogative challenging situations in their life afteorwviction of the close
one. They are losing peace in their life. Startfrgm the phase of crime causation to confinemean ttonviction these
primary kin are suffering a lot. During the wholeopess they are going through an unbearable paisupport convict
and his or her needs as well as they have to mairikeeir day to day schedule. During this whole qass they have to
face social, psychological and emotional hardships.each aspect harm inflicted by the family memimio has
committed a crime, on the primary kin is somehomoigd by the convict and society. The family membbave to
sacrifice their children’s education, ancestor'operty, past savings, in some cases even necegaaty of their life. We
always think about the victim on whom the harmtheen directly inflicted and completely ignore ttarh inflicted on the
kin of the convict. It not only makes them psyahiokdly frail but also emotionally helpless and ®dly unwanted.
Conviction is necessary to control crime in theistycbut is it desirable in the part of the staterteglect the negative
effects of conviction on primary kin of convictd®eTspecific situation is even more critical whea tionvict is the sole
bread earner of the family. This present studyoiscentrating upon social victimization of these ifeas. Apathy of the
society and neglect by the government for a hamy thave not inflicted, the family members of thevicd are in crisis.
The present study is an endeavour to bring to liflet helplessness of families of convicts in aoprisn Bhubaneswar

through a small sample survey.
KEYWORDS:Families of Convicts, Social Transition, Seconddigtimisation

INTRODUCTION

The families of lawbreakers are integral memberthefsociety who have suffered harm, secondaeisulting from the
felony3Prisons are meant to punish the convict who isaesiple for inflicting harm on the victithPrisoner’s families in
general are greatly affected by conviction of thi@mily member. They are victimized at the firsag# by the convict and

second place by the sociétf.hey are bearing not only social, financial loss &lso emotional hardshif each aspect

3Gampell, L. and Harber, J. 1998risoners’ Families, the Forgotten Victims Prigx) a Study in VulnerabilityBoard for Social
Responsibility, Church House Publishing. Vol 45, &811998

4 Hazary, N. & Mohanty. A.1990ndian Prison systeni® Ed. New Delhi: Ashish Publishing House, P.4.

5 Soicher, O. S. 2011The Effect of Paternal Incarceration on Materialhe University of Chicago Press Stable, Vol. 85, 8/d?.447.

| Impact Factor(JCC): 5.2397 — This article can be dowatted fromwww.impactjournals.us |




[ 122 Snigdha Sarkar & Arpita Mitra |

harm inflicted by the family member who has comedtt crime, on the primary kin is somehow ignorgdhe convict

and society.

The family members have to sacrifice their childsesducation, ancestor’s property, past savingspime cases
even necessary wants of their life. We always ttahkut the victim on whom the harm has been direnflicted and

completely ignore the harm inflicted on the kintloé convict’

It not only makes these families mentally weak &lsb emotionally helpless and socially unwanteceyTlose
respect, lose support, lose relationships and rimescases they also lose their hope to stand agdefare. Apathy of the
society and neglect by the government for a haey tlave not inflicted, the family members of thedot are in crisis.
This study is aiming to bring to light on the sd@afferings and emotional stress of the famili€febon in prison in

Bhubaneswar through a small sample survey.
Conceptualising Victimisation of Family Members ofConvict

A person harmed, injured, or killed as a resut afime, accident, or other event or acfibmother way persons who have

suffered loss, injury or trauma is termed as vicflihere are three basic types of victims like,

Primary Victims: Those who are directly suffered loss, injury @utna by the critical event. Like; a rape victim

or a murder victim.

Secondary Victims: Those who are in some way observers of immediatertatic effects on primary victims or
the people who are indirectly affected by a crime known as indirect or secondary victim. Like; iguitate relatives of
victims as well as convict. Here the convict is hatming them directly but inflicting hardship, uraa and stigmatisation

to their lives®

The current research stress on social transitidaroflies of convicts which includes; change in ta¢condition,
Transformation of family environment, Behaviourblage in the society, Deterioration of social $tatioss of respect

and social treatment, Social stigmatisation andngkan the bonding with relative$.

Change in Mental Condition: this represents chaimgéhe psychological state of the primary kin dwe t
conviction of the dear one. Because after convictieey have to deal with the society and all thebjems associated with

families alonée!

Transformation of family environment: Convictionirigs tension, loss of support, loss of welfareha family

and many more. So ultimately it is resulting negatmpact on the overall environment of these fasif

5Garfinkel 1., Geller, A. &Schwartz-Soiche.2011. ‘The Effect of Paternal Incarceration Material Hardship; Social Service
Review, The University of Chicago Press, Vol. 85, Biopp. 447-473

'Keane, M. P. & Prasad, S. E. 200equality, Transfers, and Growth: New Evidence framEconomic Transition in Poland’, the
Review of Economics and Statistics, Vol. 84, Nop2324-341

8 Hagan, F.E.2011ntroduction to Criminology7" edition New Delhi: Sage Publication, P.147.

Garner, B.A. 2009%Black’s Law Dictionary9™ Ed. Toronto: A Thomson Reuter’s business, P.383

1 Rao, C. N. S. 201B0ciology principles of sociology with an introdantto social Thought§!" Revised Ed. New Delhi: S. Chand
and company Limited, P.349.

YArditti, J. A. (2003). Locked doors and glass walamily visiting at a local jailJournal of Loss &Traumg(2), pp. 115-138.
arditti, J. A., Lambert:Shute, J., & Joest, K. (2003). Saturday mornintajail: Implications of incarceration for famiiend
children.Family relations 52(3), pp.195-204.
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Behavioural change in the society: this is agaiotlaer crucial factor of trauma for these familidfe stake

holders of the society are behaving with this fgriil very rude way after conviction in maximum case

Deterioration of social Status: loss of social stain the form of loss of respect from the neighbou
Deterioration in treatment towards these familigssraconviction is another strong aspect which stamss to fall in the

status of these famili€s.
Victimisation of Family Members

This study is concentrating on the social victirtima of families of the offender. Here, by familyembers, the primary
kin of the convict are taken into account. Gengriallthe one side people are showing their concegards and sympathy
to the victims and on the other side they are nhiabmg, avoiding and showing hatred towards thenary kin of the
convict. So this study is defining these family ntears as secondary victims of crime. Here the vistition of family

members includes types of victimisation and famigmbers of offender as secondary victims.

By family members of convict it means Primary Kihaffenders or the family members who are havingdi
relation with the convicts. The individuals who atieectly related to each other are known as pryman.**Primary
affinity is of two types like Primary Consanguindéhship and Primary Affinal Kinship® Those who are directly related
to each other are known as Primary Consanguingal e connections between parents and childrenbatdeen
siblings refer primary kinship. In the societiesaiif over the world these primary Consanguineal &ie common. The
second category refers to the direct relationsegulted from marriage. The connection in betweesblnd and wife is

known as the only direct Affinal kinship.

This research is based on family members of cagassecondary victims This study is tagging the family
members of convicts as Secondary Victim becausemgtthe welfare of the family specifically the alinone or children
is threatened but also the whole family is goingtigh a tough phase of their life after the coneitof the father or the
sole bread earner of the famtii{Here the convict is not harming them directly boflicting hardship, trauma and

stigmatisation to their live¥.

This study is concentrating on Indirect or Secopdactims as victimisation of family members of sdct. Lives
of these family members are going through vastteagic changes. When convicts experience the fupdéaheffects of
imprisonment and withdrawal of liberty, their faied are leading their lives under the shadow df Jeiis shadow of

prison not only cast over the kin of convicts blsoaover entire societ}The primary kin of convicts experience the

13Breen, J. (2008)Prisoners' Families and the Ripple Effects of IraprimentStudies: An Irish Quarterly Revie@7(385), pp.59-71.
Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org/stable/25660536

1Biilow, W. (2014)The Harms Beyond Imprisonment: Do We Have SpeaaMbligations Towards the Families and Childreih
Prisoners? Ethical Theory and Moral Practice,(4), pp.775-789. Retrieved from http://www.jstor tstable/24478603

15 Giddens, A. 2006Sociology 5" ed. pp.206.New Delhi. Wiley India Pvt. Ltd. Ind?a211

8Gampell, L. and Harber, J. 199Brisoners’ Families, the Forgotten Victims Pris a Study in VulnerabilityBoard for Social
Responsibility, Church House Publishing. Vol 45, &8,11998.

17 Lowenstein, A. 1986amily Relation: The Single Parent Familyational Council on Family Relation,Vol.35(1), P-88

18yictims of Crime Assistance Tribunal. 2016. Types/aftim. Retrieved from https://www.vocat.vic.gov/assistance-
available/types-victims.

PHairston, C. F. (1998). The forgotten parent: Unidemding the forces that influence incarceratedefattrelationships with their
children.Child welfare 77(5), 617.
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effects of sentence most acutely with respectltmast all sphere of lifé° Despite the locks, bars and bolts the convicted

family member is still a family member that is wkaynilies continues to care for the prison@rs.

In this study Social victimisation of primary kiri convicts is the result of punishment. Punishnientlated to
the discipline of Penology. As we know Punishmerd type of correctional activity which is meanteéduce the breaking
of rules both formal as well as infornfalTherefore Punishment is a “necessary evil-esdentiaaising of children or for
the regulation of adult human lifé%n short punishment is required to regulation assliaance for safe living in a society.
Therefore punishing the wrong doer is absolutedyitable but the society, state or the governmeatil find a way out
to reach to these families who are also indirectimi of crime. These families are suffering notdgse they did crime but

because the convict is related to them.

This study specifically concentrates on the soefédct of punishment on the primary kin of convicBocial
effect of conviction on the primary kin can be séablunder ‘deterioration of mental condition’, ‘@gal strength’, ‘ill
treatment from the stake holders of the societyl gsychological traum&*. Again social victimisation primary kin of
convicts can be defensible with the points likegrieliness and frustration of spouég'Difficulties in management of

children and parent$® ‘Future uncertainty after completion of the imprisnent’ and ‘Anxiety due to uncertain futufé’.
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY
e The study seeks to explore the Social Transitioth@families of convicts after conviction of thifemder.

 How there is a change in the social life with specéference to family members of convict and sycad the

perpetrator of crime?
METHODOLOGICAL ORIENTATION OF THE STUDY

This research is exploratory in nature. Since iamsexploratory study no hypothesis has been coctstd for the
study. It combines of collection of both primarytaland secondary data. Primary data have beenctadléhrough
face to face interview of the primary kin of congwisiting Jharpada Jail, Bhubaneswar. Primary deitl also be
collected from government reports. This study alsdudes secondary data like books, journals, kegicinternet

sources, and website.

The primary kin of convicts of Jharpada Jail is th@verse of the study. Here by primary kin theesgsher
means parents, siblings, spouse and offspring leeti@ to18 years of the convicts. The area of rekga Jharpada Jail
Bhubaneswar. This study includes a sample sizeD0ffamily members or primary kin of convicts seryisentence in
Jharpada Jail, Bhubaneswar. It includes Non-prdibat8ampling Procedure, which includes Purposian$ling and

Convenience Sampling.

203in, X., Deng, S. & Alon, |. 201’Consumption Behavior of Chinese urban residentsndueconomic transition: Intermittent and
cyclical fluctuations’ International Journal of Emerging Markets, Volséue: 3, P.187-199

2Ipasmasela, M. A. 2019. Indonesia’s efforts to aghiglobally competitive human resourckgernational Journal of Humanities and
Social Science Invention (IJHSSI). VA(8).

22 Shukla, G. 2013Criminology-crime Causation, Sentencing and Rehaiitib of Victims 1% edition. New Delhi: Lexis Nexis, P.2.

2 Malik, K.P. 2011 Penology, Victimology & Correctional Administratiamindia. 1 ed. Haryana: Allahabad Law University. P.

24 hitps:/iwww.expertily.com/blog/kinds-of-punishmeAP C/Dt-4/12/18

25 Soicher, O. S. 2011The Effect of Paternal Incarceration on Materialhe University of Chicago Press Stable, Vol. 85, Bld?.447
26 pettman, B.O. 1977Socid Economic Systerhdnternational Journal of Social Economics, lssue: 2, pp.101-119

2" Morris, P. 1965Prisoners and their familied.ondon: George Allen and Unwin, P.291-29
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EMPIRICAL FINDINGS OF THE STUDY

About the Sample:

Sex: From the above table and diagram about the sainiglejuite obvious that 60 % of the respondentsfamale where
as 40 % of them are male. Here we can imply thatféimale members in the offender’s families areenm@motionally

attached with the convicts than the male members.
Marital Status: 76 % of the respondent are married, 16 % areesinwbkre as 8 % are divorcee.

Educational Qualification: Educational qualification of these family membisrsoncentrating more in category
3i.e. till graduate i.e. 70 %. Then 14 % of famitgmbers of convicts are having qualification of & above. Rest 16%

are coming under illiterate category.

Occupation: 44 % of them are unemployed and dependent ontlte tamily members or on the convicts. Rest

24 % are self-employed where as 32 % are salaried.

Income: From the below diagrammatic representation of imedevel of respondent it is clear that 36 % ofithe
are earning less thaf10,000, 22 % of the families are earnifig0,0000 toX 25,000 and only 18 % primary kin of
convicts are earning 25,000 and above. From the above data it is chearrhaximum of them are not able to lead their

life comfortably because comparatively more familgmbers are earning less tifah0,000.
FINDINGS ON SOCIAL TRANSITION

* Most of the respondent and their family are livingheir neighbourhood for a longer period timeeTdverage
length of association with their neighbourhood %86 years. Accordingly they have good cooperatiod

coordination with their neighbourhood and the ietathip with neighbourhood were good before coict

» Before conviction79%of the neighbours was good,0% were peaceful or highly good arPb were

manageable. Therefor@7% were behaving in a positive way with these familgmbers.

» After conviction61% of neighbours are showing support but in a hexitatay but these people are at least
keeping the ties with these families. Wher&d86 were expressing directly that they are not intedk$o keep
any type of relationship with them by maintaininitersce. Thenl3% have started avoiding these people or
primary kin of convict. This situation is even werashere3% of the people in the society totally stopped all

types of communication with these families.

* Rest9% are the people who are involved in all type of tmathaviour showed towards these families. These
people are criticising, making them ashamed ofsthetion, harassing publicly in front of other péx igniting
the other people in the locality to not to mix withese families. During interaction the researdbend that

maximum of them are trying to leave their locabiytrying to shift their village area.

e The condition or the environment of the family lref@onviction was just near to healthy one as peir tvery
active and dynamic answers. Maximum of them had #aat their families were happy family and theyreve
leading a tension free life i.&00%. Then others have explained their state of liffot@econviction in various
vibrant ways like it was wealthy, happy, self-stiffint, helping, well to do, tension free and jddynily. So it can

be viewed that welfare level of these families waar to maximum.
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e Post-conviction more than 95 % of families stateat they are now living under stress. Variety typesvords/
statements they have used to show their sorrow asicrery stressful, very painful, tough phase,péess night,
lonely helplessness, lost all hopes, lost smil#,diitension and full of hardship. This narratée ttrauma the

families of convicts are facing during and postadgotion period.
Analysis of Behavioural Change in People of the Sigty before and After Conviction

Table 1 and 2 are clearly showing the visible cleainghe behaviour of the people living near tséhiamilies. They are not
only struggling to survive but also every day ttaeg bearing the mental stress gifted by the soctgdenly they feel
unwanted in their locality. Neighbours are doing thy not inviting these people to their family &tions. These people are
showing their avoidance through less talk evenallg by keeping a distance with primary kin of cits; disrespecting the
elder person of these family, even they are retiidta give any type of general support to thesepfgedn other cases the
neighbours are not going to those parties and ifumetwhere they have been invited by other peoflesy are not only
hurting these families but also creating a very ingghct on the mind of the children of these fagsiliMost importantly the
little one who is unaware about the situation awenevery hard for the family members to make therdeustand what
conviction is? In this situation they are totalpnfused. Even the society is not showing any tyse or support towards the

innocent member of these families. Therefore iab®e very hard for these families maintain a notifeal

Table 1: Relationship with Neighbours before Convition

Relationship with Neighbours | Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Not good 3 3.0 3.0 3.0
Manageable 8 8.0 8.0 11.0

Valid | Good 79 79.0 79.0 90.0
Peaceful / highly good 10 10.0 10.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0

Table 2: Relationship with Neighbours after Convicion

Behaviour of Society Post-Conviction| Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Neutral behaviour 61 61.0 61.0 61.0
Less talk 14 14.0 14.0 75.0
valid Avoidin_g_ 13 13.0 13.0 88.0
Stop mixing 3 3.0 3.0 91.0
Behaving badly 9 9.0 9.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0

Analysis of Family Welfare Before and After Convicton

It can be said from the analysis of Table 2 andeTalthat these families members have lost thediters word which the basic
representation of welfare of any family i.e. hapByg. after conviction they are all unhappy for maggsons of their own. But
maximum of the reasons are imposing pressure opsy@hological status of these family members. Tdreyat the same time
fighting with their emotions as well as trying haedfitting with the society people. In both thesea they are receiving a failure
result, neither they are able to find peace in#idefamily environment nor they able to convince tieighbours to treat them
with compassion. The feelings like depressed,rfgedione, full of all types of hardship, full ofddles, sorrow, tension, pain,
stress, shocks, feeling helpless, lost all hopdiepfloss peace of mind, lost smile, pathetidfesing like anything, sleepless
night, tough phase, very bad, difficult and weakrimally are quite enough to explain their curstate of mind. It can be stated

as sudden fall in the welfare level to zero of éhfesnilies after conviction of their family member.
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Table 3: Family Condition before Conviction

Family Condition Pre- Valid Cumulative
)(llonviction e e Percent Percent
Living happily 52 52.0 52.0 52.0
valid Living without tension 15 15.0 15.0 67.0
Leading a peaceful life 33 33.0 33.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
Family Condition Post- Frequency Percent Valid Cumulative
Conviction Percent Percent
Lost all hopes 15 15.0 15.0 15.0
Facing all types of 34 34.0 34.0 49.0
hardship
. Lost peace of mind 21 21.0 21.0 70.0
Valid Feeling lonely and
19 19.0 19.0 89.0
helpless
Sleepless nights with 11 11.0 11.0 100.0

lots of tension

Findings on Behavioural Change in the Children WhoAre Going To School

* 66 % of the families have mentioned that theirdreih look happy while attending school and 34 %ehstated
that the children are not happy while going to stho

* None of them look happy when they are returningnfitheir educational institution. 48 % are behavogmal

where as 52 % are tensed.

» Post-conviction affects the education of the litilges of these families badly. Neither the familgmbers are
able to give time to their children nor are thedriein able to give sufficient time to their studi®g % responded

that their children are not devoting sufficient ¢ifior their study as before.
Child Behaviour after Returning from School

Table 5 shows reveals that children are beingdcdeatell by their school friends after the conviatiof family member.
There has not been any negative change in the lmelanf the school friends or school authority toggathe children;
however it also shows that many of the childrenrentehappy anymore going to school (44 %), andlanfgia major 50 %
of the children have tensed after returning frorhost. This might be because of their own perceptiegarding the
conviction of family member or because of any défeial treatment they experience but fail to idfgnn their school.

This can be attributed to the social change happdne to conviction of the family member.

Table 6 shows Similarly though the children do giot sufficient time to study, they are still attiémgy birthday
parties of their school friends, indicating thagyhare equally acceptable and comfortable amonig sbhool friends as
before conviction of family member. Many of theaenilies used to invite friends of their childrentb@ir home i.e. 86 %.
It shows that number of friends coming to theseilfembefore conviction of family member has desezhdrastically i.e.
78 %. So it can be opined that though friends efahildren & their family invite the children todin home. They are not
sending their children to the family of convicts fmy party or function. This indicates a majorrdp in their sociability

in the society, which may have larger impact ondhiédren growth and development.
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Table 5: Child Behaviour after Returning from Schod

Child Behaviour after Valid Cumulative
Returning from School ATEENEY | R Percent Percent
1 32 32.0 32.0 32.0
2 50 50.0 50.0 82.0
Valid 3 1 1.0 1.0 83.0
4 17 17.0 17.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0
Table 6: Devotion of Proper Study Time by Children
Children Study Time | Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent | Cumulative Percent
Yes 3 3.0 3.0 3.0
Valid No 97 97.0 97.0 100.0
Total 100 100.0 100.0

Specific Recommendation to Neutralise the Negatiu&ffects of Conviction on Primary Kin

Here this study is trying to observe and feel thim pf the primary kin of convicts serving senteircéharpada jail. As the
harm is also inflicted by the society to the faasliof convicts therefore this research is cateiggrithese group of the
people as secondary victims. In the one hand sagking responsibility to provide justice to ttlieect or primary victim

of the crime, on the other hand it is not paying type of heed towards these categories of peohteare also suffering
due to crime causatiéh Everyone in busy in neglecting and showing hatmedards these innocent people whose only
fault is that they are the blood relatives of thitermder serving sentence behind the bar. Familiegrionary kin of the
convicts are not only the victim of convict buta@the victim of the state and society where theyrasiding. Both state as

well their neighbour and relatives are not shovang concern about their loss and pain even noteafheir struggles.

In some cases during interaction with the familynmbers of convicts researcher found that they asitdie to
disclose to their neighbours about the convictibtheir relatives. This clearly states that in saroener of their mind they
are also feeling insecure as one of their familynipers is in Jail or in some part of their silensetvation they are also
feeling guilty of the crime causation by their fiyninember. But they have to face the rough behavadthe society, loss
in education of the little one, loss in social espas well as they are trying hard to manage alitthe pain and problems
incurred due to the conviction of their dear ¥nn this respect they are also losing their hapitis respect to rebuilding
the image in the society. Here this study is tryimdind out some sorts of recommendation so thatsociety as well as
state can think about these families and help tteeface the situation. The researcher’s specifiomamendations in these

cases are:

e The state may support these secondary victims bgtiolg awareness among the public regarding the goadl

trauma these families are going through.

* Legal service may be extended to those who areggbimugh emotional break down or bearing severetahe

problem due to the conviction of their family membe

» State may protect the future generation specibbychildren of these families who are going throaghaumatic

situation.

28 Morris, P. (1965). Prisoners and their familieentdon: George Allen and Unwin. pp. 291-292.
®Hairston, C. F. (2002, January). Prisoners and fasiiParenting issues during incarceration. In FRsison to Home: The Effects of
Incarceration and Re-entry on Children, Families @othmunities Conference, Jan (pp. 30-31).
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e State may try to protect these children who ardewtigg their studies and feeling alone after cotion of their

family member by arranging specific medical fa@htor providing tutorial class to these students.

* Government may think about these groups of peoptkiatroduce specific plans and policies to uptifese

sections of the society.

* The state can support the families of prisoners at®extremely dependent on the convicts. It caange for
Prisoner’s wife allowance to provide minimum sugporthose families where wives were solely depahda
the convict. “The same type of financial supporsvgiven by Irish government during 1974 and thgilelity
criteria for inclusion of wives of the prisoner @ndhis allowance were (a) the women had to be u@@eears of
age and (b) she have no dependent children” (B2298)*°

« In part IV of constitution of India which deals Wwitlirective principles of state policy states vatéicle 38, (1)
“The State shall strive to promote the welfarehe people by securing and protecting as effectiasljt may a
social order in which justice, social, economic aditical, shall inform all the institutions of éhnational life”.
So to protect the welfare of these families Stadg tny to arrange alternate earning source fofdhglies where

there is no one to provide financial support aftamviction of the family member.

CONCLUSIONS

The current research engrosses information abeutittimisation or sufferings of families of prisens serving sentence
in Jharpada Jail Bhubaneswar. It explores the opiaf the visitors of these convicts regardingghggestion, expectation
and improvement of their condition. This re-estsiidis the fact that these group of people losinig Hupe to be happy
again in their life. Here | want to quote a linerfr one of the respondent during interaction; she ‘¢he condition of
people outside the hospital and outside the Jgiiss equal. We always pray to God regarding goedith in fear of
hospital and its expenses during the treatmens @binviction is also meant to treat the convictsl @ includes equal or
more pain as well as expenses like hospital. Agaboth the places there is no assurance that Weetiback our closed
one so in both the places there is fear of losiaiggn. Waiting outside the hospital cabin is jupiad to visiting Jail to

meet the dear one. That is why one should prayoi fGr crime free life.”

Therefore the families of wrongdoer are also vistiaf the convicts’. Even these victims are not dnbated as
second group of secondary victims but also forgotietims of the critical event. They are not oslyffering socially and
psychologically but also going through a very cetiemotional stage of their lives. Some struggltimgop up with the
situation some are confused how to act and somdivémg with the hope that everything will be firadter the end of
conviction. Whatever they are going through is betause of their fault but still as the convicthis integral part of their
family that is why they have to bear the pain. B® pain they have been bearing since or beforeiciimv is because of
the relationship they are having with the convidtisey are suffering from social loss, burden inseghresponsibility and
psychological stress. Therefore these categorigseople who are termed as “Convicts’ Family Membarg also the

victim of convict and the total procedure.

%0Breen, J. 2008. Prisoners' Families and the Ripgec&fof ImprisonmenStudies: An Irish Quarterly Revie®7(385), pp.59-71.
Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org/stable/25660536
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