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ABSTRACT

In recent years a significant amount of research has been carried out into child sexual
abuse. As aresuit, much information is now available about the sexual abuse of children.
However, there are still some aspects of the problem about which very little is known.
One such aspect is the sexual abuse of boys. Previous tesearch has either tended to
concentrate on the abuse of girls or ignored gender differences altogether. It was the
present dearth of empirical research into the abuse of boys which provided the impetus for
the study described in this thesis,

The study was specifically about public and professional perceptions of child sexual
abuse. The main aim was o explore whether the sexual abuse of boys was perceived
differently from that of girls.

The research consisted of two surveys. The first attempted to estimate the prevalence of
child sexnal abuse amongst the student population living in Glasgow and the second was
an exploration into public perceptions of child sexual abuse. In the case of the first study,
self-completion gquestionnaircs were completed by samples of students attending
university/collcge in the Glasgow area. The second study ntilised the relatively innovative
method of the vignette technique. Using a self-completion questionnaire (different from
the questionnaire used in the first study), members of the general public were asked to
comment on six vignettes. Each of these vignettes described an incident which might be
labelled as child sexual abuse. Since the study was also interested in exploring
professional perceptions of child sexual abuse, a small number of professionals completed
a different version of the questionnaire.

The thesis ocutlines a number of problems associated with the use of the vignette technigue
in social research. Of all the possibic criticisms of the technique, the most relevant in
terms of the present study is the fact that it is impossible to know how accurately the
responses elicited by the vignettes represent the behaviour of the respondents in real life
situations. Despite the problems associated with the use of the technique, this study
appeared to demonstrate the value of using vigneties to research a topic of an extremely
sensitive nature.

The prevalence study found that 7.5% of the sample reported possible abuse. This
applied to 12% of females and 2.5% of males.




The main study found that the majority of the public were likely to take action about most
of the incidents described in the questionnaire. Because the questionnaire which was
completed by the professionals was not identical to the questionnaire used with the public,
it is not possible to make direct comparisons between the responses elicited from the two
groups. However, the overall impression was that the public was not quite as ready as
professionals to label a situation as child sexual abuse. More than 60% of the public said
that it was likely they would tell someone about five of the six incidents. Overall, even
higher proportions of professionals thought it important that someone was told. A
number of possible suggestions are made as 1o why professionals are more likely than the
public to suspect that an incident involves sexual abuse.

While the literature suggests that a possible case of child sexual abuse will be treated less
seriously if it involves a boy victim rather than a girl, the findings described in this thesis
provide no general support for this hypothesis. Although the gender of the young person
involved did seem to make a difference to the way in which the public perceived some
incidents, it made no such difference in others. This thesis identities the kind of situations
where these gender differences are likely to be present, and discusses some of the
implications of these findings. While the gender of the young person involved did appear
to make some difference to the way in which the public perceive possibie cases of child
sexual abuse, the gender of the victim made no difference at all to the perceptions of
professionals in this study.

The results of the present study are located within the findings of other studies of public
and/or professional perceptions of child sexual abuse.
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Chapter One

CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE ENDER
DIFFERENCES:

A Review of Recent Findings and Explanations

The research described in this thesis is about gender differences in relation to child sexual
abuse. In particular, it is concerned with variations in the reporting! of possible cases of
child sexual abuse depending on the gender of the child concerned. Previous research into
CSA (ie child sexual abuse) has tended to ignore such differences and concentrated on the
abuse of girls.

During recent years, increasing attention has been given to the topic of child abuse. While
cases of child physical abuse tended to dominate during the 1960s and 1970s, attention
turned to child sexual abuse in the 1980s. As a result of the publicity given to the subject
by the media, interest has not been limited to professionals or academics working in the
area of child protection. The media's coverage of events in Cleveland and, more recently,
in Orkney served to heighten public awareness of the problem.

One of the most fundamental issues associated with child sexual abuse is defining it.
“Child sexual abuse” is a relatively new term. Even as late as the early 1980s (eg see
Nelson 1982 and MacLeod & Saraga 1988) CSA was thought of in terms of “incest” -
sexual intercourse between a girl and a male relation, usually her father or step-father.
Today it is acknowledged that girls and boys can be sexually abused by both family and
non-family members. It is also accepted that sexual abuse can invoive behaviours/acts
other than intercourse. However, there are still a number of problems associated with
deciding whether or not an incident constitutes sexual abuse. One of these problems is
deciding what behaviour should be classified as abuse. Abusive behaviour is often
divided into contact abuse (eg sexual kissing, anal and vaginal intercourse, and oral-
genital sex) and non-contact abuse (eg exhibitionism, voygurism, and sexual invitations).
While there wili be litle doubt that behaviour which involves physical contact (especially
where penetration is involved) is abuse, non-contact behaviours can be more ambiguous.
Defining CSA is complicated by the fact that there are certain kinds of behaviour which are
likely to be defined as abuse if they happen outside a child’s home but, if the same

. =

1 This thesis is concerned with the "reporting” of abuse in both an official sense (ihe involvement of an
agency such as the social work department or the police) and an unofficial sense (ie bringing the matter
to the attention of family/friends etc)
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behaviour happens within the child’s home, it might well be dismissed as normal child-
rearing behaviour. For example, a parent may insist on bathing or dressing a child and in
the process touch or even cuddle the child. Depending on the age of the child, this is
likely to be viewed as perfectly natural behaviour and no one would suspect that the parent
was seeking sexual gratification. If, however, the same adult attempted to touch or cuddle
a child for whom he had no caretaking responsibilities (eg a stranger in the park), then
his/her behaviour will not be regarded as normal and his/her intentions are likely o be
questioned. This, of course, raiscs the question of how do we know what is “normal™?
Another issue associated with deciding what constitutes sexual abuse, 1s the question of
whether there needs to be a difference in ages between the two people involved in an
incident for the experience to be classed as abusive? The literature suggests that children
often engage in sexual activity with their peers. But can an incident involving two young
people of a similar age be detined as abusive? Does it make a difference if one of the
young persons is more sexually mature than the other? A final problem associated with
defining child sexual abuse is the issue of consent. If a child agrees to take part in an
activity, can the activity be viewed as abuse? Does the child really understand what he/she
is agreeing to? What happens if the other person has used coercion to obtain the child’s
consent? Clearly, the definition of CSA used in a piece of research is likely to have major
implications for the findings of that research since the broader the definition used, the
larger the problem becomes.

The increasing interest in child sexual abuse has led to a significant amount of research
being carried out. As a result of this research, a considerable amount of information 1s
now available. In his book “The Facts about Child Sexual Abuse”, Gillham (1991)
provides a comprehensive overview of what is presently known about CSA. Prevalence
studies suggest that approximately 1 in 3 girls and 1 in 6 boys are sexually abused. It
would therefore appear that girls and boys are sexually abused on a ratio of approximately
2:1. (These ratios are averages - based on the results of a number of studies. As will be
discussed later in this chapter, different studies have produced considerably different
prevalence rates.) Research has shown that most children’s experiences of sexual abuse
are of single cvents of a relatively minor character. While it is often believed that children
are mainly sexually abused withia the family, it would appear that the majority of abuse
takes placc outside the family. (This is guite unlike physical abuse - which nearly always
occurs within the child's family.) Although most sexual abuse happens outwith the
family, most abusers are known o their victims. It would therefore appear that “stranger
danger” is not the main threat to children. Abusers tend to be young, aged between late
teens and early thirties. Physical abuse is more common in pre-school children, but
sexval abuse is nore commeon in school-aged children and peaks between 11 and 12
years. While girls under 11 years of age are most at risk of sexual abuse, boys over 10
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years of age are most at risk. A popular misconception is that children who report that
they have been sexually abused are making faise allegations. However, research suggest
that spontaneous disclosures are rarely false (see especially Anthony and Watkeys 1991).

While there has been & ‘major increase’ (Monaco & Gaier 1988, p.97) in the number of
reported cases of child sexual abuse in recent ycars, rescarch would suggest that the
majority of CSA cases are still not reported to the authorities. It is acknowledged that a
large proportion of all c¢rimes involving sexual activity go unreported (Black and
DeBlassie 1993, Freeman-Longo 1986), but those involving children (especially male
children) are least likely 10 be reported. While estimates suggest that only one in three
rapes arc reported, only one in ten (or may be even less) cases of CSA are reported
(Freeman-l.ongo 1986). The literature suggests that there are a number of reasons why so
many cases of CSA go unreported. Peake (Peake 1989) argues that some cases of CSA
go unreported either because the children do not realise that they are being abused or
because they do not have the necessary vocabulary to explain what has happened to them.
Some children do not report their abuse because they fear that they will not be believed
{(Monaco & Gaier 1988). Other children choose not to report that they have been sexually
abused because of a fear of the consequences of telling (for themselves, for the abuser -
particularly if it was a parent who they love, and for other members of their family)., The
perpetrator may have used threats or bribes to ensure that the child yemains silent about the
abuse (eg Finch 1967, Monaco & Gaier 1988, Child and Family Research Trust Team
1993 and Yates 1982). Some children decide not to tell becanse they fecl guilty. They
may feel guilty because they believe that they were to blame for what happened to them or
because they found the experience pleasurable and/or sexually arousing (eg Blanchard
1986, Rogers & Terry 1984 and Yates 1982). Given that there are so many factors which
can serve to inhibit children from reporting that they have been sexually abused, it is
perhaps not too surprising that so many choose to remain silent.

ixplanations for Child Sexual A

A number of theoretical perspectives have been developed to explain why children are
sexually abused. These include the individual/psychological approach, family dysfunction
theory and the feminist approach. Individual/psychological explanations for CSA argue
that there s “something wrong” with the perpetrator of the abuse. He or she may be
“sick”, “abnormal’ or ‘criminal’ (Saraga 1993, p.64). Family dysfunction theory shifts
attention away from the behaviour of the individual to the functioning of the family. The
family is viewed as a systemn, to be understood in terms of both the patterns of interaction
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and communication within the family and the roles that individual family members adopt.
Family dysfunction theory argues that CSA can serve the function of keeping together
families which would otherwise collapse, as the abuse can help to avoid open conflict
between parcnts. CSA can thercfore restore some kind of equilibrium to the family. The
classic scenario is the case of a father who abuses his daughter because his wife can no
longer fulfil his sexual desires. The feminist approach explains CSA in terms of the
inequalities in power which exist between men, women and children. Feminists argue that
CSA is ‘an exoeme example of insttutionalized male power over females’ (Corby 1993,
p-102) and children.

While the individual/psychological, family dysfunction and feminist approaches have been
used o explain why children are sexually abused, a quite different approach is taken by
the social constructionists. Social constructionists (eg scc Rogers 1992) argue that
problems such as CSA do not exist in themselves and are only madc real by the way in
which society thinks and talks about them (Mayes et al 1992). Rogers (1992) argues that
masturbation was an example of a socially constructed problem in the nineteenth century
when it was considered “self-abuse™. Gillian Mayes writes:

- self-abuse” became real because parents and doctors noticed it, thought
about it, worried about it and did something about it. It became a “thing” by
the fact that action was taken to prevent it and devices manufactured to
implement it prevention.

(Mayes ct al 1992, p.165)

Just as the social constructionists would argue that masturbation only became a social
problem in the nineteenth century becausc of the way in which society thought and talked
about masturbation at that time, they would argue that child sexual abuse has only become
a problem today because of the way in which society presently thinks and talks about
CSA. According to the social constructionists, homosexuality (eg see Foucaunlt 1981,
Stein 1992 and Weinrich 1992) and pornography are further examples of constructs of our
society. If child sexual abuse has indeed been created by a social process, then it is likely
that different people will have different understandings of what CSA 1s. It was therefore
thought important that the prevalence study which is described in this thesis allowed the
respondents themselves to decide what constitutes CSA. One of the purposes of the main
study was to investigate whether or not there is a consensus of opinion amongst members
of the public as to what should be considered CSA.

Despite the dramatic increase in interest in the topic, there are still some aspects of child

sexual abuse about which very little is known. One of the arecas in which very little
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research has been undertaken is the sexual abuse of boys. While the literature contains
many examples of studies which either concentrate on or are specifically about the sexual
abuse of girls, the researcher has to lock much harder to find what amount 10 2 much
smaller number of studies about the abuse of boyvs. By focusing on the sexual abuse of
boys and comparing the differences in the treatment of alleged cases of CSA involving
boys and girls, the present research was inspired by an interest in attempting to go at least
some way towards redressing this imbalance.

One of the problems associated with understanding the sexual abusc of boys is that
nobody really knows how common it is. While a number of researchers have attempied to
estimate the prevalence of the problem, their findings have varied considerably. Table
1.0, below, summarises the findings of & number of the more recent studies which were
consulted, first hand, by the present researcher. It shows the definition of CSA used in
cach of the studies. The table also shows the percentage of male and female respondents
who reported having ever been sexually abused, according to the definition used. The
studies are ranked in order of prevalence, beginning with the studies which found the
lighest rates.

<13 -




Table 1.1:

METHODS USED
IN STUDY

DEFINITION
CSA USED

OF

PREVA
Men

LENCE
Women

KELLY, REGAN
& BURTON
(1991)

A detailed guestionnaire
was completed by 1244
siudents aged 16-21
atterding 7 colleges of
Fuorther Education in
England, Scotland and
Wales. (60% of the
sample were female)

Definition incloded
"flashing", being touched,
being pressured in to
having sex and attempted
and actual assanlts/rapes
before the respondent
reached 18 years of age.
Perpetrators included adults
and peers

27%

39%

MARTIN etal
(1993)

Random sample of 3000
women taken from the
clectoral rolis of pnc area
in New Zealand

Dcfinition included
unwanted contact and non-
contact incidents with an
adult or older person hefore
the respondent reached the
age of 16

34 4%
all Lypes
of abuse

197%
genital
contact

FINKELHOR et
al (1990)

National telcphone survey
of 2626 American adnlts
(1415 men, 1481 women)
aged 18+. The sample
was randomly generated
using 'phone numbers

Definition included contact
and non-contact
experiences before the
respondent reached 18
vears of age

16%

27%

FROMUTH &
BURKHART
(1989)

Questionnaires were
distributed to 2 samples of
male coliege students
representing  different
geographic arcas. (253
stadents attended a
midwestern university and
329 studenis atiended a
south-western university)

Study used 2z broad
definition which wcluded
both contact and non-
contact experiences,
although an age
discrepancy between the
victim and perpeirator was
required for the incident(s)
to be defined as abusive

15%

mid-western

13%
south-
eastern

BAKER &
DUNCAN (1985)

2019 men and women aged
15+ interviewed as part of
a MORI survey - a
nationally representative
sample of Greal Britain

Incidents (including
contact and non-contact
experiences) occuring to
the respondents before the
age of 16 and involving a
sexually mature person
who cxpected the activily
10 lead to their sexual
arpusal

B%

12%
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Table 1.1 (continued): " f number of i empiin
Prevalen f Child Sexual Abuse

METHODS USED | DEFINITION OF | PREVA LENCE

IN STUDY CSA USED Men Women

A nationwide survey, ?
using a self-report
questionnaire, of sexual
assault experiences of| Definition included contact
RISIN & KOSS | 6159 students in 32 US}aad non-contact

(1987) ins{itutions of higherf experiences when the 7.3%
education. The sample| respondent was under 14
included 2972 men. (The| years of age
data gathered regarding
female respondents was
not discussed in this
repoit)
3132 adults (1480 men,{ Incidents invalving
SIEGEL et al 1645 women?) living in | pressure or force on a
(1987) the Los Angeles area aged | young person under 16 33% 6.8%

18+ were interviewed | years of age to allow
using a stratified, | sexual contact to take
household sample place

2 1t is acknowledoed by the present researcher that these figures, cited by Siggel et al (I987), add up to
3125 and not 3132,




From an initial glance at Table 1.0, two observations can be made immediately. The first
of these observations is the considerable variation between studies in the estimated
prevalence of CSA. Two possible explanations for the variation in prevalence are that
different studies used different rescarch methods (eg self-report questionnaires, interviews
and telephone surveys) and each study used a different definition of CSA. Clearly a
survey which asks respondents about experiences up to the age of 18 is likely to find a
higher percentage of the sample reporting incidents (eg Finkelhor at al 1990; 16% of men)
than a study which asks about experiences up to the age of 14 (eg Risin & Koss 1987;
7.3% of men). Besides the age of the respondent, the definitions of abuse also varied in
other ways (eg whether or not they let the respondent decide him/herself what constitutes
sexual abuse or whether the respondent was provided with a kst of behaviours and asked
if he/she had ever been forced to participate in any of them, and whether or not the study
specified an age difference between the respondent and the perpetrator before the incident
could be considered abusive). A third possible explanation for the variation in the
prevalence rates given in Table 1.0 is the period in time in which each survey was
conducted. Given the increase in public awareness of CSA, it is possible that studies
carried out more recently will yicld higher prevalence rates. It is likely that some
behaviours which are regarded today as abuse would simply have been ignored in the
past. There is certainly some evidence in Table 1.0 to suggest that the time when the
study was conducted does effect the prevalence ratc. While all of the studies carried out in
the mid-eighties have prevalence rates for males of less than 10%, the studies conducted
since the late eighties have rates of over 10% for males.

The second observation which can be made about Table 1.0 is that each study shows a
higher prevalence rate for the sexual abuse of girls than boys. In meost studies, the
prevalence rates for women was almost twice that for men. This may be a result of the
fact that girls are indeed more likely to be sexually abused than boys, or (given that all of
these studies are based on self-report and are therefore not necessarily 4 measure of true
prevalence) it may be indicative of the fact that boys are less willing to admit to having
been sexually abused.

Of the studies cited in the table, the Baker and Duncan (1985) study and the research by
Kelly, Regan and Burton (1991) were the only two surveys to be carried out in Great
Britain. With the exception of the research by Martin et al (1993) which was conducted in
New Zealand, the remainder of the studies were catried out in the United States of
America. In the light of the absence of information on the UK, the research reported in
this thesis began with a prevalence study of child sexual abuse amongst a sample of
students attending colleges and universities within the Glasgow area. It was hoped that
this would give some indication of the prevalence of the problem in Scotland.
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g xual Ahus f B : What we gly know

While there is a dearth of research into the sexual abuse of boys, the existing literature
does suggest three very important aspects of child abuse which arc distinet to the sexual
abuse of boys. Each of these aspects would suggest that a male victim of CSA is less
likely than a female victim to report the abuse. (Of course, not all reported cases of CSA
are reported by the victims themselves.)

The first of these aspects is the fact thai, in addition to all the reasons why both male and
female victims of CSA might choose not to report the abuse, male victims have to
overcome 'the additional taboo of homosexuality' (Faller 1989, p.282). Because boys are
more likely than girls to be abused by an offender of the same sex (eg Peake 1939,
Blanchard 1986 and Fritz, Stoll & Wagner 1982), this gives rise to a number of concerns
around the issue of homosexuality. Some boys who have been sexually abused fear that
they imay be homosexual and some assume that they were chosen by their abusers because
they displayed homosexual signs (Peake 1989 and Watkins & Bentovim 1992). Others
worry that their abuse might cause them to become homosexual (Nasjleti 1980).
According to Finch (1967), it is possible for a boy to become homosexual through
repeated exposure to homosexual activities with an adolt male. (Finch also argues that it is
possible for a girl to become a lesbian through continued sexual contact with an adult
woman.) Questions about his sexual orientation are of even greater concern to a sexually
abused boy if he found the experience(s) at all pleasurable/sexually arousing. However,
studies have shown that males can be sexually aroused by non-erotic stimuli (eg Ramsey
1943). Many researchers argue that, because of these concerns, many boys who have
been sexually abused simply refuse to report the abuse lest they be Jabelled homosexual
(eg Black & DeBlassie 1993, Nasjleti 1980, Pierce & Pierce 1985 and Roane 1992).
Dimock writes:

In cases of abuse by arother male, the fear of being labelled queer or a wimp
might discourage reporting.
(Dimock 1988, p.204)

In addition to considering the consequences for himself if he reports being sexually
abused by an other male, the male victim of CSA must also consider the stigma which

might fall on his family (Roane 1992).

The second aspect of the sexual abuse of boys which is discussed in the existing literature
is the fact that our society does not permit boys to be victims. Nasjleti writes:
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From early childhood boys learn that masculinity means not depending on
anyone, not being weak, not being passive, not being a loser in
confrontation, in short, not being a victim.

(Nasjleti 1980, p.271)

Nasjleti goes on:

Reacting passively to physical aggression of any kind except from females is

perceived by males as a feminine trait. Their resistance to asking for help

stems from a reluctance to identify themselves as helpless or passive.
(Nasjleti 1980, p.272)

Peake makes a similar point:

Our society does not encourage boys/men to complain when they are hurt;
rather the ethos is one of keeping quiet or of retaliation.
(Peakc 1989, p.46)

Since society does not expect a male to complain if he has become a victim, it is likely that
some boys who have been sexually abused will feel extremely uneasy about their
experiences. Asking for help will make a boy feel that he was not able to protect himself
(Nasjleti 1980), as he is likely to be ridiculed and considered "sissy” or "unmanly”
(Nasjleti 1980). He is also likely to be faced with such comments as "A real boy would
never let someone do that without fighting back" and "He must have wanted to do it
becanse he didn't resist” (Rogers & Terry 1980).

A third aspect of the sexual abuse of boys which is highlighted in the existing literature is
that society, as a whole, 1s reluctant to admit that boys can be sexually abused. While
society has gradually come to accept that girls can be sexually abused, it is only just
beginning to accept that boys can also be sexually abused. According to the literature,
there are a whole host of reasons why someone would be more likely to turn a blind eye to
a possible case of child abuse involving a male victim rather than actually being prepared
to take action and do something about the situation. These reasons will be discussed Iater
in this chapter.

The main research reported in this thesis is about an investigation into how members of
the public would react if a child described to them an incident which might be interpreted
as child sexual abuse. The aim of the study was to explore the types of behaviour which
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the public are likely to tell someone else about because they perceive the behaviour as
being sexual abuse.

The importance of members of the general public reporting possible cases of child abuse is
outlined in an American article by Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe (1991):

The nature of child protective services is such that voluntary reporting of
possible abuse or neglect by the general public is the sine qua non, all other
methods of case finding are too late and too little......Only the observation
and involvement of laymen - neighbo[ulrs, friends, family, the general
public - can bring the protection system to the service of the abused and
neglected children earty enough to be effective.

(Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe 1991, p.37)

A number of writers suggest reasons why the public and/or professionals might prefer to
deny the existence of child sexual abusc. For example, writing in America, Olafson,
Corwin & Summit (1993) clatm that CSA has been suppressed for the past 150 years.
They argue that the 1980s witnessed 'the emergence of a formidable backlash in courts,
clinics, and the media’ (p.18) against CSA and they suggest that information concerning
the prevalence of child sexual abuse is unwelcome on all shades of the political spectium.
As defenders of the family, Conservatives are unlikely to applaud an apparent challenge to
parental authority and Liberals will be wary of the undermining of civil liberties which
would come about as a result of state intrusion into the private sphere. Olafson, Corwin
& Sununit write:

It remains to be seen whether the current backlash will succeed in
resuppressing awareness of sexual abuse......If this occurs, it will not
happen because child scxual abuse is peripheral to major social interests, but
because it is so central that as a society we choose to reject our knowledge of
it rather than make the changes in our thinking, our institutions, and our daily
lives that sustained awareness of child sexual victimization demands.
(Olafson, Corwin & Surnmit 1993, p.19)

Some previous studies which have exploved public and/or professional perceptions of
child abuse are listed in Table 1.2. The findings of a number of these studies will now be
discussed. The discussion will begin with the research on perceplions of general child
abuse and then move on to the studies which were specifically concerned with child sexual
abuse. Since ncarly all of the studies cited in Table 1.2 are American, it 1s possible that
the results of some studies will not be applicable to the UK.
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Table 1.2:

Summary of a number of Studies which have researched
3 ral .

Public_and/or Professional Perceptions of general Child Abuyse
and CSA

SUMMARY OF
STUDY

POPULATION
SURVEYED/
INTERVIEWED

COUNTRY IN
WHICH STUDY
WAS
CONDUCTED

Studies exploring Public Perceptions of general Child Abuse

JOHNSON

Definitions and

&SIGLER | punishment of Spouse| 469 . bOv USA
(1993) Abusers and Child Abusers ized adulls
DARO & Public attitudes and mNact;O;;:ﬁl{re
GELLES behaviour with respect o] 1250 TP ei : USA
(1992) Child Abuse Prevention Sampie o
adulis
%%%%%E’g’ Public attitudes towards 742 Statewide USA
WOLFE (1991) Child Abuse survey of adults
CRUISE,
JACOBS & Children’s perceptions of Children aged USA
LYONS Physical Abuse 35 61l years
(1994)
Studies exploring Professional Perceptions of Child Abuse
Comparison of protective Protective
LEWANDOWSKI { service workers’ 24 Service USA
{1995) perceptions of ritual abuse Workers
and CSA
Teachers™ knowledge
ABRAHAMS, ; X oV
: ~ | attitudes and bLeliefs about
CASE(\fgffz?ARO Child Abuse and its 368 Teachers USA
Prevention
How teachers define and
TITE (1993) respond to Child Abuse 311 Teachens Canada
. An analysis of police
\X"EII{IL..TSJ(.E;&SS) decigions to report illegal 142 Police Officers USA
behaviour
MORRIS, Physicians’ attitudes Paediatricians
JOHNSON & toward Discipline & Child 58 and Family USA
CLASEN (1985) ${ Abuse Physicians
SNYDER & Hospital professionals’ Paediatric
NEWBERGER | evaluations of Child 295 Hospital USA
{1986) Maltrcatment Professionals
Study of variations in
FOX & Social Workers® and Social Workers
DINGWALL Health Visitors’ 40 & Health England
(1985} definitions of Child Visitors
Mistreatnent
S A
WATERHOUSE Study of the way in which N ases af €5
& CARNIE professionals identify and 44 Social Work Scotland
(1989) respond to intra-familial Profiles
C . X
A 48  Police Profiles
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Table 1.2 (continued):

Summary Q g nu ber of ﬁnggg which have
rch n

r Pr fessiongl Perceptions
f neral ‘hll A SA
: COUNTRY "IN |
summary oF | FORULATION lwhicw “stupy
STUDY INTERVIEWED WAS
| _CONDUCTED

Studies expioring Professiona! Perceptions of Child Abuse (continued)

Survey of protessional Child
BIRCHALL percegtionsp in  Child 339 Proteetion UK
(1992) Protection Professionals
Examined the extent of Professionals
agreement Dbetween 313 playing key
GIOVANNONI j members of different) Profess- roles in the
& professional occupations| ionals Protective USA
BECERRA about child abuse/neglect Services
{1979) and Dbctween these
professionals and members | 1065 Community
of the communitv Public Sample
452  Anassociation
Social  of professional
BURNETT Psychological Abuse of | Workers Social Workers
(1993) latency age children USA
381 Community
W'M‘“;Sﬂ]&_:m
Studies exploring Public Perceptions of CSA
BROUSSARD,
RaTTIER & | perceptions of CSA 360 Urocigmduate USA
(1991)
ATTEBERRY- 4 groups of
BENNETT (1987) Proflcssionals
cited in Parents’ and professionals' and group of
HAUGAARD & | definitions of CSA 255 parents not in usa
REPPUCCI these
{1988) prolessions
FINKELHOR . o Parents with
& REDFIELD | Exploration of lypersons™) - 51 (yidren aged USA
efinitions of CSA -
{1034} 6-14 years
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A number of the studies summarised in Table 1.2 were concerned with public perceptions
of child abuse. For example, Johnson & Sigler (1895) examined comrmunity perceptions
of domestic abuse. They used four self-administered questionnaires to measure public
attitudes towards the use of physical force, child abuse, spouse abuse and elder abuse.
The study found that over 70% of subjects consistently defined child abuse in terms of the
severe use of force. Another finding from the study was that incidents involving minor
levels of physical force were rated as less abusive than situations invelving psychelogical
abuse and neglect. Johason & Sigler argué that this finding would suggest that it is
relevant to include psychological and emotional abuse in definitions of child abuse. The
study revealed that the use of physical force is percetved as unacceptable in almost any
context with the significant exception of disciplinary procedures for children. Although
the use of physical force (involving hitting occasionally with an open hand, belt or stick)
received low levels of endorsement as an indicator of child abuse, the more frequent the
hitting, the more likely it is to be defined as abuse.

The study by Daro and Gelies (1992) was concerned with public attitudes and behaviours
in the USA with respect to child abuse prevention and whether these have changed in
recent years. The research was based on six National Committee for Prevention of Child
Abuse (NCPCA) surveys which involved a nationally representative sample of 1250
respondents. The surveys measured three variables: the public's perceptions of the impact
of certain behaviours on children, whether or not the respondents had personally engaged
in any acts that prevented child abuse and the public's perception of the impact of various
factors on child abuse rates. The majority of respondents viewed physical punishiment
and repeated yelling and swearing as harnful to children's well-being. However, 45% of
respondents reported insulting or swearing at their children in the last year and 33% of
respondents reported spanking or hitting the children during the past year. The data
suggests that fewer children are experiencing abuse, with regard to some acts of violence:
while there has been an increase in reports of emotional mistreatment, reported rates of
spanking/hirting children and hitting/trying to hit with an object are decreasing.
Respondents were asked about the causes of child abuse and neglect. The factors which
were considered most likely 1o contribute 1o abuse were violence between husband and
wife, poverty, television violence, movie violence and racism. The factors which were
considered least important were heavy rock music, corporal punishment in school,
sexism, war toys and games, the death penalty and contact sports. However, differences
were found between different socio-economic groups in their views about the factors
which cause child abuse. Daro & Gelles ask whether public education and increased
prevention efforts result in changes in parenting practices. As already noted, the data
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suggest that parents are less inclined to hit children and less likely to nse psychological
aggression today, although there appears to have been an increase in emotional abuse.
Daro & Gelles warn that the apparent decline in physical vielence towards children may be
either the result of an actnal decline in such behaviour or merely a decline in the
willingness to report. They argue that fluctuating rates of physical punishment and
emotional abuse are evidence of the need for continued efforts to provide public awareness
and public education regarding ihe harm of physical and psycholegical aggression and the
need for the promotion of alternatives to physical and emotional punishment. The survey
suggests that individuals and parents are increasingly willing to take personal action to
prevent child abuse. However, Daro & Gelles ask why, if public awareness works, are
rates of reporting maltreatment increasing, They suggest that perhaps parents are less
willing to reportt their own behaviour but more willing to report the behaviour of friends
and neighbours. Daro & Gelles point out that not all reports of maltreatment involve
hitting. Approximately 15% of reports of child abuse involve sexual abuse and 46%
involve neglect. Daro & Gelles argue that public education and awareness campaigns are
only one type of effort aimed at preventing and reducing child maltreatrnent. Other efforts
include parent support services {eg parent education classes, home visits and parent
support groups). Towards the end of their article, Daro & Gelles provide a
conceptualisation of three types of families. They discuss the possible success of abuse
prevention strategies on each of the three family types.

Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe (1991) were intercsted in exploring public attitudes towards
child abuse and conducted telephone interviews with 742 randomly selected adults. The
aim of the study was to investigate whether adults recognise child abuse, the
characteristics of child abusers and the characteristics of abused children. Dhooper,
Royse & Wolfe aiso wanted to explore the extent of the public's knowledge of children
who have been abused or neglected and the extent of the public's knowledge about laws
and procedures for reporting child abuse. The study found that, generally, the American
public is well informed about many aspects of child abuse and neglect. The majerity of
respondents recognised the most widely documented behavioural indicators of abused
~ children. Three-quarters of respondents were aware of their legal obligation in the USA
for reporting suspected abuse or neglect. (Although the public have a legal obligation to
report suspected child abuse in America, this is not the case in Scotland.} While a fifth of
respondents knew someone who had abused a child, only a third of these respondents
reported the case to the authorities. Some respondents recognised the most common
characteristics of abusers, but many had a deviance perspective of abusers: 64% of
respondents viewed abusive adults as mentally ill and 82% believed that abusers arc
emoticnally immature. Dhooper, Rovse & Wolfe suggest that the public lack a complete
understanding of child abusc because of the media's coverage of sensational cases. They
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argue that the cases covered in the media usually result in the removal of the children and
the prosecution of the abusing family member. It is suggested that the vast majority of
protective services, however, do not get media exposure, and so the general public is not
aware that most protected children are not removed from their families and most abusers
are not prosecuted. Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe found that the public is willing to pay for
child abuse and neglect prevention programmes. They suggest that this willingness
should be apprepriately directed.

The study by Cruise, Jacobs & Lyons (1994) explored children's perceptions of physical
abuse. The researchers hypothesised that younger children would perceive physically
abusive incidents as less serious than older children and that girls would view physical
discipline differently than boys. Data was collected from 35 children (17 girls and 18
boys) during their residence in a shelter for battered women aad their children. The
children were between 6 and 11 years of age. All had witnessed physical abuse in the
family and most had experienced physical abuse. The children were asked to make a
seriousness rating about parental behaviour in five incidents. A five point scale which
ranged from "not at all serious” to "very serious” was used. Cruise, Jacobs & Lyons
found that the children rated most vignettes as serious, alihough some types of abuse were
regarded as more serious than others, The act which was considered most serious was
striking the child with an object. Hitting the child in the face was perceived as the least
serious, although it was still regarded as fairly serious. As had bcen predicied, a
difference was found between the responses given by children of different ages in that
young children consistently rated all incidents as less serious than the older children did.
However, the difference was only significant for two of the acts. Cruise, Jacobs & Lyons
found that the genders of the victim and the respondents did not make a significant
difference to the subjects’ responses. The researchers do suggest that, while the gender of
the respondents did not make a significant difference to their perceptions of the
seriousness of the incidents, gender differences may have been present if their research
had been concerned with other types of abuse (eg sexual abuse). Cruise, Jacobs & Lyons
warn against the over-interpretation of their findings, since alt of the subjects in their smdy
had experienced physical abuse within the home.

i xploring Professionagl P ions_of

Some of the studies cutlined in Table 2.1 explored the perceptions of specific professions.
For example, Abrahams, Casey & Daro (1992) and Tite (1993) investigated tcachers’
perceptions of child abuse. In a National Teacher Survey of 568 elementary or middle
school teachers, Abrahams, Casey and Daro asscssed teachers' knowledge, attitudes and
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beliefs about child abuse and child abuse prevention. The study aimed to explore
teachers’ familiarity with the schools' formal child abuse reporting procedures, the means
by which teachers are informed of these procedures and how often tecachers report
suspected cases of abuse. The study also explored teacher attitudes towards the use of
corporal punishiment in the schools, the quality and quantity of in-service workshops and
general education for teachers on child abuse and neglect and teachers’ perceptions of the
barriers they face in reporting suspected child abuse and in implementing child assault
prevention programmes. The study found that, overall, the majority of teachers were
receiving a minimal amount of education on identifying, reporting and intervening in
suspected cases of abuse and neglect. 49% reported that their school provided in-service
workshops, 51% said that their school circulated any written material on child abuse and
neglect and two-thirds of teachers viewed the child abuse education programme provided
as insufficient. 74% of respondents had suspected that a child had been abused or
neglected: 90% of those who had suspected maltreatment reported the case. Reports were
usually made to other school personnel: only about 23% of teachers had reported cases
directly to the Child Protection Services. The survey identified the following barriers to
reporting:

65% lack of sufficient knowledge on how to detect and report cases of
child abuse and neglect

63% fear of legal ramifications for false allegations

52% fears (more general) concerned with the consequences of child abuse
reports (eg reprisal versus the child, damage to parent-teacher and
teacher-child relationships)

45% vparental denial and disapproval of reports

35% interference in parent-child refationships and family privacy

24% lack of community or school support in making such allegations

14% school board or principal disapproval

The study found that 65% of tcachers had no reservations about teaching the child assaulit
prevention programmes. Abrahams, Casey and Daro concluded from their study that
school systems are not sufficiently educating teachers on identifying, reporting and
preventing child abuse. They argue:

Teachers play a critical role in preventing child abuse and in creating safe
environments for children. To maxtmise this potential, current gaps in
knowledge, understanding and skills mwust be addressed. School
administrators, either independently or in parmership with other key child
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abuse prevention agencies, need to establish ongoing training
program[me}s......
(Abrahams, Casey & Daro 1992, p.236)

Tite (1993) explored how school teachers define and respond to child abuse, using a
series of 10 vignettes3. Tite was interested in ascertaining how much experience the
teachers had of dealing with such situations and what action they took in each case. The
study found that 'most teachers hold a much broader theoretical view of abuse than those
put forward in the legal definitions......it seems that most teachers, in theory at least,
would cast a much broader net' { p.595). Inline with the findings of Abrahams, Casey &
Daro (1992)'s study, Tite found that teachers report approximately 25% of all the
suspected cases of child abusc which they encounter. The study found that it is possible
for a child to be identified by his/her teacher as a victim of abuse without the situation
being officially reported and brought to the attention of the Child Protection Services
(CPS). In these circumstances, some of the Iess formal intcrventions taken by ieachers
include monitoring the child's situation and behaviour, consulting with colleagues and
holding discussions with parents. One of the conclusions from Tite’s study is that there is
no clear statistical rclationship between teachers’ definitions of child abuse and their
formal reporting of cases of possible abuse. She writes:

.....the decision to report appears as a complex social process involving the
interplay of definitions, institutional respense, and teachers’ experiences with
a range of reactions and personal tiials.

(Tite 1993, p.598)

Willis and Wells (1988) were interested in the perceptions of police officers. Their study
was concerned with the factors which influence police decisions to report illegal
behaviour. 142 law enforcement officers completed and returned Willis and Wells'
questionnaire which containcd 10 vignettes. Respondents were asked whether they
thought that the behaviour described in each vignette should be reported and they were
asked what action @if any) they would take to ensure that the situation was reported.
Willis and Wells found that the types of incidents which elicited the strongest responses
were mutual masturbation, leaving a child outside the home unsupervised and striking the
child with a stick. These behaviours were rated as very serious, criminal, and clearly
abusive by a high percentage of the tespondents. Incidents such as parvents ignoring their
child or mothers bringing home men for sex elicited a much less serious reaction. Willis

3 A detailed discussion of the use of vignettes in social research can be found in Chapter Two,
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and Wells claim that these behaviours were also rated as less abusive in earlier studies (eg
Giovannoni & Becerra, 1979). They concluded that the one variable which had a
consistently strong impact on the respondents’ willingness to report was the definition of
the behaviour as serious. The study also found that responses were govemed more by the
officers’ definitions of abuse than by legal definitions.

The study by Waterhouse & Carnie (1989) explored the ways in which professionals
identify and respond to intra-familial CSA. Waterhouse & Carnie found that the criteria
which was adopted by social workers when deciding whether or not to intervene in an
alleged case of child sexual abuse included:

» the attitude of the non-abusing parent to the alleged perpetrator

« access between the referred child and the alleged perpetrator

« the type of abuse alleged

« the age of the child or young person

« the attitude of the alleged perpetrator to the allegation

« the attitunde of the parents to secial work intervention

¢ the social worker’s belief of disbelief of the child or young person
« the presence of psychological symptoms or physical signs of abuse
+ the attitude of the child or young person to remaining at home

Morris, Johnson & Clasen (1985) were interested in exploring the factors which influence
the reporting of child physical abuse by physicians. 58 physicians were interviewed about
their awareness of the common manifestations of physical child abuse. Morris, Johnson
& Clasen wanted to investigate whether personal attitudes and values persist as a major
influence in reporting behaviour and they wanted to find out if a physician's attitude about
what constitutes appropriate discipline would influence his or her reporting of child abuse.
The explanations given by their respondents for the non-reporting of abuse included the
low incidence of abuse in the private practice setting, the fear of losing patients, the need
for certainty and the lack of confidence in community agencics. Morris, Johnson and
Clasen suggest that these beliefs may conflict with the welfare of young patients.

While 4 number of researchers investigated the perceptions of specific professions, others
have compared the views of different occupational groups. One of the earliest studies to
explore perceptions of child abuse was a study by Giovannoni and Becemra (1979).
Giovannoni and Becerra examined the extent of agreement between members of different
professional occupations in healtth and welfare work in America about what should be
defined as child abuse or neglect and how scriously particular instances should be
regarded. Clinical experience had led them to believe that such disagreements were
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sufficiently common to be a major source of trouble in the child care system, but they
could find little empirical evidence to support this. Their sample consisted of 71 lawyers,
79 paediatricians, 50 police officers and 113 social workers. To enable a comparison to
be made between the views of these professionals and the views of members of the
general public, 1065 lay persons also took part in the study. Although the study found
that there were considerable areas of agreement amongst the professionals invelved, it did
reveal significant differences in the responses given to 69 of the 78 vigneltes used.
Giovannoni and Becerra do point out that there is at least some value in an element of
disagreement between members of different professions - as it acts as a safeguard against
over-enthusiastic intervention.

Fox & Dingwall (1985} attempted to replicate Giovannoni & Becerra's study in Britain.
However, given the resources available, they could not contemplate a full~scale replication
of the American study. Their sample comprised of 20 social workers and 20 health
visitors, all of whom were working in a prosperous university town in Southern England.
20 vignettes were selected from the 78 pairs used by Giovannoni and Becerra - including
items which yielded the fargest variation in responses between American social workers
and paediatricians. While Fox and Dingwall do stress the value of their study and the
issues raised by it, they failed to identify significant differences in the way health visitors
and social workers, as occupational groups, perceived either the abselute or the relative
seriousness of incidents possibly definable as mistreatment. Although the study failed to
identify significant differences between occupational groups, the research did reveal some
variations within each professional group. Fox and Dingwall argue that Giovannoni and
Becerra's study paid relatively little attention to intra-group differences.

Snyder and Newberger (1986) also attemnpied to replicate Giovannoni and Becerra's 1979
study. However, as Snyder and Newberger were pardcularly interested in researching the
degree of consensus among occupational groups working within a hospital-based setting,
only medical and mental health professionals were included in their sample (n=295).
They used 39 of Giovannoni and Becerra's vignettes and, like Fox and Dingwall, Snyder
and Newberger chose the vignettes which were most likely to display differences between
the different professionals. Snyder and Newberger's study found that there was some
consensus in the responses given by nurses and social workers: both of these groups rated
the vignettes as significantly more serious than the paediatricians and the psychiatrists did.
Psychologists’ responses were somewhere in between those of the nurses/social workers
and the paediatricians/psychiatrists. Although the study did reveal these differences
between occupational groups, most groups agreed on the same rank ordering of categories
of abuse.
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Birchall (1992 also Birchall & Hallett 1995) used a series of vignettes to investigate the
professional perceptions of child protection in the UK. She explored the varied exposure
of social workers, health visitors, teachers, police, general practitioners and paediatricians
to child protection training and their experience of cases, their different severity ratings of
brief vigneites of abuse, their thought and action proposals and choice of contacts in
relation to an unfolding vignette, their perceptions of local procedures and the functioning
of their local child protection networks. Her sample consisted of 339 professionals. All
of the professional groups involved rated sexual abuse and physical abuse higher than the
other categories of abuse. Of the 23 brief vignettes used in the first part of Birchall’s
study, there was much consensus within each profession regarding the severity of three
vignettes involving sexual acts (intercourse, repeated masturbation and nightmares afrer
repeated exposure to pornographic material) and one vignette which involved physical
abuse. The part of the study which involved the longer, unfolding vignettes showed that
there was also *an obviously higher index of suspicion and greater anxiety’ (Birchall &
Hallett 1995, p.182) when the vignettes involved possible sexual abuse. Birchall found
that interprofessional co-operation and co-ordination is well accepted by those involved in
the child protection system, although certain professionals (eg teachers and general
practiioners) have a limited involvement in or knowledge of the system. She also found
that there are many points of tension and conflict in the system.

ing Public Per ions of Chil xual A

Of the studies discussed above, all were interested in perceptions of child abuse in general
and none was concerned exclusively with child sexual abuse. However, three of the
studies cited in Table 1.2 did focus exclusively on public perceptions of child sexual
abuse. Given the particular relevance of these three studies for the research on which this
thesis is based, each of the studies will be discussed in some detail.

The earliest of the three studies was the study by Finkelhor & Redfield (1984). Finkelhor
& Redfield invited a sample of Boston parents (with children aged 6-14 years) to complete
a questionnaire containing a series of vignettes. Each vignette described a hypothetical
sitnation of sexual contact involving a child. The respondents (n=521) were asked to
indicate on a scale of one to ten whether they regarded each of the vignettes as definitely
scxual abuse, definitely not sexual abuse or something in between., The purpose of the
study was to fest the significance of nine variables which Finkelhor & Redfield suspected
fluence the public’s decisions about whether or not an incident should be labelled “child
sexual abuse”. These nine variables were:
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» age of victim « sexval act

» agc of perpetrator + consent
» relationship between victim and perpetrator + conscquence
+ gex of vietim + sex of respondent

+ sex of perpetrator

While Finkethor & Redfield acknowledge that the situations described in their vignettes
were unusual and unlikely, they explain that:

.....this was exactly the purpose of the experiment: to explore the
boundaries of people’s definitions of sexual abuse. By giving people
situations that were unlike the real life situations that they have to classify,
we found out just what the rules were that they used to make the
classifications.

(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984, pp.110-111)

The results of the study showed that respondents tended to see most of the vignettes as
sexually abusive: 60% of all vignettes were rated at §, 9 or 1C.

Finkelhor & Redfield found that the two most important variables were the age of the
perpetrator and the type of act comumnitted. They writc:

...... once people knew that the perpetrator was an adult, they were pretty
certain to rate it as “definitely sexual abuse”, no matter what the other
variables were......once they knew the act involved was intercourse or
attempted intercourse the same held true.

(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984, p.111)

Conversely, if the perpetrator was another child, or if the act was “calling the child a
whore”, the respondents were likely to rate the vignette as less abusive.

While Finkelhor & Redfield accept that variables other than the age of the perpetrator and
the nature of the sexual act involved also contribuied to their respondents perceptions of
abuse, they argue that the influence of these other variables was ‘considerably smaller’
(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984, p.111). Their research found that variables such as the
consequence of the incident did not to seem te make much difference.

Sexual Act: As has already been stated, the incidents which were most likely to be
defined as abusive were those which involved intercourse or attempted intercourse.



However, fondling a child’s sex argans was also rated as highly abusive and being
exposed to an exhibitionist was considered to be one of the more abusive acts.

Age of Victim: Vignettes which involved either very young children or adolescents
were likely to be considered less abusive. Finkelhor & Redfield suggest that incidents
involving other children (ic pre-adolescents and carly adolescents) are more likely to be
considered by the public as abusive because pre-adolescents and carly adolescents are old
enough to be aware of sexual meanings but 100 young to be sexuatly involved.

Age of Perpetrator: While the age of adult perpetrators made little difference to the
perceived abusivencss of the situation (ie all incidents involving adults were likely to be
rated as abusive), the age of the perpetrator did make a difference if the perpetrator was
less than 20 years of age. Sexual acts which were perpetrated by teenagers were
considered more abusive than those initiated by younger children.

Relafionship: The incidents which were considered most abusive were those which
involved a male perpetrator and a female victim. 1ncidents involving female perpetrators
and female victims were rated least abusive. Father-daughter and male relative-girl
relationships were rated very highly as abuse by both men and women. As Finkelhor &
Redfield argue, these are the sorts of incidents which most often come to public and
professional attention. Overall, the stody found that respondents made ‘only a weak and
inconsistent distinction’ (Finkethor & Redfield 1984, p.116) between intrafamilial and
extrafamilial relationships. While some incestuous contacts {(such as those involving
fathers and daughters) were considered significantly more abusive than nen-family
contacts, other family reiationships (particularly if the older person was a woman or a
sibling) were not regarded as particularly serious. Thus, Finkelhor & Redfield conclude
that “incest” is not one of the stronger norms governing people’s jadgement of sexual
abuse of children. Finkelhor & Redfield write:

......people do not automatically place any sexual relationship involving a
relative in a category of special seriousness. They may do so for some
particular family relationships, such as father-daughter incest, but not for
family relationships as a whole. Other factors about the sexual contact, the
ages and sexes of participants, for example, cutweigh and complicate the
simple issue of whether of not it was incest.

(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984, p.118)

Conditions of Consent: The vigneties were rated significantly higher if the child
objected strongly. Situations in which the young person did anything other than object
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strenuously were rated as less abusive. Finkelhor & Redfield argue that this is a result of
the popular misconception that children want or deserve to be sexually abused. They
suggest that the public should be taught that children can react passively 1o CSA fora

number of reasons.

Consequences: Finkelhor & Redfield found that this variable was the least important.
It exerted a very minumal influence over respondents in their ratings of the vignettes.,

Gender of Respondent. The study showed that men and women rated the vignettes
differently. Males consistently gave lower ratings to the vignettes (regardless of sex, act,
relationship and age) than women did. Finkelhor & Redfield (p.120) offer four possible
cxplanations for this finding:

+ the influence of a long history of subtle tolerations of this kind of
behaviour in the mate subculture

+ the result of pornographic media which have tended to legitimate such
behaviour

+ as males are sexually abused less frequently than females, they may be
less alarmed and therefore take the problem less seriously

» male socialisation

Some years after Finkelhor & Redfield had conducted their research, Broussard, Wagner
& Kazelskis (1991) carried out a similar study. Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis were
also interested in exploring perceptions of child sexual abuse and surveyed 360
undergradvate students (180 females and 180 males). They asked their respondents to
comment on a vignette which described a sexual interaction between an adult and a 15-
year-old child. All of the situations described in the vignettes were extra-familial. Each
respondent was asked to comment on just one vignette. The vignettes varied according 0

the following variables:

+ sex of victim
« sex of perpetrator

*  victim response

A fourth variable which was also considered was the sex of the respondent. Broussard,
Wagner & Kazelskis asked their respondents to rate (on a five point scale) the extent to
which the incident was an example of CSA, the accuracy of the vignette's representation
of a child's reaction to sexual abuse and the effect of the sexual experience on the child.
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Like Finkelhor & Redfield, Broussard, Wagner & Kazclskis found that interactions
between male victimus and female perpetrators were viewed by the students who took pait
in their study as less representative of child sexual abuse than other interactions (eg
between female victims and male perpetrators). Interactions between male victims and
female perpetrators were perceived as less harmful for the victims. The study also
showed that the respondents thought that it was more realistic for a male victim to respond
in an encouraging manner to a female perpetrator than victims involved in other victim-
perpetrator gender combinations. Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis write:

This viewpoint may be due in part to the media's glorilication of sexual
interaction between teenage bovs and older women (eg The Graduate,
Summer of '42) a belief that may consider the absence of resistance as an
indication that sexual interaction between a 15-ycar-old male and a 35-year-
old female is an acceptable means of providing sex education for boys.
(Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis 1991, p.275)

A further finding of the study was that male perpetrators were viewed as significantly
more harmful to male victims and female perpetrators were regarded as significantly more
harmful to female victims when the child responds in an encouraging way.

In line with the findings of Finkelbhor & Redfield, Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis found
that female respondents viewed the adult-child interactions described in the vignettes as
more representative of child sexual abuse. Female respondents in the Broussard, Wagner
& Kazelskis study also viewed the incidents described in the vignettes as more realistic in
their portrayal of a child's reaction of sexual abuse and they viewed these interactions as
more harmfnl o the victims. Broussard, Wagner and Kazelskis suggest that this might be
a result of the fact that females are more likely than males to experience a sexual assault
and are therefore more likely to be aware of the issues involved. (A similar suggestion is
offered by Finkelhor & Redfield.)

From the results of their study, Broussard, Wagner and Kazelskis conclude that there is a
need for continued public education concerning the issues involved in child sexual abuse.
They suggest, for example, that such programmes should emphasise that males appear 1o
suffer the same psychological trauma as females.

Broussard, Wagner and Kazelskis warn that the results of their stody of undergraduate
students should not be generalised to the general population without further research.
They argue for the sampling of nonstudent populations and recommend that further
studies should involve professionals whose work invelves the management of CSA cases.

~33 .




Broussard, Wagner and Kazelskis suggest that the results of these studies of different
occupational groups could be used in developing educational programimes specifically for
the needs of these professionals.

Investigating professional perceptions of child sexual abuse was one of the aims of
Axteberry-Bennett (1987)'s PhD thesis, which is reported in Haugaard & Reppucci
(1988). Atteberry-Bennett's study involved 255 respondents who were selected from
four groups of professionals most likely to be involved in cases of CSA (legal
professionals, protective service workers, probation and parcle workers and mental health
professionals) and a group of parents not in these professions. The sample comprised of
approximately 50 people from each of the five groups. The respondents were presented
with a series of 48 vignettes and were asked io rate each vignette on a five point rating
scale which ranged form definitely sexual abuse to definitely not sexual abuse, Atteberry-
Bennett varied the following variables:

» age of child (5, 10 of 15 years old)
» sex of parent-child combination {mother-son, father-daughter)
» the act involved
parent hugs the child
kisses the child on the lips as the parent goes to work in the
morning
sleeps in the same bed with the child
enters the bathroom without knocking while child is bathing
is nude in front of the child
photographs the child in the nude
touches the child's genitals
has sexual intercourse with the child

The word "often™ was included in each vignette. This ensured that all acts occurred with
the same frequency. In addition to inviting his respondents to provide a rating for the
extent to which they perceived each incident as sexual abuse, Atteberry-Bennett also asked
his respondents to rate eight possible intervention strategies on a five point scale. (These
strategies included family therapy, removal of the child from the home and prosecution of
the adult in court.) Atteberry-Bennett's study found that acts involving fathers and
daughters were rated as more abusive than the same acts involving mothers and sons. For
example, while 52% of respondents thought that intervention was necessary if a father
entered the bathrocom while his five year old daughter was in the bath, only 25% or
respondents suggested some sort of intervention if a mother entered the bathroom while

her five year old son was in the bath. This finding was in common with the results of the
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studies by Finkelhor & Redficld and Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis which found that
incidents involving female perpetrators and male victims were Jess likely to be defined as
abusive than other interactions. The study also found that the ratings of abusiveness
increased with an increase in the age of the child. (The one exception teo this was when the
act involved was sexual intercourse. Intercourse was always perceived as abuse,
regardless of the age of the child.) The study found a corresponding increase in the
percentage of respondents indicating that intervention was necessary with the age of the
child. For example, while 74% of respondents indicated that some intervention was
necessary if a parent appeared naked in front of a five year old child, 90% suggested that
intervention was necessary if the child was 10 or 15 years of age. Haugaard & Reppucc:
point out that Atteberry-Bennett's findings differ from those of Finkelhor & Redfield in
that Finkelhor & Redfield found that acts involving adolescents were viewed as less
abusive than acts involving preadolescent and carly adolescent children.

In keeping with Finkelhor & Redfield's findings, Atteberry-Bennett found that the most
abusive act was sexual intercourse. His study found that there was agreement that some
intervention was necessary when sexual intercourse was involved (regardless of the age of
the child or the parent-child relationship). Aueberry-Bennctt alse found much agreement
that intervention was necessary if the act involved touching genitals or photographing the
child in the nude (again, regardless of the age or parent-child relationship). The least
abusive act in Atteberry-Bennett's study was hugging.

When Atteberry-Bennett compared the views of the different professional groupings
involved in his study, he found that mental health and legal professionals used
consistently different definitions of abuse. For example, the mental health professionals
rated vignettes invelving parents being nude in front of five and ten year old children as
being consistently more abusive than the legal professionals did. Mental health
professionals rated vigneites involving parents and children sleeping in the same bed as
significantly more abusive than did any other group. Acts which involved parents
touching a child's genitals werc perceived as significantly less abusive by the legal
professionals than they were by any other group. In terms of possible intervention
strategies, the mental health professionals recommended family, child and adult therapy
more often than legal professionals. While protective service workers were most in
favour of referrals to child protective service agencies for investigation, parents and legal
professionals were least in favour of this intervention strategy. No group was highly in
favour of removing the child from the home, although parents were less opposed to this
than the professional groups were. Mental health professionals were significantly more
willing to remove the adult from the home than the legal protessionals and probation and
parole workers were. Prosecution of the perpetrator was not highly endorsed by any
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group. However, legal professionals, parents, probaticn and parole workers were less in
favour of this form of intervention than mental health professionals were.

Haugaard & Reppucci outline a number of possible limitations associated with Atteberry-
Bennett's study. These include the size of the sample, the use of a restricted number of
one line vignettes and the fact that the sample consisted entirely of Virginians. Haugaard
and Reppucei ajso warn that the answers given by Atteberry-Bennctt's respondents may
have been influenced by the fact that the questionnaire was concerned specifically with
child sexual abuse and this may have encouraged them to define situations as abusive

which they might not have done in an other situation.

A number of conclusions can be made about public perceptions of CSA from the three

studies which have been reported in the preceding discussion. Firsily, it would appear
that situations which involve sexual intercourse {or attempted intercourse) between a
young person and an aduit are extrermely likely to be defined as abuse. It would seem that
an incident which involves fondling a child's genitals is also likely to be perceived as
abusive. A second cenclusion is that incidents involving a father and his daughter are
more likely to be defined as abuse than incidents which involve a mother and her son.
Thirdly, while there would appear to be some discrepancies between the findings of
Finkelhor & Redfield and Atteberry-Bennett, generally, it would appear that the older the
child invelved, the morc likely it is that the situation will be perceived as abuse. A final
conclusion is that female respondents are more likely than male respondents to view an

incident as abuse. A number of possible explanations for this conclusion are given.

As was documented earlier in this Chapter, almost all of the studies summarised in Table
1.2 were conducted in America. None of the studies which focused on public perceptions
of child sexual abuse were carried out in Britain. Therefore, the main study reported in
this thesis differed from the studies reported in Table 1.2 in that it was conducted in
Britain. A second way in which the present study differed from previous studies was that
the present study was specifically concerned with the effect which the gender of the victim
had on perceptions of abuse. Previous studies, especially Finkelhor and Redfield (1984),
explored the effect of the relationship between the victim and the perpetrator and were
particularly interesied in the different perceptions of incidents involving adult male-female
child and adult female-male child pairs. The present study was specifically interested in
what happened if the gender of the victim changes. It was hypothesised that the public are
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less likely to take action on a possible case of CSA if the young person involved was a
boy rather than a girl.

The remainder of this chapter is devoted to outlining the explanations given in the existing

literature as o why members of the public might be more likely to ignore a possible case
of CSA if the victim is a boy. The explanations come under five main headings: disbelief
that boys can be sexually abused (especially if the alleged perpetrator is a woman),
blaming the boy himself for the abuse, minimisation of the effects of the abuse, concern at
what other people might think if the adult (who the boy has chosen to tell about the abuse)
decides to take any further action and, finally, the differences between the acting out
behaviour of boys and girls who have been sexually abused.

(i) Disbelief

One reason why members of the public might not report a case of CSA involving a boy. is
simply a disbelief that boys can be sexually abused. Several researchers have ciied cases
of boys who have reported being the victims of CSA only to find that their storics were
treated with disbelief. For example, Roberts (1992) cites the case of Andrew and Nasjleti
(1980) reports on a questionnaire which was completed by a group of boys undertaking a
CSA teatment programme. Freeman-Longo (1986) argues that the reason the public does
not believe that boys can be sexually abused is that, traditionally, sexual abuse has been
thought of as a crime involving a female victim and a male perpetrator. He argues that this
view is still popular today, since reported crime statistics continue to reflect the idea that
the primary targets of sexual abuse and sexual aggression are women and female children
(Freeman-Longo 1986, p.411). Nasjleti (1980) argues that the public find it difficult to
believe that boys can be sexually abused because of the lack of attention given to the topic
by the media.

According to some of the literature, there are still some professtonals (let alone ordinary
members of the public) who simply refuse to accept that a boy can be sexually abused. In
an article entitled "Twenty myths that justify not tackling child sexual abuse”, Morrison
Roberts and Will (1987) claim that one of these myths is a belief that boys are never
sexually abused. However, Morrison, Roberts and Will write the reality is that:
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As our knowledge of sexual abuse grows, it is becoming apparent that the
sexual abuse of boys is far more common than was previously supposed.
(Morrison, Roberts & Will 1987, p.9)

Nasjleti (1980) also discusses the fact that some professionals simply do not accept that
boys can be scxually abused. She writes:

Many professionals too often dishelieve a boy's report of sexual abuse. A

police officer once told the writer that he found it difficult to believe a boy

"could be raped” because "a boy could prevent being raped if he wanted to".
(Nasjleti 1980, p.272)

If there are still some professionals who (despite supposedly being educated in such
matters) refuse to accept that boys can be sexually abused, how much more likely is it that
ordinary members of the public will dismiss a possible casc of CSA simply because they
do not accept that boys can be sexually abused?

According to the literature (eg Watkins & Bentovim 1992) it is sometimes argued that
women do not sexually abuse children. So if a boy claims that he was abused by a
woinar, then it is possible that the person whom he chooses to tell about his experience(s)
might simply dismiss his story because his “abuser” was a woman. Moreover, it is
sometimes thought that boys who have sexual intercourse with their mothers suffer from
mental illness (eg Nasjleti 1980). However, there is evidence in the literature that boys are
indeed abused by women (eg Catanzarite 1980, Faller 1989 & Shengold 1980) and this is
not because the boy is mentally ill.

(i) Blaming the Victim

Another reason why an adult might choose not to report an alleged case of CSA involving
a boy, is that it is sometimes thought that boys who have been sexually abused should
(and, indeed, could) have done something to prevent the abuse. The blame for the abuse
therefore lies with the male victim who was not able to prevent himself from being
abused. It is not nncommon to read in the media of cases where a girl has been blamed
for her own abuse, but it is often for different reasons than those for which a boy might be
blamed for his own abuse. While girls are often blamed for somehow encouraging the
abuse {eg by their choice of provocative clothing), boys tend to be blamed for the abuse
because it is thought that they could have done something to prevent it. Society, as 1s
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discussed earlier in this chapter, belicves that boys should not allow themselves to become
victims. Rogers and Terry (1984) write:

...... there is a tendency to blame the boy who fails to forcibly resist the
assault. Passive acquiescence in the face of demonstrable threat is
reformulated in terms of the victim's own lack of masculinity: "A real boy
would never let someone do that without fighting back™; "He must have
wanted to do it because he didn't resist”;......

(Rogers & Terry 1984, p.92)

(iii) Minimisalion of the Effects of the Abuse

For a variety of reasons it is sometimes thought by society that sexual abuse is less serious
for boys than it is for girls. In some ways this belief seems to be supported by the
findings of a study of 12-17 vear old boys on a CSA treatment programme in America.
The study found that most boys "just wanted to forget it ever happened" (Nasjleti 1980,
p-240).

Roberts (1992) claims that there is a cultural bias that sexual abusc does not harm boys.
However, i1 a study of the long-term sequelae of sexual abuse, Briere et al (1988)
conclude that:

..... the current findings indicate that males are no more immune to the effects
of sexual victimization than are females, despite their hypothesized tendency
to avoid seeking help for such experiences.

(Briere et al 1988, p.461)

While Blanchard (1986} argues that boys do rate their assault as being less traumatic than
girls, he claims that one study concludes that male self-esteem suffers greater damage.

According to Rogers and Terry (1994) and Roanc (1992), many of the boys wheo suffer
CSA are abused by other juveniles/teenagers. Rogers and Terry (1984, p.93) claim that
while 28% of girls are abused by a juvenile, 56% of boys are abused by another young
person. Such incidents are likely to be labelled by members of the public as
"inappropriate sex play” (Rogers & Terry 1984), rites of passage or sexual
experimentation with peers rather than as abuse. Rogers and Terry claim that this is likely
to be tue:

-39 -




...... even in cases where the age differences are extreme (eg six or ten years) g

or where force or threats of force have been used. While we routinely .‘

identify the 8-yvear-old girl engaged in intercourse by a 16-vear-old boy as a

victim, we often fail to apply the same standard when the victim is a boy. :
(Rogers & Terry 1984, p.92)

It appears that it can sometimes be possible for the boys themselves te be unsure as to

whether their experience was a "rite of passage" or an assault. The fact that boys are more

likely than girls to be abused in groups means that they are likely to be confused as to

whether they were abused or if what happened to them happens to all boys.

Reference has already been made to the fact that cases of CSA involving a female abuser

are sometimes dismissed because it is thought that wornen do not sexually abuse children.
However, ¢cases involving a female abuser can alse be dismissed because it is thought that
such an experience is harmless. Evidence that this belief is accepted by society can be
found in the three previous studies - Finkelhor & Redfield (1984), Broussard, Wagner &
Kazelskis (1991) and Atteberry-Bennet (1987) - which explored perceptions of child
sexual abusc. Dimock argues that:

Peake writes:

1
whether they have been abused or not. Peake (1989) claims that many boys are unsure

......the socialization process that encourages males to seek multiple female

experiences would make it less likely that a sexual experience with an older

female would be recognised as abuse and therefore less likely to be repoited.
(Dimock 1988, p.204)

There is a sense in our society that early sexual experiences are somehow a
pait of most boys lives. As adults and parents we continue to prefer girls to
be innocent, and expect boys 0 be worldly wise.

(Peake 1989, p.46)

Just as Peake {1989) argues that boys who have been abused by other boys can be unsure

whether what they experienced was abuse of merely a “rite of passage”, she also claims

that boys who have been sexually abused by a woman are similarly confused about

whether they have experienced abuse or a “rite of passage” (Peake 1989, p.46). A

number of other researchers claim that sexual activity between a boy and a woman is

viewed as being either not harmful to the boy or even a positive experience (Nasjleti

1980). However, Nasjleti (1980) claims that a boy who has been sexually abused by his
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mother may become an incestuons father, a rapist or may suffer from schizophrenia.
Nasjleti warns that:

.....seduction of a boy by his mother, mother surrogate or significant adult
female in his life 1s detrimental to & boy's psychosocial development. The
negative effects of such sexual experience are humerous, and most endanger
the well-being of women and children, who become victims of men who, as
boys, were sexually abused by women.

(Nasjleti 1980, p.271)

(iv) Concern at What Qther People Might Think

Some adults may be prepared to accept that a boy was sexually abused themselves, but
they may be concerned whether other people will accept the boy's account of what
happened. They may be worried about the ramifications for both the boy and themselves
if they decide to take action on what the boy has told then.

Similar concerns may be held by an adult if the victim was a girl, but because of some of
the other "myths” which have already been discussed in this chapter it is possible that the
story is less likely to be believed if the victim is a boy (eg other people may not believe
that boys can be sexually abused, or they may minimise the effects of the abuse on boys ).

Omne possible reason why a case of CSA involving a boy might not be reported is a
concern that the boy might be ridiculed for allowing himself to become a victim. At the
beginning of this chapter, reference was made to the fact that our society does not permit
males to express feelings of helplessness and vulnerability. Because of this, any boy who
has allowed himself to become a victim is likely to be ridiculed for this. It might therefore
be thaught that it would be better for the victim if he simply forgot about the abuse - rather
than risk being ridiculed for allowing himself to become a victim.

Some people may be wary of taking action on an incident in which a boy has been
sexually abused by another male because of the homosexual naturc of the abuse.
Reference was also made at the beginning of the chapter to the fact that many sexually
abused boys are abused by men and this therefore gives rise to questions about the boy's
sexual orientation. Given society's present reaction to homosexuality, it is possible that it
might be assumed that it would be better for the victim if he forgot about the abuse rather
than taking the matter any further and risk being labelled "homoscxual”. Society's fear
that all abused children go on to become abusers themselves is ane of the issues raised in
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Roberts' (1992) article on Andrew - a 15-year-old survivor of CSA. Roberts reports that
some of Andrew's relatives regarded him as a risk to their children. He writes:

Andrew is a young man at the centre of two of society's misconceptions:
abused bovs invariably abuse others; and they become homosexual.
(Roberts 1892, p.17)

It is possible that people might decide that it would be better for a male victim to keep quite
about his abuse, rather than go through the rest of his life being regarded by others as a
risk to children. Roberts goes on:

It is crucial for those of us involved in this area of work to understand that
not all young males who are sexnally abused abuse others.
{Roberts 1992, p.17)

Given the potential problems associated with reporting a suspected case of CSA which
involves a male victim, it is perhaps not too surprising that Mike Lew (a survivor of CSA
hirnself) claims that some people fear reporting such a case would be like opening up 4 can
of worms. Lew writes:

It is oo ugly, too frightening, or an otherwise too distasteful “can of
worms”’, and they don’t want to touch it.
(Lew 1993, p.263)

(v) Differences in the Acting Out Behaviours of Boys and Girls Who Have
Been Abused

A final reason why a case of CSA involving a male victim is less likely to be reported than
a case Involving a female victim, is the difference in the acting out behaviour of boys and
girls who have been sexually abused. Peake (1989) makes the point that the acting out
behaviours which serve as warning signs of abuse amonyg male victims of CSA are likely
to include aggression, delinquency and sexual offending. She writes:

These behaviours are seen as potentially threatening and so are often dealt
with at face value and in a punitive way, by ¢ither social services and/or the
police.

(Peake 1989, p.47)
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It is therefore likely that society will be more concerned with dealing with the acting out
behaviour of a boy who has been sexually abused than with investigating the cause of the
behaviour. In contrast, Peake argues that gitls who have been sexually abused are kikely
to display warning signs which are likely to be treated more sympathetically by the child
guidance and protection services such as eating disorders, running away and suicide
attempts.

Y OF CHAPTER ONEFE

This chapter began with a brief overview of whal is presently known about child sexual
abuse. It then went on to discuss some of the problems which are distinct to the sexual
abuse of boys. In particular, it outlined the reasons given in the existing literature as to
why someone is less likely to tell about an alleged case of CSA if it involves a male victim
rather than a female victim. Also included in this chapter was a review of some previous
studies which have explored public and/or professional perceptions of child abuse. Three
of these studies were particularly relevant for the present study because they explored
public and/or professional perceptions of child sexual abuse. These studies found that the
situations which are most likely to be viewed as CSA are those which involve sexual
intercourse {(or attempted intercourse) between a young person and an adult. Incidents
which involve fondling a child's genitals are also likely to be regarded as abuse. A further
finding of earlier research is that incidents which involve a father-daughter combination
are more likely to be viewed as abuse than incidents involving interactions between
mothers and sons. While there are some discrepancies between the {indings of different
studies in relation to the age of the c¢hild involved and the likelihood of the incident being
viewed as sexually abusive, generally it would seem that the older the child involved, the
more likely it is that the situation will be perceived as abuse. A final finding from
previous research is that female respondents are more likely than male respondents to
regard an incident as sexual abuse. The aims of the research described in this thesis were
to investigate the prevalence of child sexual abuse (particuiarly with regard to male
victims) and to explore whether the likelihood of a member of the public telling about a
possible case of CSA is in any way influenced by gender of the young person involved.
The aims, design and methods used in the research will be outlined in the following
chaprer.
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Chapter Two

THE FARCH AIMS., DESIGN &
METHODS

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the design and methods used in the research on
which this thesis is based. The chapter will discuss why the particular methods used were
chosen, and it will explain how the research was actually carried out. However, before
the methods used in the study are discussed, the main aims of the research will be
outlined. Although the original intcntion was that the study would involve gathering data
from male survivors of child sexual abuse, the research actually involved collecting data
from students, members of the general public and a small sample of professionals whose
daily employment is likely to bring them into contact with children who (may) have been
sexually abused. This change was necessary because gaining access to a sample of male
survivors proved extremely difficult,

Th i f the R rch

The main aims of the rescarch developed over time and corresponded with the evolation of
the different elements involved in the study. However, the one key theme which remained
constant throughout the various developments in the research was gender differences.

As stated in Chapter One, this research was inspired by the present dearth of empirical
knowledge concerning the sexual abuse of boys. While a number of previous studies
have investigated the sexual abuse of girls, few have explored the abuse of boys. The
intended research had two main aims: the first was to explore the ways in which the sexual
abuse of boys has been socially constructed and the second was to evaluate the present
~ provision of services for males who have been sexually abused during childhood. The
research therefore depended on the successful identification of a sample of male survivors
who could be interviewed about how they came to regard their experiences as sexually
abusive.

Two approaches were adopted in an attempt to make contact with a sample of men who
had been sexually abused as children. The first approach was simply to write to a number
of survivors groups as well as agencies and individuals who provide services for
survivors of CSA to enquire if they were aware of any men who would be willing to take
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part in the study. The second approach was w conduct a prevalence study of child sexual
abuse amongst a sample of university/college students attending institutions in the
Glasgow arca. The questionnaire used in the prevalence study asked male survivors to
provide their names and addresses if they were willing to take part in an interview. It was
therefore hoped that, in addition to allowing for a comparison of the experiences of males
and females who have been sexually abused, the prevalence study would provide access
to a small sample of men who had been sexually abused and who were willing be take part
in the study. As was discussed in Chapter One, previous prevalence studies have, in the
main, been conducted outside the UK. This study was to be conducted exclusively in
Scotland.

While the prevalence study was successful in collecting data on sexual abuse, only a small
number of males admitted to having been abused and none of these men provided their
names and addresses. Coupled with the fact that only one man responded to the letter
which was sent out to survivors’ groups and other agencies, it became obvious that it was
going to be very difficult to identify a sample of male survivors who were willing to take
part in the research. As the identification of a sample of male survivers was so crucial for
the original research proposal, il was clear that this would have to be redefined.

When consideration was being given to how the project might be redefined, it was thought
important that the distinction between the sexual abuse of girls and beys be retained.
Given the difficulties which had already been experienced in attempting to gain access to a
sample of survivors of CSA, it was accepted that the new project could not involve direct
contact with swrvivors. In the end, it was decided that the new project would be an
investigation of public perceptions of child sexual abuse. While it was anticipated that
encouraging members of the public to take part in a study of such an exwemely sensitive
topic would not be without problems, it was thought that gaining access would be
considerably easier than it was for the original proposal since it would involve recruiting
ordinary members of the public and not specifically survivors of abuse. (Of course, given
the estimates cited in Chapter One of the prevalence of sexual abuse amongst the general
population, it was expected that a number of the respondents would be survivors.) The
methods which were used in the study are described in detail later in this chapter. Bricfly,
the study made use of a questionnaire which described a series of six incidents involving
children. These six incidents ranged from situations which werc likely to be perceived by
the public as abusive Lo incidents where it was less clear whether abuse had taken place.
The respondents were asked how likely it was that they would tell someone about each of
the six incidents. The aim of the study was to explore which incidents the public
perceived as being serious enough to warrant someone being told about them and who it
was that should be told. A further aim of the new project was to investigate whether the
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gender of the young person involved in a possible case of CSA makes any difference to
how the public perceive the incident. (This would allow the researcher to retain his
interest in gender differences within child sexual abuse.) As is documented in Chapter
One, the literature suggests a number of reasons why the public are much more likely to
ignore a possibie case of child sexual abuse if the young person invoived is male rather
than female. While a number of previous studies have investigated professional views of
what constitutes CSA, a much smaller number have focused exclusively on the views of
ordinary members of the public. It was for this reason that it became very much the main
study in the present research.

Once the main study was complete, it was decided that it would be interesting if the
responses given by members of the public could be compared with those of a sample of
professionals whose daily employment involves bringing them into contact with alleged
and/or proven cases of child sexual abuse. Unfortunately the questionnaire which was
produced tor commpletion by members of the public was not appropriate for use with the
professionals and a number of changes had to be made to the original questionnaire for
this purpose. Had the decision 1o inciude the professionals been made earlier, then it
would have been possible to produce one questionnaire which was suitable for completion
by the public and the professionals. All of the revisions which had to be made to the
original questionnaire are documented elsewhere in this chapter (together with
explanations of why each of the changes was necessary). The most important difference
between the two questionnaires was that the question which was asked of the public
"How likely is it that you would tell someone about this incident?" had to be altered in the
questionnaire for the professionals to "[How important do you think is it that someone is
told about this incident?". Since the questionnaires which were completed by the public
and the professionals were not identical, the extent to which comparisons between the
responses given by the two groups are limited. It was, however, hoped that an overall
comparison might be made.

Since the main study made use of a comparatively novel research technique (ic the vignette
technique), a greater proportion of this chapter will be devoted to this study than will be
devoted to the discussion of the earlier prevalence study (which used the more waditional

method of the conventional questionnaire).
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THE PREVALENCE STUDY

The purpose of this study was to estimate the percentage of the student population living
in the Glasgow area who have experienced child sexunal abuse. Students were chosen
because of ease of access and their wide, though not representative, range of
backgrounds.

zhoosin R rch

Previous research has made use of a variety of methods (and definitions) to estimate the
prevalence of child scxual abuse. For example, self-administered questionnaires (eg
Kelly, Regan & Burton 1991 and Fromuth & Burkhart 1989), face-to-face interviews (eg
Baker & Duncan 1985), telephone interviews (eg Finkelhor et al 1990) and postal
imterviews {eg Kercher & McShane 1984) have all been used to estimate the prevalence of
CSA.

In a review of four prevalence studies, Wyatt and Peters (1986b) argue that surveys using
the interview technigue tend to produce higher prevalence rates than those using self-
administered guestionnaires. They write:

A review of the prevalence figures presented earlier suggests that differences
in the method of data collection may be a highly significant factor contributing
to discrepancies in prevalence rates. In these four studies the use of face-to-
face interviews is associated with higher prevalence rates than those derived
from self-administered questionnaires. Furthermore, the greatest similarities
in prevalence rates are found among studics that share the same method of
data collection.

(Wyatt & Peters 1986b)

However, no such relationship can be found in the studies shown in Table 1.0 (which
was presented in Chapter One of this thesis). Indeed, of all the surveys included in Table
1.0, the highest prevalence rates were found in a study which used a self-administered
questionnaire (Kelly, Regan & Burton 1991). One possible explanation for the
discrepancy between the findings of the research by Wyatt and Peters and Table 1.0 1s the
fact that none of the four studies used by Wyatt and Peters are included in Table 1.0 which
summarises the results of a number of more recent studies.
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Since it is not clear whether the research method used in a prevalence study makes any
difference to the results of the study, the method adopted in the present study was chosen
principally on the basts of the practical issues of time and resources. It was decided that a
sclf-completion questionnaire weuld facilitate the collection of the greatest amount of data
over the shortest period of time. Interviewing respondents would, undoubtedly, have
taken much longer than asking them to complete a questionnaire. According to McNeill
(1990), it is quite commnon for rescarchers to choose their research methods with such
practical issues in mind. McNeill claims that researchers:

...... do their work in the real world of limited time and resources. Choice of
research methods is often decisively affected by choice of topic, and the
amount of time, money and work hours available.

' (McNeill, 1990, p.9)

In addition to the practical issues of time and resources, vsing the interview technique
would bave raised the question of how easy it would be for female respondents to discuss
incidents of sexual abuse with a male researcher (particularly when most abusers are
malc).

Th nstruction of th Honnaire

Constructing a questionnaire is no easy task, since careful consideration must be given to
the wording of each of the questions which are to be included. Indeed, Newell (1993)
argues that:

One of the most important parts of any research survey is the development of
the questions. The success of a survey will depend on the questions that are
asked, the ways in which they are phrased and the order in which they are
placed.

(Newell 1993, p.85)

Newell goes on to pravide a list of guidelines for the design of questionnaires:

(i) questions must be relevant for those who are to answer them
(i)  questions must be easily understood and not subject to ambiguity
(particularly important if the questionnaire is to be completed by the

respondents themselves)
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(iii) the vse of leading questions must be avoided

(iv)  double-barrelled questions (ie those which ask two questions at once
and those which involve the use of double negatives) should not be
used

V) hypothetical questions should (if possible) be avoided

(vi}  questions which ask for secondary information (ie the views of people
other than the respondent) should best be avoided

(vil) be aware that there might be over- or under-reporting of certain
sensitive issues {eg while respondents are likely to over-report
contributions to charity, they are likely to under-report the number of
cigarettes which they smoke)

(from Newell 1993)

After careful consideration had been given to the questions which have been used in other,
similar studies, a 24-item self-administered questionnaire was produced for use in the
present study!. The first six questions included in the questionnaire were of a
demographic nature (gender, age and social ¢lass etc). Then came question seven - which
asked the respondents if they had ever been the victim of child sexual abusc. If the
respondent answered "No" to this gunestion, he/she was informed that he/she need not
continue any further with the questionnaire but was reminded of the importance of
returning the questionnaire anyway. If the respondent answered "Yes" or "Unsure"”,
he/she was asked to complete the remainder of the questionnaibre. As it was hoped to
explore how the experiences of boys who had been sexually abused differed from those of
girls, the remaining questions asked the respondent about his/her experience(s). For
example, the respondents were asked about the forim which the abuse took. They were
asked how old they were when they were first abused, and they were asked how long the
abused continued. Respondents were asked about the age of their abuser and they were
asked aboug the relationship between the abuser and themselves. The respendents were
also asked who (if anyone) they had told about the abuse. Since one of the aimns of the
study was to gain access to a sample of males who hud been sexually abused as children,
the final question was addressed at male respondents only. It asked them to provide a
contact name and address if they were willing to take pait in a research interview.

1 A copy of the questionnaire which was used in the prevalence study can be found in Appendix 1.
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It was acknowledged that completing a questionnaire such as the one used in the present
study could be potentially upsetting for a respondent who had been the victim of CSAZ.
Because of this, the questionnaire suggested where the respondents might go for help? if
they were to find completing the questionnaire upsetting.

For pragmatic reasons it was decided that, wherever possible, closed questions should be
used in the questionnaire. While open guestions allow respondents to answer the
questions in any way they wish, closed questions ask the rcspondents to choose their
answers from a given list of responses?. There are a number of advantages of using
closed questions for both the researcher andlthe respondent. From the point of view of
the researcher, the advantage of closed questions is that they can be pre-coded. This
means that they can be easily put on to computer - thus saving time (and money). From
the point of view of the respondent, closed questions are less time consuming to compiete
than epen questions since the respondent simply has to tick the appropriate answer,
However, closed questions do force the respendents to choose between the answers
provided - and in some cuses an appropriate answer may not be included on the list. (One
solution to this problem is to include the category “other” in the pre-coded answers.) In
rcality, most questionnaires use a mixture of both open and closed questionnaires.
However, Newell writes that:

...... when large numbers of individuals are to be studied by self-completion
questionnaire, it is best to use mainly closed questions.
(Newell 1993, p.103)

2 According (o Tony Rees (Rees 1991}, most researchers are liable to cone across a number of ethical
problems such as this while conducting their research.

3 Usually the student counselling service at the respondent's own institntion,

4 A third type of question are field-coded questions. When field-coded questions are used, the respondent
gives whatever answer they like and the interviewer codes their answer into one of a number of
response categories provided on the interview schedule. Clearly, field-coded questions can only be used
in an inferview sitnation and are not appropriate for a self-administered questionnaire - such as the one
used in the present study.
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While all of the guestions used in the questionnaire had to be given careful consideration,
particular attention had to be given to the wording of question seven - the question which
asked the respondent if hefshe had ever, as a child, been sexually abused. This question
had to be given special consideration as it contained the definition of CSA used in the
survey, and the definition used would have major implications for the prevalence rates
which the study was likely to find. The effect which the choice of definition can have on
the prevalence rate was discussed in Chapter One and is perhaps best deimonstrated in the
study by Kelly, Regan and Burton (1991). Depending on the definition used, their study
showed that the prevalence rates can range between 5% and 59% for women, and 2% and
27% for men.

Since there are many different definitions of what constitutes child sexunal abuse, devising
a "perfect” definition of CSA is well nigh impossible. However, the would-be researcher
can take comfort in the following advice form Haugaard and Emery:

Rather than scarching for the ideal definition, a commitment to providing
reasoned, clear definitions of child sexual abuse in each study is needed.
(Haugaard & Emery 1989, p.99)

As one of the aims of the present study was to explore the respondents’ own, subjective
views of what constitutes CSA, it was decided that the respondents themselves should be
allowed to define CSA, rather than enforcing a definition on them. It would appear that
allowing respondents themselves to defing CSA is uncommon, since all other prevalence
studies seem to set down at least one condition as to what constitutes child sexnal abuse.
The only condition which was laid down in the present study was that the respondent
should have been under 16 years of age (ie the age of consent in Britain) at the tirme when
the incident happencd for the cxperience to be considered abusive, In the end, the
question put to respondents was:

Before the age of 16, did you ever experience whar you considered then, or
now, 1o be sexual abuse?

The answers available to the respendents were “Yes”, “Unsure™ and “No”.
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Th mpi

For pragmatic reasons, it was decided that a sample of university and college students
would be used for the prevalence study. Although other prevalence studies have used
samples of students, the dangers of genaralising the results of a study using the student
population to the general population are well documented in the literature (eg Finkelhor
1979, pp.38-39). Students are not typical of the general population because they ave often
younger than the rest of the population, they tend to come from middle-class families and
they are, clearly, better educated than the general population. This third point is perhaps
the most serious in a study of sexual experiences during childhood such as the present
study. Because of the devastating effects of CSA on children, it is possible that many
victims of CSA do not do academically well enough at school to gain entry to higher
education. If this is the case, then prevalence rates found in student samples will be much
lower than those for the general population. However, because of the limited time and
resources, it was decided that the student population would be used for the present study.

Ideally, the questionnaire would have been conscicusly distributed amongst a random,
representative sample of the student population in Glasgow. However, given the amount
of time and effort which would have been involved in constructing a representative
sample, 1t was decided that this would not be a jnstifiable use of resources. In an attempt
to reach students whe were studying a range of subjects, the questionnaires were
distributed amongst different classes in each of the institutions. This was thought
important in case students who have been sexually abused are more likely to study
particular subjects (eg social science-based subjects). It was alse considered important
that the questionnaire be distributed amongst different classes since some subjects tend to
be dominated by either male or female students.

The characteristics of the final sample are swmmarised in Table 2.2.
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Table 2.1:

N=359
Male: 167 47 4%
Gender Femaie: 185 52.6%
Unknown.: 7
Under 21: 255 71.6%
Age 21 & Over: 101 28 4%
Unknown. 3
i Managerial/Professional: 147 41.5%
) Other Non-Manual: 95 26.8%
8;‘31‘3“;;‘;;‘3; Background -} gyijjed/Foreman: 76 21.5%
Respondent grew up Semi-Skilled/Unskilled: 24 6.8%
Other: 12 3.4%
Unknown: 5
Ethnic Origin of the IFamily White: 340 95.0%
in which the Respondent Other:; 18 5.1%
grew up Unknown. 1
Psychology: 228 64.0%
Number of Students in the Engineering: 56 15.7%
fhiﬁﬁgztigﬁ?ﬁz &a;vhlch Computing Studies: 52 14.6%
distributed Other: 20 5.6%
Unknown.: 3

From Table 2.1 1t can be seen that the sample was split almost equally between males and
females®. As would be expected, over 7 out of 10 respondents were under 21 years of
age. Almost 70% of the sample said that the occupational group of the families in which
they grew up was non-manual. Over 9 out of 10 respondents described their ethnic
background us white. The three largest classes to take part in the study were Psychology.
Engineering and Computing Studies.

Because it is not known if the samplc was representative of the student population, careful
consideration must be given to the extent to which the findings of the study can be

5 According to the Government Statistical Service (Government Statistical Service 1995, Table 230,
p-73), the percentage of males and females provisionally enrolled in further and higher education (fult
time and patt time) for the session 1994/95 (ie the session during which this study was carried out) was
45.3% and 54.7% respectively.
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generalised to the entite student population. However, in their review of four prevalence
studies, Wyatt and Peters (Wyatt & Peters 1986b) argue that the usc of a randorm sample
might be desirable but it is not sufficient when estimating prevalence rates for CSA. They
argue that both the highest and lowest prevalence rates were derived from random
samples,

Whatever methods of sampling a rescarcher uses, Sara Arber warns that he/she should:

...... recognise the constraints on interpretations which arise from their
method of sampling, and honestly and clearly note them for their readers.
(Arber 1993, p.73)

ining A h 1

An initial approach was made to two universities and two colleges within the Glasgow
area. In the first instance, contact was made with the students’ associations and questions
were asked about who was the best person/department to approach in each institution to
request permission to include their students in the sample. While a representative from
one institution was happy to give his permission during the initial telephone conversation
for the students in his class to be included in the sample, the other three asked that the
request be put in writing or that a copy of the guestionnaire be sent to them. In the end,
three of the institutions (two universities and one college) agreed to take part in the study.

The Distribution h ionngir

Almost all questionnaires were distributed to students at lecture theatres before the
commencement of a lecture®, The students were asked to complete the questionnaires in
their own time and to return them at the next meeting of the class. It was thought
important that the questionnaires were completed outwith the confines of the lecture theatre
for two reasons. Firstly, it was unlikely that lecturers would fiave allowed their teaching
lime to have been “wasted” while the questionnaire was being completed. Secondly, and
perhaps more importantly, it was unlikely that the respondents would have been honest in
their responses if they had to complete the questionnaire while sitting beside their feltow
students. (Of course, the disadvantage of allowing the students to take the questionnaires

6 Prior amangemenis having first been made with the lecturer concerned.
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away with them was that, inevitably, a significant proportion of the questionnaires would
never be seen again by the researcher.) Usually the questionnaires were disiributed and
collected by the researcher. There were a small number of occasions when this was not
possible. A total of 683 questionnaires were distributed between all three institutions.
Just over half (52.6%) of the questionnaires were returned,

THE MAIN STUDY

The main study used in this rescarch was an investigation of public perceptions of CSA.
The aim of the study was to find out whether there is any consensus amongst the general
population as to what counstitutes child sexual abuse. In particular, the study was to test
the hypothesis that members of the public were less likely to take action about an alleged
casc of CSA if the victim was male than if the victim was female. The study made use of
the comparatively innovative method of the vignette technique. Before the value of the
technique can be discussed, it is first necessary to explain what a vignette actually is.
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What is _a "Vignette" ?

Several descriptions of vignettes can be found in the literature. For example, Janet Finch
provides the following description:

These are short stories about hypothetical characters in specified ]
circumstances, to whose situation the interviewee is invited to respond.
(Finch 1985, p.105)

Alexander and Becker describe vignettes as:

...... short descriptions of a person or a social situation which contain precise
references to what are thought to be the most important factors in the
decision-making or judgement-making processes of respondents. Thus,
rather than allowing or requiring respondents to impute such information
themselves in reacting to simple, direct. abstract questions about the person
or situation, the additional detail is provided by the researcher and is thereby
standardised across respondents.

(Alexander & Becker 1978, p.94)

Finally, Patrick West claims that:

Vignettes, are (usually) brief written, spoken or picterial representations of
persons in sitvations. On the basis of the information provided (the
stimmlus) respondents are asked one or more guestions of relevance to the
research interest which might, for example, involve an association of ideas,
expression of feeling, a judgement, a recommendation, or all of these or
almost none at all save a request for comment.

{(West 1982, p.1)

Vignettes, then, are brief descriptions of hypothetical chayacters or situations, which the |
researcher asks the respondents to comment on in the hope of gaining some insight into ;
the views, attitudes and/or behaviours of the population from whiclh the sampie has been '

drawn. ;
As an example of a vignette, Alexander and Becker cite the following case:

Mr Miller is a salesman who works for you. He comes into your office one
morning to tell you that he has been drinking, occasionally quite heavily,
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while on the job. He is a man with two years of college, black, single, about
22, and had been working for you for just three months, with an average
sales record.

(Alexander & Becker 1978, p.94)

If the case of Mr Miller was used as a vignette in a piece of research, the respondents
would be asked to comment on how they would react to this particular situation if they
were Mr Miller's employer. Depending on the exact topic being researched, it is likely
that not all respondents would be presented with exactly the same situation - as different
versions of the vignetie would be randomly allocated to different respondents. Alexander
and Becker (1978, p.94) suggest that in one version of the vignette Mr Miller might
become Miss Miller or Mrs Miller and in another version he might become a long-standing
employee rather than a recently employed one. If this study was to be ¢arried out, then it
would tell us something of the impact of an employee's sex, gender and marvital status (as
well as any other factors which were varied in the vignettes) on his/her employer’s view
of what action should be taken following a revelation that the employer bas been drinking
while at work.

Alexander and Becker (1978, p.95) argue that, in this particular example, the use of the
vignette technique allows for an analysis which simply could not be made using more
direct questioning (such as asking respondents "Would you react differently to a young
worker with little service as opposed to an older worker of longer standing service?").
The fact that the technique allows for an analysis which simply can not be made using
more traditional methods is precisely the reason why the vignette technique was chosen
for the study of public perceptions of CSA. A discussion of the reasons why the use of
vignettes allows for such an analysis now follows.

The Advan : in he  Vigne Technique

There are a number of advantages of using the vignette technique in social research. Onc
of the most important advantages of using the technique is that the researcher is able to
provide the respondent with a concrete description of a situation. Finch (1987, pp.105-
106) writes:

Vignettes move further away......from a direct and abstractcd approach, and

allow for features of the context to be specified, so that the respondent is
being invitcd to make normative statemenis about a set of social
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circumstances, rather than to express his or her "belicfs” or "values” in a

vacuum.

In her study of professional perceptions of child protection issues in the UJK, Birchall
(1992, p.213) claims that:

The main strengths of vignettes as a research technique are that they offer
respondents concrete stimuli which would seem to be easily related to their
everyday professional respensibilities and to decisions they may have made
in the past.

West (1982, p.2) claims that, in comparison with the vignette technique, the more
traditional research methods arc 'bland, alien and uninteresting’. Rather than using
vignettes in their study of attitudes to the custody, access and maintenance of children
following divorce, Clark and Samphier (1984) could simply have asked their respondents
"Who should get custody of the children following divorce - the mother or the father?",
"How much access should the non-custodial parent be given to the children?” and “"Should
the non-custodial parent pay maintenance for the children?". However, given the number
of details about the family's background which would have to be taken into consideration
before such questions could be answered, it was far easier for Clark and Samphier to
describe the circumstances of a hypothetical family to the respondents - rather than allow
them to define the family's background themselves. Had Clark and Samphier not used
vignettes, then it is possible that their respondents might have given answers such as, "It

depends how old the children are...... , "It depends on why the parents decided to
separate......" or "It depends where each parent is living now......", or else the
respondents may simply have made underlying assumptions about these details. So, the
advantage of the vignette technique in research such as that of Clark and Samphier is that it

provides the same concreie examples for each of the respondents to comment on.

A second important advantage of the use of vignettes is that they bring in a hypothetical
_ third party to the interview, which has the effect of making the guestions seem less
personally threatening for the respondent and distances the respondents from the issues
involved. This is particularly important when the interview involves issues of a sensitive
or possibly illegal natare. For example, in a study about drug-taking behaviour,
respondents are likely to be more open with their answers if they are commenting on how
"Jim" or “Jane" (or whatever the name of the fictitious character in the vignette) will
behave than if they were asked directly about their own drug-taking experiences.
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Alexander and Becker (1978, p.95) draw our attention to three advantages of the vignette
technigue. Firstly, they claim that respondents who are asked to comment on a vignette
are not as likely to consciously bias their reports so as to gain the social approval of the
interviewer than they might be if they were asked directly about how they personally
would handle the sitvation described in the vignette, So, in a study such as that of Janet
Finch (see Finch 1987) which involved making moral decisions, the respondents are less
likely to feel pressurised into giving the morally "right” answer if they are answering on
behalf of the characters in the vignettes rather than on behalf of themselves. Secondly,
Alexander and Becker claim that most people are not particularly insightful about the
factors which enter their own decision making-processes. This is one of the main reasons
why the vignette technique was used in the study of public perceptions of CSA. While it
was hypothesised that the use of the technique would reveal that the gender of the young
person involved in a potential case of child sexual abuse would make a difference to the
attitude of the public towards the case, it was thought that the respondents would answer
either “No” or “I’'m not sure™ if asked a more direct question such as “Are you less likely
to do something about a potentially sexually abusive incident if the young person involved
is a boy rather than a girl?”. Finally, Alexander and Becker claim that:

.....the systematic variation of characteristics in the vignette allows for a
rather precise estimate of the effects of changes in combinations of variables
as well as individual variables on corresponding changes in respondent

attitude or judgement.

So, for example, in the case of Mr Miller (cited earlier in this chapter), a researcher could
systematically test the effect of Mr Miller's sex, race, marital status, age, or length of
service etc on the attitude of Mr Miller's employer towards Mr Miller's behaviour.

In short, the main advantages of the vignette technique over other research metheds are
" that it provides the respondents with concrete descriptions of scenarios on which they can
comrpent, and these seenarios introduce a third party to the interviews which distances the
issues being researched from the respondents themselves. Another advantage of the
vignette technique is that it can reveal factors which enter the respondents' decision-
making processes but of which the respondents themselves are not aware. Given these
advantages of using the vignette technique, it seemed that it was the most appropriate
technique to use in the study of public perceptions of CSA.
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The Disadvantages of using the Vignette Technique

While there are a number of distinct advantages of using the vignette technique, there are
also a number of problems with the technique and it would be wrong if these problems
were not acknowledged in this chapter. According to Finch (1987, p.111), one of these is
the construction of the vignettes. Finch warns that vignettes must contain storylines
which can be readily followed and understood in an interview situation.  She also claims
that it is important that the characters and the storylines are believable. Finch warns that
the stories must not be too complex, otherwise the respondents will easily lose the thread.
Despite these warnings, it would appear that at least some researchers who have used the
vignette technique have succeeded in creating realistic vignettes. For example, Fox and
Dingwall (1985, p.472) report that most of their respondents seemed to have had some
cases which were remarkably similar to those described in the vignetics.

A second problem associated with the use of the vignette technique is that the researcher
can never be 100 percent sure how the vignettes have been interpreted by the respondents.

(This is particularly the case when a researcher deliberately chooses to use an ambiguous
vignette.) The researcher does not know whether a specific element in the storyline is
triggering a particular response, and he/she does not know what additional details might
be "filled in" about the story by the respondents {eg are assumptions being made about the
sex or race of the characters described in the vigaette?).  (Finch [1987, p.112] suggests
that these concerns might be minimised by constructing a series of vignettes which vary
the age, gender and race etc of the characters involved?. This, however, might result in a
large number of vignettes if there are a large number of factors which can be varied.
Finch also suggests the use of the open-ended question "Why?".) Contrary to what might
be expected and as discussed later in this chapter, West (1982) claims that the problem of
the researcher not knowing how the vignette has been interpreted by the respondent is no
less a problem for researchers using more complex vignettes than it is for those using
briefer ones. West claims that the greater the amount of information that is provided for
the respondent in the vignette, the more details there are for the respondents to "fill in".
He writes:

7 One stratagem for maximiging the number of vignette characteristics which can be systematically
manipulated while minimising the information loss resulting from a reduction in design size is
fractional replication design (see Alexander & Becker 1978, pp.95-99).
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......the major problem is contained in the assumption that the researcher's
definition of the situation is shared by respondents. It can never be known
what they are responding to since that is prechuded from emerging. I would
also suggest that the disparity is likely 10 widen the more detall is writlen into
the vignette, since it invites further contextualisation by the respondent which
in turn makes it less likely his or her construction of the story corresponds to
the researcher's.

(West 1982, p.10)

West found that this was indeed the case in the study of issues relating to the
responsibility for the care of dependency groups which was conducted by West and his
colleagues (1982, p.13).

A further disadvantage of the vignette technique is the fact that, particularly in the case of
studies using short vignettes, the respondents ave provided with only a very small amount
of information about each case from which they are asked to make fairly important
decisions. Fox and Dingwall (1985, pp.472-473) reported that some of the respondents
in their study found it difficult to make the necessary decisions on the basis of the limited
amount of information made available to them in the vignette. However, Fox and
Dingwall do report that one health visitor pointed out to them that sometimes (when a new
family moves into the area) the health visitor must determine her priority for visiting the
family on little more information than was made available to the respondents in the
vignettes. Fox and Dingwall suggest that the same may well be true for intake social
workers. Birchall (1992, p.214} makes a similar point when she claims that decisions
about whether or not to hold a Case Conference are sometimes based upon little more
information than that which is available in vignettes. It would therefore seem that the fact
that often only a minimal amount of information is provided in vignettes is not a problem
when the research is about perceptions of CSA, since it is not uncommeon for only a
limited amount of information to be available to decision-makers involved in real life
situations.

A {inal problem of nsing the vignette technique is that, while (for the reasons which have
been outlined) it may be better at eliciting more open and honest responses from
respondents than other techniques, 1t is still impossible to match the responses given by
respondents to the vignettes with their actual behaviour in real life situations. There are
two reasons for this. The first reason is simply to do with the fact that, i the main,
respondents are aware of the fact that they are taking part in some sort of research and they
are at least partly aware of the topic being researched. Respondents are therefore likely to
become sensitised to the issues being researched. Birchall (1992, p.23) writes on this:
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...... it is likely that any case situation inciuded in a questionnaire explicitly
concerned with child protection will be more frequently or strongly identified
as child abuse than would the same circumstances in everyday life.

The second reason why researchers can not assume that answers elicited from the
respondents by the vignettes are a direct indication of how the respondents will behave in
real life is even more fundamental than the first. Finch (1987, p.113) explains:

The technique which I have described quite specifically distances the issues
from the individual in an attempt to tap cultural norms. Asking about what a
third part "ought" to do in a given situation is not the same thing as asking
respondents what they themselves think they onght to do for their own
relatives; nor is it a means of predicting what a respondent actually would do
In a similar situation.

Indeed, Finch (1987, p.113) warus that:

It is in this area of the relationship between belief and actions that I see the
biggest danger of the mis-use of vignettes.

West (1982, p.12) also claims that he and his colleagues do not believe that the
recommendations made by the respondents in their study correspond with what the
respondents would actually do if faced with similar circumstances to the vignette in their
own lives. It would appear that no research has ever been carried out into the
similarities/differences in how people respond to vignettes and how they actually behave
in real life. A study of this nature would, however, make for a very interesting and useful
piece of research.

It would appear that the disadvantages of using vignettes in research are that they must be
carefully constructed (3o that they are believable and easily understood in an interview
sitnation), and the researcher can never be certain as to exactly how the respondent will
interpret the vignettes. A further problem associated with the vignette technique is the fact
that researchers sometimes ask respondents to make decisions based on very little
information. But perhaps the most serious criticism which can be made of the technique is
that there is no direct link between the way that respondents respond to the vignettes and
the way that they behave in real life situations. (Of course, this criticism is not confined to
vignettes since there is not necessarily a link between the answers given by respondents in
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¢ither a more traditional questionnaire or an interview and the way they would behave in
real life situations.)

Despite the problems associated with using the vignette technique, it was still thought that
it was the best approach to use in this study.

rigtions _in_th nstruction of Vien

The vignettes which have been used in previous research have varied in terms of
complexity and ambiguity.

Variations in Complexity

The complexity of the vignettes which have been used in research has varied enormously.
While researchers such as Giovannoni and Becerra (1979), Fox and Dingwall (1985) and
Alves and Rossi (1978) used single-sentenced descriptions of hypothetical situations,
others such as TFinch (see Finch 1987) and Clark and Samphier (1984) provided much
longer and morc complex descriptions. The nature of the requested response to a vignette
tends to vary according to the complexity of the vignette, While shorter vignettes often
ask for merely a "yes"/"no" type of answer, the more complex vignettes often ask for
much more detailed responses (Finch 1987). Birchall (1992) used a combination of short
and long vignettes in her study. Her questionnaire began with a series of brief vignettes
describing situations which might be defined as child mistreatment, and her respondents
were asked to ascribe a severity rating to each of these situations. Birchall then presented
ber respondents with a small number of much more complex vignettes (again describing
cases of possible child abuse), to which the respondents were asked to provide a detailed
account of any professional action which they would take if they came across any of these
cases in real life.®

The more complex the vignettes, then the fewer the number that can be included in any
one survey. While surveys using briefer vignettes can include a fair number of these
vignettes in one interview (eg Alves and Rossi [1978] included 50 vignettes in a single
interview and Giovannoni and Becerra [1979] used as many as 78 vignettes in their
study), both West (1982, p.7) and Finch (1987, p.109) suggest that four is the maximum
number of the more complex vigneties which can be included in any one interview. Finch

8 For examples of the vignettes used by Birchall, see Appendix 2.
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also suggests that these more complex vignettes should include no more than three
changes to the original story. Given the anticipated length of the vignettes used in the
present research into public perceptions of CSA, it was decided that six would be the

maximum number which could be included in the questionnaire.

Variations in Ambiguity

Previous research has made use of vignettes which have varied greatly in terms of how
ambiguous or precisely defined they have been. West (1982, p.2) argucs that there 1s a
continuum of stimulus ambiguity which has been used by researchers. West claims that
while at one end of this continuum the vignettes are “deliberately fuzzy or equivocal in
order to permit maximum respondent interpretation’, at the other end they are ‘precisely
defined and manipulated in the manner of a controlled experiment’. Although he adimits
that they are not usually thought of as being vignettes, West (1982, p.2) argues that the
projective tests cmployed by psychologists have certain general features in common with
vignettes and are an extreme example of researchers allowing their respondents to do
much of the interpreting. West (1982, p.2) writes:

The Roschach (ink blot) test and more obviously the Thematic Apperception
Test (TAT) both involve a pictorial representation of a distinctly fuzzy nature
about which the respondent is asked to cormument.

West goes on:

The fuzziness is of course deliberate in that it is the vagueness or ambiguity
of the stimulus that provides the basis for projection.
(West 1982, p.2)

While he does state that he is not aware of rescarchers using vignettes with the same
degree of ambiguity as the projective tests, West (1982, p.3) argues that “non-directive
vignettes” have been used. Although these vignettes are not so ambiguous that the
respondent alone constructs the definition of the situation, they do provide an extremely
limited amount of information of a highly general nature such that the respondent must
“fill in”’ some of the details in order to make sense of the story. According to West, there
is something to be gained from the nse of these ambiguous vignettes:

The brief sketch merely acts as a cue 10 the production of general images and
attitudes comprising the respondent’s definition of the situation. This
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conceptualisation of the vignette incorporates one of the original meanings of
the term; that it is about the capturing of the central images of a person or
sitnation at the expense of the fuzzy areas around them.

(West 1982, p.5)

The opposite extreme to these highly ambiguous vigneties are those where each detail of
the vignette is spelled out in precise detail for the respondent. However, West claims that
even the more detailed vignettes require the respondent to “fill in” the missing details:

One of the (ironic) implications......is that the more information that is
supplied in the vignette the more it is contextualised by the researcher and the
more likely the respondent will need more (not less) to make sensc of it,......

(West 1982, p.5)

Despite the fact that both West (1982, p.2) and Birchall (1992, p.18) claim that only a
relatively small number of researchers have made use of the vigneite technique, the

literature contains a growing number of examples of studies which have used the
techunique.

Some researchers have used the vignette technigue to study some of the issues associated
with criminal justice. For example, Prytula, Whiteside and Davidson (1975) used a series
of 12 short vignettes to show that experienced police officers are less likely than the
average citizen to accept the role of environmental factors in explaining criminal
behaviour. McGlynn, Megas and Benson (1976) used a number of variations of a
vignette describing a violent murder to investigate whether the sex and race of the
defendant are likely to affect whether or not the jury find him/her not guilty by reason ol
insanity. Finally, Sellin and Wolfgang (1964) report on a nurnber of studies (the first of
which was conducted in the early 1920's) which used vignettes 10 explore the social
consequences of a number of delinquent acts.

Other studies have used vignettes to explore the extent to which the victim of an attack or
an accident is likely to be blamed for the incident. For example, Jones and Aronson
(1973) used several variations of a vignette in which a young woman is raped to show that
a socially respectable person is more likely to be seen at fault in a crime in which he/she is
the victim, and that the defendant is likely to receive a longer term of imprisonment for the
rape of a married woman than for the rape of a divorcee. Smith, Keating, Hester and
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Mitchell (1976) also used a series of vignettes to assess the extent to which social role and
"just world" considerations would affect perceptions and attributions of responsibility to a
rape victim. Alexander and Becker (1978) report on a similar study which uscd the
vignette technique to explore the attitudes of policcmnen and nurses towards the assignment
of responsibility to victims of violence, Walster (1966) used four variations of a vignette
describing a car accident to deinonstrate that the greater the severity of the accident, the
mere likely it is that the victim of the accident will be held responsible for his/her accident.

Further rescarchers who have made use of the vignette technique include Finch {1987) -
who used a series of 4 vignettes to research beliefs about giving practical and material
assistance to one's kin and how these beliefs are transtated into actions, West (1982) and
his colleagues - who used vignettcs to investigate public opinicn in Elgin, Aberdeen and
South West Glasgow on issues relating to the responsibility for the care of dependency
groups such as the disabled, the chronically sick and the elderly, Clark and Samphier
{1984) - who used a vignette in 3 stages to explore public attitudes towards issues
surrounding the custody, access and maintenance of children following the divorce of
their parents, Alves and Rossi (1978) - who used a whole series of vignettes to assess
which family circumstances are regarded as being important when deciding whether or not
a household is in receipt of a fair income and Wasoff and Dobash (1992) - who used the
vignette technique to investigate how solicitors negotiate the financial aspects of divorce
with clients,

The use of the vignette technique has not been limited to academic research. For example,
a recent television series entitled “Hypotheticals”™ (BBC 1995) used the technique to gain
an insight into how a group of professionals (eg social workers, policemen and lawyers)
make decisions in their datly work. While such professionals can not openly discuss
actual cases in public, they are quite happy to discuss hypothetical situations (ie vignettes)
in a television programme.

The vignette technique was used by a number of the researchers who explored public
and/or professional perceptions of child abuse and whose work was cited in Chapter One.
For example, Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe (1991) used brief vignettes to investigate public
attitudes towards child abuse. While Tite (1993) nsed a series of vignettes to explore
teachers’ definitions and responses to child abuse, Willis & Wells (1988)'s survey of the
factors which influence policc officers' decisions to report illegal behaviour was also
based on a series of vignettes. Giovannaoni & Becerra (1979), Fox & Dingwall (1985),
Snyder & Newberger (1986) and Birchall (1992) all used vignettes to compare the views
of different professional groups with regard to child abuse. Finally, the three studies
which explored perceptions of child sexual abuse - Finkelhor & Redfield (1984),
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Broussard, Wagner & Kazelslds (1991) and Aticberry-Bennett (1987) - wete all based on
the vignette technique.

Other studies cited in Chapter One which made use of the vignette technigue to research
definitions of child abuse inciude Morris, Johnson and Clasen (1985) - who used
vignettes to ascertain the factors which influence the reporting of child abuse by
physicians, Burett (1993) - who used vigneties to investigate the views of the public and
social workers on psychelogical abuse, and Cruise, Jacobs and Lyons (1994) - who used
vignettes to study children’s perceptions of abuse.

From this summary of some of the studies which have made use of the vigpette technique,
it can be seen that vignettes have been used to research a variety of topics - particularly
within the field of child protection. However, despite the fact that a significant number of
studies have cxplored the perceptions of different groups about child abuse, none has
explored in any detail the views held by ordinary members of the public about child
sexual abuse. It was this dearth of knowledge which gave rise to the present research.

The Construction of Vi thhic Perception f
CSA

A self-administered questionnaire containing six vignettes was produced for this study
using a number of case studies from the existing literature (Bain & Saunders 1990,
Bolton, Morris & MacEachron 1989, Krug 1989, Langsley, Schwaitz & Fairbairn 1968,
Lew 1993 and Rogers & Terry 1984). (As with the eatlier prevalence study, the practical
issues of time and resources dictated that a questionnaire had to be used in this study.) In
each of the vignettes, a child described to the respondent an experience which he/she
claimed to have had. Careful consideration was given to the cheice of incidents described
in the vignettes to ensure that the alleged perpetrators of the abuse ranged from close
family members (including siblings) to strangers. The incidents described in the vignettes
were also chosen to ensure that the behaviours which they described ranged from those
which might be dismissed as “normal” child-rearing activity to those which were more
likely to be defined as abusive. The respondent, whose imaginary relationship with the
child (eg neighbour, friend’s parent and youth club leader?) was specified in each of the

9 The literature (cg Child and Family Trust Research Team 1993) claims that these are the sorts of
people who children are likely to report having been sexually abused to. {In this stady the relationship
between the respondent and the child was rever that of parent-child. as this was thought to be too
emotive.}
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vigneties, was asked 1o indicate (on a S-peint Likert scale ranging from “very unlikely™ to
“very likely”) how likely it was that he/she would tell someone about what the child had
told them. Respondents were also asked who it was that they were most likely to tell
about cach incident. Consideration was given to making this a closed gquestion - and
providing a list of possible answers from which the respondent could have chosen his/her
answer(s). However, it was decided that the question should be left open, since
providing a list of possible answers might have resulted in the respondent ticking
answer(s) which he/she had not thought of him/herself. The respondents were also
invited to make further comments about each of the iacidents. The questionnaire
concluded by asking the respondents about their gender, age, occupation and parental
status. It was anticipated that these factors may influence public opinion about CSA.

In an attempt to test out the hypothesis that the gender of the child would effect the
public’s reaction to each incident, two versions of the guestionnaire were produced.
‘While the six incidents described in both versions was identical, the gender of the young
person involved was different. In the three incidents which involved the child’s parent.
the gender of the parent was changed with the gender of the c¢hild. In the other three
incidents (which involved a sibling or a non-family member) the gender of the other
person remained unchanged. (In order to make the coding and analysis of the
questionnaire easicr, the two versions were printed on different coloured paper.)10

The Pil /

Before the main study was carried out, a smalil pilot study was conducted. A total of 24
copies of the draft questionnaire (12 copies of each version) was distributed and 19 were
retined. Unlike the main survey, all the questionnaires were distibuted on a one-lto-one
basis. A convenience sample was selected which comprised of wniversity students and
employees. While it was not considered necessary that the pilot study sample be
representative, some care was taken to ensure that the university employees who took part
in the pilot study covered a range of socio-economic status - so they included secretaries
and ancillary workers (eg cleaners) in addition to lecturing and research staff. The
differing occupations of those who took part in the pilot study can be seen in Table 2.2
which shows the characteristics of the sample. One limitation of the sample was that
almost all the students and university employecs involved in the pilot study were
associated with a particular university building which is nsed by academic Departments

10 A copy of both versions of the questionnaire used in the main study can be found in Appendix 3.
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based within the Faculty of Social Sciences. This means that the sample was likely to
have a higher awareness of c¢hild protection issues than the general population. Despite
this limitation, the pilot study was useful in gaining an insight inlo how the main sample
would react to the vignetites described in the questionnaire.

Male: 4
Gender Female: 13
: No Response: 2

Undexr 40: 10
Age 40+ 8
No Response:

—

Lecturer/Academic:
Researcher:
Secretary:
Occupation Ancillary:

Other:

Stndent:

Retired:

No Response:

bt e DD WD D M B

Protestant: 1
Religion Roman Catholic:

None:

No Response:

MW RN

White:
Ethnic Origin White European:
No Response:

p—
L == LA

Parent/Guardian: 10
Parental Status Non-Parent/Guardian: 8
No Response.

—

11 percentages have not been included in this table because the numbers involved are small.
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On the whole the pilot study worked very well, although it revealed the need for a number
of relatively minor changes to the gquestionnaire. The first of these changes was the
alteration of the question “How likely is it that you would report......” ta “How likely is it
that you would tell someone......”". This change was made so that respondents could note
down answers (such as “Wouwld discuss incident with my partner”) which might have
been excluded by the use of a question which included the word “report”. A second
revision involved replacing all references to “cases” and “case numbers™ with “incidents”
and “incident numbers”. There was concern that the use of the word “case”™ would
reinforce the fact that the vignettes had all originated from reai cases and this might result
in people saying that they would tell someone about situations which they might otherwise
ignore if they came across them in real life. The third difference between the two
questionnaires was the removal of the questions, included in the pilot study, about the
respondent’s religion and ethnic origin. This was becanse some of the respondents in the
pilot study did not answer these questions, and others provided answers which were
difficult to categortse. No amendments were tnade at all to the wording of the vignettes,
but the order in which they appeared in the questionnaire was revised so that the incidents
about which the respondents were most likely to tell did not appear next to each other. A
final change was that three of the vignettes which had appeared in the pilot study as two-
staged scenarios (with yuestions being asked about cach stage), appeared as just one stage
in the main study. The pilot study revealed that analysing the results of multi-staged
vignettes was complicated, yet they added little to the overall value of the study.

The Distribution_of th ionnai nd the Final mpl

While a representative sample of the general population would have been desirable for this
study, time considerations favoured the use of a rather crude form of quota sampling.
Although the final sample could in no way be described as representative of the general
public, an attempt was made to try and ensure that the sample included people of different
ages and social class. Efforts were also made to ensure that the sample consisted of
similar numbers of males and females.

The majority of the questionnaires were distributcd at group meetings. This allowed the
rescarcher to explain the purpose of the study to the groups and enabled him o encourage
participation in the survey. The groups at which the questicnnaires were distributed were
meeting for purposes other than the completion of the questionnaire. The researcher made
an approach to the leader of each group to ask for permission to distribute copies of the
questionnaire at a regular meeting of the group. Having introduced the questionnaire to
each of the groups, the researcher then extended an invitation to all members of the group
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to complete one of the questionnaires. Given the sensitive nature of the topic being
researched, it was made clear that members who did not wish to take part in the study
should not feel obliged to do so. On the whole, most people agreed to complete a
questionnaire. The two versions of the questionnaire were diswibuted systematically,
alternating between the two versions. This ensured that half of each group completed one
version and the other half completed the second version. The advantage of this was that
similar sorts of people completed both versions. While some respondents enquired about
the significance of the colour coding, they were simply told that it did not matter which
colour of questionnaire they completed. The significance of the colour coding was not
explained uniil the questionnaires had been coinpleted.

In the initial stages, the researcher approached the leaders of groups with which he was
personally acquainted. These groups included church groups and mcetings of leaders of
youth organisations. The researcher then took stock of the sample before he made an
approach to any other organisations. At that stage it was apparent that there was an under-
representation of working class respondents and it was clear that there were more female
respondents than there were male respondents, In order that the sample might become
more similar to the general population, the researcher decided to target groups of working
class people (specifically groups of working class men). In order to do his, a copy was
obtained of a handbook of local community organisations meeting within one of the more
deprived areas of Glasgow. The researcher then approached a number of the groups listed
in the handbook to enquire if their organisations would be willing to take part in the study.
The organisations which were approached included a drop-in centre for unemployed
people, a karate club, a fishing club and an artists’ workshop. The groups which agreed
to take part in the smdy included a group of men who were employed in the drop-in centre
of a men's health project and the staff of a local community centre. Both the men's health
project and the community centre were staffed by local, working class people. While
approaches were being made to these groups, copies of the questionnaire were also
distributed to groups of mature students attending evening classes in a University in
Glasgow. (An assumption was made that a number of working class peopie would be
attending these classes.)

The questionnaires which were not distributed at group meetings were distributed amongst
acquaintances of the researcher and his family and friends. on a one-to-one basts. When
the questionnaires were being distributed to these individual respondents, the same
introduction which was adopted at group meetings was used (ie. the purpose of the study
was explained to the respondents and, given the nature of the topic being researched, the
respondents were informed that they should not feel obliged to complete the questionnaire
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if they did not wish to do so) and the questionnaires were distributed systematically
(alternating between the two versions).

A iotal of 216 completed questionnaires were returmed. 114 returned questionnaires were
of one version, and the remaining 102 were of the other.

The final sample consisted of people of a wide spread of ages. However, despite the
many attempts outlined abeve to reach working class males, the finale sample had a high
proportion of female respondents (66.4%) and there was a comparative lack of
respondents employed in manual work. The under-representation of males in the sample
is indicative of a reluctance on the part of males to take part in the study. (While no
records were kept of the number of potential respondents who refused to take part in the
survey, it became clear to the researcher as he was distributing and collecting the
questionnaires that there was a greater reluctance on the part of males to become involved
in the study,) The characteristics of the final sample are shown in Table 2.3.
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Male: 71 33.0%

Gender Female: 140 66.4%
UnknowniNe Response: 5

Under 40: 142 66.7%

Age 40+ 71 33.3%
No Response. 3

i

" Managerial/Professional: 37 17.5%

Other Non-Manual: 110 52.1%

Skilled/Foreman: 10 4.7%

QOccupation Semi-Skilted/Unskilled: 10 4.7%

Housewife: 13 6.2%

Student: 12 5.7%

Retired: 7 31.3%

Unemployed: 8 3.8%

Self-employed: 3 1.4%

YTS: 1 0.5%
No Response: 5

Respondent is . 5

likely to have an ggﬁiaps* 43 "‘;";ZZ

Occupational No: ’ 142 67' 5%

Agg{gngssu of Unknown. 11 5.2%
i exua , - -
Abuse? | No Response: 6

Parent/Guardian: 117 55.2%

Parental Status Non-Parent/Guardian: 95 44 .8%
No Response: 4

12 The term "QOccupational Awareness” has been used in this thesis 1o refer to occupations which are
Iikely to involve some sort of training in CSA. (This would thercfore include respondents in
occupations such as Social Work - who are likely to have divect experiences of dealing with CSA, and
respondents in occupations such as Teaching and Youth Work - who are likely to have received training
in detecting possible signs of CSA.)
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The Views of the Professionals

While the prumary concern of the study was with public perceptions of CSA, it was
decided that it would be useful if a small number of professionals could be asked about
their perceptions of the six incidents described in the questionnaire. It was, however,
necessary to make some changes to the original questionnaire, because it would not have
been appropriate to ask the professionals to complete the original questionnaire.
{Unfortunately the decision to involve a sample of professionals in the study was made
after the study of public pexceptions was undertaken. Had this not been the case, it would
have been possible to produce a version of the questionnaire which could have been
completed both by the public and the professionals.)

The most fundamental difference between the coriginal and the modified questionnaires
was that, while the original version asked the respondents how fikely it was that they
themselves would tell someone about each of the incidenis, the respondents in the
modified study were asked how important they thought it was that the adult (described in

the incident) told someone about what the child had said. This change was made because,
if the professionals were asked "IHow likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?", they may have answered according to how they themselves would respond to
the incident rather than how they, as professionals, think the public should react to each of
the situations. A second difference between the original questionnaire and the
professional questionnaire was that the six incidents were changed slightly to include a
description of the child teliing an adult about what had happened to him/her. In the
original questionnaire, the gender of the person who was told about each incident was
automatically determined by the gender of the respondent. As this was not possible in the
professional questionnaire, the gender of the person told about each incident was
specified and alternated between incidents.

As with the original questionnaire, two versions of the questionnaire for professionals
were produced. This allowed the rescarcher to continue to test his hypothesis that a
possible case of CSA is likely to be treated less seriously if the victim is a boy than if the
victim is a gitl. In the second version, the gender of the people told about the incidents
was changed with the gender of the child so that the child was always telling an adult of
the same gender as themselves!3, In the end, a total of 43 questionnaires were completed
by professionals, Just as the original questionnaire was distributed at group meetings, the
modified questionnaire was also distributed at meetings of social workers. The first was a

13 A copy of the two versions of the questionnaire used in the study of professionals can be found in
Appendix 4,
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group of senior social workers who were attending a conference on child protection. The
other two groups comprised of residential care workers. Of the 43 professionals who
completed the questionnaire, 22 were male and 21 were female. All but one of the
professionals answered that at least some of their work was concerned with children who
have/may have been sexually abused.

Because the questionnaire which was completed by the professionals was not identical to
the questionnaire which was completed by the public, it was recognised from the outset
that it would be impossible to make direct comparisons between the responses given by
the two groups - since both were answering twa somewhat different sets of questions.
The essential difference between the two questionnaires was that the public were asked
about what they themselves would do about each incident but the professionals were
asked about what they thought other people would do. Despite this difference, it was
anticipated that the professional study would be of some value in that it would allow the
researcher to gain an overall picture of the professional perceptions of the six incidents
described in the questionnaire.

SUMMARY OF CHAPTER TWO

This chapter began by outlining the main aims of the present research. It was explained
that these aims had developed over tme, although gender differences was the one key
theme which had remained constant throughout the various developments . The research
consisted of two studies and the methods used in each study were detailed in the chapter.
A greater proportion of the chapter was devoted to the second study since it was the main
mvestigation and it made use of the relatively new method of the vignette technigue. The
following chapter will discuss some of the findings of the research.
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Chapter Three

PUBLIC & PROFESSIONAL PERCEPTIONS
OF CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE

This chapter will report the findings of the research. It will prescnt first the findings of the
prevalence study and then those of the main study. As with the previous chapter, more
discussion will be devoted to the main study than to the prevalence survey.

The results of both the prevalence study and the main study were analysed on computer
using SPSS.

In the tables which are presented in this chapter, chi-square was used to test for statistical
significance (where appropriate) and the result of each test is reported under the table
concerned. In some tables the number of respondents involved was too small to use chi-
square, so Fisher's exact test was used instead. The results of the these tests are also
displayed under the relevant tables.

JTHE PREVAL E _STUDY

As was reported in the previous chapter, 359 (52.6%) of the 683 distributed
questionnaires were returned. Of the 359 students who completed the questionnaire, 167
(46.5%) were male and 183 (51.5%) were female. The gender of the other 7 (1.9%)
respondents was unknown.

A number of the tables included in the following pages have cells which contain low
numbers. This is because less that 8% of the sample reporied possible abuse. However,
it was possible to run statistical tests on most of the data.



Possible abuse! was reported by 7.5% (0=26) of responcents. While only 2.5% (n=4) of
males reported being the victims of possible abuse, 12% (n=22) of females said that they
may have been the victims of child sexual abuse. The difference between the reporting
rates for males and females was found to be statistically significant (p=0.00088). The
number of respondents who reported possible abuse is documented in table 3.0.1.

Tabke 3.0.1: Number of Respondents who Reported Possible Abuse
Possible Abuse

reported by Male Female Total Sample? g
Respondentl _‘
|
Yes 4 25% 2 12% 26 7.5% '3

No 157 97.5% 162 88% 319 925%

Total Il 161 184 345

Pearson ¥2=11.06, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.00088
which is significant at the .001 level

Although this study does raise some interesting issues about the sexual abuse of boys, it is
important to bear in mind that only 4 males reported possible abuse. It is therefore
impossible to draw any definite conclusions about the abuse of boys from the study.

Once consideration has been given to the characteristics of the respondents, the

characteristics of the abuse will then be reporied.

1 This percentage inclades those who answered "unsure” as well as those who answered "yes” to the
question about whether they considered themselves to have been the victims of CSA. It also inclades
those who answered "no” to the question (as well as those who did not answer the guestion at all} but
then went on to describe a potentially sexually abusive incident during childhood. The percentage does
not include a few respondents those who answered "yes” or "unsure” but then answered the remainder of
the questions in such as way that il was clear that they were not taking the questionnaire seriously. {In
this case, the respondents were tieated as "unknown’s.)

2 Duye to a number of "missing observations”, it is acknowledged that there are slight variations between
the total sample (n=359} and the number of students included in this table and the tables which follow.

77




(1) CHARACTERISTI F_THE RE NDENTS

AGE: Reports of possible abuse were much more common amongst mature students than
younger students. This can be seen in table 3.0.2.

Table 3.0.2: Number of Respondents Reporting Possible Abuse by Age

"Possible Abuse ||
reported by Respondents Respondents
Respondent <31 years of age | 31+ years of age Total
Yes 17 54% 8 22.9% 25 7.2%
No 297 94.6% 27 77.1% 324 92.8%
Total “ 314 35 349

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=0.00144
which is significant at the .005 level

While over 20% of those aged 31 years of age or more claimed that they may have been
the victims of sexnal abuse, only 5.4% of respondents aged under 31 years of age
reported possible abuse. A Fisher's exact test shows that this difference is significant at
the 0.005 level. If the sample is broken down by gender. then it can be seen that older
respondents are statistically more likely to report possible abuse whether they are male or
female. (The result of a Fisher's exact test is 0.00619 and 0.03824 for female and male
respondents respectively. Both of these results are statistically significant at the .05 level.)

While it might well be the case that child sexual abuse was indeed more prevalent 20 or 30
years ago, there are a number of possible explanations for the high discrepancy between
these two percentages. {For example, it may be that younger people are less likely to
report abuse as their experiences will be much more recent and therefore toe painful to
report.) However, without further research it is impossible to say whether abuse was
more prevalent 20 or 30 years ago or whether this discrepancy is simply a reflection of the
respondents’ willingness to report sexual abuse.
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SOCIAL CLASS: Ascan be seen from table 3.0.3, it would appear that the chances of
a child rcporting that he or she may have been sexually abused vary according to the
occupational group of the family in which the child grew up.

Table 3.0.3: Number of Respondents Reporting Possible Abuyse by
ional Backgroyn mily in__which th
R nden IewW
Occupational Background  Totl Number of Respondents
of Fa&ly n=349 reporting Possible Abuse
Managerial/Professional n=145 13 2.0%
Other Non-Manual n=93 4 4.3%
Skilled/Foreman n=77 9 12.0%
Semi-Skilled/Unskilled n=23 0 -
Unemployed n=7 0 -
Retired D= 0
Not i paid crployment I 0 -
Other 1 0 -

Pearson x2=06.77, with 7 degrees of freedom, p=0.45294
which is not significant at the .05 level
This test mighr not be robust, due to low cell counts

While 12.0% of respondents who classed the family in which they grew up as
"skilled/foreman" claimed that they may have been abused, only 4.3% of these from a
"non-manual” background said that they may have been the victuns of sexual abuse.
None of the respondents who grew up in families with semi-skilled/unskilled
" backgrounds claimed that they had been abused. Although these findings are very
interesting, given that the litcrature suggests that child sexual abuse is just as common in
families of the higher social classes as it is in families of the lowcer social classes, the
differences found in this study are not statistically significant at the .05 level. Even when
the occupations of the respondents’ families are collapsed iunto two groups
("Managerial/Professional, Other Non-Manual, Skilied/foreman and Semi-
Skilled/Unskilled" and "Other") the difference between these two groups in the reporting
of possible abuse is not significantly significant (at the .05 level).
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ETHNIC BACKGROUND: Ethnic background did not make a statistically significant
difference to the reporting of possible abusc.

Table 3.0.4: Number of ) Reporting Possibl
Ethnic :kgroun f Family in_which the R nden
Grew 1p
Possible Abuse
reported by White Non-White Total
Respondent
Yes 25 7.5% 1 5.9% 26 7 4%
No 309 92.5% 16 94.1% 323 92.6%
Tota} i 334 17 351

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=1.00000
which is not significant at the .03 level

As table 3.0.4 shows, possible abuse® was reported by 7.5% of respondents whose
ethnic background was white and 5.9% of those with non-white ethnic backgrounds.

3 Given the fact that such a small percentage of the sample was of a non-white background, it is
acknowledged that no definite conclusions can be drawn from this study about the relutionship between
a child's ethnic background and the likelihood of the child being sexually abused.
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RELIGION: Table 3.0.5 shows the number of respondents who grew up in families
with/without a declared faith who reported possible abuse.

Table 3.0.5: R n ing Possible A wh
i i ith/With Declar
Possible Abuse No
reported by Faith Declared Total
Respondent Faith
Yes 18 6.1% 8 21.6% 26 7.9%
No 275 93.9% 29 78.4% 304 92.1%
Total 293 37 330

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=0.00411
which is significant at the .005 level

Perhaps one of the most interesting findings of this study was the fact that respondents
who grew up in a family with no declared faith were much more likely to report possible
abuse than respondents who grew up in a family with a declared faith. While 6.1% of
respondents who grew up in families with a faith reported possible abuse, 21.6% of those
who grew up in families with no faith reported possible abusc. In other words, while
only about 1 in 20 of the respondents who claimed to have at least some religious
affiliation reported thai they may have been sexually abused during childhiod, as many as
1 in 5 respondents who had no religion said that they may have been sexually abuscd.
This difference is statistically significant at the .005 level. However, when the sample is
broken down by gender the statistically significant difference only remains for male
respondents (Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=0.00558 for males but 0.05436 for
females).

There are a number of possible explanations for these findings. It might be that following
areligion enforces a morality on believers which discourages them from sexually abusing
children. Another possible explanation is that CSA is just as common amongst those who
follow a religion as those who do not but the religion either discourages followers from
reporting sexual abuse or it makes them interpret the abuse as something other than abuse.
Without further research, no definite conclusions can be made.
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SUBJECTS STUDIED AT COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY: From table 3.0.6 it can
be seen that there was some variation in the reporting of possible abuse between the

students of the different classes in which the questionnaire was distributed. The table

would suggest that psychology students were more likely to report possible abuse than

students studying other subjects,

Table 3.0.6:

Number of Respondents Reporting ossible Abuse in the
Thr L \ 1

iny Possible A i
h__th 1 i W s

in_whic
Distributed
Total Number of Respondents
n=332 | reporting Possible Abuse
Psychology n=228 21 9.2%
Engineering n=52 2 3.8%
Computing Studies n=52 1 2.0%

Table 3.0.7 shows that the respondents who received a copy of the questionnaire in the

psychology class were statistically (p=0.04177) more likely to report possible abuse than

all other students who took part in the study.

Table 3.0.7:

Number of R n

n
ionnaire in _the Psvch

who Reporfed Possible Abuse

Possible Abu
reported by

Respondent

se
Psychology

| 21 9.2% 4

Classes

All
Other

Total

3.3% 25 7.2%
No 207 20.8% 117 96.7% 324 92.8%
Total 228 121 3490

Pearson ¥2=4.14, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.04177
which is significant at the .05 level
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Two possible explanations for the higher rates of reporting amongst psychology students
are, firstly, that victims of CSA are morc likely to study social science-based courses
(such as psychology) and, secondly, the level of reporting amongst psychology students
may be a result of the high proportion of female students in the class. In fact, a closer
examination of the data reveals that the high percentage of female students in the
psychology class was responsible for the reporting rates of psychology students. As can
be seen in table 3.0.8 and table 3.0.9, when the sample was broken down by gender,
psychology students were no more likely to report possible abuse than other students.

Table 3.0.8: Number of Male R ndents who Receiv Copy of the
ionnaire _in Psychol 1 her Classes an
who R r i
"Possible Abuse ATl
reported hy Psychology Other Total
Respondent Classes
Ycs 2 2.9% 1 1.1% 3 1.9%
No 67 97.1% 89 98.9% 156 98.1%
Total u 69 90 159
Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=0.57961
which is neot significant at the .05 level
Table 3.0.9: Number of Female R ndents who Receiv f
h ionnaire in_th hol 1 her 1
n ho Repor iible Abus
Possible Abuse All
reported by Psychology Other Total
Respondent Classes
Yes 19 12.1% 3 11.5% 22 12.0%
No 138 87.9% 23 88.5% 161 88.0%
Total 157 26 183

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=1.00000

which is not significant at the .05 level
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(2) CHARACTERISTICS OF THE ABUSE

AGE OF CHILD AT ON-SET OF THE ABUSE: While females reported being
abused from various ages throughout their childhood, a number were abused when they
were 13 or 14 years of age. The males in this study claimed that they had been abused
around the ages of 6 to 8 and 13 or 14.

NATURE OF THE ABUSE: The two most common forms of abuse reported by
females were another person showing the respondent their sex organs and another person
touching the respondent’s sex organs. In the case of male respondents, the two most
common forms of abuse were another person touching the respondent's sex organs and
the respondents touching another person’s sex organs.

SEX OF THE ABUSER: All the respondents (ie both males and females) who
reported abuse claimed that they had been abused by males. This finding is interesting,
given the increasing number of female abusers which have been reported by other
researchers (see Chapter One).

RELATIONSHIP OF THE ABUSER TO THE RESPONDENT: While females
reported being abused both inside and/or outside the family, none of the males reported
being abused within the family. The difference in ages between the female respondents
and their abusers varied enormously, but most females reported being abused by others
who were cither 6-9 years or 50+ years older than themselves. The males, however,
tended to be abused by others who were between only 2 and 4 years older than
themselves.

REPORTING THE ABUSE: In the case of female respondents, the abuse is likely to
be reported (in the first instance) to another woman. Females are likely to report the abuse
to a range of other women. but they are most likcly to report the abuse to either a relation
or a friend. (Too few male respondents answered these questions to allow for any
meaningful comparisons.) Of the 26 respondents who reported possible abuse in the
questionnaire, only 4 said that they had told someone about their experiences at the time.
This is, no doubt, a reflection of the fact that 19 respondents did not regard their

experiences as abusive until later. Some of the respondents wrote :
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I did not realise until I was an adult + child sex abuse became a more public
issue that it (the experience) could be classed as abusive

To start with I didn't realise what was happening......
I did not understand......

At the time [ was only 14, T was and ain confused as to whether it was sexual

abuse

From the above examples, it cau be seen that it was not until some time after the abuse that
a number of respondents came to regard their experiences as abuse. These examples also
show that there was a considerable degree of similarity in the responscs.

HOW HARMFUL THE EXPERIENCE WAS FELT TO BE: Females were
more likely to feel "harmed very badly" or "harmed quite badly” by their abusive
experiences than were males. The experiences which were most likely to result in the
respondent feeling harmed were sexual intercourse and another person touching the

respondent's sex organs.
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Possible abuse was reported by 7.5% (1=26) of the respondents. While 12% (n=22) of
female respondents reported possible abuse, only 2.5% (n=4) of males reported abuse.
Compared with the studies summarised in Table 1.0 of Chapter One, the prevalence rate
found in this study for females was average. However, the rate for males was much
lower than the rates found in these other studies. The difference between the percentage
of males and females who reported possible abuse in this study might be a result of
differences in the ways in which males and females define child sexual abuse (in the
present study the definition of abuse was, of course, left to the respondent), or it may be
to do with the sample (perhaps female respondents were more likely to treat the
questionnaire seriously than were males).

The two characteristics of the respondents which seemed to make most difference to
whether or not they reported possible sexual abuse were age and religion. While students
aged 31 years of age or more were statistically (p=0.00144) more likely to report possible
abuse than younger respondents, those who grew up in a family without a declared faith
were statistically (Fisher’s exact test, two-tail, p=0.00411) more likely to report being the
victins of CSA than respondents who grew up in a family without such a faith.

Females reported being sexually abused from a wider range of ages than the small number
of males who reported possible abuse. All respondents who reported possible abuse
claimed that they were abused by males. While females reported being abused both inside
and/or outside the family by others who were either between 6 and 9 years or over 50
years older than themselves, males reported being abused outwith the family by others
who were only a few years older. Most respondents said that they did not tell anyone
about their experiences at the time and many did not come to regard what they had
experienced as abuse unti] later. Males were less likely to feel harmed by their experiences
than were females. '

‘While the purpose of the prevalence study was to investigate the reporting of CSA by the

victims themselves, the aim of the main study was explore the ways in which the public
made sense of possible cases of child sexual abuse.,
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THE MAIN STUDY

The main study reported in this thesis was an exploration of public perceptions of child
sexual abuse. It made use of a questionnaire containing six brief descriptions of incidents
which involved children and couid be viewed as sexual abuse. The respondents were
invited to indicate how likely it was that they would tell someone abourt each of the six
incidents. They were aiso asked who (if anyone) they would tell about each incident.
Two versions were produced of the questionnaire. While the incidents described in both
versions were identical, the gender of the child was changed. As was documented in
Chapter Two, a total of 216 members of the public completed the questionnaire. While
114 respondents completed the first version of the questionnaire, the remaining 102
respondents completed the second version.

The findings of the main study will be considered in two sections. The first section will
report the findings in relation to the gender of the victim and the second will report the
lindings in relation to the characteristics of the respondent.

(n T 3 ETHE_ VICTIM THE_1LIKEL D J
THE RESPONDENT TELILING MEQOQNE AB EACH
INCIDENT

"This first section is concerned with the effect which the gender of the victim has on the
likelihood of the respondent telling someone about each incident. It will also consider
~ who the respondent is most likely to tell and whether the gender of the victim is likely to
influcnce the respondent's decision.

Each of the six incidents will be considered in tom. Following a summary of the narrative
of each incident, there will be some discussion concerning the likelihood of the
respondents telling someone about the incident and who it is that they were most likely to
tell. After the views of the public have been considered, the views of the professionals
will be presenied.




INCIDENT 1

John, a fourteen-year old boy who lives next door to you, has

told you that his mother has started coming into the bathroom
while he is taking a bath.

Table 3.1.1: The Likelih mbers of the Puybli 1lin
about Incident 1
| John Jane Total
Likely/Very Likely 17 16.7% 50 44.2% 67 31.2%
Unsure 30 29.4% 32 28.3% 62 28.8%
Unlikely/Very 55 53.9% i 31 274% | 86  40.0%
Unlikely .
Total 102 3 113 4215 _
No. of No 0 ] 3 ]
Responses

Pearson ¥2=22.51, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.00001
which is significant at the .00005 level

Of all six incidents described in the questionnaire, the members of the public in the sample
were least likely to tell about incident 1. They were, however, statistically more likely to
tell if the victim was Jane than if the victim was John (p=0.00001}.
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Table 3.1.2: The Person/Agency most likely to _be told about Incident 14

John Jane Total
n=102 n=114 n=216
Qutside Agency 9 8.8% 17 14 9% 26 12.0%
Chitd/Child's Family 39 382% 68 60.0% 107 49.5%
Respondent'’s 10 9.8% 16 14.0% 26 12.0%
Family/Friends
Other ' 1 1.0% 1 0.9% 2 0.9%
Response is difficult 6 5 9g, 6 539, 13 5 6%
to interpret
"Don't know" 1 1.0% 0 - 1 3.5%
Teotal 66 64.7% 108 94.7% 174 80.6%

Pearson x2=0.08, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.95929
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carvied out on the above data included the first three categories
cited in the table only {ie Outside Agency, Child/Child’s Family and Respondent’s
FamilylFriends). An explanation for this is given in the text below.

The person/agency most likely to be told about incident 1 by the public was the child's
family/friends or the child him/herself. While almost halfl of the respondents were likely
to tell the child's family, only 12% were likely to approach an outside agency. The child's
family was most likely 10 be told whether the victim was John or Jane. The gender of the
victim did not make a statistically significant difference (p>0.05) to the person/agency

most kikely to be told about this incident.

The statistical tests carried cut on the above data included the first three categories cited in
the table only (ie Outside Agency, Child/Child's Family and Respondent's
Family/Friends) since they included all the relevant data. While it was considered useful

4 Some respondents indicated that they would tell more than one person/agency about this and the ather
incidents described in the questionnaire. It is therefore possible that in this and other similar tables the
number ol responses will be greater than 216. Please nole that the "(otal"s given at the foot of each
table are not totals of the number of respondents likely to approach an agency/person abont each
incident but totals of the number of approaches likely to be made to all of the agencies/persons listed
in the table.
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to include the other three categories in Table 3.1.2, they were not included in the statistical
tests because they involve only a small number of respondents and, more importantly,
because they do no specify a particular person/agency.

N ENT 2

Eight-year-old Gillian (a friend of your daughter) tells you that,
while on the way home from school, she was accosted by a
twelve-year-old boy who flives in your neighbourhood. The older
boy threatened to beat up Gillian if she did not masturbate him.
Gillian was frightened of this older boy, and complied.

Table 3.2.3: The Lj

Greg Gillian Total
Likely/Very Likely | 108  964% ) 98  96.1% | 206  96.3%
Unsure 2 1.8% 2 2.0% 4 1.9%
Unlikely/Very 2 18% 2 20% 4 1.9%
Unlikely
Total | 12 102 214
gg;p‘zfn?e(; 2 ¢ z

Pearson ¥2=0.02, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.99095
which is not significant at the .05 level
This test might not be robust, due to low cell counts

Almost all of the sampile were likely to tell someone about incident 2. Indeed, of all six
incidents, incident 2 is the second most likely incident to be told about. The gender of the
victim did not make a statistical difference (p>0.05) to the likelihood of the respondent
telling someone about this incident.
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Table 3.2.2: The Person kel | Incident 2
Greg Gillian Total
n=114 n=102 n=216

Outside Agency 56 49.1% 55 S4.0% 111 51 4%

Child/Child's Family 76 66.7% 74 72.5% 150  694%

Respondent's 3 26% 4 3.9% 7 32%

Family/Friends

Other 1 0.9% 0 1 0.5%

Response is difficult 0 ) 2 2 0% 2 0.9%

to interpret

"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0 -

Total 136 1193% 135 1324% 271 1255%

Pearson %2=0,16, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.92145
which is not significant at the .05 level

This test might not be robust, due to low cell counts

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first three categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency, Child/Child's Family and Respondent's
Family/Friends}. An explanation for this is given on page 89.

The person/agency most likely to be told about incident 2 by members of the public was
the child's family/friends or the child hinyvherself. However, while approximately two-
thirds of the sample indicated that they would tell the child's family, approximately half
would approach an outside agency. The gender of the victim did not make a siatistically
significant difference (p>0.05) to the person/agency most likely to be told about incident

2.
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INCIDENT 3

Neil, your fifteen-year-old nephew, tells you that he has shared a
bed with his mother since he was about seven years old (the
time when Neil's mother and father divorced). The rationale for

this was that his mother could not afford a separate bed for him,
although Neil's sister (who is three years older than Neil) slept
alone in a separate bed.

Table 3.3.1:
Neil Nicola Total
Likely/Very Likely 52 51.5% 78 70.9% 130 61.6%
Unsure 27 26.7% 21 19.1% 48 22.7%
Unlikely/Very 2 21.8% 11 100% i 33  156%
Unlikely ~
e ———————— r—
Total 101 110 211
No. of No
Responses 1 4 3

Pearson ¥2=9.25, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.00981
which is significant at the .01 level

Almost two-thirds of the public indicated that it was likely that they would tell someone
about this incident. Respondents were statistically (p=0.00981) more likely to tell about
this incident if the victim was Nicola rather than Neil.
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Table 3.3.2: The Person/Asency most likel ol Incident 3
Neil Nicola Total
n=182 n=114 n=216

Outside Agcency 13 12.7% 21 184% 34 15.7%

Child/Child's Family 64 62.7% 75 65.8% 139 64.4%

Respondent's 8 7.8% 9 79% i 17 7.9%

Family/Friends

Other 0 - 1 0.9% 1 0.5%

Response is difficult 2 20% g 7 0% 10 4.6%

to interpret

"Don't know" 2 2.0% 1 0.9% 3 1 .4%
Total 89 857.3% 115 100.9% 204 04 4%

Pearson x2=0.71, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.69966
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tesis carried out on the above data included the first three categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency, ChildiChild's Family and Respondent's
Family/Friends). An explanation for this is given on page 89.

The person/agency most likely to be told apout incident 3 was the child's family/fricnds or
the child him/herself. While almost two-thirds of the respandents indicated that they were
likely to approach the child's family, just over 15% said that they would involve an
" outside agency. The gender of the victim did not make & statistically significant difference
(p>0.05) to the person/agency most likely to be told about this incident.
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INCIDENT 4

One evening your daughter has a visit from her best friend Ann.
White Ann is in your house, she tells you that her brother

crawled into her bed and started fondfing her. Annis nine years
old, and her brother is fifteen. Ann said that she felt both scared
and excited when tfiis happened.

Table 3.4.1:

Alan Ann Total
Likely/Very Likely 76 67.9% 87 85.3% 163 76.2%
Unsure 18 16.1% 11 10.8% 29 13.6%
Unlikely/Very 18 16.1% 4 3.9% 2 10.3%
Unlikely
Total
112 102 214
No. of No 9 ) 2
Responses

Pearson ¥2=10.90, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.00430
which is significant at the 005 level

More than three-quarters of the respondents indicated that it was likely that they would tell
someone about incident 4. However, they were statistically (p=0.00430) more likely to
tell someone if the victim is Ann rather than Alan.
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Table 3.4.2: The Person/Agency maost likely to be told about Incident 4

Alan Ann Total
n=114 n=102 n=216
Outside Agency 7 6./% 14 13.7% 21 9.7%
Child/Child’'s Family 86 75 4% 88 86.3% 174 80.6%
Respondent's 7 6.1% 6  5.9% 13 6.0%
Family/Friends
Other 1 0.9% 0 - 1 0.5%
Response is difficuli 1 0.9% 2 2.0% 3 14%
to interpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0 -
Total 102 89.5% 110 107 .8% 212 98./%

Pearson ¢2=2.13, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.34495
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the firsi three categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency, ChildiChild's Family and Respondent’s
Family/Friends). An explanarion for this is given on page 89.

The person/agency most likely to be told about incident 4 was the child’s family/friends or
the child him/herself. While more than 80% of respondents indicated that they would
approach a member of the child’s family, less than 10% said that they would approach an
outside agency. The gender of the victim did not make a statistically significant difference
{(p>0.05) to the person/agency most likely to be told about incident 4.
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INCIDENT 5§

Your nine-year-old son has been for a picnic with Stephen (one
of his friends), in some local woods. When they come home,
Stephen tells you that a man came up to him and asked him if he
would like to ‘go exploring’. When Stephen said 'no', the man
pulled him by the hand towards some bushes. The man then
opened his trousers and pulled out his penis. He came fowards
Stephen telling him to hold it. Stephen turned and ran away at
that point.

Table 3.5.1: The Likelihood of Members of the Public telling someone
about Incident 5
___Stephen Susan Total
Likely/Very Likely 101 99.0% 109 98.2% 210 98.6%
Unsure 1 1.0% 2 1.8% 3 14%
Unlikely/Very 0 ) 0 i o
Unlikely
Total 102 111 213
No. of No 0 3 3
Responses

Fisher's exaci test, two-tailed, p=1.00000
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the table only (ie Likely/Very Likely and Unsure).

Of all 6 incidents, the public were most likely to tell someone about incident 5. Indeed,
over 98% indicated that it was likely that they would tell someone about it. The gender of
the victim did not make a statistically significant difference (p>0.05) to the likelihood of
the respondent telling someone about this incident. Incident 5 is also the incident about
which the least number of respondents are unsure.
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Table 3.5.2: The Person/Agency m likel I nciden
Stephen Susan Total
n=102 n=114 n=216
Qutside Agency 94 92.2% 101 88.6% 195 90.3%
Child/Child’s Family 26 25.5% 27 23.7% 53 245%
Respondent's 2 2.0% 3 2.6% 5 2.3%
Family/Friends
Other 5 4.9% 4 35% 9 4.2%
Response is difficult 1 71.0% 4 359 5 239
to inferpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0 -
Total 128 125.5% 139 121.9% 267 123.0%

Pearson ¥2=0.15, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.92766
which is not significant at the .05 level

This test might not be robust, due to low cell counts

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first three categories
cized in the table only (ie Outside Agency, Child/Child’s Family and Respondent's
Family/Friends). An explanation for this is given on page 89.

Incident 5 is irmportant as it is also the incident which the public were most likely to bring

to the attention of an outside agency. While over 90% of respondents indicated that they
would tell an outside agency about this incident, less than 25% said that they would

approach the child’s family/friends or the child him/herself. The gender of the victim did

not make a statistically significant difference (p>0.05) to the person/agency most likely to

be told about this incident.
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Mary, a twelve-year-old member of a youth club which you help
to organise, tells you one day that she and her mother have
started doing aerobic exercises together. She tells you that,

after the aerobics, she and her mother massage each other's
body. While they are massaging each other's body, they
manipulate each other's genitals.

Table 3.6.1: The Likelihood of Members of the Public felling someone
about_Jncident 6
Mike Mary Total
Likely/Very Likely 67 60.9% 66 65.3% 133 63.0%
Unsure 35 31.8% 30 29.7% 65 30.8%
Unlikely/Very 8 7.3% 5 5.0% 13 62%
Unlikely
Total | 110 101 213
Responses ; 1 3

Pearson x2=0.70, with 2 degrees of frecdom, p=0.70404
which is not significant at the .05 level

Almost two-thirds of respondents indicated that it was likely that they would tell someone
about incident 6. The gender of the victim did not make a statistically significant
difference (p>0.05) to this. Incident 6 was the incident about which the greatest numnber
of respondents are unsure.
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Table 3.6.2: The Person/Agency m likel 1 iden

Mike Mary Total
n=114 - n=102 n=216
Outside Agency 47  412% 62 60.8% 109 50.5%
Child/Child's Family 37 32.5% 26 255% 63 292%
Respondent's 5 4.4% 2 2.0% 7 3.2%
Family/Friends
Other 4 3.5% 2 2.0% 6 2.8%
Response is difficult 5 1.8% 3 2 09, 5 2 3%
1o interpret
"Don't know" 3 2.6% I 1.0% 4 1.9%
Total 98 86.0% 96 94.1% 194 89.8%

Pearson %2=5.27, with 2 degrees of freedom, p=0.07189
which 1s not significant at the .05 level
This test might not be robust, due to low cell counts

The statistical tests carvied out on the above data included the first three categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency, Child/Child's Family and Respondent’s
Family/Friends). An explanation for this is given on page 89.

The person/agency that the public were most likely to tell about incident 6 is an outside
agency. While just over half of the respondents were likely to approach an outside
agency, almost one third are likely to approach the child’s family/friends or the child
him/herself. If the victim was Mike, then respondents were less likely to approach an
outside agency and more likely to approach the child’s family than if the victim was Mary.
This difference, however, was not statistically significant (p>0.05).
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HE_T.IKEL

SOMEONE ABOQUT INCIDENTS 1 TO 6

A table which summarises the results of the study of public perceptions can be found on
page 102.

Likelihood of Incident being told about

As Table 3.7 shows, the likelihood of members of the public telling someone varied
enormously between incidents: only 31.2% of respondents saying it was likely that they
would tell about incident 1, and 98.6% saying they were likely io tell about incident 3.
The difference in the likelihood of telling between incidents was statistically significant
(p<0.00001).

Table 3.7: mber of Public Respondents Likely/Verv Likel 11
h_JIncident compar wi he number who wer
ither Unsur Inlikely/Very Unli
Number of Public
Number of Public Respondents either
Respondents Unsure or
Likely/Very Likely to § Unlikely/Very Unlikely
tell to tell
Incident 1 &7 31.2% 148 68.8%
Incident 2 206 96.3% 8 3.8%
Incident 3 130 61.6% 81 38.3%
Incident 4 163 76.2% 51 23.9%
Incident 3 210 98.6% 3 14%
Incident 6 133 63.0% 78 37.0%

Pearson %2=329.95, with 5 degyees of freedom, p=0.00000
which is significant at the .00001 level

There was also considerable variation between incidents in the percentage of respondents
who were unsure about whether they would tell anyone. Table 3.8 shows that 30.8% of
respondents were unsure whether they would tell about incident 6 but only 1.4% were
unsure about incident 5. The difference between incidents was statistically significant
{p<0.00001)
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Table 3.8: Number of Public R ndent nsure whether _woul
tell gbout each incident compared with_{he number who were
Likely/Very Likelv/Unlikely/Very Unlikely to tell

Number of Public
Number of Public Respondents
Respondents Unsure Likely/Very
whether they would tell | Likely/Unlikely/Very
Unlikely to tell

Incident 1 62 28.8% 153 71 2%
Incident 2 4 1.9% 210 98.2%
Incident 3 48 22.7% 163 77 2%
Incident 4 29 13.6% 185 850.5%
Incident 3 3 1.4% 210 98.6%
Incident 6 65 30.8% 146 69.2%

Pearson x2=13(.82, with 5 degrees of freedom, p=0.00000
which is significant at the .00001 level

The incidents about which the respondents were most likely to tell (ie incidents 5 and 2)
were those which involved physical contact with someone who is not related to the child.
Incidents involving physical contact between the child and a relation were less likely to be
told about (e incidents 4 and 6} and the incidents which were least likely to be told about
were those where it was not clear whether physical contact had taken place (especially
incident 1),

In three of the six incidents, the gender of the victim makes a statistically significant
difference to the likelihood of someone being told about the incident. In incidents 1, 3 and
4 the incident was statistically more likely to be told about if the victim was a girl rather
than a boy. The gender of the victim did not make a statistically significant difference in
incidents 2, 5 and 6.

Person/Agency most likely to be told

The person/agency most likely to be told about four of the six incidents was the child's
family/friends or the child him/hersell. An outside agency was most likely to be
approached about only two of the incidents. The gender of the victim did not make a
statistically significant difference to the person/agency most likely to be told about any of
the six incidents.
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(2) THE ISTI HE _RESPONDE AND_ THE
RESP TS _TELLIN MEQN
ABOUT EACH OF THE T

This section is concerned with the characteristics of the members of the public who
completed the questionnaire and the likelihoed of the public telling about each incident.
(As the study was primarily concerned with the views of the public, the professionals
were not asked the same detailed, demographic questions as the public.)

Table 3.10: Number of Male and Femagle Respondents Jikely to tell about
each Incident,

Number of Male & Female
Respondents Indit;ating
that it was Likely/Very 5 .
Likely they would tell I?Sltt:fil:sililcc:ll:s Result of Test
about each Incident Significant".’
MALE FEMALE (p<0.05)
n=71 n=140
Pear 2= .
Incident 1 || 20  286% 43  30.7% No o 10
=().74939
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 2 65 91.5% 136 98.6% Yes two-tailed,
p=0.01963
Pears 2=3.53
Incident 3 || 36 522% 90 657% No O ith Y.
p=0.06023
ar 2=5.4
Incident 4 | 48 676% 113  81.9% Yes e K
A p=0.02011
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 5§ 71 1000% 135 97.8% No two-tatled,
p=0.55249
P 2=0.34
Incident 6 | 43  G0.6% 88  64.7% No A dt
p=0.55723

Female respondents were more likely than male respondents to tell about five of the six
incidents. However, the difference was only statistically significant (p<0.05) in two of
the incidents (ie incidents 2 and 4).
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The Age of the Respondent

Tabie 3.11: Likelih f Younger an lder Peopl ing ; ach
Incident
Number of Younger and
Older Respondents cop . .
Indics;ting that it was %‘tf;f]‘s‘i‘l‘cc:";s
Likely/Very likely they Ry _ _ -
would tell abouf each Slgnlt(‘)ui)z;nt? Result of Test
Incident (p<0.05)
<40 40+
[ n=142 n=71
Incident 1 | 35 248% 29 408% Yes RORmsOn X2 _0-7
p=0.01647
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 2 135 96.4% 68 95.8% No two-tailed,
p=1.00000
Incident 3 | 76 S51% 52 74.3% Yes Pearson y2=7-24
p=0.00712
Incident 4 [ 112 80.0% 50 70.4% No Feammer (e nte
p=(0.11952
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 5 138 97.9% 70 {00.0% No two-tailed,
p=0.55237
Incident 6 | 91 655% 41 S58.6% No Fomson x220.95
p=0.32934

It would appear that, overall, the age of the respondent had no consistent effect on the
likelihood of the respondent telling about eacl incident: respondents aged 40 and over
were more likely than those aged under 40 to tell about three of the incidents and those
under 40 years of age were more likely to tell about the other three incidents. However,
the difference was significant in two incidents (ie incidents 1 and 3, where p=0.01647 and
0.00712 respectively) and in both of these incidents older people were more likely to tell
than younger people.
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Parental S f the Respondent
Table 3.12: Number of Parents/Guardians and Non-Parents/
rdigns likel 11 h Inci i
Number of Parents/Guardians and
Non-Parents/Guardians Imndicating
that it was Likely/Very Likely
they would tell about each .
Incident lef‘ial;ence
Statistically Result of Test
NON- Significant
PARENTS/ PARENTS/ P
GUARDIANS GUARDIANS ( 0 05)
n=117 n=95 p<¥.
2=1.
Incident 1| 39  33.6% 25 26.3% No  oasomyZels2
p=0.25080
Fisher's exact
Incident 2§ 113 96.0% 30 96.8% No test, two-talled,
p=1.00000
. , P ar 2=46
Incident 3| 78  684% 50  53.8% Yes o A 08
p=0.03082
Incident 4] 88  75.9% 73 77.7% No P o ih ?1(2;0'09
p=0.75942
Fisher's exuct
Incident S|| 116 100.0% g1 95.8% No test, two-tailed,
p=0.08810
Pears 2=0.08
Incident 6| 72  626% 60  64.5% No S ith Y .
p=0.77638

Overall, the parental status of the respondents made very little difference to the likelihood

of the respondent telling someone about the incidents. However, in one incident (incident

3) parents/guardians were statistically more likely to tell than non-parents/guardians

(p=0.03082).
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Whether Respondent has an Qccupational Awareness/Experience’_of CSA

Table 3.13: Number li nden ith an i an

Number of Public ﬁespondents
With and Without an
Occupational Awareness of
CSA/ Indicating that it was
Likely/Very Likely they would .
tell about the Incident lef?gence Result of Test
. Statistically
OCCUPA- NO OCCUPA- | o o .
TIONAL TIONAL _|Significant?
AWARENESS AWARENESS] (P<0-05)
=49 n=142
. Pearson y2=0.37
Incident 1 13 27.1% 51 31.7% No with 1 df,
p=0.54449
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 2 49  100.0% 151 95.0% No two-tailed,
p=0.20239
. Pearson %2=1.97
Incident 3 33 70.2% 93 58.9% No with 1 df,
p=0.16036
. Pear: 2=0.
Incident 4] 40  §7.6% 120 75.5% No R df? 80
p=0.37082
Fisher's exact test,
Incident 5§ 49 100.0% 156 98.1% No two-tailed,
p=1.00000
Incident 6| 38  776% 93 589% Yos  SASOnIAes6l
p=0.01773

In 5 of the 6 incidents, respondents with some occupational experience/training in CSA
were more likely to tell someone about the incident than respondents without such an
experience. These differences were, however, only statistically significant in incident 6
(p=0.01773).

5 As was explained in a note in Chapter Two, the term "Occupational Awareness” has been vsed in this
thesis to refer fo occupations which are likely 1o involve some sort of training in CSA. (This would
therefore include respondents in occupations such as Social Work - who are likely (0 have direct
expericnees of dealing with CSA, and respondants in occupations such as Teaching and Youth Work -
who are likely to have received training in detecting possible signs of CSA.)
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ARY OF H T HARACTERISTICS OF 'THE
RESPONDENTS AFFECT THE LIKELTHQOD OF T 5 1S
TELLING SOMEONE ABOUT E NCID

Of the four variables discussed, the two which seemed to make the most consistent
differences to the likelihood of members of the public telling someone about each incident
were the gender and the occupation of the respondent. In five of the six incidents, female
respondents were more likely to tell than male respondents. (In two of the incidents the
differences were statistically significant.} Respondents who bad some occupational
awareness of CSA were more likely to tell about five of the incidents than respondents
without such an awareness. (The difference was statistically significant in only one
incident.) While it would appear that the respondent’s age has a mixed result on the
likelihood of the respondents telling about each incident, the parental status of the
respondent seemed to make least difference to the likelihood of the respondent telling
someone about each incident.

THE VIEWS F_THE PROFESSIONALS

‘While the primary focus of this study was public perceptions of CSA, it was decided (as
is documented in Chapter Two) that it would be intercsting if a small sample of
professionals whose daily work is likely to involve dealing with possible cases of child
sexual abuse could be included in the study. Chapter Two stressed the fact that,
unfortunately, no direct comparisons can be made between the responses given by the
public and those given by the professionals since bath groups were answering a different
set of questions: while members of the public were asked how likely 1t was that they
themselves would tell someone about each of the six incidents, the professionals were
asked how important they thought it was that the adult described in each of the vignettes
told someone about what had allegedly happened.

~ Each of the six incidents will now be considered again, but this time the professionals’
rcsponscs will be presented. (Since the professionals were not asked the same
demographic questions as the public, there will not be a section which considers the
characteristics of the professionals and how important they thought it was that someone
was told about each incident.)

In view of the small number of professionals involved in the study (n=43), one has to be
cautious about drawing any definite conclusions from the findings of this small survey.
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INCIDENT 1

Table 3.14.1: How _im

John i Jane Total
Important/ 10 475% | 21 95.5% 3 72.0%
Very Important
Unsure 8 38.1% 1 4.5% 9 21.0%
NOt Importantf' 3 14.3% 0 . ) 7.0%
Not Important at all
Total 21 22 43

Pearson x2=12.22, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.00047
which is significant at the .0005 level

In order that statistical tests could be carried out on the above data, the rhree
categories cited in the table were reduced to two caregories (ie Important/Very
Important and Unsure/Not Important/Not Important at all).

Incident 1 was the incident whick, overall, the least number of the professional sample
thought is important that the public tell someone about. It was the only incident in which
the gender of the victim made a statisticaily significant difference (p=0.00047) to the
importance given by the professionals to the incident being told about. While almost all
professionals thought it was important that the public tell about this incident if the victim
was Jane, less than half think someone should be told if the victim was John., Incident 1
was also the incident about which the greatest percentage of professionals were unsure.

Despite the fact that this was the incident about which the public were least likely to tell
and the incident which the least number of professionals thought the public should tell
someone about, there was a considerable discrepancy between the percentage of the public
who were likely to tell about this incident and the percentage of professionals who thought
that someone should be told. While Iess than a third of the public were likely to tell
someone about this incident, ncarly three-guarters of the professionals thought it was
important that someone 1is told.
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Table 3.14.2 The Person/Agenc Professiongls think sh
about Incident 16

John Jane Total

n=21 n=22 n=43
Quiside Agency 3 14.3% 4  182% 7 16.3%
Child/Child's YFamily 17 81.0% 19  86.4% 36  83.7%
Respondent's 0 . 0 . 0 -
Family/Friends
Other 0 - 0 - 0 -
Response is difficult 0 ) 1 4.5% 1 239,
to interpret
| "Don't know" ] 0 - 0 - 0 -
Total 20 952% 24 109.1% 44 102.3%

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=1.00000
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carvied out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the table only (ie.Qutside Agency and Child/Child’s Family). An
explanation for this is given below.

The person/agency which the professionals thought it was most important that the public
tell about this incident was the child's family/friends or the child him/herseif. The gender
of the victim did not make & statistically significant difference (p>0.05). In line with the
views of the public, the professionals suggested that it was far more appropriate that the
child’s family bc approached about this incident rather than an outside agency.

6 As was the case with the members of the public who took part in the main study, somae of the
professional respondents indicated that they would tell more than one person/agency about this and the
other incidents described in the questionnaire. It is therefore possible that in this and other simiiar
tables the number of responses will be greater than 216. Please note that the "total”s given at the foor
of each table are not totals of the number of respondenis likely to approach an agency/person about

each incident but totals of the number of approaches likely to be made to all of the agencies/persons
listed in the table.
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The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories cited in
the table only (ie Outside Agency and Child/Child’s Family) since they included all the
relevant data. While it was considered uscful to include the other four caicgories in Table
3.14.2, they were not included in the statistical tests because they involved only a small
number of respondents and, more importantly, because they did not specify a particular
petson/agency.

INCIDENT _2

Table 3.15.1: How im

Greg Gillian Total
Important/ 2 1000% ) 21 1000% i 43 100.0%
Very Important
Unsure 0 - 0 - 0 -
Not Important/ 0 . 0 . 0 -
Not Important at all
Total 22 21 43

1t is not possible to run any statistical tests on the above
data as no comparisons can be made

Incident 2 is one of three incidents in which all of the professionals (regardless of the
gender of the victim) indicated that they thought it important that the public tell someone
about.

This incident was important as there 18 considerable agreement between the public and the
professionals that someone should be told.
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Table 3.15.2: The Person/Agen he Profe think _sh
old Incident 2

Greg Gillian Total

n=22 n=21 n=43
Qutside Agency 13 59.1% 19 80.5% 32 74 4%
Child/Child's Family 21 955% 14 66.7% 35 81.4%
Respondent's 0 ) 0 0 )
Family/Friends
Other 0 0 0 -
Response is difficult 0 i 4.8% 1 9 39,
to interpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 0 -
| ————— — |
Total 34 154.5% 34 162.0% 68 158.1%

Pearson ¥2=2.51, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.11308
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the iable only (ie Outside Agency and Child/Child's Family). An
explanation for this is given on page 110.

The person/agency which most professionals thought the public should tell about this
incident is the child's family/fricnds or the child him/herself. However, almost 75% of all
professionals indicated that they thought an outside agency should be approached about

this incident. Table 3.15.2 would appear to suggest that, if the victim was Greg, the

professionals thought it was less important that an appreach be made to an outside agency

and more important that the child’s family be told than if the victim was Gillian.
However, the difference was not statistically significant (p>0.03).
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INCIDENT __3

Table 3.16.1:

Neil Nicola Total
Important/ 19 910% | 20 905% | 39  907%
Very Important
Unsure 2 9.1% 2 9.5% 4 9.3%
Not Important/ 0 ) 0 ) 0 i
Nof Important at all
Total 21 22 43

Over 90% of professionals thought that it is important that the public tell someone about
this incident. The gender of the victim did not make a statistically significant differcnee

(p>0.035) to this.

It would appear that there is some disagreement between a significant minority of the
public and most professionals over incident 3. While more than 90% of the professionals
thought it important that someone is told about this incident, less than two-thirds of the
public indicated that it was likely that they would tell someone about it.

Fisher's exact test. two-tailed, p=1.00000

which 1s not significant at the .05 level
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Table 3.16.2: The Person/Agency who the Professionals think should be

{old about Incident 3

Neil Nicola Total

n=21 n=22 n=43
Outside Agency 8 38.1% 9  40.9% 17 39.5%
Child/Child's Family 13 01.9% 14 63.6% 27 02.8%
Respondent's 0 ) 0 ) 0 i
Family/Friends
Other 0] - - 0 -
Response is difficult 0 3 0 ) 0 i
to inferpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0 -
Total 21 100.0% 23 104.5% 44 102.3%

Pearson %2=0.005, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.94384

which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency and Child/Child's Family).
explanation for this is given on page 110.

An

The person/agency which most professionals indicated should be told about this incident
were the child's family/friends or the child him/herself. However, almost 40% of

professionals thought that an outside agency should be approached. The gender of the

victim did not make a statistically significant difference {p>0.05) to who the professionals

thought should be told about this incident.
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INCIDENT 4

Table 3.17.1: How Important Professionals think it is that someone is
told about Incident 4
Alan Ann Total
Important/

22 100.0% 21 100.0% 43 100.0%
Very Important

Unsure 0 - 0 - g -

Not Important/ 0
Not Important at all

Total 22 21 43

It is not possible to run any statistical tests on the above
data as no comparisons can be made

Incident 4 is one of three incidents which all professionals thought was important that the
public tell someone clse about (regardless of the gender of the victin).
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Table 3.17.2: The Person/Agen 3 he_Professional ink shoul

told Incident 4

Alan Ann Total

n=22 n=21 n=43
Outside Agency 6 27.3% 11 52.4% 17 395%
Child/Child's Family 8 36.4% 16 70.2% 24 558%
Respondent's 0 i 0 i 0 i
Family/Friends
Other 0 - 0 - 0
Response is difficuit 2 9.1% [ 4.8% 3 7 0%
to interpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0
Total 16 72.7% 28 133.3% 44 102.3%

Pearson ¥2=0.02, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.89622
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency and Child/Child's Family). An
explanation for this is given on page 110.

The person/agency which the professionals indicated that they thought it most important
the public approach about this incident was the child’s family/friends or the child
him/herself. However, only 55.8% indicated this to be the case and 39.5% said that they
thought that an outside agency should be approached. If the victim was Alan, then fewer
professionals think it is important that the public approach an outside agency and/or the
child's family than if the victim was Ann. These differences were, however, not
statistically significant (p>0.05).

While both the public ard the professionals indicated that the child’s family should be

approached about incident 4, it is clear that more professicnals thought it was important
that an outside agency be approached than did the public.
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INCIDENT 5

Table 3.18.1:

l Stephen J Susan . Total
Important/

21 100.0% 22 100.0% 43 100.0%

Very Important

Unsure 0 - 0 - 0 -
Not Important/ 0 . 0 . 0 .
Not Important at ail |
Total 21 22 43

1t is not possible to run any statistical tests on the above
data as no comparisons can be made

Incident 5 is another of the three incidents which all of the professionals (regardless of the
gender of the victim) thought it was important that the public tell someone about.
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Table 3.18.2: The Person/Agency who the Profession ink_sh
1d Inciden
Stephen Susan Total

» n=21 n=22 n=43
Outside Agency 19 90.5% 21 95.5% 40 93.0%
Child/Child's Family 6 28.60% 11 50.0% 17 39.5%
Respondent’s 0 i 0 ) 0 i
Family/Friends
Other 0 - 0 - 0 =
Response is difficult 0 ) 0 ) 0 )
to inferpret
"Don't know" 0 - . 0 - 0 -
Taotal 25  119.0% 32 1455% 57 132.6%

Pearson 3 2-=0.72, with 1 degree of freedom, p=0.39555

which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the firsi two categories
cited in the table only {ie Outside Agency and Child!Child’'s Family). An
explanation for this is given on page 110.

The professionals thought it was important that an cutside agency be approached about

this incident. Table 3.18.2 would suggest that, if the victim was male, the professionals

thought it was less important that the child’s family be told than if the victim is female.

However, this difference was not statistically significant (p=>0.05).

Incidert 5 was particularly salicnt because the public and the profcssionals were in

agreement about the importance of involving an outside agency.
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INCIDENT 6

Table 3.19.1: How imporiant Professionals think_jt is that someonc i
told Incident 6

Mike Mary Total

Ymportant/ 20 955% § 21 1000% 1 42 97.7%

Very Important

Unsure 1 4.5% 0 - 1 2.3%

Not Important/ 0
Not Important at all

Total 22 21 43

There are no statistical tests available which would give additional meaning to these data

Almost all of the professionals thought it was important that the public telt someone about
incident 6. While all the professionals thought it important that the public tell someone
about the incident if it involved Mary, one professional was unsure when the victim was
Mike. This single exception was too small for statistical testing (o be relevant.
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Table 3.19.2: The Per Agen he Professionals think sh
Id _Inciden

Mike Mary Total

n=22 n=21 n=43
Qutside Agency 19 86.4% 18 85.7% 37 86.0%
Child/Child's Family 4 18.2% 6 28.6% 10 233%
Respondent's o 0 ) 0 )
Family/Friends
Other 0 - 0 - 0 -
Response is difficult 0 ) 0 i 0 )
10 interpret
"Don't know" 0 - 0 - 0 -
Total 23 104.5% 24 114 3% 47  109.3%

Fisher's exact test, two-tailed, p=0.72379
which is not significant at the .05 level

The statistical tests carried out on the above data included the first two categories
cited in the table only (ie Outside Agency and Child/Child’s Family). An
explanation for this is given on page 110.

While the person/agency which the professionals thought it was most important that the

public approach about incident 6 was an outside agency, a greater percentage of
professionals think this was important than the percentage of the public who indicated that

it was likely that they would actually tell an outside agency. The gender of the victim did

not make a statistically significant difference (p>0.05) to the professionals’ views about

who should be approached about this incident.
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THAT BFR F_THE PUBLI '[‘LLL ;ME NE ABQUT
!NgfIDENT& 1 TO 6

The results of the study of prefessionals are summarised on the following page in Table
3.20.

The importance of the Incident being told about

There was some variability amongst professionals about how important they thought it
was that someonc else was told about each incident. While only 72.1% of professionals
indicated that they thought it important that the public tell about incident 1, all
professionals thought it important that the public tell about incidents 2, 4 and 5. There
was, on the whole, considerably less unsureness about the likelihood of telling about each
incident amongst the professionals than there was amongst the public. While 21.0% of
professionals were unsure about incident i, none were unsure about incidents 2, 4, and 3.

The only incident in which the gender of the victim made a statistically significant
difference to the professionals’ views was incident 1. The gender of the victim made no
differcnce at all in incidents 2, 3, 4 and 5 and little difference in incident 6.

It the six incidents are ranked firstly in order of the likelihood of the public telling about
each incident and then in order of the percentage of professionals who thought it was
important that each incident is told about, the six incidents appear in a stmilar order in both
lists. However, in some incidents there are considerable differences between the
percentage of professionals who thought it was important that the public tell abont the
incident and the percentage of the public who are likely to tell.

Person/Agency most likely to be told

There was some agreement between the public and the professionals that the same four
incidents should be brought to the atiention of the child's family/friends or the child
himy/herself. However, the professionals believe it is more important that an outside
agency be told than the public indicated they would tell. The difference may, of course,
be a result of the two different versions of the questionnaire which were used with the
professionals and the public. Just as the gender of the victim did not make a statistically
significant difference to the agency/person most likely 1o be told about each incident by the
public, the victim's gender did not make a statistically significant difference to the

-120-




EJRp U} O} SUIULOW [PUOLIPPE 3ATT PIROMA Y14 S]E]IRAE SISO} [EDTISIR]S O 2 1], +
IPBUI 24 HBD SUOSLIEUIOD O St LIEP 253 UO 5183) [eonstiels Aur unl o) sjqrssod jou st

f Profi

s from_St

H1

.

f Fin

mmar

+
-

3SI5I0X2 [RoisAyd Jayye
Kouady o . so1pog S 3040 e
3pIINg * i BT WBLLE T 24 u S5essTI XS SUES AU
3o jupied pue prY)
siuad st pjoy
Kousdy N - 0] PI2 S{IRE , PYSBLL,
PpISING * | ) %0001t S3A wg .oww.:m T uo oM
L8 payseiy, st pign
Anumg
3 ; 13Y301q Iap[o
s Pl . - -
Qi ssnon %0001 &y A N we £q paIpUo] st PIRLD
Araeg Xas
$.PIED) 10 DRYD oN . BEG %Lo6 6 | Amwsog u e
YILA SSROSI(] ' s peq q
. : Pliyo_ plo-1eak-¢y
POOYIOQYBIaU 33
Ajweg U1 S3AT} oA £0g p[o
S PIUD 20 PIIYD x - - %0001 €% saf nG -12&-71 B ArqInisewl
Gaia ssnOSTC] o1 pe310j puz
Aq paIsnae St Py
Aty 1eq & AU St Py
\ . . e - . pro-1Bak-y1  I[HYM
Ry oA BoLoE WO BUZL 1 | A " WOOKYIEq 2SI
. - x95 a)isoddo Jo juareq
. LR wepioduw] LPBR{OALY LA|nue) awg
Hphuy . (s0°0>d) sunplodwi ainsuf Kisp/ S 2RjUCD BRISINO 40
moge LANUBI I 10N/ wepeduwy 1821sAyd opisu| $4n29Q) JuIPIdU
Pi03 3¢ 0 | {eduspe)g | Juenodu o 30 Lreunung
LI Js0tu sajew
Mucmwﬁ\ P JUIPL2UL YIBS IRGQER Pl0o) JUIPIIUT
uosiag 0 Japuany | S1 AUO3WOS Jey} Juepodwy SeA 3 30 SO1ISLIILIRYD)

1ysnoyy oym sjuspuodsey jo 98,9

Table 3.20

idents.

mcCl

=
.-
743
¢
=
L
Qv
(]
<
(o]
)
L
-
=
o]
En]
<
<
e
b4
L¥)
£
<
—
—
=
]3]
A
C
-
=
of
o
Q
=
[}
L
m
o]
o
w)
3
o
o
=
a
2
L d
=
O
-
=
B
P
&
o
s
s
o=
o]
2]
St
©
A

-121-




SUMMARY OF CHAPTER THREE

This chapter has reported on the findings of the two studies which were included in this
research. It has reported the findings of both the prevalence study and the main study.

The main finding of the prevalence study was that possibie abuse was reported by 7.5%
of respondents. While 12% (n=22) of females reported possible abuse, only 2.5% (n=4)
of males reported that they may have been abused. It would seem that the respondent’s
age and whether or not he/she was brought up in a family with a religious affiliation made
most difference to the reporting of abuse. Many respondents did not tell anyone about the
abuse at the time, and most did not come to regard their experiences as abuse until later.
Males and females reported differences in their experiences of abuse in terms of the age
when they were first abused, the difference in ages between the victim and the perpetrator
and whether the abuse happened within or outside the child’s home. Males were less
likely to feel harmed by their experiences than females. All those whe reported possible
abuse were abused by males.

In the main study, the percentage of respondents likely to tell someone about each of the
incidents varied considerably between incidents. In three of the incidents, the gender of
the victim made a statistical difference to the likelihood of the incident being told about, In
each of these three cases, the incident was more likely to be told about if it involved a girl
rather than a boy. In four of the six incidents, the person/agency most likely to be told is
the child’s family/friends or the child him/herself. In all six incidents, the gender of the
victim did not maks a statistically significant difference to the person/agency most likely to
be told about each incident. Although the incidents about which the public were most
likely to tell were the same as those which the greatest percentage of professionals thought
it was important that someone was told about, there were considerable differences
between the percentage of professionals who thought it was important that someone was
told and the percentage of the public who were likely to tell. In only one incident did the
gender of the victim make a statistically significant difference to the professionals’ views
about the importance of the public telling someone about the incident. While there was
some agreement between the public and the professionals that the same four incidents
should be brought to the attention of the child’s family/friends of the child him/herself, the
professionals think that it is more important that an outside agency be involved than do the
public. In all six incidents, the gender of the victim did not make a statistical difference to
the agency/person who the professionals think should be told about each incident.

The implications of these findings will be discussed in the chapter which follows.
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Chapter 4
IMPLICATIONS OF THE RESEARCH

The research on which this thesis is based consisted of two studies. The first was a
prevalence study of child sexual abuse amongst a sample of students attending colleges
/universities in the Glasgow area. The study differed from most other prevalence studies
in that it was conducted exclusively in Scotland. The second study (which became very
much the main study) was an exploration of perceptions of child sexual abuse. It made
use of a questionnaire which described six incidents (which might be viewed as sexual
abuse) nvolving children and asked the respondents 10 indicate how likely it was that they
would tell someone about each incident. While this study was especially interested in
public perceptions of CSA, a small sample of professionals was also included in the
research. A particular focus of the main study was the effect of the gender of the victim
involved in a possible case of child sexual abuse on the likelihood of the respondents
telling anyone else about the incidents. Like the prevalence study, the main study differed
from most previous studies in that the research was carried out entirely in Scotland. The
study found that the majority of respondents were likely to tell someone about five of the
six incidents. It was also found that the gender of the child made a statistical difference to
the likelihood of the respondents telling about three of the incidents. The person/agency
most likely to be approached about four of the incidents was the child, the child’s family
or the respondent’s famtly. The gender of the child involved in each incident did not make
a statistically significant difference to the person/agency most likely o be told.

The purpose of this final chapter is to discuss the implications of the research. It will
include some comparisons of the results of the present study with the findings of some
previous studies which have explored perceptions of child abuse. Howcver, before the
results of the present study are discussed, the limitations of the research will be outlined.

imitations of th
There are a number of possible criticisms of this study. Perhaps the most important
shortcoming is that the main study was based entirely on the use of vignettcs. (For a

discussion of the advantages and the disadvantages of using the vignette technique in
social research, see Chapter Two.)
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Of all the problems associated with the use of vignettes, the most important criticism in
relation to the present study is the fact that it is impossible to know if the responscs
provided by the respondents are accurate representations of their behaviour in real life
situations. It is possible that fewer (or more) respondents would tell about the incidents
described in the questionnaire if they came upon similar situations in real life. There are
three possible reasons why the responses given in the present study may not accurately
represent real life behaviour. Firstly, it is possible that some of the respondents (either
consciously or unconsciously) provided the responses which they thought the researcher
wanted to hear. Secondly some of the respondents may have decided to supply answers
which they considered to be socially respectable. A further rcason why is it possible that
the responses provided in the study are not representative of the respondents' behaviour in
real life is that the respondents were aware of the topic being explored and were therefore
likely to be sensitised to the issucs involved. In the case of the present study, they may
have interpreted the incidents described in the Guestionnaire as child sexual abuse becanse
they knew that the study was about CSA. The question of whether respondents became
sensitised to the issues being researched is one which is raised by Haugaard & Reppucci
(1988) in their criticisms of Atteberry-Bennett (1987)’s study (see Chapter One for a
summary of Atteberry-Benneit’s work).

While it would be wrong to ignore the fact that we cannot be certain how accurately the
responses given in the completed questionnaires represent the real life behaviour of the
respondents, it is fair to say that some of the written comments provided by a number of
the respondents would suggest that the respondents did spend some time carefully
considering their choice of responses.

Of course, the question of how accurately the responses elicited by the vignettes represent
the respondents’ real life behaviour is not peculiar either to this study or to other studies
which have used the vignette technique. It also appropriate to gquestion the success of
more traditional questionnaires in accurately measuring the attitudes and behaviours of the
respondents involved.

One method which would have allowed the present researcher to explore the exient to
which the responses provided by the respondents represent their behaviour in real life
situations would have been to conduct a series of in-depth interviews with a number of the
respondents. These interviews would have enabled the researcher to guestion the
respondents about their responses. In particular, the respondents could have been asked
to explain their chosen responses. Unfortunately, due to the limited amount of time
available for the present research to be carried out, it was necessary for the study to rely
upon the quantitatve data collected in the questionnaires.
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A second possible criticism of the present study was that the sample was not
representative of the general population. Chapter Two documented the attempts which
were made by the researcher to ensure that the sample included males and females of
different ages and socio-cconomic classes and it explained that the there was an over-
representation of females and middle class respondents in the final sample. Because of the
sensitive nature of the topic being researched, it was decided that it would be almost
impossible to gain access to a representative sample since it would be wrong to approach
complete strangers and ask them about child sexual abuse without some sort of
intreduction. Even if resources were available to replicate the present study on a larger
scale, some sort of filtering process would have to be involved in the selection of the
sample. This filtering process would be likely to result in the final sample not being
representative of the gencral population,

This next section will discuss some of the main findings of the research. Three questions
will be addressed: Is there a consensus of opinion about what constitutes child sexual
abuse? Is a possible case of CSA involving a boy likely to be treated less seriously than if
the case involved a git]? Which agency/person is most likely to be told about a possible
case of CSA?

Throughout the discussion which follows, the criticisms of the study which were outlined
in the preceding pages should be borne in mind by the reader.

hil xual

[t ¥

h nsen f inion w con

Abuse?

Table 4.1, below, shows the percentage of the public sample who said it was likely that
they would tell someone about each of the incidents and the characteristics of each
incident. In the remainder of this chapter, it will be assumed that the incidents which the
public are most likely to tell someone about are those which the public believe are most
likely to invelve CSA. In the same way it will be assumed that the professionals who
think it is important that someone else is told about the incident believe that they should be
told because the incident may involve sexual abuse.
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The Public

Table 4.1: mber_gqf Publi¢ R ndents likel 1 h
i h racteristics of the Inciden
N‘i,“:&'ili-cor Incident | Age of | Older
Incident | Respond- Pescription of Incident il:;ip dl::e ‘:,s]_ }':!:f:"gl p.ir::]"
- s LS
umber °“:f, i:l‘f'y ontside involved | adult
@=216) the family
Child is "flashed at" while on a
3 {210 98.6% | picpic. "Flasher” tells child to Out ? Yes
hold Lis penis
. .| Child is accosted by and forced to
2 206 96.3% masturbate an older boy who Out 8 No
lives in the neighbourhood
hild s fordk
o {163 7620 | U °§m§1dcl’ y an older n 9 No
Child and parent of the same sex
6 133 63.0% | assage each other's hodies after In 12 Yes
physical exercise
15-year-old child shares a bed
3 130 61.6% | with parent of the opposite sex 15 Yes
Parent of opposite sex has started ,
I 67 312% | (g enter bathroom while 14-year- 14 Yes
old child is in bath

Table 4.1 shows that the majority of respondents were likely to tell someone about all but
one of the six incidents described in the questionnaire: over 60% of respondents indicated
that they were likely to tell about five of the six incidents and more than 95% of
respondents were likely to tell about two of the incidents. These findings are in keeping
with the results of some previous research studies. For example, Finkelhor and Redficld
(1984) found that their respondents also tended to view most of their vignettes as very
sexually abusive. On a scale of one to ter, 60% of all their ratings were either an §, 9 or
10 (Finkelhor and Redfield 1984}, In her study of teachers' definitions of child abuse,
Tite (1993) discovered that most teachers think of child abuse in much broader terms than
those set down in legal definitions. Finally, Cruise et al (1994)'s exploration of children's
perceptions of physical abuse revesled that the children rated most vignettes at the high
end of a five-point seriousness scale.

While there would appear to be some consensus amongst the public about what constitutes
child sexual abuse, it would seen: that there 18 more consensus about some incidents than
others. While virtually all respondents said that it was likely that they would tell someone
about incident 5, only 61.6% indicated that it was likely that they would tell about incident
3. (Of course cven fewer respondents, only one in three, said it was likely that they
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would tell about incident 1.) This raises the question of why more respondents were
likely to tell about some incidents.

Chapter One summarised some of the general findings from previous studies of public
perceptions of child sexual abuse., There are clearly a number of similarities between the
findings of these earlier studies and the results of the present study in terms of the
bebaviours involved in each incident and the incidents which arc most likcly te be told
about. Previous research found that the sitvations which are most likely to be defined as
"sexual abuse” are those which involve sexual intercourse (Finkelhor & Redfield 1984
and Atteberry-Bennett 1987). Incidents involving the fondling of the c¢hild's sex
organs/touching genitals (Finkelhor & Redfield 1984 and Atteberry-Bennett 1987) and
being exposed to an exhibitionist (Finkelhor & Redficld 1984) are also likely to be
regarded as abusive. Wells & Willis' (1988) investigation of the factors which influence
the reporting of incidents by police officers found that incidents involving mutual
masturbation were viewed as "very serious” by over 70% of respondents.

While none of the incidents included in the present study involved sexual intercourse, the
five incidents which more than 60% of respondents were likely to tcil someone about
involved elements of the other acts identified by previous research as likely to be identified
as CSA. Allfive incidents involved either the child being exposed to an exhibitionist, the
child's genitals being fondied or the child being forced to fondle the other person's
genitals.

While it is important to consider the incidents which the respondents were most likely to
tell someone about, it is also important to consider the incident about which the least
number of respondents were likely to tell. One possible explanation why so few
respondents were likely to tell about incident 1 is that ir was the incident which was least
likely to involve physical contact between the child and parent. While incident 3 (the
second Jeast likely incident to be told about) does not state that any physical contact did
take place, it seems more likely that contact could take place in incident 3 (where the child
and parent were sharing a bed) than in incident 1.

Table 4.1 shows that almost all respondents (98.6%) indicated that they were likely to tell
about incident 5 and 96.3% were likely to tell about incident 2. This raises the question of
why so many of the respondents were likely to tell about these two incidents. While there
are a number of possible explanations (eg the act involved, the age of the child etc), one
characteristic which differentiated incidents 5 and 2 from the other four incidents was that
incidents 5 and 2 were the only two incidents 1o happen outside the child’s family. This
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would suggest that the public may be less likely to tell someone else about incidents which
take place inside the family than those which happen outside the family.

Unfortunately. some of the previous studies which have explored perceptions of child
abuse did not consider differences between incidents happening within and outwith the
family. For example. Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis (1991) were only concerned with
extrafamilial relationships. On the other hand, Willis and Wells (1988) concerned
themselves only with intrafamilial incidents invelving a parent and a child. However,
Finkelhor & Redfield (1984) did test for differences in perceptions of incidents happening
within and cutwith the family. They found that, like the respondents of the present study,
overall, their respondents did not rate incidents involving incestuous relationships as being
particularly serious. While situations involving certain relationships (eg fathers and
daughters) were considered more abusive than other situations involving twe individuals
who were not related to each other, the ratings for incestuous relationships, in general,
were not especially high, Finkelhor & Redfield write:

...... people do not automatically place any sexual relationship involving a
relative in a category of special sericusness. They may do so for some
particular family relationships, such as father-daughter incest, but not for
family relarionships as a whole. Other factors about the sexual contact, the
ages and sexes of participants, for example, outweigh and complicate the
simple issue of whether or not it was incest.

(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984, p.118)

Finkethor & Redfield argue that certain categories of incestuous sexual contact are ranked
fairly low on the scale of abusiveness. They claim that some forms of non-incestuous
sexual contact (cg between an adult neighbour and a young child) are viewed as more
seriously abusive than many forms of incest (eg contact between similarly aged siblings).

While the literature suggests that CSA is more common outside the family than within it

_ (eg Gillham 1991 and Saraga 1993), it is acknowledged that children can be sexually
abused within the family. However, the evidence from both the present research and
Finkelhor and Redfield (1984)’s study would suggest that the public is less likely to tell
someone about a sexually abusive incident within a family. This would suggest that either
the public do not like to admit that children can be sexually abused within the family, or
they believe that such situations should be left for the family to deal with privately without
any outside interference at ail.
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In addition to the nature of the act involved and wheiher or not the incident happened
within the child’s family, Finkelhor & Redfiled (1984) discovered that two other
characteristics of their vignettes made a difference to the likelihood of the incidents being
perceived as sexual abuse.

Firstly, Finkelhor & Redfield (1984) found that the incidents used in their study were
more likely to be viewed as abusive if the older person involved was an aduli.
Unfortunately, this finding cannot be compared directly with the present study because
Finkelhor & Redfield altered the age of the perpetrator within vignettes and the age of the
perpetrator only changes in the present study between vignettes. However, Table 4.1
suggests that whether or not the perpetrator was an adult may not have had a consistent
cffect in the present study. While the other person involved in incident 5 (ie the incident
which the greatest percentage of respondents are likely to tell someone about) was an
adult, the older person involved in incidents 2 and 4 (the second and third incidents most
likely to be told about) was not an adult. However, because the present study did not vary
the age of the perpetrator within vignettes it is not possible to say if the age of the
perpetrator really did have an effect on the percentage of the public likely to €]l about each
incident of if it was other characteristics (such as the nature of the act involved) which
influenced the respondents’ decision about how likely it was that they would teil.

The second relationship which Finkelhor & Redfield discovered was that incidents
involving victims who were either adolescents or young children were considered less
abusive than those involving preadolescent victims. Atteberry-Benneit (1987) found a
slightly simpler relationship between the age of the victim and the perceived abusiveness
of the incident. He found that the older the child involved, the more abusive the situation
was considered to be. Since the present study did not specifically test for the relationship
between the age of the victim and the likelihood of the respondents telling about cach
incident, no definite conclusions can be made. While Table 4.1 does show that it was the
~ incidents involving the younger children which were considered most abusive, it is
impossible to say if the age of the child did influence the likelihood of the respondents
telling about each incident or if other variables were more important.

Previous studies of public perceptions of CSA have found that female respondents are
more likely than male respondents to view a situation as sexually abusive (Finkelhor &
Redfield 1984 and Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis 1991). Broussard, Wagner &
Kazelskis (1991) discovered that the female respondents in their study not only rated the
vignettes as more representative of CSA, but also rated the victims’ responses as more
characteristic of sexual abuse and the impact of the incident as more harniful for the
victim. Of the six incidents used in the present study, female respondents were more
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likely than male respondents to tell about five of the incidents (in the case of two incidents,
the difference was statistically significant). A nwumber of explanations are given in Chapter
One as to why males appear to be Jess likely than females to label a situation as sexual
abuse.

In line with the findings of previous studies, the majority of respondents in the present
study indicated that they were likely to tell about most incidents: they were most likely to
tell about incidents in which a child was exposed to an exhibitionist or incidents which
involved the child’s genitals being fondled or the child being forced to touch someone
else’s genitals. This would suggest that there is a consensus amongst most members of
the public concerning the types of behaviours which are considered sexually abusive. It
would appear that the respondents were more likely to tell about an incident which
happened outside a family than they there were about a situation within the family. In the
present study, the incidents which were most likely to be told about were those which
involved younger victims and whether or not the perpetrator was an adult would seem not
to have a consistent effect on the likelihoed of the incident being told about. However,
since the age of the victim and the perpewrator were not specifically tested for in this study,
it is important to remember that any findings in relation to them must be treated with
extreme caution since it is possible that other variables were viewed as more important in
terms of defining each incident as sexual abuse. The present study found that male
respondents are less likely than female respondents to define a situation as abusive. This
finding is in line with the findings of previous research.
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The Professionals

Number of Professionals Number of
Incident who thought it is Puhlic
Number | important that someone is Respondents
told about each incident likely to tell
{(n=43) n=216)

Description of Incident

Child is "flashed at” while on a

5 43 100.0% 210 98.6% | picnic. "Flasher” tells child to
hold his penis

Child is accosled by and forced to

43 100.0% 206 96.3% masturbate an older boy who

lives in the neighbourhood

Child is fondled by an older

Y]

4 43 100.0% 163 76.2% brother
Child and parent of the same scx
6 42 Q7. 7% 133 63.0% massage each other's bodies after

phvsical exercise
15-year-old child shares a bed

3 39 90.7% 130 61.6% with parent of the opposite sex
Parcnt of opposite sex has started
1 31 72.1% 67 31.2% to enter bathroom while 14-vear-

old child is in bath

When considering the views of the professionals, it is important to remember that the
questionnaire which was completed by the professionals was not identical to the
questionnaire which used with the public (see Chapter Two). Any comparisons between
public and professional responses must therefore be made with considerable caution.
Since the professionals were asked about other people’s behaviour, it is possible that their
responses would have been more realistic than those of the public {who were asked about
their own behaviour). Because the public were asked about their own behaviour, it is
possible that they were more concerned with playing the role of the “good citizen™ than
providing accurate indications of their own behaviour. If any of the public respondents
did indeed adopt the role of the “good citizen”, then it is probable that the level of
intervention they claim 1s higher than it would be in real life.

While extreme caution must be cxcreised if comparing views of the professionals and the
public it is possible to compare the responses of the professionals between the six
incidents. As Table 4.2 shows, there would appear to be considerable agreement amongst
professionals about how important it was that someone was told about each incident. This
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would suggest that there is much agreement amongst professionals about what constitutes
child sexual abuse. Indeed, in three incidents all professionals indicated that they thought
it important that someone else was told about the incidents. Over 90% of professionals
said that it was important that someone else is told about another two of the incidents. The
incident which the professionals viewed as being least scrious was incident 1.

For the professionals, there seems to be a consensus about any incident which involves
physical contact whether that contact is with a relative or a non-relative of the child. It
would appear that professionals make little distinction between incidents which occur
within and outwith the family. This would suggest that professionals are willing to
acknowledge that children can be sexually abused within the family.

The Public and the Professionals compared

Because of the differences between the questionnaires which were completed by the public
and the professionals, it was never intended that a direct statistical comparison could be
made between the responses elicited from the two groups. Rather, it was hoped that the
comparison would yield some gencral impressions. The overriding impression is that
while the incidents which professionals thought it was most important that someone was
told about were the same incidents as those which the public were most likely to tell
someone about, the professionals seem more likely to assume that an incident involves
child sexual abuse than are members of the public. This finding is interesting, given that
one previous study (Giovannoni and Becerra 1979) which compared the views of child
mistreatment held by professionals and members of the public found that the lay
respondents were less likely than the professionals te regard incidents as abusive.

It is acknowledged that this difference berween professionals and public perceptions may
simply be a result of the two different questionnaires which were used. However, there

are a number of other possible explanations.

One possibility would be that the professienals have become so sensitised to child sexual
abuse that they see CSA in situations whick are not, in the view of the general public,
abusive. A second possible explanation why professionals appear to think it is so
important that someone else is told about each of the six incidents is that, as professionals,
the "buck" ultimately stops with them. Failure to take action on a possible case of CSA
which later turns out to be something more serious could result in the professional as an
individual, or his/her profession as a whole, being severely criticised. (Of course, over-
reaction to possible cases of abuse can also rcsult in professionals being heavily criticised.
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eg Cleveland and Orkney.) A further possible explanation why so many professionals
seem (o think it is important that someone is told about each of the incident is professional
aggrandisement. It may be that professionals believe that they need to justify the role of
their own profession in society by finding cases of CSA for their profession Lo deal with.

Because of the differences between the questionnaires used with the professionals and the
public, it would be wrong to attribute too much to this finding. However, it would appear
that professionals may be more ready te definc a situation as child sexual abuse than the
public. (Of course, while professionals do appear to be more ready to label a situation as
CSA, itis important to remember that over half the public indicated that it was likely that
they would take action in 5 out of the 6 incidents.)

Does the gender of the voung person jnvglved in g possible case of CSA
k iffer .0 the likelih ident being told about?

While there was some interest in asceriaining whether there is a consensus of opinion
about what constitutes CSA and which person/agency was most likcly to be told about a
possible case of CSA, one of the main aims of this research was to investigate whether the
gender of the young person involved in an incident made any difference to the likelihood
of any further action being taken. It was hypothesised that a possible case of CSA
involving a boy was likely to be treated less seriously than the same incident if it involved
a girl, and Chapter One outlined a number of possible reasons why this might be the case.
It is to this issue that attention is now turned.
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The Public

Table 4.3: : . icti . istics
Difference to the Incident being told abouf, Number of
Ppbli n fikel 11 h_Incident an

h haracteristics of the Inciden

Incident is .
statistically* N'},“;‘,’;}’;c"' Incident Incident ‘
. less likely happens involves a Incident
Incident | %y g | Respondents |y gge oy parent of the| invelves ‘
Number likely to . . Lo
about by the -outside | gpposite sex| physical :
P tell 1t . et :
public if child's to the child contiact? :
P oo
victim is (n=216) family?
male
%.—__.’__m—m————————*
3 No 210 88.6% Qut No Yes :
2 Ng 206 _96.3% Qut No Yes
4 Ycs 163 76.2% In No Yes '
6 No 133 63.0% In No Yes i
i
3 Yes 130 61.6% In Yes Possibly
1 Yes 67 31.2% In Yes Unlikely 1

* Chi-square was used to test for statistical significance. (Values for 2, p and degrees of freedom are
reported in the tables included in Chapter 3.)

Table 4.3 shows that, in three of the six incidents used in the present research, the public
respondents were statistically less likely to tell someone else about the incident if the :
victim was a boy rather than a girl,

This raises the question of why this statistical difference is present in only three of the
incidents. One comumon characteristic of the three incidents where the statistical difference
is present, is that they all involve somicone else who is related to the child. In two
incidents the other person is the boy’s mother and in the third incident the perpetrator is an
older brother, In Chapter One it was suggested that a possible case of CSA might be
ignored if the perpetrator is a woman or another juvenile. The suggestion that the cffects
of an incident arc likely to be minimised if the incident involves a boy’s mother is
supported by this research, since the gender difference is present in the two cases which
inveolve a boy and his mother. The suggestion that the effect will be similarly minimised if
the perpetrator is another juvenile is not supported guite so convincingly, since the gender
difference is not present in incident 2 which involves an older boy.
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There would appear to be some relationship between the existence of the gender difference
and the perceived seriousness of the incident, since two of the iacidents in which the
gender difference is present are the incidents which the respondents are least likely to tell
someone about. The same two incidents are also those where it is not clear if there has
been any physical contact between the child and the other person involved.

It would seem that a possible case of CSA involving a boy is likely to be treated less
seriously than if the incident involved a girl if it is not clear whether physical contact has
taken place or if the incident is believed to be of an relatively less serious nature.
However, the variable which seems to indicate that the incident will definitely be treated
less seriously is if the incident inveolves the boy’s mother.

Previaus research has explored the perceived seriousness of different victim-perpetrator
gender combinations. Finkelhor & Redficld (1984)'s study showed that the most abusive
incidents were those involving male perpetrators and a female victims. Atteberry-Bennett
(1987) found that incidents involving fathers and daughters were rated as being more
abusive than the same acts involving mothers and sons. In their reviews of Atteberry-
Bennett's study, Haugaard & Reppucci write:

..... .a mother touching a five- or ten-year-old son's genitals was rated as
less abusive than the same act involving a father and daughter. Such results
suggest that mothers may be allowed more leeway in what 1s recognized as
acceptable behavia[u]r than fathers, possibly becausc of mothers’ caretaker
role. '

(Haugaard & Reppucci 1988, p.26)

Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis (1991)'s siudy showed that interactions between male
victims and female perpetrators were viewed as less representative of CSA and less
harmful for the victim than other victim-perpetrator combinations.

As has been noted above, two of the incidents used in the present study involve a child
and a parent of the opposite sex and in both of these situations the gender of the child
makes a statistical difference to the likelihood of the incidenis being reported/told about.
Clearly this finding would support the findings of earlier studies which suggest that an
incident involving a father and daughter is more likely io be construed as sexual abuse
than a similar incident involving a mother and son.
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The Professionals

In Chapter One it was suggested that professionals, like members of the general public,
were likely to wreatl possible cases of CSA differently depending upon the gender of the
young person involved. Indeed, Black and DeBlassic (1993) argue that professionals are
‘no more immune to the effects of socialization than are the victims and their families’.

Black & DeBlassie go on:

Helpers must not only become aware of their own biases, but also the
interplay of their biases and those exerted by societal denial on both victims
and their families in the domain of sexuality - ¢specially in regard to male sex

role identity.

Black and DeBlassie are certainly not alone in their belief that professionals make
decisions about possible cases of CSA based on their own personal biases and

assumptions.

Before the main study used in the present research was camried out, data was obtained
from the Child Protection Register for Strathclyde Social Work Department to find out the
percentage of referrals of suspected child sexual abuse which became regisiered cases. If
professionals do treat possible cases of CSA involving boys less seriously than those
involving girls, then one would expect that cases referred to the Social Work Depariment
involving boys would be less likely to become registered than those involving girls. The
number of referrals made in 1992-1994 which became Registered Cases is shown in table

(Black & DeBlassie 1993, p.129)

4.4, below.
Table 4.4: Number of Referrals made in 1992.94 to Strathc¢lvde
Region's Social Work _Department which became
ister in_their Res ive Year
Female Male Total
1992 66 24 90
1993 89 54 143
1994 39 19 58
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While there are indeed more girls than boys on the Child Protection Register for each of
the three years included in the table, the differcnces are not nearly as great as might be
expected given the difference in prevalence rates (1 in 3 gitls and 1 in 6 boys [Gillham
1991]). A similar pictare can be seen when a comparison is made of the number of boys
and girls registered as having telephoned ChildLine with the main problem being sexual
abusc. In November 1993 (ChildLine 1993), 235 (65.83%) girls and 122 (34.17%) boys
were registered by ChildLine as having telephoned for help because they were being
sexually abused. Finally, the number of girls and boys under the age of 16 being
counselled for CSA in ane office of the Royal Scottish Society for the Prevention of
Cruelty to Children in March 1990 was 24 and 22 respectively (RSSPCC 1990). Clearly,
these three sets of figures would suggest that the literature is wrong to argue that
professionals employ personal prejudices and asswmptions in relation to gender when
making decisions about possible cases of CSA. The evidence from these three set of
figures is that professionals are just as willing to recognise a possible case of CSA if the
victim is a boy than if the victim is a girl. Indeed, in relation to prevalence rates,
professionals seem mare likely to refer boys.

Table 4.5, on the following page, shows that the gender of the victim only made a
statistical difference to whether or not the professionals thought it important that the
incident be told about in only one (incident 1) of the six incidents used in the present
study. (However, it is important to remember that only a relatively small nuwmber of
professionals, n=43, took part in this study.)
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Table 4.5: YWhether the Gender of the Victim _makes a Statistical
Difference to the Incident being told about and the
Number of Professionals who think it is_important that
ne else i 1 h_Inciden
Professionals Nut!lber of . .
thought it was Profcss:on:?ls who | Incident Incident .
Incident statistically* thought it was happens | poolves a | LPCident
Number | more important mmportant that | inside or parent of the involves
WIDEE 1 (hat Incident was | Someone was told | outside opposite sex physical
told about if about each child’s | 4 "ine chilg | COMACE?
victim is male Inciaent family?
(n=43)
3 -+ 43 100.0% Out No Yes
2 o 43 100.0% Out No Yes
4 + 43 100.0% In No Yes
6 ++ 42 97.7% In No Yes
3 No 30 90.7% In Yes Possibly

* Chi-square was used to test for statistical significance. (Values for %2, p and degrecs of frecdom
are reporied in the tables included in Chapter 3.)
+ Itis not possible to run any statistical test on these data as no comparisons can be made
++ Thete are no statistical tests available which would give additional mcaning to the daga

Although the professionals indicated that it was statistically more important that someonc
was 1old about incident 1 if the victim is a boy rather than 4 girl, overall it would appear
{despite what the literature would say) that the gender of the victim makes very littie
difference to whether the professionals are likely to regard an incident as sexual abuse. So
the present study provides further evidence that professionals do not allow personal biases
in this respect to influence their judgements about possible cases of CSA.

(Again it is important to remember that the questionnaire which was used with the
professionals was different from the questionnaire which the public completed. Because
the question which was put to the professionals was about other people’s behaviour, it is
likely that, overall, they would indicate that it was more important that someone was told
about each incident than the public said it was likely that they would tell. If levels of
reporting were higher overall, then there would be less scope for gender differences.)

One possible explanation for the discrepancy between the claims made in the literature and
the evidence found in this and other research is that in the last few years attitudes of

-138-




professionals have undergone radical change. The fact that the study found that the
gender of the child made a difference to the likelihood of the public telling about three of
the incidents would suggest that public attitudes have also changed in the last few years.
However, it would seem that public attitudes have not changed to the same extent as the

attitudes of professions.

Table 4.6: P n/Agency m likel 1d h _Incident by
. he Pubhl Per Agency who Professionals think
houl I h Incident
Person or Nuinber of Person or
N“mbel: Agency Professionals | Agency who
of Public N R .
Incid Deserinti ¢ likely to most likely | who thought{ Profession-
Nnu lfm es;:n '},’;‘Dn ¢ tell to be told it important { als thought
umber neident about that someone sbhould be
0=216) Incident by is told told about
S Public (n=43) Incident
Child is "flashed at"
5 hil icnic, .
> “Fl'.;stlng‘?rtlefl‘lg ::(i‘nl:g to | 210 98.6% | Quiside Agency | 43 700.0% | Quiside Agency
hold his penis
Child is accosted by
and forced to . . o Child/Child's
2 masturbate an older | 206 96.3% | Child/ C_hﬂds 43 100.0% Family
boy who Lives in the Family
neighbourhood
Child is fondled by an Child/Child's Child/Child's
4 older brother 163 76.2% Familv 43 100.0% Family
Child and parent of the
same Sex massage R .
6 cach othe r'S%SCé:dl%S 133 63.0% | Qutside Agency| 42  97.7% | Ontside Agency
after physical exercise
15-year-old child
3 shares a bed with Child/Child's ) Child/Child’s
parent of the opposite 130 61.6% Family 39 20.7% Family
sex
Parent of opposite sex
has starled to enter . e AT
i bathroom while 14- 67 31.2% Chlld/thlds 31 72.1% Chl!fif(,hlld S
year-old child is in Family Family
bauth

In four of the six incidents. members of the public and professionals agree that the most
appropriate agency/person to be approached is the child's family/friends or the child
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him/herself. It would appear that, on the whole, professionals suggest that it is more
important that the public approach an outside agency than the public indicate that they
would actually do, but in these four cases the professionals still believe that the child's
family is the most appropriate agency to be approached. (Once again it is important to
remember that the professionals were commenting on the behaviour of others and not
themselves. It is therefore possible that they were more likely to indicate that an outside
agency should be involved.)

One might well ask what if is about incidents 5 and 6 that, unlike the other four incidents,
they are likely to be reported to an outside agency. While both of these incidents invelve
physical contact, incident 6 involves the child’s parent and incident 5 involves a stranget.
It might be assumed that there in an association between the appropriateness of
approaching an outside agency and the perceived seriousness of the incident. However,
while incident 5 is the incident which the public and the professionals agree is the most
serious, the second most serious incident (incident number 2) is not likely to be reported
to an outside agency.

The fact that four of the incidents are most likely to be brought to the attention of the
child's family is particularly interesting, given the number of agencies (statutory,
voluntary and private) presently offering support to victims of child sexual abuse.
Clearly, whatever changes may be happening in relation to the role of the family in society
today, it would appear that the family is still seen as the major provider of support.

Of course, while one of the main findings of this study was that the most likely
person/agency to be told about each incident was the child’s family, it is not clear exactly
what the respondents mean when they said that they would approach the child’s family.
For example, did the respendents think that the incident was private and should be kept
within the child’s family or did the respondents plan to approach the child’s family in the
anticipation that the child’s family would involve an outside agency? Did the respondents
intend to appreach an outside agency thernselves after they had informed the child’s
family? A similar limitation of the study rclates to those respondents who indicated that
they would speak with their own family or friends about the sitvation. Did the
respondents intend to inform someone else after the discussions with their partners etc?
One of the limitations of this research which was identified as the beginning of this
Chapter was that the study was based entirely on written responses to a series of
vignettes. Iad the vignettes been complimented by some qualttative interviews, then the
respondents could have been asked why they intended to approach either the child’s

family or members of their own families and whether they planned any fwrther action.
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Neither Finkclhor & Redfield (1984) nor Broussard, Wager & Kazelskis (1991) asked
their respondents who it was that they would approach about the incidents described in
their studies. However, Atteberry-Bennett (1987) did explore possible intervention
strategies. He asked his respondents to rate eight possible intervention strategies on a
five-point scale which ranged from “definitcly would not recommend” to “definitely
would recomunend”. The intervention strategies included family therapy, investigation by
a child protective service agency and prosecution of the adult in court. Atteberry-Bennett
found that there was complete agreement amongst respondents that some intervention was
necessary when the act involved was sexual intercourse. He also found a high level of
agreement when the act involved touching genitals of photographing the child in the nude.
While none of the incidents used in the present study involved either sexual intercourse of
the child being photographed in the nude, five of the incidents did involve either the child
touching someone else’s genitals or the other person touching the child’s genitals.
However, the respondents indicated that they were most likely to approach the c¢hild’s
family about three of these five incidents. In common with the findings of the present
study, Atteberry-Bennett found that protective service workers were most in favour of
referrals to child protection service agencies for investigation, while parents were least in
favour of this method of intervention. Atteberry-Bennett’s study showed that no group
was highly in favour of removing the child from the home. (He found that parents were
Iess opposed to removing the child from the home than the professional groups were.)

In line with the findings from the present research, Tite (1993)’s investigation of teachers’
deflinttions of child abuse found that some teachers preferred less formal intervention
strategies. These strategies included monitoring the child’s sitnation and behaviour,
consulting with colleagues and discussions with parents. Tite found that a number of
teachers even provided personal care for their pupils themselves.

There are a2 number of conclusions which can be drawn from this research. Firstly, if the
views of the sample are representative of the general public, then the public is more
willing to recognise possible cases of child abuse than the reaction to events in Cleveland
and Orkney would suggest. However, it wonld seem that some sitnations are more likely
to be viewed as abuse than others. Incidents involving physical contact are most likely to
be labelled as CSA by both the public and the professionals, although it would appear that
the public are less willing to label a situation as abuse if it happens within rather than
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outwith the child’s family. It would seem that more professionals are ready to define an
incident as sexual abuse than are members of the public, but because of differences in the
questionnaires used in the two surveys this finding has to be viewed with considerable
caution. A further conclusion is that both the public and the professionals suggest that the
most appropriate person/agency to be told about most incidents is the child’s
family/friends and not an official agency. Finally, while there is some evidence that the
public is likely to treat a possible case of CSA involving a boy less seriously than if the
incident involved a girl, the gender of the victim appears to make little difference to the
attitude of the professionals.

JHE _IMPLICATIONS OF THE RESEARCH

This final section will consider some of the possible implications of the research.
Consideration will be given to the implications for policy and practice, theory and future
research.

Perhaps the most important finding from this research is the considerable consensus of
opinion found amongst members of the public about the sorts of incidents which require
further action as they may involve child sexual abuse. (However, it is important to bear in
mind that the responses given by some of the respondents may not be an accurate
reflection of their real life behaviour. It is possible that fewer respondents would have
told someone about the incidents described in the questionnaire in real life. Of course, it is
equally possible that more respondents would have told in real life situations.) Although
the percentage of respondents who were likely to tell someone about each incident varied
considerably between incidents, the overall impression was that the majority of the public
were likely to tell someone about all but one of the incidents. This finding is important
because, while it is in line with the results of earlier research, the present study differed
from previous studies in that it was carried out in Scotland and not the USA. Although
the survey of professionals would suggest that professionals may be more inclined than
members of the public to view a situation as sexually abusive, it would appear from this
research that the views of the professionals are not as far out of line as the media has
portrayed in recent years. If it is assumed that the public were likely to tell someone about
the incidents described in the questionnaire because they suspected that CSA may be
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involved, then clearly the professionals can proceed in the knowledge that, in general, the
public are likely to be in support of their work,

Throughout this thesis much attention has been paid to the fact that, because two slightly
different questionnaires were uscd, it is hazardous to make any exact comparisons
between the views expressed by the professionals and the public. However, a strong
impression which emerged from the study was that, while the public seem to make a
distinction between incidents which happen within or outwith the family, professionals do
not make such a distinction. The differences between the readiness of the public and
professionals to label an incident which happens within a family as CSA raises the
question of who is right? Is the public either "turning a blind eye" and simply failing to
recognisc ccrtain potential cases of CSA or are the professionals being over-protective of
children and looking for cases of abuse which simply do not exist? Are members of the
public too trusting of parents and other relatives or do professionals need to learn that
parents may wish to have physical contact with their children which s perfectly innocent
and does not involve some hidden motive such as their sexual gratification?

Should members of the public be taught that some awful things can happen to children
within the family? Is there a need for the public to be trained in the recognition of signs of
possible abuse? Or do professionals need to learn that child sexual abuse is not as great a
problem as they presently seem to believe? Should professionals be trained not to over-
react to what might well be innocent situations?

The results of the present research would suggest that the public's attention should be
drawn to the fact that children can be abused in situations in which they currently regard as
unlikely (eg within the family). However, this should be done in such a way as not 10
cause concern or to bring about the result of adults being afraid to have any contact with
their children lest their actions be misinterpreted.

In chapter one it was hypothesised that 1 possible case of CSA involving a boy victim
would be treated less serviously than if it involved a girl. One the basis of the literanure
reviewed in chapter one, it was thought that the research would prove that both the public
and professionals need to be made aware that a boy can be just as easily sexually abused
as a girl. However, from the main study it would appear that the literature is wrong since
the reality is that the gender of the victim makes no such difference to the attitudes of
professionals and it only makes a difference to the attitudes of the public in certain
sitvations. Gengrally speaking, it would seem that it is only in the less serious incidents
that the gender of the victim makes a difference to the likelihood of the public telling.
Therefore, while it would seem that the public do need to be alerted to the fact that they
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should not minimise the seriousness of a possible case of CSA becausc the victim is a
boy, it would appear that they do not need to be made aware of this to the extent that it
was originally thought might be necessary.

Previous research (Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis 1991) has argued the need for
educational programmes in the USA which emphasise that boys ¢an be sexually abused
and that they appear to suffer the same psychological trauma as fernales. The present
research would suggest that there is still a need for such programmes in Britain. Dhooper,
Royse & Wolfe (1991} have claimed that more general child abuse cducation programmes
are needed. Their research found that the public is willing to pay for prevention
programmes. They suggest that formal and informal education programmes should be
introduced which are:

...... aimed at increasing the public’s concern and responsibility regarding

child abuse, improving its understanding of how cases of abuse are generally

dealt with, and addressing its indifference and fear of gerting involved.’
{Dhooper, Royse & Wolfe 1991 pp.43-44)

Implications_for I

Chapter one introduced the social constructionist argument that the concept of child sexual
abuse has been constructed by our society - that CSA has only become a probiem in recent
years because of the way in which our society has thought and talked about it. Certainly,
there was evidence in both the prevalence study and the main study which could be used
to support the social constructionist argument.

The majority of the respondents in the prevalence study reported that they had not
regarded their experiences as CSA until some time after the abuse. Chapter Three
included a number of explanations which had been given by the respondents as to wiy
they had not told anyone about their experiences at the time. It was clear that it is only in
recent years that some respondents have come to label their experiences as abuse. While
this could have been because the respondents werc too young at the time to realise that
what was happening to them was abuse, it might be that they have only come to define
their experiences of abuse because of the attention which society has given to CSA in
recent years. Further evidence found in the prevalence study for the social constructionist
argument is that many of the responses given by those who claimed that they have been
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abused appeared to have been heavily scripted, in the sense that most respondents tended
to provide the same, standard answers.

The degree of consensus which was found amengst beth the public and the professionals
in the main study could also be used in support of the social constuctionist argument.
Social constructionists would argue that it is society's present concern with CSA which
led so many of the respondents in the main study to interpret the incidents described in the
questionnaire in terms of child sexual abuse. It would be interesting to know if such a
high degree of agrcement would be found amongst respondents if the study was repeated
in perhaps 5 or 10 years time. Will socicty be as concerned with CSA in future years, or
has interest in CSA reached an all time high?

It could be argued that the apparent discrepancy between the view taken in the literature
about the ignoring of possible cases of CSA because of the gender of the victim and the
findings of the present research supports the social constructionist argument. While the
literature suggests that the public are likely to ignore a possible case of CSA if the victim is
a boy, the research demonstrated that in certain incidents this is not akways the case.
Social consiructionists might argue that, in the short space of time since the literature
reviewed in this thesis was written, society has come to accept that it is possible for boys
to be sexually abused.

Chapter One outlined a number of theoretical perspeciives which have been developed to
explain why children are sexually abused. One of these perspectives is the feminist
account. As Chapter One states, the feminist approach explains CSA in tesms of the
inequalities of power which exist between men, women and children. Saraga (1993)
claims that males are encouraged to express their sexuality in terms of power, domination
and control. She writes that boys......

...... learn to objectify women and girls, and to view their sexuality as
something powerful that can be used to dominate, to compensate for feelings
of powerlessness, or to express anger. Boys have to make sense of their
sexuality within the context of ideologies of childhood, femininity and
masculinity which legitimate and encourage these feelings.

(Saraga 1993, p.70)

While incidents of CSA involving a male perpetrator and a female victim could certainly be
explained by the more extreme feminist accounts as exampies of males using their power
to abuse tfemales, it would be difficult to explain incidents in which it is a boy who is
abused or a woman who is the abuser in terms of extreme feminism. Yet previous
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research (eg Kelly, Regan & Burton 1991 or any of the prevalence studies cited in Chapter
One which included male samples) has clearly shown that boys can be sexnpally abused
and the present study found that the public were willing to recognise a possible case of
CSA in which the victim was male (although, admittedly, they were more willing to label
a situation as “sexual abuse” if the victim was female). The present study also found that
some of the public were willing to endorse cases of abuse where the perpetralor was a
woman and previous studies (eg Kelly, Regan & Burton 1991) have found that women do
sexually abuse children. The question which arises from this is how appropriaie is it to
apply the feminist explanation to these situations? There are different versions of the
feminist perspective: less extreme accounts explain CSA in terms of the abuse of power
and are not as concerned as the more extreme accounts are with the gender imbalance.,
Certainly, in all six incidents used in the present study the perpetrator was in a position of
power over the child: all perpetrators were older than their victims (some more so than
other) and a number were in 2 position of authority over the child (eg parent). It would
therefore seem appropriate to explain the incidents in which the victim was a boy and/or
the perpetrator a woman in terms of the perpetrator using his/her power over the victim to
encourage himy/her to take part in the act involved.

Implications for Future Research

Perhaps one of the main lessons te be learned from this research is the value of the
vignette technique in social research. While it is acknowledged that the use of the
technique can be problematic (see Chapter Two and the beginning of the present Chapter),
the main study clearly demonstrated that vignettes can be used successfully to explore
issues of an extremely sensitive nature which would be difficult 10 investigate using more
traditional research methods. The use of the technique should not, however, be rushed
into, since it is essential that careful consideration be given to the construction of the
vignettes (eg in terms of the wording of the vignettes and the order in which they are
presented to the respondent). The success of the present research was, in part, a result of
the time and effort which had been invested in the construction of the vignettes which
were used in the study.

Although a number of previous studies have been carried out inte public perceptions of
child sexual abuse, nearly all were conducted in the USA. A number of the findings of
the present study were in line with the results of those studies. For example, previous
studies have also found that the majority of their respondents have viewed most of
incidents used in their studies as abuse (eg Finkelhor & Redfield 1984 and Cruise et al
1994) and there are certain acts which the respendents of a number of studies have viewed
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as abusive (eg sexual intercourse and fondling the child’s sex organs/touching genitals,
Finkelhor & Redfield 1984 and Atteberry-Bennett 1987). A third finding from the present
research which is in common with the findings of previous studies is that male
respondents are less likely than female respondents to label as situation as “sexnal abuse™
(Finkelhor & Redfield 1984 and Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis 1991). A final resnlt of
previous research which was endorsed by the present research is that the public are less
likely to view a situation involving a female perpetrator and a male victim as abuse than an
incident involving a male perpetrator and a female victim (Atteberry-Bennett 1987,
Broussard, Wagner & Kazelskis 1991 and Finkelhor & Redficld 1984).

One of the findings of previous rescarch (Finkelhor & Redfield 1984) which was
endorsed by the present study is that the public appear to be less likely to take action over
certain incidents involving a child and a relative of the child than an incident which
involves a child and a stranger. This issue could be explored further in a future study by
using two seis of vignettes not unlike those used in the present study. However, instead
of varying the gender of the victim between versions of the vignettes, the relationship
between the child and the other person involved could be varied. So while one version of
the questionnaire might describe an incident involving the child's parent, the other version
would describe the same incident but involve an adult who was not related 1o the child.

Finkelthor & Redfield (1984) discovered that the incidents which they used in their study
were likely to be viewed as abusive if the older person was an adult. They also found that
incidents involving adolescents or young children were considered less abusive than
incidents which involved preadolescent victims. Unlike Finkelhor and Redfield, the
present study did not explore the effect of these variables on the likelihood of the incident
being told about. However, when the six incidents were ranked in order of the likelihood
of the respondents telling about them, there appeared to be no relationship between
whether the perpetrator was an adult and the likelihood of the incident being told about. It
was also found that the situations which involved the youngest victims were the incidents
which were most likely to be told about. The age of the perpetrator and the age of the
victim are two further issues which might usefully be explored in any future research
involving public perceptions of CSA.

The present study was, of course, primarily interested in public perceptions of abuse.
Because of this, only a small sample of professionals was used in the research. A future
study might involve a larger samiple of professionals. It would also be useful if the
sample included a wider range of professionals based in diffcrent occupational settings.
Al of the professionals involved in the present study were social workers. However, a
future study might include peolice officers, teachers, health visitors, General Practitioners
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and hospital staff based in an accident and emergency ward. While a number of other
researchers (eg Abrahams, Casey & Daro 1992, Birchall 1992, Fox & Dingwall 1983,
Giovannoni & Becerra 1979 and Willis & Wells 1988) have explored professional
attitndes towards incidents of possible child abuse, few have asked professionals about
what incidents they think the public should become involved in or who they think the
public should tell about these incidents.

-148-




APPENDIX 1:
Copy of Questionnaire used in Prevalence Study

UNIVERSITY
of
GLASGOW

Iam carrying out postgraduate sesearch into child sexual sbuse in the
Department of Social Policy and Social Work at the University of Glasgow.
This queslionnaire is an atternpt lo add to the present lack of knowledge about
certain aspects of child sexual abuse, and [ hope that you will heip by .
agreeing (o fill it in, Any information which you give wiil, of course, be *
treated in the strictest of confidence. :

The purpose of this questionnaire is twofold. Firstly, it is an sttempl to
calculate the approxinate percentage of the student population (both male and
female) who experienced sexual abuse as children. So whethcer or not you
were abused as a child (and whether or not you are male or female), it is
important that you complele as tuch as you can of this questionaaire,

The secowl pupose of this questionnaire is to gain access to a sample of male
students who were sexunally abused as cliidren and who are willing to take
part in a research interview. 11 you are 2 male who was sexually abused as 2
child and you are interested in \aking part in 2 research interview, then you
will be asked to provide your name and address at the end of the
questionnaire. This will only be used 1o make contact for the interview
(provided that you are sclected for interview) and will not be discussed with
anyone else. It may be that you were abused as a child but you are not willing
to lake part in an interview. I this is the case, then please still complete the
guestionnaire (otherwise an accurate calcufation of the abused population can
ot be made} - but leave the space for your nane and address blank.

Please do nat be put off by the length of thie questionnaire. Many of the
questions can be answered by simply placing a tick in the appropriate box,
and many peopie will find that they do not aced to answer all of the questions.

Filling in questionnaires like this can sometimes raise personal issves for the
people cornpleting (hem. 1f you would like to talk to someone eise about the
issnies raised in this questionnaire, then you may wish to contact the
Counselling and Advice team in the Student Services Department of your
University.

Thanking you in anticipation for you heip

Euan S McKay

DETARTMENV OF SOCIAi, roLIey & SOCIAL WYORK
Lilybank Tlouvve, Thile Ganitens, Clrgou GI2RART
Tilthane DEL 30 ROGS rap AGTH
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21 Are yoo Onfale OFemale

22 To which of the following age groups do yonr helong?
Ui6-1B 2321-30 Ci41.50 D60+
Qte-20 031-40 Q51-60

33 How wopuld you desciibe the occupatonnl piawp of the family in
which you grew up? (Tick wmare thon one answer f yon parents'
occupailons belonged to different groups)

Non-Mannal: OMonnperialiProfessional (eg lawyer, Baoker)
QOther Non-Manual {ep Nurse, Shop or Ollice Worker)
Manual; QO skilled/Foreman  (ep Phumber, Elccaiciang
" QB5emi-skiited/Unskilled (cg Stmeman, Reluse Collector)
Other; GUnemployed
O Retired .
QNol in pald employinent

Olber (please specify)

Q4 How would you describe your ethnic background?

DAsab QOBengladechi ODlack-Alrican O Back-Cnrribean
CiBlack-Othey OClinese Glndjan O Pakistant
CiwWhite QOLher {please specify)

Q5 To which religion do you belong?
O Hindy ewlsh QMuslim E1Sikh
QPsotestant ' ORoman Catholic TIOther (please specify)

Q6 Which subjects mre you sindylng at CnllegelUnivctsily?.

g

Q7 Before the ege of 16, did you ever axperience what you comsidered
then, or now, 1o be sexual abuse?
O Yes - please go 1o 08
D Unsure - please go to (8
UiNo - there is no need for you to answer any
Jather guestions, bur jt s siill imporient
that yon reimrn this questionnaire.
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Qf What form did e 2buse 1ake? (Tick wote han one box jf
- necessary}
QO Anolher person showing hisfier sex organs 10 you
D1 Yon showing your rex orpens io another peison
D Another person fouching your sex orgass
D Yon touching snother person’s sex organs
CI0ral sex
O Sexual inlercousse
CtAwal intcicuurse

C10ther {please specify)

' Tor (jffice
Use Only

QY To be answered only by repsondents who have ticked
more than one hox ta (08 ¢ DPlease indicate whick of the
expertences ticked in Q8 you found to be the most setlous by placing »
cross beside it In the questions which toliow you should refer only 10
the experience which you have placed # cross beside.

Q10 When did you [irst regaid the experience as Sexual abuse?
DAL the time Clieter

Q1% What age were you when (his expesience first happened?

- Q52 the expericuce happened more than once, aver what leagih of
thne did it continue?

Q13 Was the other person invelved in the experence..... LlMale
Ofemale

Q14 Was this other person... O Younper than you - please po 10 @15
. OThe saine ppe as you - please go to @l6
00ider than you - please go 10 Q15

€115 What was the diflerence in sges between Uiis oither person end
yoursz1i?

. years
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Q16 What was the relationship ol the other person to yon? -
- OUrandparent  OParent UStep-parent OSibling
QO Other telation OFiiend of the Family OFriend O feacher
D Suanger QOther (please specily)

Q17 Did you tell anyone sbout the expeilence while It was happening?
O Yes - please go 10 021 QMo - please go 10 QI8

Q18 If no, why did you pot tell anyone about the experience?

Q19 Did you tell anyone about the expericnce later?
UYes - please go 10 Q20 UNo - please go 10 ()23

Q20 How long alter the expetlence did you tell someone?

Q21 Who did you fjzst tell about the experience?
ORelation  QOFilend OTencher

TSocinl Worker
OPolice OOther (please specily)

Q22 Was the person relened to In Q2l......... O hiale OFemnle

Q23 On a scale of | 1o 5, how hatmiul did yon find the expetience?
U1 Nor harmed at all
Q2 Harmed a linle
U3 Harmed
Q4 Harmed quite badly
Q5 Harmed very badly

Q24 Males Only : Il yon me willing to take pat In & 1ksemich

interview, please wilte your name and addiess, in (hé space
provided below.
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APPENDIX 2:
Some examples of Vignettes:

{iy Brief Vignettes

Below are some examples of Birchall's shorter vigneties. The respondents were asked o
rate each vignette on a scale of ane 1o nine with one as the "least serious" and nine as the

"most serious”.

» The parents constantly compare their child with the younger sibling,
sometimes implying that the child is not really their own. The child
continually fights with other children.

» The parents always let their child run around the house and garden

without any clothes on.
= On one occasion the parent and the child engaged in sexual intercourse.

«  Although clean, the baby has a sore bottom and is difficult to feed. The
toddler is poorly clad and difficult to control but healthy.

o The parents immersed the child in a tub of hot water.

» On one occasion the parent fondied the child's genital area,

(i) More complex Vignettes
Below is an example of one of the more complex vignettes used by Birchall.

Stage 1
In the course of your duties, you hear that a neighbour has said the 6 month
old baby next door has chilblains on her hands and is often crying. The
mother is a 19 year old and has a toddler. She lives on Social Security and
her fuel had been cut off.

L The vignettes contained in this Appendix all come from Birchall's study {Birchall 1992).
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Stage 2:
You now learn that the baby Sarah is below the third centile in weight and
height. Margaret, the mother, says she is difficult to feed and is anxicus
about her. She is clean but has a sore bottom,

The toddler Jimmy is robust though not very warmly dresscd. He is very
active and rather rough with his toys and his mother.

Sarah had a bruise on her lower cheek,

Stage ¥
At Case Conference it emerges that Margaret has been depressed since
Sarah's bixth. Sarah's father walked out on her just before and left a pile of
debts. Ile still comes back about once a week for the night and they sleep
together. Margaret would like him back even though he sometimes beats her
for not keeping the children quiet.

Margaret is not cooking or feeding herself very well. She gives Jimmy fish
and chips and apples, which be eats wandering about outside the house.

"

At times she says she gets very angry with the children's "whining” demands
and crying. Two days ago the Day Nursery noticed that Jimmy had red
weals on his calves and ?fingertip bruises on his upper arm. He has several
bruises around his lower legs and on his forehead. Margaret admits she

wallops him on the bottom and she did hit his head when he wet his pants.

The baby's weight has fallen from 25th centile at birth to 3rd now. She has
had several minor chest infections and a recent diairhoea.

Maurgaret had a child by another father. The child was adopted after strong
suspicions that he had broken her arm and ribs when exasperated with her
crying at might. She parted from this man when she was expecting Jimmy
because she did not want any further difficulties with Social Services.

The social worker and health visitor have been weekly since the first message
2 months ago. Margaret has been willing to taik to them, but finds it difficulr
to folow their advice on the children's nceds. She has not told either of them
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much of this history, which has been collated from agency records. She says
she intends to attend a psychiatric Outpatient clinic soon.
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APPENDIX 3.

Copy of both_versions of the Questionnaire used in
Main Study

Version 1

e
i

\ foa’
UNIVERSITY
af
GLASGOW

QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE CARE
& PROTECTION OF CHILDREN

As a result of the increasing attention given to the topic, we have
ail become alerted to the sexual abuse of children. One of the
most difficult issues confronting workers dealing with child abuse
is deciding when or when not to act. There is the danger of over-
reacting to possible cases of abuse as well as ignoring them.

In this questionnaire you wiill beg presented with six brief
descriptions of incidests (based on real cases) involving children.
After reading each description, you will he asked to indicate on a
scaie of 1 to § how likely it is that you would tell someone about
each incident. If you do decide that action is appropriate, you will
be asked to say who it is that you would tell. There is space for
you to note any further comments which you might like ta make
about each incident (eg why you wauld or woutd net do anything
about it).

You might find it difficult to make a decisicn about some of the
incidents because of the fimited amount of information provided,
but this is often the reality for professionals and others working
in the child protaction field.

Because of the sequence of the questions, it is impontant that you
answer each question hefore you read the next one.

Thank you for giving w your time to compiete this questionnaire.

DETARSRENT OF SOCIAL POLICY & SOGIAL WORK
Lilmmk House, Rute Gardens, Claygow G132 SRT
Teleghoxe: 041-359 8855 Ext: 8828
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INCIDENT 1

John, a fourteen-year old boy who lives next door to you, has
told you that his mother has started coming into the bathroom

while he is taking a bath.

How likely is it that you wouid tell someone about this
incident? (Please place a tick in the appropriate box)

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

HINIRIRIN

g y’;au were {o tell someone about this incident, who would it
Y

(Please write}

Are there any further comments which you would like 1o make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 2

Eight-year-old Gillian (a friend of your daughter) teils you
that, while an the way home from schoof, she was accosted
by a twelve-year-old boy who lives in your neighbourhood.
The older boy threatened to beat up Gillian if she did not
masturbate him. Gillian was frightened of this older boy, and
complied,

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

[

5 Very likely
O 4 Likely

] 3 Unsure

£ 2 Unlikely

(3 7 Very uniikely

gy';nu were to tell someone about this incident, who would it
e’

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 3

Neil, your fiffeen-year-old nephew, tells you that he has
shared a bed with his mother since he was abaut seven years
old (the time when Neil's mother and father divorced). The
rationale for this was that his mother could not afford a
separate bed for him, although Neil's sister (who is three
years older than Neil) slept alone in a separate bed.

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

& Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

oo

ilafy;)u were {o tell someane about this incident, who would it
e’

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)




INCIDENT 4

One evening your daughter has a visit from her best friend
Ann. While Ann is in your house, she tefls you that her
brather crawled into her bed and started fondling her. Annis
nine years old, and her brother is fifteen. Ann said that she
felt both scared and excited when this happened.

How likely is it that you wouid tell someone about this
incident?

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

R{RRININ

if you were to tell someone about this incident, who would it
be?

(Please writg)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 5

Your nine-year-old son has been for a picnic with Stephen
;}one of his friends), in some local woods. When they come

ome, Stephen tells you that a man came up to him and
asked him if he would like to ‘go exploring’. When Stephen
said ‘'no', the man puliled him by the hand towards some
bushes. The man then cpened his trousers and pulfed out
his penis. He came towards Stephen telling him to hold it.
Stephen turned and ran away at that point.

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very uniikely

oogos

if you were {o tell someone about this incident, who would it
be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 6

Mary, a twelve-year-old member of a youth club which you
help 0 organise, tells you one day that she and her mother
have started doing aerobic exercises together. She tells you
that, after the aerobics, she and her mother massage each
otfier's body. While they are massaging each other's body,
they manipulate each other's genitals.

How likely is it that you would tefl someone about this
incident?

5 Very likely
4. Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

N

gyoou were ta tell someone about this incident, who would it
&7

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like o make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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FINALLY. SOME QUESTIONS
ABOQUT YOURSELF:

- Are you L1Male L IFemale

+ To which of the following age groups do you belong?

L118-19 [140-49 LA70+
L 120-29 {C150-59
130-39 [L[150-89

What is your occupation?
(Please write in)

Are you a Parent/Guardian? [dYes ALJNo
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Yersion 2

=
& 2
2D
B
UNIVERSITY

of
GLASGOW

QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE CARE
& PROTECTION OF CHILDREN

As a result of the increasing attention given to the topic, we have
all become alerted to the sexual abuse of chiidren. One of the
most difficuit issues confronting workers deating with child abuse
is deciding when or when not to act. Thare is the danger of over-
reacting to possible cases of abuse as well as ignoring them.

In this questionnaire you will be presented with six brief
descriptions of incidents (based o real cases) involving children.
After reading each description, you will be asked to indicate on a
scaie of 1 to 5 how likely it is that yoy wouid tell somecne about
each incident. If you do decide that action is appropriate, you will
be asked to say who it is that you would tell. There is space for
you to note any further comments which you might like to make
about each incident (eg why you would or would not do anything
about it).

You might find it difficul to make a decision about some of the
incidents because of the limited armaount of information provided,
but this is often the reality for professionals and others working
in the child praotection field,

Because of the sequence of the questions, it is important that you
answer each question before you read the next one.

Thank you for giving up your time to compiete this questionnaire.

DETARTMENT OF SOCIAL POLILY & SOCIAL WORK
Lilvbank Howse, Bute Gacdena, Clasgow G12 8T
Telsphona: 041389 8355 Bxe- G818
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INCIDENT 1

Jane, a fourteen-year old girl who lives next door to you, has

fold you that her father has started coming into the bathroom
while she is taking a bath.

How likely is it that you wouid tell someone about this
incident?  (Please place a tick in the appropriate box)

3 5 Very likely
L1 4 Likely
3 3 Unsure
- L3 2 Uniikely
C3 1 Very unlikely

g y'?u were to tell someone about this incident, who would it
e%

{Please write}

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 2

Eight-year-old Greg (a friend of your son) tells you that, while
on the way home from school, he was accosted by a twelve-
Vear-old boy who lives in your neighbourhicod. The older boy
threatened to beat up Greg if he did not masturbate him.
Greg was frightened of this older bay, and complied.

How likely is it that you would tell somecne about this
incident?

5 Very fikely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

Lo

If you were to were {o tell someone about this incident, who
would it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further commentis which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 3

Nicola, your fifteen-year-old nisce, tells you that she has
shared a bed with her father since she was about seven
years old (the time when Nicala's mother and father
divorced). The rationale for this was that her father could not
afford a separate bed for her, afthough Nicola's brother (who

is gwree years older than Nicola) slept alone in a separate
bed.

How likely is it that you would tell socmeone about this
_incident?

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

aoeng

f you were ta do tell somecne about this incident, who would
it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident? :

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 4

One evening your son has a visit from his best friend Alan.
While Alan is in your house, he tells you that his brother
crawled into his bed and started fondling him. Alan jis nine

years ofd, and his brother is fifteen. Alan said that he felt both
scared and excited when this happened.

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Uniikely

1 Very unfikely

IO

gy;::u were {o tell someone about this incident, wha would it
Y

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like {o make
about this incident?

(Pleasg write)
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INCIDENT 5

Your nine-year-old daughter has been for a picnic with Susan
(one of her friends), in some local woods. When they come
home, Susan tells you that a man came up to her and asked
her if she would like to ’%o exploring'. When Susan safd ‘no’,
the man pulled her by the hand towards some bushes. The
man then opened his trousers and pufled out his penis. He
came towards Susan telling her to hold it. Susan turned and
ran away at that point.

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

5 Very likely
4 Likely

3 Unsure

2 Unlikely

1 Very unlikely

nooon

If you were to were to tell someone about this incident, who
would it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT _6

Mike, a twelve-year-old member of a youth club which you
help fo organise, tefls you ong day that he and his father have
started lifting weights together. He tells you that, after the
exercises, he and his father massage each other's body.
While they are massaging each other’s body, they
manipulate each other’s genitals.

How likely is it that you would tell someone about this
incident?

Ul & Very likely
L1 4 Likely

] 3 Unsure

[ 2 Uniikely

L3 17 Very uniikely

If you were to tell someone about this incident, who wouid it
be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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FINALLY, SOME QUESTIONS
ABOUT YOQURSELF:

+ Are you LIMale L IFemale

To which of the following age groups do you belong?

L116-19 [2140-48 LA70+
L120-29 150-58
[130-39 [{160-69

What is your occupation?
{Please write in)

*

Are you a Parent/Guardian? JYes A1INo
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APPENDIX 4:

Copy of both versions of the Questionnaire used in
Study of Professionals

Version 1

g

:

T
b

TN
~E ;_'_,«(

UNIVERSITY
of
GLASGOW

&

QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE CARE
& PROTECTION OF CHILDREN

As a professional whose work is likely to involve deaiing with
suspected cases of chiid sexual abuse, you will be aware that one of
the most difficult issues confronting workers dealing with child
abuse is deciding when ar when not to act. There is the danger of
over-reacting to possible cases of abuse as well as ignoring them.

In this questionnaire you will be presented with six brief
descriptions ot incidents {based on real cases) in which a child
describes to an aduit an experience which he/she claims to have
had. After reading each description, you will be asked to indicate
on a scale of 1 to 5 how important you (as a professional} think it is
that the adult described in each incident tells someone else about
the claim which the child is making. If you do decide that action is
appropriate, you will be asked to say who it is that you think the
adult should tell. There is space for you to note any further
comments which you might like to make about each incident (eg
why you think that the adult should or should not do anything about
it).

You might find it difficult to make a decision about some of the
incidents because of the limited amount of information provided,
but this (of course) is often the reality for professionals and
others working in the child protection fietd.

Because of the sequence of the questions, it is important that you
answer each question before you read the next one.
Thank you for giving up your time to complete this questionnaire.

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL POLICY & SOCIAL WORK
filvbank [louse, Bute Gardeny, Glasgow G2 ART
Talephons: 041-399 8855 Ext-6B18
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INCIDENT _ 1

Fourteen-year-oid John tells the man who lives next door to
fiim that his mother has started coming into the bathroom
whife he is taking a bath.

How important da you think it is that the man telis someone
gbo;;t this incident? (Please place a tick in the appropriate
ox,

5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Not important at all

Oonn

If you think that the man should tell someone about this
incident, who should it be?

{Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

{Please write)
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INCIDENT 2

Eight-year-oid Gilfian tells her friend's mother that, while on
the way home from school, she was accosted by a twelve-
year-old boy who lives in the neighbourhood. The older boy
threatened to beat her up if she did not masturbate him.
Giflian was frightened of this older boy, and complied.

How important do you think it is that the friend's mother tells
someone about this incident?

5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Notimportant at all

aouoo

i you think that the friend's mother should tell someone about
this incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 3

Fifteen-year-oid Neil tells his uncle that he has shared a bed
with his mother since he was about seven years old (the time
when Neil's mother and father divorced). The rationale for
this was that his mother could not afford a separate bed for
him, aithough Neif's sister (who is three years older than him)
slept alone in a separate bed.

How important do you think it is that Neil's uncle telis
someone about this incident?

L 5 Veryimpertant
0 4 Important

1 3 Unsure

1 2 Notimportant

CJ 7 Notimportant at ail

If you think Neil's uncle should tell someone about this
incident, who should it be?

(Please wriie)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)

-175-




INCIDENT 4

One evening, Ann visits her best friend Jennifer. During the
visit, Ann tells Jennifer's mother that Ann's brother crawled
into Ann’s bed and started fondling her. Ann is nine years
old, and her brother is fifteen. Ann said that she felf both
scared and excited when this happened.

How important do you think it is that Jennifer's mother tells
someone about this incident?

5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Naot important at all

tooon

if you think that Jennifer's mother should tell someone about
this incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 5

Nine-year-old David has been for a picnic, in some local
woods, with his friend Stephen . When they come home,
Stephen tells David's father that a man came up to him and
asked him if he would like to ‘go exploring’. Tge man then
pulled Stephen by the hand fowards some bushes, opened
his trousers and pulled out his penis. He fold Stephen to hold
it. At that point, Stephen turned and ran away.

How important do you think it is that David's father tells
someone about this incident?

O 5 Very important
O 4 Important
0 3 Unsure

[ 2 Notimportant

[ 1 Notimportant at all

If you think that David's father should teli someone about this
incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 6

One day, twelve-year-old Mary tells one of her youth club
leaders that she and her mother have started doing aerobic
exercises together. She says that, after the aerobics, they
massage each other's bodies. While they are massaging
each other's bodies, they manipulate each other's genitals.

How important do you think it is that the youth club leader
tells someone about this incident?

3 5 Very important
I 4 important

L] 3 Unsure

O 2 Nofimportant

[ 1 Not important at all

if you think that the youth club leader should tell someone
about this incident, who shouid it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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FINALLY, SOME QUESTIONS ABOUT

YOURSELF:

How much of your work is concerned with children who
have/may have been sexually abused?

LJMost/All
A_1Some
JJLittle/None

Are you [IMate L JFemale

To which of the fol!owin[%age groups do you belong?

116-19 40-49 {170+
A_120-29 {150-59
LJ130-39 L360-69

Are you a Parent/Guardian? LlYes L INo
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VYersion 2

[

4
)

.

UNIVERSITY
of
GLASGOW

QUESTIONNAIRE ON THE CARE
& PROTECTION OF CHILDREN

As a professional whose work is likely to involve dealing with
suspected cases of child sexual abuse, you will be aware that vne of
the mast difficult issues confronting workers dealing with child
abuse is deciding when or when not to act. There is the danger of
over-reacting to possible cases of abuse as well as ignoring them,

In this questionnaire you will be presented with six brief
descriptions of incidents (based on real cases) in which a child
describes to an adult an experience which hefshe claims to have
had. After reading each description, you will be asked tc indicate
on a scaie of 1 to 5 how important you (as a professional) think it is
that the adult described in each incident tells someone else about
the claim which the child is making. [f you do decide that action is
appropriate, you will be asked to say who it is that you think the
adult should tell. There is space for you to note any further
comments which you might like to make about each incident (eg
why you think that the adult should or shouid not do anything about
it}.

You might find it difficult to make a decision about some of the
incidents Decause of the limited amount of infarmation provided,
but this (of course) is often the reality for professionals and
others working in the child protection field.

Because of the sequence of the guestions, it is important that you

answer each question hefore you read the next one.

Thank ycu for giving up your time to complete this questionnaire.
NEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL POLICY & SOCIAL WORK

Lilybznk Hawse, Bure Gardens, Clasgow G12 8RT
“Telephone: 041-359 8955 £x0 6B 18
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INCIDENT 1

Fourteen-year-old Jane tells the woman whao lives next door

to her that her father has started coming into the bathroom
while she is taking a bath.

How important do you think it is that the woman telis

someone about this incident? (Please place a tick in the
appropriate boxj

&5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Notimportant at all

pooog

if you think that the woman should tell someone about this
incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 2

Eight-year-old Greq tells his friend's father that, while on the
way home from schoof, he was accosted by a twelve-year-okd
boy who lives in the neighbourhood. The older boy
threatened to beat him up if he did not masturbate him. Greg
was frightened of this older boy, and complied.

How important do you think it is that the friend’s father tells
someone about this incident?

L1 & Veryimportant
(2 4 Important

{1 3 Unsure

3 2 Notimportant

[ 7 Not important at af

If you think that the friend's father should teli someone about
this incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like o make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 3

Fifteen-year-old Nicola tells her aunt that she has shared a
bed with her father since she was about seven years old (the
time when Nicola's mother and father divorced). The
rationale for this was that her father could not afford a
separate bed for her, although Nicola’s brother (who is three
years older than her) slept alone in a separate bed.

How important do you think it is that Nicola's aunt tells
someone about this incident?

5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Not important at all

quoo

if you think that Nicola’s aunt should tell someone about this
incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 4

One evening, Alan visits his best friend James. During the
visit, Alan tells James' father that Alan's brother crawled info
Alan’s bed and started fondling him. Alan is nine years old,
and his brother is fifteen. Alan said that he felt both scared
and excited when this happened.

How important do you think it is that James’ father tells
someone about this incident?

O] 5 Very important
L] 4 Important

1 3 Unsure

(2 2 Not important
1 Notimportant at all

If you think that James’ father should tell someone about this
incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like o make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 5

Nine-year-old Debbie has been for a picnic, in some local
woods, with her friend Susan. When they come home,
Susan tells Debbie's mother that a man came up to her and
asked her if she would like to 'go exploring’. The man then
pulled Susan by the hand towards some bushes, opened his
trousers and pulled out his penis. He told Susan to hold it. At
that point, Susan turned and ran away.

How important do you think it is that Debbie’s mother tells
someone about this incident?

5 Very important

4 Important

3 Unsure

2 Not important

1 Not important at afl

arnao

If you think that Debbie’s mother should tell someone about
this incident, who should it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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INCIDENT 6

One day, twelve-year-old Mike tells one of his youth club
leaders that he and his father have started lifting weights
together. He says that, after the exercises, he and his father
massage each other's bodies. While they are massaging
sach other's bodies, they manipulate each other's genitals.

How important do you think it is that the youth club leader
teils someone about this incident?

L1 5 Very important
0J 4 Important

3 3 Unsure

£l 2 Notimportant

[1 7 Notimportant at all

If you think that the youth club leader should tell someone
abodut this incident, who shauld it be?

(Please write)

Are there any further comments which you would like to make
about this incident?

(Please write)
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FINALLY., SOME QUESTIONS ABOUT
YOURSELF:

« How much of your work is concerned with children who
have/may have been sexually abused?
IMast/All

.L1Some
L ILittle/None

« Are you [Male L IFemale

- To which of the foilowinl%age groups do you belong?

[J16-19 40-49 L 170+
J_120-29 L 150-59
J130-39 J{160-69

« Are you a Parent/Guardian? Yes LINo
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APPENDIX 3

Table summarising Results of Main_Stud
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