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SUMMARY. Child victimization is a serious and on-going problem in the United States and throughout the world. In 2000, an estimated 900,000 children were victims of abuse and neglect in the United States. New and different responses to child maltreatment will have to be developed and implemented in response to the increasingly diverse contexts and situations within which maltreatment occurs. Emerging trends in adult-child boundary violations are explored within this volume from a cross-section of disciplines, including law, sociology, criminal justice, psychology, and health services. The selections analyze issues critical to child maltreatment and offer intriguingly different perspectives of present and future issues related to child abuse. [Article copies available for a fee from The Haworth Document Delivery Service: 1-800-HAWORTH. E-mail address: <docdelivery@haworthpress.com> Website: <http://www.HaworthPress.com> © 2003 by The Haworth Press, Inc. All rights reserved.]
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In 2000, an estimated 900,000 children were victims of abuse and neglect in the United States (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2002). Figure 1 illustrates the trend in child maltreatment between 1990 and 2000. The 2000 victimization rate shows a small but noticeable one-year increase in victimization over the 1999 rate per 1000 children. The new data from 2001 show this same trend; however, this increase may have been unduly influenced by population estimates (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2002, 2003). Comprehending facts and figures about the incidence of child maltreatment in America can be overwhelming. Is abuse increasing or decreasing? Is the latest bump in the rate of victimization “real,” or is the increase the result of different reporting standards? Indeed, the research of Murray Strauss and Richard Gelles (1986) remind us of the danger of reading too much into official statistics on child abuse.

[image: ]Figure 1.. Trend in Child Victimization Rates, 1990-2000 Source: U.S. Departmentof Health and Human Services, Administration on Children, Youth and Families. ChildMaltreatment2000. (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 2002).

Our goal in this volume is not to challenge or even dwell on discrepancies between subjective self-reports and objective reality. Rather, our goal is to make the reader aware of the changing context of child maltreatment. Generally, the primary role of adults in society is to protect and nurture children. At the same time, a boundary exists that socially, psychologically, and legally demarcates the division between adulthood and childhood. Child maltreatment occurs when traditional boundaries between adult and child are blurred or broken. In its most fundamental sense and for all times and places, child abuse is a boundary violation or a situation in which an adult disrupts, eliminates, or minimizes the traditional social, psychological, and legal distances between themselves and a child. More broadly, boundary violations occur when, for example, a therapist has sexual relations with a patient, or a high school coach becomes romantically involved with a student. The boundary can also be broken when a parent physically abuses or neglects their child.

The setting and context for adult-child boundary violations is changing and expanding. As technology further develops (e.g., the Internet), so too will the opportunity for adult-child boundary violations. If we get mired in extensive dialogue on the veracity of self-report data, we will fail to appreciate or understand the one objective reality about child abuse: constant change. As new ideologies (e.g., lowering the age of majority) and technologies develop, so too will the shape and contours of child maltreatment. In his classic book Wayward Puritans, Kai Erikson (1966) clearly illustrated that the devil comes in many shapes and forms, and the boundaries of deviant behavior were fluid depending on the historical era; that is, deviance (and criminality) was a moving target. In short, it is up to us to fully examine these changing contexts and situations in an effort to understand where and how adult-child boundary violations occur. Accordingly, new and different responses to child maltreatment will have to be developed and implemented in response to the increasingly diverse contexts and situations within which these violations occur.

In the ensuing selections of this volume, new and emerging trends in adult-child boundary violations are explored from a cross-section of disciplines, including law, sociology, criminal justice, psychology, and health services. The selections analyze issues critical to child maltreatment and offer intriguingly different perspectives of present and future issues related to child abuse.

The first section deals with emerging issues in child victimization. Kimberly J. Mitchell, David Finkelhor, and Janis Wolak present original research findings in “Victimization of Youths on the Internet.” The chapter presents findings from the Youth Internet Safety Survey. The survey is a nationally representative study of 1501 youth, aged 10-17, that use the Internet regularly. Nineteen percent of the youth reported that in the previous year, they were the victims of an unwanted sexual solicitation. One-quarter reported an unwanted exposure to sexual material, and 6% had been harassed online. The data further suggested that youth encounter a substantial quantity of offensive episodes while online. Mitchell and colleagues conclude that a comprehensive strategy is needed to respond to the problem that would reduce the quantity of offensive behavior, better shield youth from its occurrence, increase the level of reporting, and provide more help to youth and families to protect them from any consequence.

In “Children as Victims of War and Terrorism,” Judith A. Myers-Walls explores the tragic consequences of war and terrorism. Sadly, war and terrorism victimize all people in a country, group, or area, but disputes in recent decades (e.g., Somalia, Chechnya, Yugoslavia) are especially likely to impact children and families. Children can experience wars by being in the war zone, by being in countries that deploy military personnel to a war zone, by suffering from the consequences of military expenses and economic warfare, by experiencing war and terrorism from a distance through media, or by suffering from indoctrination and the building of enemy images. Myers-Walls reviews what researchers have discovered about the unique risks associated with each of those categories and recommends promising solutions.

The current paradigm concerning research on child maltreatment involves the collection of individual incidents of this activity. Researchers then transform individual-level data into percentages, rates, or other numerical forms for statistical analysis. In “No Safe Place: Assessing Spatial Patterns of Child Maltreatment Victimization,” Derek J. Paulsen argues that the traditional paradigm of research might not be the most informative methodology. He also suggests that little is known about spatial patterns of child maltreatment. Paulsen thus examines the spatial patterns of child maltreatment victimization and their ecological causes. Specifically, his original research seeks to determine the answer to three important questions regarding the spatial nature of child maltreatment victimization: First, are child maltreatment victimizations concentrated within certain parts of cities? Second, are there different spatial patterns for child abuse, child neglect, and juvenile assault victimization locations? Finally, how well does ecological theory explain the incidence of child abuse, child neglect, and juvenile assault victimization at the neighborhood level? He concludes with a discussion of how spatial analysis of child maltreatment expands our understanding of the issue.

Bette L. Bottoms, Michael Nielsen, Rebecca Murray, and Henrietta Filipas examine “Religion-Related Child Physical Abuse: Characteristics and Psychological Outcomes.” Their research is very timely given the recent scandal of priest sexual abuse within the American Catholic Church. Bottoms and her colleagues contend that religious beliefs can foster, encourage, and even justify child abuse. Religious motivations for child abuse and neglect, however, have been virtually ignored in social science research. In this chapter, the authors compare victims’ retrospective reports of religion-related physical child abuse to other reported cases of child physical abuse. They describe in statistical detail the nature and circumstances of the abuse, characteristics of victims and perpetrators, and the spiritual and psychological impact of the abuse. The authors point out that although the basic characteristics of religion-related physical abuse are similar to non-religion-related physical abuse, religion-related abuse has significantly more negative implications for its victims’ long-term psychological well-being.

In “The Pedophile and the Pious: Towards a New Understanding of Sexually Offending and Non-Offending Roman Catholic Priests,” Gerard J. McGlone provides essential background information and a historical understanding of this serious problem within the Roman Catholic and other faith-based communities in the United States.

Selections in the next section focus on recent trends in response to child victimization. Medical professionals are among the first to respond to claims of child maltreatment. Vincent J. Palusci's selection, entitled “The Role of Health Care Professionals in the Response to Child Victimization,” serves as an introduction to the many roles of health care professionals in the assessment, care, and treatment of child victimization. Palusci concentrates on those professionals caring for the physical health of victims of child abuse and neglect, although there are many similarities between child maltreatment and other family violence victims. In reviewing the health impact of maltreatment and the historical contributions of health care professionals, Palusci discusses the roles that health care disciplines play in clinical care, training, research, and advocacy, and their interaction with the community's child welfare, legal, and criminal justice systems.

Christina M. Bruhn addresses “Children with Disabilities: Abuse, Neglect, and the Child Welfare System.” She notes that children in state custody as a result of abuse and neglect are more likely to have problems with health, cognitive development, and psychosocial development than children in the general population and, on average, are more likely to suffer from chronic health problems than children in poverty. This is the case because children in state custody are likely to have been exposed to maternal substance abuse, community and domestic violence, and poverty. These conditions, particularly poverty, may result in numerous risks to a child's development. Finally, children with disabilities are more likely to experience abuse than children in the general population. Given these high proportions of children in child welfare systems with such conditions, greater attention must be paid to the service needs of such children and the state of service delivery. Children are entitled to appropriate services via a number of separate mandates. Such services have the potential to enhance developmental outcomes. However, recognition of the needs of children in out-of-home care occurs at painfully low rates, and linkage to and delivery of appropriate services occurs at even lower rates. This may be the case for a variety of reasons, including those having to do with the structure of policies. Recommendations for policy review at state and federal levels are offered along with direction for future research.

The chapters in the last section of the book explore emerging legal issues pertaining to child victimization. Jeff Maahs examines “Fetal Homicide: Emerging Statutory and Judicial Regulation of Third-Party Assaults Against the Fetus.” Under common law, a crime resulting in the death of a fetus that was viable but not “born alive” was viewed as a transgression less serious than murder. Accordingly, courts did not allow parents to bring wrongful death suits for the death of a fetus. In the past decade, however, several states have amended their criminal or civil statutes to include the specific crime of “feticide” or “fetal homicide,” and the federal government is considering similar legislation. Maahs examines the history and current status of criminal and civil law regarding the third-party killing of a fetus.

A critical legal issue involves child-victim testimony in the courtroom. The right of the accused to confront witnesses against them is one of our most cherished constitutional rights. A potential problem arises, however, when the witness is a child victim. In “Legal and Social Issues Surrounding Closed-Circuit Television Testimony of Child Victims and Witnesses,” Katherine J. Bennett explores the issues surrounding child victim testimony. Facing the alleged offender in court and the experience itself of testifying in an open court with dozens of onlookers are acutely difficult. The effect on children may be traumatic, with the potential to produce substantial psychological and emotional harm.

In the past decade, various court procedures have been implemented in the United States in an effort to minimize these effects. Court procedures can include erecting screens to shield the child victim or witness, presenting videotaped testimony, or testifying via one-way or two-way closed-circuit television. Closed-circuit television testimony (CCVT), which is especially controversial, involves both legal issues surrounding the constitutionality of such testimony and social issues regarding its effectiveness. Substantial variation across states in provisions for CCVT for child witnesses is problematic. Consideration is given to how social science research directly influenced the Supreme Court's decision in Maryland v. Craig (1990), and the current state of research regarding use of CCTV and court outcomes.

In the final chapter, “Addressing Family Violence Within Juvenile Courts: Promising Practices to Improve Intervention Outcomes,” Sarah M. Buel examines teen-perpetrated domestic violence. She suggests that family violence is prevalent within juvenile court caseloads, yet often is not identified within intake and disposition. Buel discusses model programs emerging in juvenile courts specifically addressing these issues. Additionally, a comparative analysis of the drug court trend is explored in the context of its applicability for specialized family violence applications in the Juvenile Court. Lastly, this chapter provides an overview of the King County (Washington) Juvenile Court's Step-Up program and the Santa Clara County (California) Juvenile Court's Family Violence program, followed by the process by which the Travis County (Texas) Juvenile Court has implemented a program similar to these models.

In conclusion, child victimization is a serious and on-going problem in the United States and throughout the world. There will be no shortage of issues to be discussed, researched, and debated, especially as new situations and contexts for child victimization emerge. Whether or not the incidence of child victimization goes up or down, we hope that the chapters in this publication will make a positive contribution to the understanding of the dynamics of child victimization in the present and future.

Janet L. Mullings

James W. Marquart

Deborah J. Hartley
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SUMMARY. The Youth Internet Safety Survey is a nationally representative study of 1501 youth, aged 10-17, who use the Internet regularly. In the past year, 19% of youth reported an unwanted sexual solicitation, 25% reported an unwanted exposure to sexual material, and 6% had been harassed online. Data suggest that youth encounter a substantial quantity of offensive episodes, and a comprehensive strategy to respond to the problem would aim to reduce the quantity of offensive behavior, better shield youth from its occurrence, increase the level of reporting, and provide more help to youth and families to protect them from any consequence. [Article copies available for a fee from The Haworth Document Delivery Service: 1-800-HAWORTH. E-mail address: <docdelivery@haworthpress.com> Website: < http://www.HaworthPress.com > © 2003 by The Haworth Press, Inc. All rights reserved.]



KEYWORDS. Internet, adolescence, pornography, victimization, harassment, online safety




Introduction

The Internet is quickly becoming an integral element in the lives of many children, adolescents, and adults. Internet use has dramatically increased throughout the entire United States population over the last several years (U.S. Department of Commerce, 2002). This increase is readily apparent among youths, a population known for enthusiastically embracing new technology. In 1998 and 2001, an increase from 4.1% to 14.3% was seen among 3-4 year olds; 16.8% to 38.9% among 5-9 year olds; 39.2% to 65.4% among 10-13 year olds; and 51.2% to 75.6% among 14-17 year olds. The Internet provides youths with many exciting experiences, including education, entertainment, and communication, opportunities that this population readily embraces. A great majority of teens (12-17 years old) use the Internet to communicate, with 92% reporting sending or reading e-mail, 74% sending Instant Messages, and 55% visiting chat rooms (Lenhart, Raine, & Lewis, 2001). Many also go online to gather information. Sixty-nine percent use the Internet to look for information on hobbies, 68% for news, 66% to research a product or service before buying it, 47% check sports scores, 26% look for health information, and 18% look for information on a topic that is hard to talk about. Finally, youths also use the Internet for entertainment, with 84% surfing the Web for fun, 83% visiting entertainment sites, 66% playing or downloading games, and 59% listening to music.

Unfortunately, the Internet can also be a tool for bothering, harassing, and/or committing crimes against children. It is not uncommon to hear media reports of youths being sexually solicited or harassed online or having easy access to pornography, whether they want it or not. These occurrences have led to a concern among families, professionals, and policy makers, leading them to question what can be done to help protect youth from these types of situations. The first step toward a complete understanding of youth and their experiences and safety online is to get a get a complete picture of what youth experience and how often.

The present study, funded by the U.S. Congress through the National Center for Missing & Exploited Children, was developed to address this issue. The Youth Internet Safety Survey (YISS) relies upon interviews with youths and parents about experiences using the Internet. Specifically, it provides a base national estimate of how many youths (aged 10-17) experienced unwanted exposure to sexual material, sexual solicitations, and harassment on the Internet “in the past year.” The study also examines characteristics of the youths, perpetrators, incidents, and impacts of such experiences, along with household rules and concerns.

This study does not seek to contradict or lessen the benefits the Internet can offer, but it does draw attention to the potential dangers associated with its use. The Internet is certain to continue to play a large role in the lives of Americans, specifically children and adolescents. Therefore, it is important to highlight the need for private and public initiatives to raise awareness and provide solutions.




Methods


Participants

The Youth Internet Safety Survey,1 sponsored by the National Center for Missing & Exploited Children, conducted telephone interviews between August 1999 and February 2000 to gather information from a national sample of 1501 young people (796 boys and 705 girls), ages 10-17, who were regular Internet users. Table 1 details the demographic characteristics of the sample. In the survey “regular” Internet use was defined as “using the Internet at least once a month for the past six months on a computer at home, school, a library, someone else's home, or some other place.” The researchers chose this definition to exclude “occasional” Internet users and, at the same time, to include a range of both “heavy” and “light” users. Prior to each youth interview, a shorter interview was conducted with a parent or guardian in the household. Thus, the study was able to determine regular Internet use by youth initially by questions to the parent or guardian, before confirming this regularity during the youth interview.

Table 1. Youth and Household Characteristics † (N = 1501)	
Characteristic
		
% All Youth

	
Age of youth
	
	
•
	
10
	
 4%

	
•
	
11
	
 8%

	
•
	
12
	
11%

	
•
	
13
	
15%

	
•
	
14
	
16%

	
•
	
15
	
18%

	
•
	
16
	
17%

	
•
	
17
	
13%

	
Sex of youth
	
	
•
	
Male
	
53%

	
•
	
Female
	
47%

	
Race of youth
	
	
•
	
Non-Hispanic White
	
73%

	
•
	
Black or African American
	
10%

	
•
	
American Indian or Alaska Native
	
 3%

	
•
	
Asian
	
 3%

	
•
	
Hispanic White
	
 2%

	
•
	
Other
	
 7%

	
•
	
Don't know/Refused
	
 2%

	
Marital status of parent/guardian
	
	
•
	
Married
	
79%

	
•
	
Divorced
	
10%

	
•
	
Single/Never married
	
 5%

	
•
	
Living with partner
	
 1%

	
•
	
Separated
	
 2%

	
•
	
Widowed
	
 2%

	
Youth lives with both biological parents
	
64%

	
Highest level of completed education in household
	
	
•
	
Not a high school graduate
	
 2%

	
•
	
High school graduate
	
21%

	
•
	
Some college education
	
22%

	
•
	
College graduate
	
31%

	
•
	
Post college degree
	
22%

	
Annual household income
	
	
•
	
Less than $20,000
	
 8%

	
•
	
$20,000 to $50,000
	
38%

	
•
	
$50,000 to $75,000
	
23%

	
•
	
More than $75,000
	
23%

	
Type of community
	
	
•
	
Small town
	
28%

	
•
	
Suburb of large city
	
21%

	
•
	
Rural area
	
20%

	
•
	
Large town (25,000 to 100,000)
	
15%

	
•
	
Large city
	
14%



Note: Categories that do not add to 100% are due to rounding and/or missing data.
†All the data in this table are based on questions asked of the parent/guardian with the exception of the information on race.
The survey sample does not represent all youths within the United States because Internet use was not evenly distributed among the population during the time period in question. Internet users tended to have higher incomes and more education than non-Internet users, and among lower income groups, Internet users were more likely to be White, although racial difference was disappearing at higher income levels (National Public Radio, 2000). However, the sample is representative of the population of Internet-using youths in the United States and can therefore be used to extrapolate population estimates to this population (see Appendix A).




Procedures

Households with children in the target age group were identified through another much larger household survey, the Second National Incidence Study of Missing, Abducted, Runaway, and Thrownaway Children (NISMART 2), conducted by the Institute of Survey Research at Temple University between February and December 1999. This was a random digit dial sample of United States household phone numbers randomly generated using GENESYS, a commercial database maintenance and retrieval system (Hammer, Finkelhor, & Sedlak, 2002). NISMART 2 interviewers screened more than 180,000 telephone numbers to identify 16,000 households with children aged eighteen and younger. Telephone numbers for households including young people aged nine through seventeen were forwarded to interviewers for the YISS.

Staff of the experienced national survey research firm Schulman, Ronca, and Bucuvalas, Inc., conducted interviews for the YISS. They first screened for regular Internet use by a child in the household aged 10-17. In doing so, they defined Internet use itself as “connecting a computer or a TV to a phone or cable line to use things like the World Wide Web and e-mail.” The interviewers identified the children who used the Internet most often in the household and then asked to speak with the parents or guardians who knew the most about these children's Internet use. They then conducted short interviews with these individuals about household rules and parental concerns about Internet use, as well as about demographic characteristics. Finally they asked permission to speak with the previously identified youths. The interviewers assured parents and guardians of the confidentiality of the interviews, told them that young participants would receive checks for $10, and in formed them frankly that the interviews would include questions about “sexual material your child may have seen.”

With parental consent, the interviewers described the study to the children and obtained their verbal consent. The subsequent youth interviews lasted about half an hour. They were scheduled at the convenience of youth participants and arranged for times when they could talk freely and confidentially. Researchers constructed questions that invited mostly short, one-word youth responses that would not reveal anything meaningful to persons overhearing any portions of the conversations. Where the study required longer answers, they were prefaced with the statement, “This may be something private. If you feel you can talk freely, or move to a place where you can talk freely, please tell me what happened.” The interviewers did not press youths for answers. They promised complete confidentiality and told them that they could skip any questions that they did not want to answer and could stop the interview at any time. As promised, youth respondents received checks for $10, as well as brochures about Internet safety.






Results


Participation Rate

In total, 6594 household phone numbers were forwarded from the NISMART-2 survey to YISS researchers. All of these numbers were dialed. No contact was made with 3148 (47.7%) of the households, including un-active residential phone numbers at the time of the survey, households with a non-English-speaking caregiver or a caregiver that was unavailable for an extended period of time, and households that did not answer the phone or were in call-back status at the end of the data collection period. Of the 3446 households where contact was made, 874 (25.4%) refused to screen for the study. Seventy-five percent of these households (N = 2572) completed the eligibility screen for the study. The majority of households qualified for study participation, representing 72% (N = 1857) of those screened. Eighty-two percent (N = 1501) of eligible households completed the survey (Finkelhor, Mitchell, & Wolak, 2000). The 18% of eligible households that did not participate are as follows: 5% of parents in eligible households refused to complete the adult questionnaire, 11% completed the interview and then refused to allow their child to participate, 2% of youth refused to participate after the adult had granted permission, and 1% of eligible households were in ‘call-back’ status when the survey period ended.




Patterns of Youth Internet Use

Of the 1501 youths interviewed, nearly three-quarters (74%) had access to the Internet at home. Youths also used the Internet in a number of other locations, including school (73%), other households (68%), and public libraries (32%). The great majority (86%) used the Internet in more than one location. At the time of the interviews, most youths (76%) had last used the Internet during the previous week, with 10% reporting Internet use in the previous two weeks and 14% in the previous month or more. In a typical week 29% spent one day or less online, 40% used the Internet two to four days, and 31% went online five to seven days. Sixty-one percent of the interviewed youth spent one hour or less online on a typical day when they used the Internet, with 26% spending one to two hours and 13% spending more than two hours in a typical day.




Overall Incidence of Online Victimization

The study asked youths about unwanted sexual solicitations or approaches, unwanted exposures to sexual material, and harassment during the year prior to the interview. Figure 1 shows the incidence of each type of online victimization.
[image: ]Figure 1. Online Victimization in the Past Year



Sexual Solicitation and Approaches

With so many young people socializing on the Internet, a key law-enforcement concern has been the access and anonymity that the Internet gives to persons who might want to exploit youths sexually. The YISS confirms that large numbers of youths are sexually propositioned online, although such propositions do not always come in the form of the most frightening law-enforcement stereotypes. Namely, these stereotypes often involve youths who meet an adult stranger online, meet them in person, and are subsequently sexually assaulted.

To assess the problem of sexual exploitation on the Internet, the survey asked youths about four kinds of potentially dangerous online incidents: (1) sexual approaches, when “someone on the Internet tried to get them to talk about sex when they did not want to” or “asked for sexual information about them when they did not want to answer such questions, very personal questions like what their body looked like or sexual things they had done”; (2) sexual solicitations from people online who “asked them to do something sexual they did not want to do,” such as asking them to engage in “cybersex”; (3) close friendships formed online with adults, including those involving sexual overtures; and (4) encouragements by people they met online to run away, a ploy apparently favored by some individuals looking for vulnerable youth. In the context of these questions, sexual solicitations and approaches were defined as “requests to engage in sexual activities or sexual talk or to give personal sexual information that were unwanted or, whether wanted or not, made by an adult” (see Appendix B for further details).

According to this definition, the survey determined that approximately one in five of the youths interviewed (19%) had received an unwanted sexual solicitation or approach in the previous year. Not all of these episodes were disturbing to the recipients; however, 5% of youths (one in four of those solicited) reported a solicitation that left them feeling very or extremely upset or afraid; the study termed these cases distressing incidents.

In order to assess solicitations that appeared to pose a higher risk to youths based on their potential to carry over into offline contact, the study identified aggressive sexual solicitations, defined as “solicitations involving offline contact with the perpetrator through regular mail, by telephone, or in person, or attempts or requests for offline contact.” Three percent of youths (one in seven of all the solicitations) reported these more serious aggressive sexual solicitations.




Unwanted Exposure to Sexual Material

While it is easy to access pornography on the Internet, what makes the Internet appear particularly risky to many parents is the impression that young people can encounter pornography there inadvertently. It is common to hear stories about children researching school reports or looking up movie stars and finding themselves subjected to offensive depictions or descriptions.

To assess the problem of unwanted exposure to sexual material, the survey asked youths about two kinds of online experiences: (1) while “conducting an online search or surfing the web, finding themselves in a website that showed pictures of naked people or of people having sex when they did not want to be in that kind of site”; and (2) “opening an e-mail or Instant Message or a link in a message that showed them actual pictures of naked people or people having sex that they did not want.” In the context of the survey, unwanted exposure to sexual material was defined thus: “without seeking or expecting sexual material, being exposed to pictures of naked people or people having sex when doing online searches, surfing the web, opening e-mail or e-mail links” (see Appendix B for further details).

One quarter (25%) of the surveyed youths had at least one such unwanted exposure to pictorial sexual material in the previous year. Seventy-one percent of these exposures occurred while the youths were searching or surfing the Internet, and 28% occurred while they were opening e-mails or clicking on links in e-mail or Instant Messages. Because exposure to sexual images, even when unwanted, is not necessarily offensive, the study designated a category of distressing exposures to identify specific situations in which youths found an exposure to such materials very or extremely upsetting. Six percent of youths reported distressing exposures to sexual material on the Internet in the previous year.




Harassment

Although less publicized than sexual solicitation and unwanted exposure to sexual material, other threatening and offensive behaviors have been directed on the Internet to youths, including threats to assault or harm them, their friends, their families, or their property and efforts to embarrass or humiliate them. Once again, the concern of parents and other officials is that the anonymity of the Internet may make it a fertile territory for such behaviors.

To assess the problem of harassment on the Internet, the survey asked youths about two kinds of incidents: (1) “feeling worried or threatened because someone was bothering or harassing them online”; and (2) “having someone using the Internet to threaten or embarrass them by posting or sending messages about them for other people to see.” Accordingly, the study defined harassment as “threats or other offensive behavior (not sexual solicitations) sent online to the youth or posted online for others to see” (see Appendix B for further details).

Six percent of youths were the targets of threats or other kinds of offensive behavior that we termed harassment. A third of these youths, or 2% of the total sample, reported distressing incidents, that is, harassment that left them feeling very or extremely upset or afraid.




Targets of Victimization


Youth Targets for Sexual Solicitations

Girls were targeted for sexual solicitation at almost twice the rate of boys (66% versus 34%), but, given that girls are often thought to be the exclusive targets of sexual solicitation, the sizable percentage of boys is important (see Figure 2). More than three quarters of targeted youth (77%) were age fourteen or older (see Figure 3). Only 22% were ages 10-13, but this younger group reported 37% of the distressing episodes, suggesting that younger children have a harder time shrugging off such solicitations.
[image: ]Figure 2. Target Gender by Type of Online Victimization[image: ]Figure 3. Target Age by Type of Online Victimization



Youth with Unwanted Exposures to Sexual Material

Unlike the sexual solicitation incidents mentioned above, boys were slightly more likely to have experienced an unwanted exposure to sexual material than girls (57% to 42%) (see Figure 2). Nearly two-thirds (63%) of unwanted exposure incidents occurred to youths fifteen years of age or older (see Figure 3). Eleven- and twelve-year-olds accounted for 7% of the unwanted exposures, while none of the ten-year-olds reported unwanted exposures. The somewhat greater exposure of boys may reflect their tendency to allow curiosity to draw them closer to such encounters. However, the relatively small difference should not be over-emphasized. Nearly a quarter of both boys and girls had such exposures.




Youth Targets for Harassment

Boys and girls were targeted about equally for harassment (51% and 48%) (see Figure 2). Seventy percent of the episodes occurred to youth fourteen and older (see Figure 3). Eighteen percent of targeted youths were ages ten, eleven, or twelve.







Perpetrators of Victimizations


Perpetrators of the Sexual Solicitations

It must be kept in mind that, given the anonymity the Internet provides, individuals may easily hide or misrepresent themselves. This information gathered about perpetrators was derived from the self-reports of youths; thus, no substantiated reports of perpetrator characteristics are available. Further, virtually all perpetrators of sexual solicitation (97%) were persons that the youths originally met online, so it is possible that the reality of who these perpetrators were might be different from that reported here.

Adults were responsible for 24% of sexual solicitations and 34% of the aggressive solicitations (see Figure 4). Most of the adult solicitors were reported to be ages 18-25, with only about 4% of all solicitors known to be older than twenty-five. Juveniles made up 48% of the overall and 48% of the aggressive solicitations. Slightly more than two-thirds of the solicitations and approaches came from males, while one-quarter of the aggressive episodes came from females (see Figure 5). In 13% of instances, the youth knew where the solicitors lived. Youths stated that the solicitors lived nearby (within an hour's drive or less) in only 4% of incidents.
[image: ]Figure 4. Perpetrator Age by Type of Online Victimization[image: ]Figure 5. Perpetrator Gender by Type of Online Victimization
As the study demonstrates, few of the sexual trawlers on the Internet fit the media stereotype of an older, male predator. Many are young, and some are women. In a large percentage of cases (27%), youths did not know the ages of the persons making the overtures. And in 13% of cases, they did not know the genders. In almost all of the cases in which the youths gave ages or genders for perpetrators, they had never met the perpetrators in person, thus leaving the accuracy of the identifying information in question.




Perpetrators of Harassment

More than one quarter of the perpetrators of harassment (28%) were offline friends or acquaintances of the targeted youth. A majority (54%) were reported to be males, but 20% were reportedly females (see Figure 5). In 26% of instances, the gender of the perpetrators was unknown. Nearly two-thirds (63%) of harassment perpetrators were other juveniles (see Figure 4). Almost a quarter of harassment perpetrators (24%) lived near the youths (within an hour's drive). In distressing episodes, 35% of perpetrators lived near the youths. In contrast to the sexual solicitation episodes, in which only 3% of perpetrators were known to the youths offline, approximately one quarter of the harassment episodes involved known persons and persons living relatively close to the youths.








Characteristics of Victimizations


Solicitation Incident Characteristics

Based on the descriptions given to interviewers, many of the sexual propositions appear to be solicitations for “cybersex,” which is a form of fantasy sex involving interactive chatroom sessions in which the participants describe sexual acts and sometimes disrobe and masturbate. In 70% of the sexual solicitation incidents, the youths were at home when they were solicited, and in 22% of incidents they were at other people's homes (see Table 2). In 65% of incidents, the youths met the persons who solicited them in chatrooms; in 24% of episodes the meetings occurred through Instant Messages. In 10% of incidents, the perpetrators asked to meet the youths somewhere. Six percent of the youths received regular mail, 2% received telephone calls, and 1% received money or gifts. In one instance, a youth received a travel ticket. The study labeled all such incidents as aggressive solicitations. In most incidents, the youths ended the solicitations, using a variety of strategies like logging off, leaving the sites, or blocking the persons who made the solicitations.




Exposure Incident Characteristics

Ninety-four percent of the unwanted images seen by the youths consisted of naked persons (see Table 3). Thirty-eight percent showed people having sex, and 8% involved violence in addition to nudity and/or sex. Most of the unwanted exposures (67%) occurred at home, but 15% occurred at school, and 3% in libraries. Unfortunately, the study did not establish how many of the exposures involved child pornography. Important as this question is, the researchers had decided that youth respondents could not reliably determine the ages of individuals appearing in the pictures that they viewed.

Table 2. Solicitation Incident Characteristics	
Episode Characteristics
	
All Incidents (N = 293)
	
Aggressive Incidents (N = 44)
	
Distressing Incidents (N= 72)

	
Gender of solicitor
			
	
• Male
	
67%
	
64%
	
72%

	
• Female
	
19%
	
25%
	
13%

	
• Don't know
	
13%
	
11%
	
14%

	
Age of solicitor
			
	
• Younger than 18 years
	
48%
	
48%
	
54%

	
• 18 to 25 years
	
20%
	
27%
	
17%

	
• Older than 25 years
	
 4%
	
 7%
	
 8%

	
• Don't know
	
27%
	
18%
	
19%

	
Relation to solicitor
			
	
• Met online
	
97%
	
100%
	
96%

	
• Knew in person before incident
	
 3%
	
.....
	
 3%

	
Incidents in which youth knew where person lived
	
13%
	
29%
	
17%

	
• Person lived near youth (1 hour drive or less)
	
 4%
	
11%
	
 7%

	
Location of computer when incident occurred
			
	
• Home
	
70%
	
66%
	
51%

	
• Someone else's home
	
22%
	
27%
	
36%

	
• School
	
 4%
	
 2%
	
 5%

	
• Library
	
 3%
	
 5%
	
 4%

	
• Some other place
	
 1%
	
.....
	
 1%

	
Place on Internet that incident first happened
			
	
• Chat room
	
65%
	
52%
	
60%

	
• Using Instant Messages
	
24%
	
36%
	
26%

	
• Specific web page
	
 4%
	
 7%
	
 7%

	
• E-mail
	
 2%
	
 2%
	
 1%

	
• Game room, message board, newsgroup, or other
	
 3%
	
.....
	
 2%

	
• Don't know/refused
	
 2%
	
 2%
	
 1%

	
Forms of offline contact†,‡
			
	
• Asked to meet somewhere
	
10%
	
66%
	
20%

	
• Sent regular mail
	
 6%
	
39%
	
 9%

	
• Called on telephone
	
 2%
	
14%
	
 4%

	
• Came to house
	
< 1%
	
 2%
	
.....

	
• Gave money, gifts, or other things
	
 1%
	
 5%
	
 1%

	
• Bought plane, train, or bus ticket
	
< 1%
	
 2%
	
.....

	
• None of the above
	
84%
	
.....
	
70%

	
How situation ended
			
	
• Logged off computer
	
28%
	
25%
	
35%

	
• Left site
	
24%
	
16%
	
22%

	
• Blocked perpetrator
	
14%
	
25%
	
17%

	
• Told them to stop
	
13%
	
11%
	
 5%

	
• Changed screen name, profile, or E-mail address
	
 5%
	
13%
	
13%

	
• Stopped without youth doing anything
	
 4%
	
 9%
	
 5%

	
• Called police or other authorities
	
 1%
	
 2%
	
 3%

	
• Other
	
20%
	
20%
	
18%



†Multiple responses possible.
‡Only youths who did not know the solicitors prior to the incidents were asked this question (N = 284 for all incidents, N = 44 for aggressive incidents, and N = 70 for distressing incidents).Note: Categories that do not add to 100% are due to rounding and/or missing data.
For the youths who encountered the unwanted material while surfing the web, it came up as a result of searches (47%), misspelled addresses (17%), and links in web sites (17%). For youths who encountered the material through e-mail, 63% of unwanted exposures came to addresses used solely by the youths. In 93% of instances, the sender was unknown to the youth.

Table 3. Exposure Incident Characteristics	
Episode Characteristics
	
All Incidents (N= 393)
	
Distressing Incidents (N= 92)

	
Location of computer
		
	
• Home
	
67%
	
61%

	
• School
	
15%
	
16%

	
• Someone else's home
	
13%
	
16%

	
• Library
	
3%
	
3%

	
• Some other place
	
2%
	
3%

	
Type of material youth saw or heard†
		
	
• Pictures of naked person(s)
	
94%
	
92%

	
• Pictures of people having sex
	
38%
	
42%

	
• Pictures that also included violence
	
8%
	
9%

	
How youth was exposed
		
	
• Surfing the Web
	
71%
	
72%

	
• Opening E-mail or clicking on E-mail link
	
28%
	
30%

	
Youth could tell site was X-rated before entering
	
17%
	
12%

	
Surfing Exposure
	
All (N= 281)
	
Distressing (N= 66)

	
How web site came up
		
	
• Link came up as result of search
	
47%
	
36%

	
• Misspelled web address
	
17%
	
18%

	
• Clicked on link when in other site
	
17%
	
24%

	
• Other
	
15%
	
18%

	
• Don't know
	
3%
	
3%

	
• Youth has gone back to web site
	
2%
	
.....

	
• Youth was taken into another X-rated site when exiting the first one
	
26%
	
33%

	
E-mail Exposure
	
All (N= 112)
	
Distressing (N= 26)

	
• Youth received E-mail at a personal address
	
63%
	
58%

	
• E-mail sender unknown
	
93%
	
96%



†Multiple responses possible.Note: Categories that do not add to 100% are due to rounding and/or missing data.

Table 4. Harassment Incident Characteristics	
Episode Characteristics
	
All Incidents (N= 96)
	
Distressing Incidents (N= 37)

	
Gender of harasser
		
	
• Male
	
54%
	
51%

	
• Female
	
20%
	
24%

	
• Don't know
	
26%
	
24%

	
Age of harasser
		
	
• Younger than 18 years
	
63%
	
65%

	
• 18 to 25 years
	
13%
	
16%

	
• Older than 25 years
	
1%
	
.....

	
• Don't know
	
23%
	
19%

	
Relation to harasser
		
	
• Met online
	
72%
	
65%

	
• Knew in person before incident
	
28%
	
35%

	
Incidents in which youth knew where person lived
	
35%
	
43%

	
• Person lived near youth (1 hour drive or less)
	
24%
	
35%

	
Location of computer†
		
	
• Home
	
76%
	
81%

	
• Someone else's home
	
13%
	
5%

	
• School
	
6%
	
5%

	
• Library
	
1%
	
3%

	
• Some other place
	
2%
	
3%

	
• Wasn't using computer‡
	
2%
	
3%

	
Place on Internet that incident first happened
		
	
• Using Instant Messages
	
33%
	
41%

	
• Chat room
	
32%
	
22%

	
• E-mail
	
19%
	
22%

	
• Specific web page
	
7%
	
8%

	
• Game room, message board, newsgroup, other
	
6%
	
5%

	
• Don't know
	
2%
	
3%

	
Forms of Offline Contact‡,£
		
	
• Sent regular mail
	
9%
	
4%

	
• Asked to meet somewhere
	
6%
	
4%

	
• Called on telephone
	
4%
	
.....

	
• Came to house
	
1%
	
.....

	
• Gave money, gifts, or other things
	
1%
	
.....

	
• Bought plane, train, or bus ticket
	
.....
	
.....

	
• None of the above
	
88%
	
96%

	
How situation ended
		
	
• Logged off
	
19%
	
22%

	
• Blocked that person
	
17%
	
11%

	
• Left site
	
13%
	
16%

	
• Told harasser to stop
	
11%
	
16%

	
• Stopped without youths doing anything
	
10%
	
11%

	
• Changed screen name, profile, or E-mail address
	
3%
	
3%

	
• Called police or other authorities
	
2%
	
.....

	
• Other
	
27%
	
22%



†These youths had information posted about them online by other people.
‡Multiple responses possible.
£Only youths who did not know the harassers prior to the incidents were asked this question (N= 69 for all incidents and N= 24 for distressing incidents).Note: Categories that do not add to 100% are due to rounding and/or missing data.
In 17% of all unwanted exposure incidents, the youths said that they did know the sites were X-rated before entering them (these were all encounters described earlier as unwanted or unexpected). This group of episodes was not distinguishable in any fashion from the other 83% of episodes, including the likelihood of being distressing. Almost half of these incidents (48%) were disclosed to parents. It is not clear to what extent it was curiosity or just navigational naiveté that resulted in the opening of the sites in spite of the prior knowledge.

Pornography sites are often programmed to make them difficult to exit. In fact, in some sites the exit buttons take viewers into other sexually explicit sites. In 26% of unwanted exposure incidents, youths reported that they were brought to other sex sites when they tried to exit the sites they were in. This happened in one-third of distressing incidents.




Harassment Incident Characteristics

Slightly more than three quarters of the youths who reported harassment incidents were logged on at home when the harassments occurred (see Table 4). These harassments primarily took the form of Instant Messages (33%), chat room exchanges (32%), and e-mails (19%). Twelve percent of the harassment episodes involving perpetrators who were not face-to-face acquaintances of the youths included attempts at offline contact by telephone or regular mail or requests to meet in person.






Youth Disclosure


Youth Disclosure of Online Sexual Solicitations

In almost half of the incidents (49%), the youths did not tell anyone about the episodes; even when the episodes were aggressive, youths did not tell in 36% of incidents (see Figure 6). In 24% of incidents, the youths disclosed the incidents to parents, and in 29%, to friends or siblings. Only 10% of incidents were reported to authorities, such as teachers, Internet service providers, or law-enforcement. Even with aggressive episodes, only 18% were reported to authorities.
[image: ]Figure 6. Youth Disclosure by Type of Victimization
It is remarkable that so few episodes of sexual solicitation, even those that were quite distressing, prompted the youths to confide in other persons or to make reports to authorities. This phenomenon may reflect the fact that in some cases the youths were not alarmed. Others probably did not know or doubted that anything could be done. But the response may also reflect embarrassment or shame because the youths may have believed they had gone into places on the Internet of which parents, law-enforcement, or even friends would disapprove. Some may also have been concerned that their access to the Internet would be restricted if they told parents about such incidents.




Youth Disclosure of Unwanted Exposure to Sexual Materials

Parents found out or were told in 39% of the episodes of unwanted exposure to sexual materials (see Figure 6). In 44% of incidents, youths disclosed the episodes to no one. In only a few cases were authorities notified, most frequently teachers or school officials (3% of incidents) and Internet service providers (3%). Only 2% of youths encountering unwanted exposures said that they returned later to the sites of the exposures. None of the youths with distressing exposures returned.

The fact that so many youths did not disclose the incidents of exposure to anyone, including friends, even to laugh about them or talk about them as adventures, is noteworthy. This phenomenon probably reflects some degree of guilt on the part of many youths.




Youth Disclosure of Harassment

Parents found out or were told about episodes of harassment half the time (see Figure 6). Slightly more than a third of youths told friends. Twenty-one percent of the episodes were reported to Internet service providers, 6% to teachers, and 1% to law enforcement agencies. Twenty-four percent of harassment incidents were undisclosed. It is noteworthy that, compared to sexual solicitations and exposures, a larger proportion of the harassment episodes were reported to parents and to authorities.






Impact of Victimizations


Impact of Solicitations on Youths

In 75% of incidents, youths had no or only minor reactions, saying that they were not very upset or afraid in the wake of the solicitations (see Figure 7). However, in 20% of incidents, youths reported being very or extremely upset, and in 13% they reported being very or extremely afraid. In 36% of the aggressive solicitations, youths were very or extremely upset and in 25% very or extremely afraid. In 17% of incidents, youths were very or extremely embarrassed. This was true in 32% of aggressive incidents. In one quarter of the incidents, youths reported at least one symptom of stress (staying away from the Internet; not being able to stop thinking about the incident; feeling jumpy or irritable; and/or losing interest in things) “more than a little” or “all the time.” The aggressive episodes were more distressing, with at least one symptom of stress reported in 43% of such episodes. Seventeen percent of the youths who were solicited had five or more symptoms of depression at the time they were interviewed, twice the rate of depressive symptoms in the overall sample.
[image: ]Figure 7. Impact by Type of Victimization
Most of the youths who were solicited appeared to brush off the encounters, treating them as minor annoyances. Nonetheless, there was a core group of youths who experienced high levels of “upset” and/or “fear” and for whom the experience may have provoked stress responses. It is reassuring that most solicited youths were not affected, but given the estimated large proportions that were solicited, the group with strongly negative reactions is quite substantial (see Appendix A).




Impact of Exposure

Twenty-three percent of youths were very or extremely upset by exposures to sexual material (see Figure 7). This figure amounts to 6% of regular Internet users. Twenty percent of youths were very or extremely embarrassed. Twenty percent reported at least one symptom of stress “more than a little” or “all the time” following the incident (staying away from the Internet; not being able to stop thinking about the incident; feeling jumpy or irritable; and/or losing interest in things).




Impact of Harassment

Thirty-one percent of the harassment episodes were very or extremely upsetting, and 19% were very or extremely frightening (see Figure 7).
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