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 ABSTRACT

'The current study 1nvest1gated characterlstlcs and case
varlables of sexually abused male chlldren, and how those
‘varlables affect the outcome of cases 1nvestlgated by
Child Protectlve Serv1ces' Data was obtalned from the-
R1vers1de County Department of Soc1al Services, Chlld«
Welfare System/Case Management System It ‘was found that
substantlated cases 1nvolved (a) Dlsclosure by the child
(b) Famlly Structure (c) a report made by a mandated
reporter, and who reported the abuse (d) a referral to a
'forens1c 1nterv1ew' It was found that the largest
percentages of perpetrators were the siblings of the
v1ct1ms Slbllng support groups should be formed to meet
thelr needs In the future, ore male victims of sexual
abuse should be referred for forens1c 1nterv1ews,
1ncreas1ng the likelihood of dlsclosure In addltlon,‘
spec1f1c tralnlng should be prov1ded to emergency

,responders who 1nterv1ew male v1ct1ms
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CHAPTER ONE‘

| INTRODUCTION ’

Although female Chlld sexual abuse has recelved much>
a_lattentlon, male Chlld sexual abuse has been under—~e'
‘represented 1n both the medla and llterature Accordlng to'.
L;,the Natlonal Center on Chlld Abuse (1997) males comprlse :
-239 of all sexual abuse v1ct1ms reported to Chlld |
o protectlve authorltles Rlvers1de County Department of
"§Soc1al Serv1ces recelved 4 449 reports of sexual abusebo
.:5from January 1 2000 to January 1 2001 Of‘those¢~3b%:ioy
'were males | i | R

‘ The current study.descrlbes the characterlstlcs of
pisexuallyuabused male-chlldren along.wrth'case varlablesﬂto,
‘determlne how those characterlstlcs and varlables are
related to the outcome of cases 1nvest1gated by Chlld dlC'C

Protectlve Serv1ces Tt 1s through the 1dent1f1catlon of

,vthese characterlstlcs that tralnlng programs for soc1al

workers can be enhanced or developed to prov1de more
p'spe01flc tralnlng as 1t relates to sexually abused boys

‘fProblem Statement

Wh1le chlldhood sexual abuse of females has been

'._yexten81vely studled there has been 11ttle research

‘ fconducted on male chlldhood sexual abuse In: most studles,
» males are mentloned only as a 31de11ne, and in fact were

"kexcluded‘ln-many;studles Accordlng to the Natlonal Center



Eon*Child'Abuse5and-Neglect\(1997)}5males comprised523§”of

fall sexual abuse cases reported to Chlld protectlve

authorltlesiln“1997 In another report by the Bureau of
xJustlce Statlstlcs (2000), 14% of all the juvenlle sexual
Gpassault v1ct1ms were males Males comprlsed 15/'of sexualf.
v*assault w1th an object 20 of forc1ble fondllng, and 59/
fof forc1ble sodomy A male 1s most at rlSk of becomlng a :
:e;v1ct1m at’ age four, and-by thertlme-he 1s 17 'h;svrlsk,of
1v1ct1mlzatlon is reduced by a factor of flve At‘his;peak-’
‘age{‘the male 1s Stlll 50° less llkely to become a. v1ct1m
d-of sexual assault than a female | |
| Many researchers postulate that the dlfferences 1n

'”1nc1dence between male and female sexual abuse”

'V'v1ct1mlzat10n are not as great as reported to government

':agenc1es¢ In fact most of the research done 1n cllnlcal

_jsettingsulndlcates that as many as 61°’of the male

populatlon 1n the Unlted States have been sexually abused}
‘Hustonv Parra, Prlhoda,,and Foulds (1995) rev1ewed the.

records of - 1885 chlldren evaluated for sexual abuse Of

;;hthe orlglnal records evaluated 149 of the abuse v1ctims

‘were male These researchers then looked at the charts of
}chlldren who presented after a s1b11ng had already been

ﬁevaluated for sexual abuse Of those 199 charts rev1ewed f'*
61 (31/) were males, a. 51gn1f1cantly hlgher number of

mhmales than 1n the prlmary research group These flndlngs



isuggestbthet\male victims are_more’likely‘to be discovered
iafter a sibling has been identified as being seiually
~abused. | | |

A large pereentage of the'males interviewed who hed
been molested hed never disclosed their experiences to |
anyone. Males‘were less likely to repOrt-Sexual abuse‘out
of fear of‘netribution'and the desire to‘be self—reliant.
The males were also disCoureged‘by society's stigma df
. homosexual behavior. They‘fear being viewed as hoﬁosexualL
or having the traits thatbwould attrectva homosexual
offender. Generally, childten are concrete thinkers and
are not able'to'understand:the complexity of offender and
of their victimization. Therefore, they often blame
themselves or in some way feel they caused the abuse.

In,addition,;secietal influences on males seems to
cause them‘tO‘bevleSs willing to view themselves es
victims. Male children ere told’not to cry, and in many
cases they are considered sissy or worse if they do. They
are told to be strong and that they are protectors.vTe
admit victimization would be‘going‘against what tney have
been groemed to be. The fear that males have of seeing
themselves'as victims is mirrored'by society, and
contributes to their underreporting of sexua1 abuse.

Mandated‘reporterstmay not report the same‘Symptoms

in a male child that they see in a female child because



they do notarecognire male victimiiatiOn 'Afféw
researchers further postulate that the blame for under
'_reportlng is shared by both v1ct1ms and those in the
helplng profess1ons | '

Research has been conducted on the respons1b111ty for
and management‘strategles in child sexual abuse by Chlld
Protective ServiCes.'Kelly (1990)vcompared child |
protective wOrkers nursesw and pollce officers regardlng
their attltudes concernlng chlldhood sexual abuse. She
found that gender_made a dlfference in substantlatlng a
case even to professionals. All three professions
recommended stronger‘punishmentbof the perpetrator When
the victims were females, which may be consistent with'the‘
.view that abuse of a female is a more serious offense than
the abuse of a male;

In addition, Kelly (1990) feels the attitudes of
society and professionals minimize‘the sexual abuse of
males. It is,her thought that if professionals have
‘difficulty in seeing males as childhood victims of sexual
assault,esociety and the victims themselves will also have
difficulty.

Actions taken to help¢abused males are limited. In a
study of validated interfamiiiai»male.sexual abuse‘cases,
56% of the cases involved police, only 16% resulted in the

perpetrator imprisonment, and only 4% resulted in victim



remOVal frOmwthefhome.(Homes &‘Slap,'l998);SCases
involving‘females are more,likely to involve'court'actionv
than males.,:.‘ | | |

It iS‘poSSible thatrthevdifficultyfin vieWing_malesi
as.victims has resulted'in.a'larée disCrepancy in'the
number of male v1ct1ms reported to and 1dent1f1ed by
authorities Furthermore, 1t appears that our soc1ety s
lack of ease in 1dent1fy1ng male v1ct1ms of sexual abuse‘
has 1nadvertent1y‘discouraged boys from disclosing their
abuse. | | - |

There is also‘euidence that cases‘involving male
childhood sexual abuse are not treated in the same way as
‘those 1nvolv1ng females Research studies of the way Child
Protective Serv1ces handled reported cases of sexual abuse
have been conducted Researchers looked at the number of
contacts w1th the alleged v1ct1m the reporting source, |
the hours spent on cases, whether the victim disclosed the
abuse, and the weight placed on disclosure. It has been
found that with the'exception ofduiCtimfdiSClosure,1cases
with male victims are handled;infthefsamenmanner aéfare,
cases involving female victims.“Fromxthisfstudy,'it seems
apparent‘that the problem of substantiating male sexual,
abuse cases lies not with the way in whlch the social
welfare agenc1es handle cases, but in the spe01f1c

characteristics of therchildren themSelves.



Therefore, the purpose Qf the curreﬁt‘study is to
better understand the éharacteriStics that discriminate a
substantiated case of‘male sexual abuse‘frbm'an
unsubstantiated one. Defining those characteristics that
are particularitd substéntiated cases mayihelp to. identify
future male‘viétimé. It is also through ﬁhe identification
of thesé chéracteristics that training programs can be
enhanced to provide specific training as they‘reiate to
male'childhoodiééXual‘abuse. Thus  the goél'Of,this study
is to determine thé chéracteristics'of both substantiated
cases and unsubstantiated‘cases and to use this
information to provide additional tools to child
protective workers and police officers to use during their
investigations of male victims.

Problem Focus

- Researchers have found that male and female sexual
abuse cases differ in age, number of victims in a family,
gender of perpetrator, ethnicity, who reports the abuse,
~disclosure by victim, relationship of victim and offender,
family structure, and socioeconomic status.

According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics (2000),
33% of‘all victims of sexual assault réportéd are between
the ages of 12 and 17, 34% were under 12 years ofiage,iand
14% were less than 6 years of age. The probability of

males becoming victims of sexual abuse tends to peak by



:fiVe years of:age; Other Bureau of Justice,Statistics_data
indicate thatb71% of male sexual victimizatien includes
‘more than one vietin,’as compared to.females who 83% of
the}time were the_only,victimsT Most‘perpetrators.reported
to law enforcement are male (96%). Female perpetrators are
most common in assaults on victims under sii years of age.‘
According to'the Administration for Children and Families
(1995), 55% of all sexual abuse victims‘afe Caucasian.
African American children make up the_second largest group .
at 27%, Hispanic children compriseblo%dof the abuse cases}‘
Native American make up 2%, and Asian/Pacific Islanders
‘about 1%. The other S%Fare:reported‘as unknown.

 The fepottef“bf the abuse situation to authorities
plaYs a crucial role in whether the caee is deemed
substantiated, inconclusive, or unfounded. Mandated
reporters report female victims signifieantly more often
tnan male victims. In addition,'the majority of male
childhood sexual abuse cases reportedvby mandated
reporters;were substantiated by workers, however, at a
lsignificantly 1ower rate than females reported by mandated
reporters (Administration for Children and Families,
1995) . | |

Most abuse cases of girls involve only One'victimepefv

perpetrator. However, it has been found that males are

often one of several victims being abused by one



1 perpetrator Therefore, 1t 1s 1mportant for 1nvestlgators,

3fwhen 1nterv1ew1ng female v1ct1ms who have male s1b11ngs,

. to. serlously 1nvest1gate the1r pos51ble v1ct1mlzat10n

‘Types of dlsclosures have also been studled
’vResearchers have looked at spontaneous dlsclosure,lln’p"f
T whlch the v1ct1m.s1mply tells someone‘of.the abuse asf'7
opposed to prompted dlsclosure in'whieh‘a-person'such as
a 5001al worker asks questlons Wthh lead to the v1ct1ms -
disclosure. It has been found that males rarely engage in
'disclosure of elther type. Instead. male v1ct1ms were more
llkely to be dlscovered unlntentlonally They are often
dlscovered in the process of a sibling' s 1nvest1gatlon
Th1s further conflrms the 1ncreased llkellhOOd of males
‘belng co- v1ct1ms = |
It has been long belleved that males are more likely
to be'abused by strangers than by someone‘close to them.
’However, research'shows that in many sltuations, the boy -
knows the perpetrator. The victim'has‘oftenkhad prior
contact w1th the offender, whether as a nelghbor or as a
counselor at school etc. | |
A boy' s famlly structure seems to dlffer from a ’

femalesav1ct1ms Males appear to be more at r1sk when they'
hlive‘alone with‘a mother or with two non—blologlcal

parents. Females are at greater risk when they live with



]thelr father alone, two non blologlcal parents, or a

bt,blologlcal parent and a step parent

It 1s the 1ntentlon of the current study to use the

'j,,same characterlstlcs that d1st1ngu1sh male from femalelf

i sexual abuse to examlne the dlfference between
-substantlated versus 1nconclus1ve or unfounded male sexualf
'abuse cases A comparlson of characterlstlcs of

",jsubstantlated male ChlldhOOd sexual abuse characterlstlcs

::}f,W1th 1nconclus1ve or unfounded male ChlldhOOd sexual abused'

bfcases w1ll be the focus of thlS study
The substantlated 1nconclu81ve, and unfounded

'reports surveyed w1ll be from Rlver51de County Department

. of 8001al Serv1ces, Chlld Welfare System/Case Managementv

"pgSystem (CMS/CWS), Wthh 1s statew1de A quantltatlve

c_approach w1ll be used The current research w1ll not be'w

"fffable to control for all varlables of male chlldhood sexual

'%fﬂabuse, but w1ll examlne the follow1ng varlables Age," .

’ h'Ethn1c1ty, Dlsclosure, Famlly Structure, Sex of thsz?f

pPerpetrator, VlCtlm Relatlonshlp to the Perpetrator

'7id;Number of V1ct1ms, Mandated versus Non Mandated Reporter

r'Who Reported the V1ct1m,;Forens1c Interv1ewﬁﬂand How.the f
;,Case was Closed

The current research prOJect hypothes1zes that there

;‘;w1ll be s1gn1f1cant dlfferences 1n characterlstlcs between

o substantlated and 1nconclu81ve or unfounded reports of



male childhood sexual abuse. If this hypothesis is
- supported by oururesearch, recommendations for training
child welfare workers may be made in order to allow a

better recognition of the characteristics of male

childhood'sexual abuse.

10



CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

Besharev'and Laumann (1996) report that in the last -
.30 years, there has been a steady inereaseuin reports of
all forms'of>child abuse. The'increasetin.the number of
reports is partly due to the mandated‘reporting laWSeas_
well asbeducation; However, there'are stiil large nambers
of maltreated children that go unreportedﬁ Besharov and
Laumann cite a study conducted in 1986 that‘estimates that
56% of abused or neglected,ior,aboat SO0,000Children were
‘not tepdrted-to authorities.

Accordihg to the Justice Information Center (1997),'
juveniles are-among'the most highly victimized population
in the United‘States. In fact, children age 12 and older
experienced 11.6 miliion Violent victimization each year.
In 1997, the rate of child victims was 14 out of every
1600{ In the 41_reporting states, 798,358 children were
'reported te Child:PretectiVe-Services. out of those, 54.7%
:_ were neglected, 24 .5% were physically abused, 12% were .

'seiually:abused, 6.2% suffered psychological abuse, 2.45
 medical neglect; and 11%‘other types of abuse such as
abandonhent.g |

| ‘When’these statistics are broken‘down by age,
children 4—7‘years-old were the highest proportion of

victims:(26.2%{.Nchildren 0-3 Years accounted for the

11



vbﬂsecond largest reported populatlon (24 7/)1 Chlldren 8 11v
:{ years old constltuted 21 7 12 15 year olds accounted for
‘,,18 6f and those older than 16 years accounted for 6 Off
hiall v1ct1ms 2 | py - R | | e

4 A large d1screpancyv1n gender was not found 47 4/ {?j .
‘:'ﬂwere male and 52 3 were female,'and gender was not H |

,*reported for 4° (Justlce Informatlon Center '1997-

; “;fRosenthal 1988) Interestlng 1n these f1nd1ngs 1s that

’males are v1ct1ms of phy51cal abuse and neglect more oftenfd;

| than females, however females report a h1gher 1nc1dence ofii:"

fsexual abuse than males 10-8 and 3 5 respectlvely
Females are clearly more often reported v1ct1ms of T
blsekual abuse than males (Black & Debase,.1993 Ceramlc &
yMoldler, 1996 Hashlma & Flnkelhor,v1999 Rosenthal .;éfv
;1988)' The extent of how much more 1s 1n questlon E .

ifd;Accordlng to Black and DeBlass1e (1993); sexual abuse,7 |

. trauma goes largely unreported due to the secretlve naturef‘n,'

of the offense,iand because of soc1etal denlal These

f¥[authors further state, The 1nc1dence of sexual abuse ofbgzxf'

male chlldren and adolescents 1s espeC1ally 1nv131ble 1t jff'

;%.le the lowest reported form of Chlld abuse in- the Unlted Q
_States Researchers of male chlldhood sexual abuse RN

idlsagree as to what the actual numbers are, w1th 1nc1dence”
”ﬁestlmates ranglng from 3° to 31°‘ However, they all agree

1Tthat 1t 1s underreported (Black & DeBlas51e, 1993f“cermakid”’"

"gL12:V



“vlfmolidor,11956}iHashima:é)Finkelhor,'l999}”Rosenthal}y”fﬁﬂpflh

.1988)

In an effort to understand the dlfferences 1n numbersj'

Land Why there 1s such a large dlscrepancy, Bolen and*‘

”n*Scannapleco (1999) conducted a meta analys1s Thelr study
'dlncluded research us1ng random sampllng, and was
representatlve of the Amerlcan adult populatlon Thelr‘
vuadependent varlable was the stated prevalence of Chlld
,sexual abuse, and the 1ndependent varlables were those t
%;1ncluded in the methodologlcal sectlon of each study The"
lflrst 1ndependent varlable reports the number of male andfl
:female response rates Out of the 22 studles 1ncluded 1n

tthe meta analys1s, only 11 reported on the prevalence of

l ymale chlldhood sexual abuse Add1t10nal 1ndependent

‘ ;sexual contact)

'*.and the number ofjscreenlng questlons affected the

.varlables were. response rate mode of admlnlstratlon
.number of screen questlons,.reglon, upper age 11m1t for
»chlld sexual abuse, levels of contact (what quallfled as

T]ageadlfferentlal between Perpetrator and S

bthe v1ct1m, and age respondent Mode of admlnlstratlon

‘fpredlctors of male sexual. abuse prevalence The prevalence:ag

of sexual abuse for males 1ncreased by the number of
screenlng questlons asked They concluded that thlS
flndlng glves conflrmatlon to the 1mportance of the

’ ‘screenlng questlon 1n that the more screenlng questlons



0ffered‘the fespondents,'the more oppoftunity the child
have to disclose. They further poatulated, that not
includihg screen questions in stadies, given their
bstrength.in relation tQ‘disclosure, would make the
.fiﬁdings of that research spurious. They suggest that the
more screening questions, the higher accuracy and
prevalenee.of disclosure. One surprising finding was that
after cohtrolling for known relationshipS'betWeen
evafiable, the operational'definitipn of child sexual abuse
did not contribute to the‘prevalencelrate;'Hewever, they
also indicated that regardless'of‘wﬁatgtheir sfudy‘Showed,
the definition of child sexual abuse does have an
‘impoftant relationship with stated prevalence. They
fufther:Stated that‘future studies should ﬁot'only’include
appropriate nﬁmber of,Scfeening questions, but,they should
’also be specific enough so different definitione of abuse
can be operationalized (Bblen & Scannapieco, 1999).
Bahning (1989) states that of child sexual abuse is
‘adiffiCult to define at best;‘and can be very narrow in
nature{ or brqadly based. A meta-aaalysis conducted by
Bolen and Scannapieco (1999).foﬁhd the more bread the
definitien of abuse, the higher preValence of sexual abuse
reported‘by men. When the questibnlﬁas asked“if the
reepondent was forced to have sex against will or raped,

the prevalence was 2%. When the respdndent was asked if
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values and beiiefs (Banning, 1989). Cermak'and’Molidof
(1996) suggest that the Americanbculture's failurebto
recoghize and acknbwledge male seXual‘victimization to its
fullest extént may.hindér victims themselVes in |
»redogﬁizing their own victimization. It is thought that
males may‘be:more reluctant to report sexual abuse than
females (Bahning, 1989) . This is partly due to a society
whosevsocialization procgss_encourages’malesvtg‘seek
multiple sexual eXperiehcésp_énd at aﬁ early age. In
addition, males have been soCialized tp\hide physical and
emotipnal vulnérabilities, and to reveal having been
abused'meané‘haVing‘to go against hvathey have been
socialized (Cermak & Molidor, 1996).

AcCording»to Banning (1989) culturally, women are
permitted a much freer range of Sexuallcontact with their
children than men; which is appropriate, since women‘own
the priméry care taking’reSponsibility; In addition,
Bahning states that women are perceived as being nurturing
and sekual to their children, and the;efore cannot be
sexually abusive.bAt worst, their behaviorvhas been
labeled as seductive but not harmful; while the same
behavior ih a’fathér is lébeled as child‘molestation. This
researcher also stated that rapists often have been found
to have had sexual or sexualized relatibnships with their

 mothers, and incestuous fathers are often found to have
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had seductive mothers. In conclusion,vBanning (1989) found
that female perpetrators and male ﬁiqtims are poorly
researched-and Understood. Cermack and Moldidor (1996)
further postﬁlate that contemporary Ameiican society fails
to acknowiedge the extent and magnitude'of male sexual
abuse, therefore the malg‘victims have;a:difficulp ;ime in
'reéognizing their own,vicfimizaﬁién.ﬁFaller (1989) ,
indicates that‘the reason thefesiéja‘failure to“identify
and investigate cases with males victims, as males are
unwilling to recognize and report their abuse. The
traditional:male ethic bf self-reliance may cause,a'maie
to fear‘the loss of freedom and independence if he
di#clqses'sexual abuse (Cefmack and‘Moididof, 1996).'

)‘In addition to society's perceptionAof male Childhoodv
sexual abusé, theré als§Mappears to be a‘bias toward male
sexual abﬁSe oﬁ'the‘part of profeésioﬁals. Kelly (1990)
'conductéd research on responsibility aﬁd.ménagement
*strategies in child sexual abuse. Shé pompéred_child
perective workers, nurses and poliée ofﬁicers regarding
tﬂeir‘attitudes concerning childhood_SeXual abuse. She

found that the gender of the victim made a difference even

"‘to professionalsf All three professions recommended

- stronger puniShment when the victims werejfemales,,whichV
is consistent with sociéty's views that females are the

weaker sex.
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~Finkelhor (1990) reports that there has been a’steady
‘increase in'the amount of-cases“reported to Child
Protective Services, yet the number of substantiated cases -
have not rlsen in accordance to the 1ncrease Most cases
'1nvestigated and substantiated by Childa Protective
Services are‘severe in nature, and only 16% of the cases
are considered‘low priority. It is reported that in a
large percentage of unsnbstantiated inVestigations,’the
workers weremunable'to make firm determinations of abuse.
Inmother words, it was not_that these children were not
being abused(,it;was>that the workers were unable to
_supp0rt‘substentiation. When child abnse reports are filed
with Child Protective‘Services, 65% of the reports are -
unsubetantiated. Even when male‘childhood-sexual abuse is
reported‘to anthorities, little is done to'help‘male
victims. In fact, they report that of Vaiidated
‘interfamilialisexualvabUSevcaSes reported to protective
'sernices,‘only 56% involved-the police,>16% result in
.perpetrator imprisonment,.and 4% resulted in victim
removal;from;the abusive home. In addition, mele seXuai:"
abuse cases mere'proseCuted’less often than female sexual
abuse (ﬁOimes & Slap, 1998). l ’ |

| According to Nicholas-Carnes (1999), when cases'were
referred for forensic evaluatiOn, both males and females

had higher rates of prosecution. It is believed that this
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is due to theihigher ratefof disclosure during*thei;
forensic_interview.,According‘to_Nicholas—Carnes (1999)
‘children have a tendency to disclose over‘time.vThe:_..
reseerchisample,cOnsisted of 51 children and who after’tne
initial investigation by Child Protective Services; the.
' children's statements did not adequatel§ support or refute
sexual abuse allegations. The meanvage of'the sample was
7.5 years of age, 63% were‘females)band}37% males. Each
bhild was interviewed.eight times, each time there was a
'different goal such as: rapport building session/ six fact
finding session, and a conclusion session. Of the initial
‘51_children,‘24 of them (47%) resulted in‘credible.
’diSclosures, out of the credible disclosures; 71% were
vsucceSSfully prosecuted. This author did not separate the
credible disClosures by gender.‘Therefore it is unclear
if{ during forensic intervieWing, females or males |
disclosed more oftenf

Dersch and Munsch (1999) indicate that the empirical
literature on the effect_of gender and substantiation is
scant, yet there is evidence_that-females who have‘been
sexually abused are more likely-to have their reports
substantiated than are males. These reSearchers explored
three possibilities as to why Child Protective Services
workers substantiate‘female sexual abuse cases more‘often

than males. The first possibility explored was how male
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tand female caeee diffef atithe point of intake. The seeond-
deSSlblllty was that Chlld Protectlve Serv1ce workers
handled the cases dlfferently Lastly, they examlned’
Whether the same varlables found in both male and female‘
- cases hold the same weight in the substantiation decision.
They reviewed eeﬁrt action, number of eontacts with
reporter,‘nUmber'of contacts with alleged victim, number
of eontacts with others, length of time the ease remained
open, and individnal characteristics such as age gender
~ethnicity, and mandated reporter versus non-mandated
repbrter. They found little evidence to support  the
hypothesie that differences in case attributes at the
point of intake accbunted for the substantiation rate.'In
addition, they found little difference in the way the
cases were handled by Child Protective Service workers.
The only characteristic‘that significantly differed was
the age of the child. Females were significantly older
than males at thevpoint of intake. In addition, repbrts
involving females were more likely to be from a mandated
reporter, whereas maies were most often reported by a non-
mandated source. Another difference noted was that cases
involving‘females were more likely to involve court
action. These researeheré found that the answer is not in
the difference between variables, but in the welght each

variable carries in the decision to substantlate a case of
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alleged sexual abuse.vThis'may be attributed‘tqvthe number
of contacts with the viCtim of the alleged abuse,
‘indicating that infotmationvgathered from the victim
carrles a heavy weight in substantlatlon The overall
flndlngs of these authors suggest it is not how the social
'welfare agency handles the case that matters, but the
wllllngness_of the v1ct1m to disclose the abuse (Levesque,
1994; Risin & Koss, 1987; Simth, Sullian, & Cohen, 1995) .

- 'Knowingvthe_weight placed on the willinghess‘to
disclose abuse when substantiating a case of sexual'abuse
cases, it is no wonder that there‘is a la:ge‘diecrepancy
in the numbers of male Childhoed sexual abuse reported by
‘§Overnment sources versus:the clinical numbers. Aiso('in
vconsidering that males have difficulty disclosing their
abuse for a nhmber of reasons, social workers must begin
where the elient is to develop‘other Means of detectingb
abuse. | | | - |

Infthe-first national surVey'of adults concerning a

history'of childhood sexual abuse cohducted‘in July>1985;
the authors found significant differences between males
ahd feﬁales.and their risk factors. Finkelhor,»Hotaoling,
FLewie, and Smith_(1985):used the;Los Angelee Times Poli
and an experienced survey research organization and
sampled 2,626 American men and womenvover“18'years old.

The sample consisted of 1,145 males and 1,481 women. These
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participants were questioned‘on theirvattitude'toWards.the
problem, their own experiénce, and their opinions about
‘what needed to be done. In their research, 27% of women
ldisclosed being sexually abused,'whereés 16%;of'malés
reported being sexually abused. They found thatvboys were
more likely to be abused by younger offenders than
females, normally adolescents. Sixty-two percent of the
males*repdrted attempted or éctﬁal intercourse, whereasv
ohly 49% df the females indicated attempted or actual.
intercourse. Males were somewhat more likely (42% vs. 33%)
not to have disclosed. In addition, these researchers
found that boys were primarily at risk when they lived
with their mother alone or with two non-natural parents.
These researchers also found males with English or
Scandinavian heritage were at highef risk than any other
ethnic background.

Faller (1989) repofted similar findings. Faller‘sv
research was conducted at the University of Michigan
Interdiscliplinary Project on Child Abuse and Neglect.
‘Data were collected from 1979 through 1986. At the time of
the study, 27.8% of male childhood sexual abuse cases had
been confirmed, 72.2% of female sexual abuse cases had
been cOnfirﬁed. This researcher reviewed eight variables,
race;‘socioeconomic stétﬁs;‘age.ofydnSet of séxualwabuse;

whether the sexual abuse was’intrafamilar or eXtrafamilar,
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F‘FWhether therelwas more than‘one'victim- whether’or not/’
_there was more than one offender, sex of the offender vandt
_role relatlonshlp between offender and v1ct1m Th1s

l,research found male and female v1ct1ms were more llkely tof‘z

'“;jbe Cauca51an t*an any other ethnlc group Males were more

illkely to come from mlddle class soc1oeconom1c status than-‘

" ‘were females who were ‘more. 11kely to be from a low

v:soc1oeconom1c status More than half of the male v1ct1ms
‘were under the age of SlX at the onset of the abuse,'ﬁh'
-females were flve years and flve months of age ThlS
‘f1nd1ng contradlcts most other research The overwhelmlng-ﬂ'
v‘ev1dence suggests that males are sexually abused at a,bV
s1gn1f1cantly younger age than females (Amerlcan Humane
_Assoc1at10n '2000 Bureau of Just1ce Statlstlcs, 2000, ,
huFaller 1989 Glovannenl, l989; Huston, Parra,,Prlhoda,:&~
't;cFoulds,:1995 Levesque,,1994) . | -v
R Haskett Wayland Hutcheson, and Tevana (1995) statev‘
:tythat determlnatlon of the valldlty of sexual abuse ‘ |
N;allegatlons is one of the most 1mportant and dlfflcult

'f,tasks of profes51onals Thelr study found that the degree:

"ﬂs__of confldence Chlld protectlve workers had 1n declarlng *v

ﬂsubstantlated sexual abuse cases 1ncreased when the abuse~,,y

11nvolved s1gn1f1cantly older chlldren A study us1ng
;:archlval data was conducted by Echenrode, Powers, Dorls'

'Munsch and Bolger (1988) and Wthh concluded that reports



:1nvolv1ng older‘chlldren were more llkely to be‘jf

1substant1ated when 1nvest1gated by Chlld protectlve ;iitL”
’1profess1onals Slmllar results were reported in an l ‘

,Australlan study undertaken by Wlneflled and Bradley o
.:€‘(1992) ‘ - B e

Faller (1989) reported 63 26 of male v1ct1ms were:y

u_‘lnterfamlllal; :lsed and 36 8° were extrafamlllal abused.*

‘Forffkmales, the rate of‘1nterfam111al sexual abuse 89 1

: [was much h1gher and 7;4s”exper1enced extrafamlllal abuse[7
:aand 3. 5% experlence both 1nterfam111al and extrafamlllal
abuse' Faller, found that female v1ct1ms were more llkely"”
'than males to- be abused by male offenders, and both male

| and female V1ct1ms were less often abused by women

B offenders- However, ‘women - offenders d1d v1ct1mlze males

..~ more than they v1ct1mlzed females Males also appear to be o

hv1ct1mlzed more often by both male and female offenders 1n
‘collaboratlve abuse than female v1ct1ms Th1s is ;‘ o
acon81stent w1th Farber, Showers, Johnson Joseph and
‘hOshlns (1984) who found 1n the1r study that 96°

*conv1cted molesters they 1nterv1ewed preferred bOYS,,Whlle'

"Honly 4° preferred both boys and glrls In addltlon 'these;

"*;aauthors postulate that males who were famlly members Of

g Vthe v1ct1ms most often were the perpetrators Males also‘

‘v,Utendedvtombefabusedgby.profess;onalsaand b1ologioal(y
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_fathers more'than females who tended to be abused by
blologlcal fathers and stepfathers |

In a similar study, Spencer and Dunklee (1986)
reViewed 160 case filesvof male chlldren who had been
seiually abused.fOf.the 160 case flles,-128 recorded,’
'marital‘status‘of‘the parents.'Only 36 were living with‘
both natural parents, 44 parents were d1vorced 22 were
separated ‘and 22 were 11v1ng with a s1ngle mother, 4
‘mothers had d1ed From the data presented it would appear
'that ‘male chlldren who llve w1th both natural parents are
at less risk for sexual abuse |

Faller. (1989) found that out of the cases reported
females were abused w1th multlple victims 66. 49‘of theva
time, whereas males were sexually abused with multlple
victims 85% of the time. They concluded that males tend to
be:sexually abused by.perpetrators who abuse others as
- well. Spencer and Dunkleev(1986) indicate thatzover‘one,
third of the‘male victlms in their study had siblings Whov
~‘were abused also. |

Eckenrode, MunSch,-Powers and Doris (1988) conducted
similar research using the New York State_Child Abuse and
Maltreatment Registrar.‘Their_researched focused on four
variables: age ofvvictim, gender of victim ethn1c1ty, and
source of report. Their results 1nd1cated that 79° of the

reports involve female children, with 42% being
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“‘gsubstantlated sexual abuse cases Twenty one percent of

"‘fthe case were males, and out of those th1rty one were B

”fsubstantlated Under age ten, the dlstrlbutlon of abuse 1slj'”

jvery 31m11ar for males and females,.w1th the peak
rv1ct1mlzatlon occurrlng at four years of age However at-i
‘age ten the number of reports of males belng sexually
'abused decreases and female v1ct1mlzatlon 1ncreases
':UEckenrode et al Suggest that these data are cons1stent’;
.w1th other research that 1ndlcated males are abused at a‘y
’younger age than females On the average males and
.ffemales are more llkely to be Caucas1an than of any other h
“ethnlc background However there was no s1gn1f1cant
“dlfference in the substantlatlon versus unfounded reports
: across ethnlc boundarles ThlS study d1d not break downf
;mandated reporters versus non- mandated reporters as they
relates to gender However, they found that the llkellhOde
of substantlatlon was’ 51gn1f1cantly related to:who made |
the or1g1nal report | |
There is research in abundance comparlng the ways 1n
wh1ch the characterlstlcs or traits of male and female
victims of sexualvabuse d;fferyln.substantlatlng reports;
,Whatais”not knOwn'is why*there:is asdlfference between‘
unsubstantlated unfounded ‘and substantlated reports in"
'male ChlldhOOd sexual abuse cases. Examlnlng the |

'dlfference 1n case characterlstlc or tra1ts and the welght
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;these‘tralts carry in determlnlng whether substahtlate er
‘not may ‘in fact be the key to educatlng mandated  if£‘
"reporters,,soc1al worker 1nvest1gators,vand pollce Lf
'1nvestlgators when worklng w1th male childhood sexual

abuse.v
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CHAPTER THREE

METHODS SECTION E'

'Tstudy.Desigﬁ-:f~f

The purpose of the current study.was to descrlbe the
‘characterlstlcs and case var1ables of sexually abused male:”
»chlldren and to examlne how the characterlstlcs of the yyi:'

i*pv1ct1m and case varlables are related to the outcome of

' cases 1nvest1gated by Chlld Protectlve Serv1ces The

icurrent study employs a post pOSlthlSt paradlgm and a"'
Qquantltatlve approach to examlne the varlables wh1ch
'llmpact case closure by Chlld Protectlve Serv1ces S
1nvestlgators R ” o

b';a A post poslt1v1st approach was chosen because the
.sample 51ze 1s relatlvely small (N 200), and the
researchers ‘have created the 1nstrument Whlle a post—.vds
ffpos1t1v13t approach 1s less ob]ectlve than the 1deal
fapproach because extraneous Varlables (such as unlformltyt”
Tfln 1nvest1gat1ve methods used by Chlld Protectlve Serv1cesE
workers) cannot be controlled for, the need for research
~.on sexually abused males 1s great Thus, a~lessnobjectlve:?

,‘approach is employed in th1s study However eVery effortff

V'hfwas made to keep the study as objectlve as pos51ble

"ﬁi The researchers followed strlngent rules 1n data o

ollectlon, such as randomlzed sampllng of the case flles .
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It was the inteﬁtion of the research to'éxamine'poésiblé;
relationships betWeen‘depéndent and‘independent_variablea.
To achieve this goal, the study used a~quaSi-experimeﬁtal
désign. A‘quasi-eXperimental apprcach_is chcsen_when study
desighs ate not abSolutely objective and when it is
unethical or impractical to do a more controlled study. In
the current Study, this approach was neceasary‘as'it is
not ethical to randomly assign a control group, and the
sample populaticn coﬁld not be randomly selected( However,
within thé sample popuiation random sampling’WaS employed.

The féSearchers hYbothesized that there would be a
significant difference in case variables and
characteristics between substantiated; inconclusive andv‘
unfounded reports of male childhood sexual abuse}

Data on‘thevtype‘of case closure and thc
characteristics of male children who have been‘repotted as
sexually abused was obtained ffom the Riverside County
Department of Sociai Services, Child‘Welfafe System/Case
Managemeﬁt SYstem [ (CWS/CMS) see Appendix A]. In
California, all child abuse repcrts are recorded in this
systemt Oniy those cases reported to RiVerside County
Department of Social Service wére used for this study.

Male childhood sexualvabuSe cften.goés unreported,

and when reported, the substantiation rate is very low
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(Black & Debase,‘1993j Ceramfc & Moldier .1996; Hashima &
Finkelhor, 1999; Rosenthal,-;988). Because of thlS, the
sampie used in this study isbrelatively,small (N= 100). A
nonprobability convenience samplfng_Wasaused in the
CurrentﬂresearCh; All SUbstantiated malebsexuaidabuse
reports from January 4, 2000.through December 22, 2000
vwere 1ncluded and a matchlng number of 1nconc1us1ve and
unfounded reports were randomly selected from the data
base. After.an initial random draw/»each third
inconclusiﬁecorfunfounded report was selected. A
convenience‘sample ailowed the»researchers to use all
.cases that are‘substantiated'cases~and-COmpare'them to_an'
equal number of reports resultlng 1n 1nconc1us1ve or

unfounded outcomes

vInStrument

The instrument used to;collect data was created for‘
'this'study based'on a review of the‘literature (see
Appendlx B) . The characteristiCS and variables included in
vthe instrument were those Wthh were found to dlstlngulsh
between sexually abused male chlldren and sexually abused
female chlldren and were the characterlstlcs and
'Varlables that prev1ous research had found to be most
.1mportant when' 1nvestlgat1ng male childhood sexual abuse
In addltlon these characterlstlcs and variables appeared'

to have an.effect on case outcome. The advantage of
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creating this instrument was that the researchersdwere
able to collect data about a sensitive topic while
avoiding intrusive questions.of clients. HoWever, the
disadvantagequ'thisfinstrument;is that it has not been
tested for reliability'and validity. |
The dependent variable in this study is ease closure.
The definition of case closures comes directly from the
h California Penal Code section 11165.12:
A report is»closed as unfounded when the Child :
Protective Seruices;inveStigator determines the
report to be false, inherently improbable, to inuolvebl
an accident, or not:to constitute child abuse.
‘Inconclusive'reports are those Which the investigatbr
finds not,tonbe unfounded and yet there is
insufficient evidence to determine whether it is-
child abuse or neglect; Substantiation reportsvare
Jthose Wthh are determlned by the 1nvestlgator to
have ‘some credlble ev1dence to constltute abuse or‘
‘neglect (Callfornla Juvenlle Laws and Rules, 2000).
Thevindependent variables'in this study were the
characteristics of the child and qase variables. Case
variables are: Family Structure, Gender of‘Perpetrator,
‘Relationship toiPérpetrator, Nuﬁberiof'Childreniin-the
‘Report, whether a Mandated Reporter or Non{Mandated

- Reporter made the report, and if the child was Referred to

N ‘:3'31 3: .' |
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Forenéic Intérviéw. The child characteriétics are: agé;y
‘ethnicity, and disclosure by éhild.

Age: was collected in mbnths;bor years and months;

Ethniéity: was determined:to méet‘one of five
'catégories: ;)’Caucasian, 2)'African-American, 3)
Hispanic,‘4) Asian/Pacific Islander, or 5)»Other. The
other catégory’will.be used for those children who do not
meet one of thé first four qategorieé.

Diéclbsﬁré: was counted only if the child admitted to
the investigator that he was sexually abused.

vFamily Structure: The following categories were used:
1) Single Parent Mother, 25 Single Parent Father, 3)
Nuclear Family (biological mother and»father), 4)
Biological Mother and Stepfather, 5) Biological Father and
Stepmother, 6) Both Non-Biological Parents, and 6) Other
Family. For the purpose of ﬁhis study, non-married
cohabiting partners were included in either the biological
parent or step-parent categories. |

Sex of Perpetrator(s): 1) Male, 2) Female, or 3)‘Bothﬁ
Male and female. »

The relationship to perpetratori“l) Stranger,]2)
‘Acquaintance, 3) Professional, 4) Friend, 5) Father, 6)
Stepfather, 7) Mother, 8) Stepmother, 9) Sibling, 10)
Step-sibling, 11)‘Uncle, 12) Aunt, 13) Cousin, 14)

Grandfather, 15) Grandmother, 16) Other.
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Number of Chlldren 1n the report multlple v1ct1m E

frole was determlned 1f addltlonal chlldren 1n the report, o f[

'were.under-1nvest1gat;gn for sexual abuse rThere were two_l
’levelsiwl)zSolo,fand 2)PMultiple If addltlonal chlldren,””-
are in the report but are not belng 1nvestlgated as, ii
_ v1ct1ms,‘then a solo ranklng w1ll be glven
Mandated Reporter was determlned by a yes' or no;
bresponse in CWS/CMS If the abuse was® reported by a
mandated reporterv the role of the mandated'reporter-wasl
‘also 1dent1f1ed The categorles of mandated reporter are
‘1'1) Soc1al Serv1ces 2) Teacher, 3) Phy51c1an 4) Mental
‘Health Worker 5) Law'EnforCement 6) Chlld Care Prov1der
7) Other If the abuse was reported by a non mandated
_reporter; the categorles of reporters are 1) Mother 2)1
bl Father, 3) StepeParent, 4) Relatlve, 5) Nelghbor G)mOther
'Family, 7) Anonymous | | ' ' :
Forens1c Interv1ew Was determ1ned whether or not the
,Chlld had been referred to Rlver51de County Assessment
“lTeam (RCAT), and had recelved a forens1c 1nterv1ew

Data Collectlon'"

A secondary analysls method was used to collect data

“tfor the current study Because sexual abuse of any type 1s
.extremely sens1t1ve 1n nature, an unobtru81ve data

collectlon method was necessary to galn further knowledge

‘1n thlS area
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‘The data was collected using the Child Welfare
System/Case Management System (CWS/CMS) computer database
Because of the sen31tive‘nature of the records, Riverside
County Department of Social Services Administration kDPSS)
conducted the initial searches for the sample in order to
bpreserve confidentiallty The search included all cases in
the computer database;of male childhood’sexual abuse
reported to this agency-from January 2000 through Decemberv
22, 2000. The first search wasvfor substantiated caseszof
male sexual abuse. The second search were for cases of
male sexual abuse that were inconclusive or unfounded.
From the latter case files, a systematic‘random sample was
drawn.-Review of these cases in the databasebcontinued
untii there was an equal numberkof’substantiated casesnand
inconclusive/unfounded cases. The researchers were
provided with the results of the database search, with
case numbers as the only identifiers. IOnce the case
" numbers were obtained ~the case files were obtained from.
DPSS records section All case files of male sexual abuse
which had either‘substantiated, 1nconclus1ve,‘or unfounded
;outcomesvwere_indiyidually reviewed for?the‘independent
variablesvindicated onythe instrument‘(Appendix B)..

- Data collection took two”Weeks, beginning On,danuary

26, 2001 and ending on February 9, 2001L.

34



Protection of Hﬁman Subjects

While individual'case’files were studied, the names
of individuals involved in the case were}not needéd..Cases
are filed by cése number, which protects the names from
being divulged. Information gathered was general in natﬁre
(see Appendix A), and cannot be used to identify the
actual individuals named in the case files. In addition,:
thé data cdllection sheets were shredded once the data was
entered into the computer for analysis; Thérefore,
complete confidentiality and anonymity of the individuals
in the abuse reports were preserved. An informed consentv
and debriefing statement was not needed as individuals
were not interviewed.

Data Analysis

The current study conducted a secbndaryvanalysis of
data, and a non-parametric test was uéed. A univariate and
bivariate non—parametric approach was employed because the
variables in the research were nominal, with‘the exception
of age.

The first univariate anaiysis, which was performed
for all nominal and continuous variables, was a frequency
distribution. The frequency distribution allowed the
researchers. to visually examine how many responses there:,
were for each variable. it showed the researchers the

absolute frequency, the cumulative frequency, and the
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percentage‘of the varlables An examrnatlon of the
frequency data let the researchers conclude that the
collaps1ng of several varlables was necessary in order to
hrun a Chi- Square o | | S A |
Because of the levelsvw1th1n each w1th1n varlable,hk
g_the relatlvely small sample 51ze (n 200), and the
‘tjrestrlctlons placed on Ch1 Square, 1t was‘necessary to o
:v collapse the levels of several varlables (Appendlx C)

A Chl Square Test of Assoc1atlon was used to dlscover'

whether a relatlonshlp between two nomlnal level Varlables R

was present The Ch1 Square test showed whether spec1flc

levels of one varlable tend to be assoc1ated w1th spec1f1c :

levels of another varlable, and was run on the follow1ng |

"”1ndependent Varlables:rethnlclty, dlsclosure by the Chlld
l,numbérhof“childrentin"thesreport -relatlonshlp tofg»,‘

g perpetrator, sex of perpetrator, famlly structure,
smandated reporter,vand whether or not a foren51c 1ntery1ewp :

was performed These 1ndependent varlables were entered

- :;vseparately 1nto the Ch1 Square 1n order to determlne

'“whether they were s1gn1f1cantly related to the dependent
varlable of case closure,‘whlch has three levels l,.”

‘ﬁ¥Substant1ated Inconclus1ve, and Unfounded

In addltlon to the unlvarlate analys1s frequency for"”w‘

'dthe age varlables, a blvarlate analys1s was needed for the »

,contlnuous age varlable A one way ANOVA was used to



‘analyze the independent variable age characteristics, with

the dependent variable of case closure.
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CHAPTER FOUR

RESULTS

Biverside County received 63,2ioballegations of child _
abuse from Januafy 1, 2000 through Decémbér 31, 2000. Of
the 63,210 feports social workers invéétigated, |
appfOXimately 50% were substantiated. In,Riverside’CQunty
in 2000, there was a total of 3,112 reports of‘fémale
child sexual abuse”and 1,337 reports of male child sexual
abuse. Female child sexual abuse reports were
substantiated 20% of the time, whereas male sexual abuse
was substantiated 12% of the time.

- For 1,337 reports of male child sexual abuse, 159
were Substantiated,~612 were Inconclusive, and 214 were
Unfounded. There were an additional 352 cases that did not
receive a disposition (sée Appendix D, Figure 1). No
disposition means that the case is being investigatéd by
another agency, or is beiﬁg investigated as part df
another case. |

Age: The age variable was cbllected‘in years and
months, resulting in a mean age of male sexual abuse
victim at thé time of the repprt‘of 8.7 years. Hdwever;
different mean ages were found for eachvcategory of ‘case
cloSure, but were not sigﬁificantly differént from one
anpther. In substantiated cases( the méaﬁ age of the

victim at the time of the report was 8.7 years.
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Inconclﬁsive,reports.showed a meanvage”of 9,3uyears,'and
 Unfounded,cases haafé}mean age was'8f2'years (see Appendix
rﬁfaFigures?); The;awerageuagevof sexuaily.abused boys’in
:Riyerside.county is inconSistent'with the national :
statistics reported”tolthe JuStice’Information Center.
‘stating that boys‘from‘4—7,yearseold’are’the highest
vhproportlon of abused chlldren _and children 0—3 yearsJold.
vaccount for the second hlghest abused populatlon _

The_age’of the chlld at-the time of report did not
happear‘to be reiated toihow the'case'was ciosed vIn_fact,
there was no s1gn1f1cance found (F=.951;p=.597) . This isf
inconsistent W1th prev1ous researchers wh1ch have found
'that Chlld Protectlve Serv1ces workers are more llkely to
vsubstantlate a case as the age. of the Chlld increases
- (Echenrode, Powers, Dorls, Munsch and Bolger, 1988;
Haskett Wayland Hutcheson and Tevana 1995) . It appears
that Rlver51de County Chlld Protectlve Serv1ces workers
give equal cons1deratlon to each case, regardless the age
of the Chlld

Ethnlclty The ethn1c1ty of the- male sexual abuse
v1ct1m were 47° Cauca81an 359 Hlspanlc,’17 5° Afrlcan
Amerlcan 0° Amerlcan Indlan and A51an and 5° Other
tThls data 1s con81stent w1th flndlngs in the 11terature
wh1ch shows that Caucas1an chlldren are v1ct1ms of sexual

‘abuseumore than’any other\ethnlcrty'(Faller,
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”;fof the male sexuab

'd[1989 Flnkelhor Hotaollng, LeWis;‘&ASmith 1985)’ However sf
lfaccordlng to the Admlnlstratlon for Chlldren and Famllles,
,thls study dlffers 1n that natlonally, Afrlcan Amerlcan
’ uchlldren are the second hlghest v1ct1ms of sexual abuse
*.fIn the current study, Hlspanlcs ‘made up the second
“hlghest | | |

‘f‘ When computlng the Ch1 Square test of Ass001atlon,
”the varlable of ethn1c1ty was collapsed because the
pcategorles Amerlcan Indlan As1an and Other were below .5%
”i(see Appendlx D Flgure 3) »égV‘O were collapsed 1nto
‘the Hlspanlc varlable, s1nce.they were Amerlcan Indlans
:'In addltlon the dependent varlable of case closure was

vcollapsed The dlstrlbutlon of the collapsed 1ndependent
,lvarlable Ethn1c1ty and the dependent varlable How the Casel‘

was Closed 1s found in Appendlx D Flgure 4 Our flndlngs

;show that ethn1c1ty dld not have an 1mpact on how the case,'['

7“was closed (Ch1 Square 4 ;1105 df = 4, p_ 391)

Dlsclosure Dlsclosure was counted only if the Chlld :

4'adm1tted to the 1n’est1gator that he was sexually abused

1{abuse v1ct1ms, 61 5° dlsclosed thelr

‘fabuse However 38'5° dld not dlsclose abuse (see Appendlx”f

:f7D7uFigureVS)«,effa?male sexual abuse v1ct1m dlsclosed
”l_lsexual abuse,_there was a hlgh probablllty that the case
":would be substantlated If a Chlld dld not dlsclose, then

‘fthe,caseﬁwouldvmostfllkelyqbe closedgas,lnconclu81ve or




unfpundedv(see-Appendix‘Dﬁ Figurev6). Whether the child
diSclosed or not'Wasfsignifiéantly related to how the case
was closed (Chi-Square‘= 30.853, df = 2, p=.000). In
comparison to other research; the fate of disclosure for
thié sample_was high (Levesque) 1994; Risin & Koss, 1987;
Simth, sﬁllia'_n, & Cohen, 1995) .

“ Family Sﬁructure: Family structure was determined by
the family constellation of the child at the time ofvthe
abuse. Bdth the independent variable of Family Structure
and’the dependent vériable of How the Case was Closed was
collapsed (see Appendix D, Figure 7). Ouf results show
that the vafiable.of Family Structure, was Significantly
related to How the Case was Closed [ (Chi-Square = 12.974,
df = 3, p=.005), see Appendix D, Figure 8]. The majority
of the males reported as being sexually abused in this
study had a Family Structure consisting of Single Parent
homes (49%) . Although most males reported abused in
Riverside County were from Single Parent homes, a case is
more likely to be substantiéted if the male is living with
one biological parent and a step-parent. According, to
Finkelhor et al. (1985), males who livéd in Single Parent
“homes and Non-Biological homes were at moré risk of being
sexually abused than those living in any other family
structure. The current research found that most reports

were on males who lived in single parentwhomes,‘yet the
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case was not substantlated as often as 1f they were 11v1ng
w1th a blologlcal parent and a step parent H
Sex of the Perpetrator There were too few cases that
ylnvolved both a male and female perpetrator resultlng 1n
the varlable of Sex of the Perpetrator belng collapsed
(see Appendlx D Flgure 9) A~case rev1ew was-completed
and the category both male and female was collapsed to ;"
sfmale or female by who played the prlmary role in the
. v1ct1mlzat10n Our study showed that the Sex of the
rfPerpetrator was not 31gn1f1cantly related to How the Casev;
%;pwas Closed [(ChleSquare~=y5,051 df % 2; p=. 80), seeL'
Appendlx D Flgure 10] HoWever there was a trend towardSﬁf
”Unfounded case closure 1f the perpetrator was female ThlSi
:trend 1s cons1stent with previous research (Bannlng 1989)
-For 1nstance, one‘study found women are permltted a much f
Tttfreer range of sexual contact w1th the1r chlldren ‘than are'v
dmenf In other words,vlt 1s soc1ally acceptable for a B
'emother to act 1n ways toward her chlldren that would be
labeled molestatlon 1f she were a man (Bannlng, 1989)
VlCtlm Relatlonshlp to the Perpetrator Due to the
Hlarge number of 1evels w1th1n th1s category the varlablew'”
"V1ct1m Relatlonshlp to the Perpetrator was collapsed (see,j
luiAppendlx D Flgure 11) From the data collected it |
';tappears that the V1ct1m s Relatlonshlp to the Perpetrator"

fﬂdld not have a 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp to the way in:
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.see Appendlx D, Flgure 13 and 14] di

vrm:examlned”ln thls study were reported in conjunctlon w1th

1other‘v1 tlms Because Spencer and Dunklee (1986) reported‘n

{?ps1m11ar flndlngs,-this result was expected

Mandated Reporter versus Non Mandated Reporterthf

-ff*the two hundred cases lncluded 1n thlS study, one- hundred

',;aand forty one cases were reported by a mandated reporter,

i_}and flfty nlne cases were reported by a non- mandated

';'freporter (see Appendlx D Flgure 15) Wnether‘tne,reporter















hlgh for male sexual abuse 1n comparlsonvto‘natlonal
'h;statlstlcs Dersch and Munsch (1999) found that as: the aged?f
fpof the boy 1ncreases, substantlatlon rates also rise. |
'5ﬂiR1vers1de County s mean age of male sexual abuse v1ct1ms”v
:reported was 8 7 years The mean age of sexual abuse “

B v1ct1ms reported in Rlvers1de County 1s 1 7 years older

jJ;than the natlonal mean age Th1s could account for the

h“hlgher substantlatlon rate,_or 1t could be the Chlld
CProtectlve Serv1ces workersrln Rlver81de County are more
dlllgent in: thelr 1nvestlgat10n of male sexual abuse ,
| In looklng at the data, 1nterest1ng flndlng thatbﬁsfv;
:‘arrses 1s 1n the dlstrlbutlon of the ethnlc populatlon ofd

5;males who were sexually abused In the current study,

_Caucas1an male sexual abuse v1ct1ms comp _se of 47° of the
g reported cases of male sexual abuse whlch 1s cons1stent

‘-tw1th natlonal statlstlcs 1n that Cauca81an males‘arevof

'”Cffthe hlghest rlsk of sexual abuse The current data d ffersvf,

'5‘g_from the natlonal ethnlc dlStrlbuth

'*7‘abuse v1ct1ms, to thelr Caucas1an counterpartsf'

‘.f_thlrd compr1s1ng only 17 5°‘of”the populatlon abused Y

‘?*iHlspanlc male chlldren comprlse 35° of the total male

'kfsexual abuse v1ct1ms 1n R1vers1de County Natlonally,v .

1th1n the Hlspanlc ;_J'"







tiated at a rate

POS sible t

tepfathers




[anelghbors and anonymous sources

‘ostulated that chlldren have a tendency to

’fjfpdlsclose over tlme and w1th rapportmbulldlng KNlcholas— SR

_Carnes, 1999) However bhen the mandated reporter

'd’varlable (asffurther cla831f1ed 1nto spec1flc profess1ons,

was'fount that 1f a soc1al worker or mental health

‘f;ﬁworkers reported the abuse) there was a trend towards

(Eckenrode, Munsch Powers

.fdo not posses It is

?;;relatlonshlp w1th the v1ct1m wh1ch prov1de

*the v1ct1m a.f_fhv

’{Safe haven for d1scl’Nure, thus leadlng to subst' tlatlon.ﬂgev



cannapieco, 1999

ercholas Carnes,:u

Perhaps the most useful f1nd1ng of?the“éurfénéfgtﬁd§»4

terv1ew1ng Of the

:;'concerned theuv'rlable of forens1c:1w

-ff200 male sexual abuse cases rev1ewed for the;current

‘fptprOJect 21 were referred for foren51c 1nterv1ews, leavrné'
12179 cases 1n1t1ally 1nvestlgated by the emergency‘f
faresponder If male sexual abuse v1ct1ms were referred to“a>
‘forensic.interv1ew 'the case was substantlated 90/ of the f,
“time ﬁowewer for those who were not referred to a»;bf”
foren51c 1nterv1ew, the substantlatlon rate dropped to
”A45%§ Therefore,‘a male sexual abuse v1ct1m referred to a .fffb
”dforens1c 1nterv1ew was 51gn1f1cant1y more llkely to have |
[:hls case substantlated than a v1ct1m w1thout a referral
:5Th1s flndlng 1s agaln con81stent w1th prev1ous research
twhlch 1ndlcates that there 1s a hlgher rate of dlsclosure
durlng a . forens1c 1nterv1ew the same result that was )
’found in the current study Addltlonally, the 11terature

'»suggests that cases referred for forens1c 1nterv1ews were
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http:referred.to

cbytmore llkely foTIead to the prosecutlon of the perpetrator e

J(Nlcholas Carnes, 1999) Both the hlgh rate of dlsclosure

’fand the hlgh rate of prosecutlon may be a result of hlghly-b-“w

"fjtralned soc1al workers and mental health workers who e

vf~conduct the forens1c 1nterv1ews leen the prev1ous

fﬁ”research avallable on forens1c 1nterv1ew1ng,_and the'hﬁl“‘"
fycurrent research's s1gn1f1cant f1nd1ng of substantlatlon
frate as a result of forens1c 1nterv1ew 1t 1s 1mperat1veby

Vfthat cases wh1ch are inConclu31ve be referred for a’

forens1c 1nterv1ew

kfRecommendatlons

tthe flndlngs of the current study, several

‘ﬁrecommendatlons for future research as well as ways 1n 4

’whlch to enhancewthe current assessment of male ch11d
'f’sexual abuse w1ll be made
Perhaps the most outstandlng resultsmoffthiswstudy"“¢~”

o 1ndlcates that the performance of‘a forens1c 1nterv1ew »

‘fhgreatly 1ncreases the probablllty that the abuse case w1llf:mff

'fbe substantlated Of the 21 cases referred for forens1c'n

”fflnterv1ews 19 were substantlated wh11e of the 179 not wfty‘

“freferred for a foren31c 1nterv1ew, only 81 were j”"

‘"*fﬂ;substantlated Because of the soc1al 1ssues surroundlng

lliffthe dlsclosu_erof male sexual abuse dlscussed above, 1t

V?iiseems loglcal that any measure w1th the potentlal to lead

u;to the¢true dlsclosure of the abuse should be taken S







vspe01al needs and 1ssues of Rlvers1de County would be
helpful Currently, R1vers1de County runs several programsl
'fto address 1ssues of sexual abuse Programs such -as

‘Parents Unlted are developed to prov1de both - a therapeutlc.
"env1ronment and an educatlonal platform for: both the
perpetrator and non- offendlng parent In addltlon- the
.county prov1des victims of abuse w1th support groups such
as Daughters and Sons Unlted However, there are currently
no programs des1gned spec1f1cally for perpetrators of
s1b11ng abuse or the1r victims.

‘In addition, it is recommended that because Riverside
CountyAhas a Hispanic population that is larger than then
Vnational‘census‘distribution,>the above programs must
address the spec1al cultural needs of their partlcular ‘
populatlon For 1nstance, soc1al»workers‘fluent in Spanish
should be ayailable to lead support»groups; as well as to |
discuss the isSues of abuse in the most culturally |
sensitive manner, and to.conduct,forensic interviews.

Future Study

Since‘the instrument‘was created for the current
researCh) a goal of future‘research in this area is to
validate the instrument used. Whenivalidated, this
instrument could be applied for use in county programs

across the nation in order for these programs to gain more
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"rlnformatlon regardlng thelr"own succ”ss in describing and

Lastly, it a; b”'heleul'



APPENDIX A:

LETTER OF APPROVAL
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) Department of Public SOcial SerVi‘c"es .

- BennlsJ Boyle, Director

o November 28 2000 ,

L Cal State San Bemardmo o
* MSW Program/ Human Subjects Commrttee ‘
5500 University Parkway
. San Bemardmo, CA 92407

10 WHOMITMAYCONCERN

- This lettcr is to conﬁrm thatt penmssron has been gmnted to Teresa Solomon-Brllmgs,
- MSW intem, to conduct her research study on “ Understanding the characteristicsand
case variables as they pertam to deterrmmng the case outcome of male children who have

_ been sexually abused.”

"We are very snpportwe of interns eonductmg research that will ultrmately leadto

D improvements in service delivery and we look forward to Ms. Solomon-Billings shamis :

her results wrth us :
Smcerely, ‘ | ' N | ; B o
Nancy Lopez, LCSW ’ '

Administrative Manager
Chrld Proteetrve Semces

cc: Ms.'Solomon-Biﬂings ,
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APPENDIX B:

- DATA COLLECTION SHEET
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Caucasian = 1 - . .=

AfricaneAmerican&=~

Slngle'parent

Single parent

Nuclear famlly 3'4.5
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Professional




.'l-‘\.': Sch001;Employee.

P I Medlcal Staff =

S Ele Nelghbor

=
S
&

Subst%ntiated

Inconclus1ve




APPENDIX C:

COLLAPSED DATA COLLECTION SHEET
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" [Caucasian = 1.

African- Amerlcan 2
Hlspanlc 3. ' '

|Single parent mother/father

~INuclear family = 3

 [Bio-parent & step. parent = 4

Both non- blologlcal 6

‘Other relatlve =7

Male

 |[Female = 2

‘Stranger/Acqualntance/Profes81ona1/
|Friend =1

’Famlly/Uncle/Aunt/Cou81n/Granparent‘
5

Father/Stepfather =

6 B
‘Mother/Stepmother =.8

-Sibling/Stepsibling = 10

Solo.

[Multiple = 2

. ' R
_Mandated Reporte

8001a1 Services/Mental Health 1+




= 1

School Employee/Chlld Care
Provider = 2

Medical Staff = 3

5

“Law Enforecement

Non Mandated Reporter = 2

Mother/Father/Stepparent/Grandparen
[t/Family = 7

Nelghbor/Anonymous = 11

Substantiated 1

Inconclusive/Unfounded = 2
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APPENDIX D:

FIGURES
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Flgure 2. Dlstrlbutlon of age of all male chlld sexual

abuse reports, reported to Rlver81de County Department

of Social Serv1ces.
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Figure 3. Distribution of Ethnicity prior to Collapsing
the data and after the data was collapsed.
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 Figure 4. D}istribbuvtioni__,.vo,f ‘thé,Col.lapsed Ethnicity and the

collapsed How the Case was Closed.
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. Figure 6. Diétributionf0f3Child_Disclosureﬁﬁaﬁé~and How the
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Figure 7. Distribﬁtion’of'Fémily Structuré‘pfidr'to 

collapsing the data and after the data waSac01laPSed; ;{k"
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Figure 8: Distribution of New Family Structure and How the

Case was Closed.
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 Figure 9. Distribution of Sex of the Perpetrator prior to
o cggl.l»apsf.iflgigtlfle, data and after the data was cpllapé'e'd
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' Figure 10. Distribution of Sex of Perpetrator and How the -

© . case was Closed.
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quure 11 Dlstrlbutlon of VlCtlm Relatlonshlp to the

Perpetrator prlor to collaps1ng the data and after the'

data was collapsed
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" Figure 12. Distribution of the Collapsed Relationship to

' the Perpetrator and the collapsed Case Closure. .
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Fiqdref14. Distribution of Number of Victims.and How the

Case was Closed.
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Figure 16. Distribﬁtion of Mandated or Non-Mandated

Reporter and How the Case was Closed.
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ggre 17. Dlstrlbutlon of Who Reported it prlor to

collaps1ng the data and after the data was collapsed
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ggre 18x D1str1butlon of collapsed Who Reported 1t and

collapsed Case Closur
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' Figqure 19. Distribution of Forensic Interview.
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