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The Canadian Centre for Child Protection Inc. (Canadian Centre) is a charitable organization dedicated to
the personal safety of all children. Our goal is to reduce the sexual abuse and exploitation of children,
assist in the location of missing children and prevent child victimization. The Canadian Centre operates
Cybertip.ca, Canada’s tipline to report sexual abuse and exploitation on the Internet, as well as other
prevention and intervention services to assist the Canadian public.

Our mission is to:

Reduce the incidence of missing and sexually exploited children
Educate the public on child personal safety and sexual exploitation
Assist in the location of missing children

Advocate for and increase awareness about issues related to missing and sexually exploited children

TO THE SURVIVORS OF CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE:

If you are a survivor of child sexual abuse, please know that our team is working very hard to make
positive change happen for you and for future generations of survivors. We believe change is coming. It
is important that we share with the public, the reality of what we are seeing and hearing from survivors
and what we are learning through our research and technical solutions. If you feel reading this
information and our report might be difficult for you or if you find yourself feeling distressed after
reading it, we encourage you to reach out to supports in your community. This could include personal
supports (family and friends) or professional supports (therapists, psychologists, psychiatrists, local
counselling and crisis response agencies). The online exploitation and abuse of children is a growing
problem and the Canadian Centre for Child Protection is invested in finding solutions that will prevent
this crime and provide protection and support to those impacted by it.

© 2017, Canadian Centre for Child Protection Inc. All rights reserved. Users are granted permission to
save and print copies of this report as needed for personal, research and other non-commercial use,
provided that if information in this report is quoted or referenced in another work, the source of the
information is attributed to the copyright owner. You are not permitted to post a copy of this online, in
whole or in part.

"CANADIAN CENTRE for CHILD PROTECTION" is registered in Canada as a trademark of the Canadian
Centre for Child Protection Inc.

The statistics, graphs and tables within this document are based on an analysis of information provided
by 150 respondents on or before July 27, 2017. The survey was made available in four languages:
English, French, Dutch and German. Data analysis was completed in-house by staff at the Canadian
Centre for Child Protection Inc.

© 2017, Canadian Centre for Child Protection Inc. Refer to the notice on the inside front cover for
restrictions on use and publication.
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INTRODUCTION

In January, 2016, the Canadian Centre for Child Protection released its report, Child Sexual Abuse Images
on the Internet: A Cybertip.ca Analysis." The report was based on the review of close to 152,000 reports,
examining 43,762 unique images and videos classified as child pornography. The report indicated that
nearly 80% of the images assessed by Cybertip.ca depicted very young, pre-pubescent children under 12
years of age— with the majority of those being under the age of 8, and nearly 7% were babies or
toddlers. Most concerning was the severe abuse depicted. 50% of all images showed explicit sexual
activity and assaults — and almost 70% of the images appeared to have been taken within a home
setting.

The report highlighted the seriousness of the issue of child pornography and reinforced the need to do
more to identify victims, stop offenders and reduce the online availability of such content. Recognizing
that the victims whose sexual abuse has been recorded and possibly distributed online are likely to
require specialized support services, the Canadian Centre set out to better understand the impact on
victims. A working group of international experts was assembled to assist the Canadian Centre in
developing a survey that would provide these victims with the opportunity to share their experiences
and provide insight into the unique impacts and challenges they face.

OVERVIEW OF THE PROJECT

The Canadian Centre is a national charity dedicated to the personal safety of all children. Our goal is to
reduce the incidence of missing and sexually exploited children while educating the Canadian public
about ways to keep children safe. Through our role in operating Cybertip.ca, our agency has witnessed
the growing proliferation of child sexual abuse material on the Internet.

“As a victim of this most horrific form of child sexual exploitation, | have felt alone,
misunderstood and helpless. It is time for the world to understand child pornography and the
unimaginable impacts it has on us, the victims. We need to find our voice to help those who wish
to better understand and help us.” — Victim of child sexual abuse imagery

We are now seeing more and more victims of child sexual abuse whose abuse has been recorded reach
adulthood. Information from these individuals offers a lens into the distinct challenges faced by victims
of this crime. To better understand this aspect, the Canadian Centre launched an international survey in
January 2016 for adult survivors whose child sexual abuse was recorded and that was, or may have
been, distributed online. Since that time, we have had 150 survivors participate in the survey and
contribute valuable details and information about their experience.

! Available online at Cybertip.ca
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The goal of the survey is to learn about the experiences of this population, as well as to determine what
policy, legislative, and therapeutic changes are required to respond to the needs of survivors. In order to
achieve this goal, a working group of international experts was established.

INTERNATIONAL WORKING GROUP

An international working group comprised of experts on child sexual abuse was established so that its
members might contribute knowledge and feedback toward the development of the survey questions
and design, as well as to collaborate in crafting global recommendations based on the survey results. Co-
chaired by Lianna McDonald, Executive Director of the Canadian Centre and Michelle DeLaune, Chief
Operating Officer of the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children, the international working
group included psychologists, psychiatrists, physicians, lawyers, clinicians, and child advocates. The
initiative also benefited immensely from the participation of the Dutch National Rapporteur on
Trafficking in Human Beings and Sexual Violence against Children, Corinne Dettmeijer-Vermeulen.

“As child pornography victims grow older, many come to realize that the images of their sexual
abuse will continue to exist and be consumed for the remainder of their lives, and that they are
largely powerless to end the abuse. This knowledge may haunt the victims for years because
possessors and distributors will continue to consume, and possibly distribute, the images and
recordings indefinitely...A recent survey revealed that almost ninety-five per cent of child
pornography victims suffer lifelong psychological damage and may never overcome the harm,
even after lifelong therapy."*

In October 2016, the Canadian Centre prepared a summary of the surveys received up to that point
(115) and welcomed members of the working group to Ottawa, Canada. A Summit was held to discuss
the information shared and help develop global recommendations intended to assist the growing
population of victims, with specific attention paid to those whose abuse was recorded and disseminated
online. Other stakeholders such as crown prosecutors, law enforcement, and government
representatives were also invited to contribute their expertise to the process.

INTERNATIONAL OBLIGATIONS

When considering the results of the survey and the applicability of each recommendation in a domestic
context, the international commitments made to protect children from exploitation and abuse must be
kept in mind. To date, over 170 nations have ratified the United Nations Convention on the Rights of
the Child (“UNCRC”) and the Optional Protocol on the Sale of Children, Child Prostitution and Child
Pornography (the “Optional Protocol”). The UNCRC is the most universally accepted human rights

? Binford et. al. indicates in Beyond Paroline: Ensuring Meaningful Remedies for Child Pornography Victims at Home and Abroad
(2014)
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framework in the world and reflects the commitment of world nations to safeguarding the most
vulnerable members of society. Article 34 emphasizes that signatory nations must take all appropriate
national, bilateral and multilateral measures to prevent the sexual exploitation of children. Article 19
speaks to a child’s right to be protected from physical or psychological harm, neglect, abuse, or
mistreatment. Article 39 goes further and commits all signatories to take all appropriate measures to
promote the physical and psychological recovery and social reintegration of a child if they are subjected
to the harms in Article 19. This is reiterated in Article 9 of the Optional Protocol. The Optional Protocol
also includes a commitment by each signatory to adopt appropriate measures to protect the rights and
interests of child victims at all stages of the criminal justice process (Article 8), and ensure access to
adequate procedures to seek compensation from those criminally responsible (Article 9, point 4).

It is imperative world nations recognize their obligations under international law and critically examine
the ways in which they are meeting such obligations, particularly in light of the information shared
through this survey. We can, and we must, do better.

ABOUT THIS REPORT AND THE SURVIVORS’ SURVEY

Intended purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide a summary of the data that has been received and analyzed to
date. Given the importance of the issues raised by the survey, and the information shared by survivors
so far, it has been decided that the online survey will remain open for the foreseeable future. The
Canadian Centre wishes to ensure that all survivors who wish to contribute their voice to the data are
able to do so.

Understanding the data and its presentation
The statistics, graphs and tables (the “Summary Data”) within this document are based on an analysis of
the information provided by 150 victims in survey responses entered on or before July 27, 2017.

Percentages: All percentages are rounded up to the nearest percent and therefore may add up to over
100% due to rounding.

Numbers: Not all graphs or tables will be out of 150 because survey respondents were able to skip
guestions; not all respondents were eligible to answer all questions (some questions were only asked if a
respondent answered ‘yes’ or ‘no’ to a previous question, for example); and the responses of some
respondents did not fit the question that was asked.

Multiple responses: For some questions, the responses may have fit multiple categories and so the
graph for such questions would not represent the number of respondents but instead represents the
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number of responses of each particular type. Such graphs are marked with the legend Multiple
Responses per Respondent.

Sample quotes: The quotes from survivors have been reproduced verbatim to the fullest extent, but
may have been edited for length, spelling or to remove information that may be personally identifying.
Some text reproduced may also be from a translated version of the statement provided.

Response Type. Some questions required a simple yes or no response and some allowed respondents
to choose one or more answers from a drop down list and such responses are presented in a simple
graph fashion. For many of the questions, however, respondents were free to use their own words in
response to the question. These narrative-type responses were reviewed to identify themes and
similarities so that the information could be presented in a collective manner.

In the process of writing the preliminary report (released January 2017), it was noted that information
shared by a survivor in response to one question was sometimes relevant to understand their response
to, or to answer, a different question. In order to provide the most robust analysis possible, for the
purpose of this report, a cross analysis of responses to various questions was performed to ensure all
information shared by the survivor that was relevant to the question was reflected.

Surveys included in analysis
The 150 surveys that were selected for inclusion in the analysis were the surveys that contained enough
salient information to permit meaningful analysis. By way of explanation:

1. Certain questions in the survey were mandatory — such as whether the respondent was over the
age of 18, and whether the respondent had her/his child sexual abuse recorded. If the
respondent indicated that s/he was under the age of 18, or did not have her/his sexual abuse
recorded, s/he was not able to continue on with the survey, and those surveys were excluded
from the analysis.

2. The survey was comprised of different question types. While some questions required only a
yes/no response and some provided multiple choice options, the vast majority of questions
allowed the respondent to answer the question in her/his own words and language. The surveys
received that included responses only to some of the yes/no and/or multiple choice questions,
with no narrative responses completed were excluded from the analysis.

3. Asthe survey was quite lengthy, it was recognized that respondents may not want or be able to
complete the survey in one session. Thus, survey respondents were able to respond to as many
qguestions as they wanted, then take a break and come back at a later time to continue the
survey. Survey respondents were given 30 days to complete the survey once they had started. If
a participant chose to return to complete additional questions, that participant was also able to
edit and/or delete past responses if desired. The last question of the survey asked the
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respondent to click a button to “complete” the survey. All other surveys were deemed to be
“incomplete.”

a. All of the surveys that were “complete” as of July 27, 2017 were included in the analysis,
unless the survey had been excluded for the reason set forth in item 2 above, the
information that was in the survey was unintelligible, or if the information did not
appear to be authentic.

b. All surveys that were “incomplete” as of July 27, 2017 were assessed separately. Those
that had been dormant for at least 30 days and that included salient details in response
to at least some of the narrative-type questions, and that appeared to reflect an

authentic attempt to complete the survey, were included in the 150 surveys available
for analysis.

Limitations: The survey was administered online and it is assumed that the respondents who completed
the surveys included in the analysis were truthful in the responses given. It is possible that an individual
who did not meet the criteria completed the survey. It is also possible that a respondent completed the
survey more than once. Due to the nature of the survey, researchers could not seek clarification of
unclear responses provided by respondents and so some responses were not included in the analysis. In
addition, while the survey was promoted directly by the Canadian Centre and by members of the
International Working Group through various means, it is recognized that individuals who learned of the

survey may have been those who were more likely to be currently engaged in some kind of victim's
support or other network.

Survey design and administration

In creating the survey, the Canadian Centre consulted with a number of professionals who are experts in
related fields, as well as victims who have been affected by this crime. Careful consideration was given
to the way in which the survey was designed and carried out, including:

¢ Administering it online to increase anonymity and allowing victims to complete it at their own
pace with the hope that the format would yield more information

¢ Dividing it into sections and providing participants with a brief description of the type of
information covered in each area and reasons for why the information was being sought

¢ Allowing participants to skip sections as well as individual questions

¢ Encouraging participants to take breaks from completing the survey and allowing survivors to
re-access their particular survey using a unique access code
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¢ The number of questions that were restricted to a yes/no or multiple choice response were
kept to a minimum, which allowed participants to share the information however they saw fit
rather than having to try and reduce their experience to a set of pre-defined responses

* The survey was made available in four languages (English, Dutch, German and French).

In addition, there are two distinct pools of participants who participated in the survey. One pool is
comprised of participants with whom the Canadian Centre and/or a member of the International
Working Group had a direct relationship. Thus, it is known that the individuals in this pool met the
survey criteria and had an identified support person in their lives (e.g., therapist, family member). The
other pool of participants is comprised of individuals who would have learned of the survey in some
other way (e.g., general media, online support network, etc.). This pool of participants was required to
answer some additional verification questions to help ensure their experience met the criteria for the
survey, but otherwise answered basically the same questions as the verified pool of participants.

Survey versions

A preliminary report released January 17, 2017 was based on a previous version of the survey which was

closed off on November 28, 2016. The preliminary report included information from 128 respondents.
The Canadian Centre has been running the new version of the survey since November 28, 2016.

The survey was launched in January, 2016, and this report represents the results shared by 150 survivors

to the end of July, 2017.
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A. KEY DEMOGRAPHICS

In order to participate in the survey, there were some conditions potential survey participants had to
meet, namely:

(a) 18 years or older; and
(b) a victim of physical child sexual abuse which was recorded in any way.

A potential survey participant who did not confirm the above two requirements was thanked for their
interest and not permitted to complete the survey. Accordingly, it is assumed that 100% of the survey
participants are aged 18 or older and a victim of physical child sexual abuse which was recorded.

Online distribution

In the first version of the survey that was released, a potential survey participant was required to
confirm that images/recordings of their child sexual abuse had been distributed online in order to carry
on with the survey. The distribution requirement was removed shortly after the survey launched after
some potential respondents had contacted the Canadian Centre to explain that they were not certain
about whether recordings of their abuse had been distributed. This lack of certainty stemmed largely
from the fact that they were children at the time of the abuse and so may not have been fully aware of
what was happening with the recordings after they were made. Accordingly, the distribution question
remained in the survey, but it was amended so that both participants who confirmed that distribution
had occurred, and participants who said that they did not know if distribution had occurred, were
permitted to continue the survey. The following is a breakdown of the responses received:

Figure 1: Images/recordings distributed online

IMAGES/RECORDINGS DISTRIBUTED ONLINE (N=150):

Respondents were asked, "Were images/recordings of your
child sexual abuse created and/or distributed on the Internet?"

38%
Unsure

No Response
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Sex of respondents

Respondents were asked to provide their sex to permit analysis of issues that may differ between the
sexes. Similar to what hotlines around the world witness in addressing child sexual abuse material, the
overwhelming majority of survey respondents identified themselves as female.

Figure 2: Sex of respondents

SEX OF RESPONDENTS (N=150):

Malt’
1%

Not provided Female

Age of respondents

Respondents were asked to provide their current age and were able to provide an actual age, or simply
an age range. An age range was permitted to assist the respondent in preserving their anonymity.

Figure 3: Current age of respondents

CURRENT AGE OF RESPONDENTS (N=150)

o~
13%

19%

40-49 18-29

24%

30-39 Not provided

Note: Respondents were able to provide an actual age, or an age range. Also,
a respondent had to indicate they were over the age of 18 in order to be
eligible to complete the survey.
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Country lived in at the time the hands-on child sexual abuse took place

Given that the survey was open to participants from around the world, respondents were asked to
identify the country they lived in when the abuse took place. To assist respondents in preserving their
anonymity, they were able to provide a continent instead of a country name. As noted in the graph
below, the number of respondents from individual countries is not reflective of the prevalence of this
type of abuse in that country. Moreover, it should be noted that the experiences of survey respondents
were strikingly similar in many respects, regardless of the country that the respondent was abused in.

Figure 4: Country lived in at the time of abuse

COUNTRY LIVED IN AT THE TIME OF ABUSE (N=149)*

Respondents were asked, "What country did you live in when the hands-on
child sexual abuse took place?". Respondents were able to provide a
continent if they did not want to provide a country name.

48%
Netherlands

0,
1% 1% 01314';
Canada USA (e.g., Europe)

3%
Multiple**
[

*One respondent did not name the country (or continent) in which they had
been abused.

**A response was coded as "multiple” if the respondent indicated that they
had either lived in several countries over the time frame in which the abuse
occurred or lived in one country but was abused in other countries as well.
For example, the respondent may have been abused during a vacation that
took place outside of their home country, or the respondent had been
specifically taken to another country for filming of the abuse, and/or to
facilitate abuse of the respondent by others.

The above graph must not be interpreted as suggesting that abuse is more
or less prevalent in any one country. It simply reflects the composition of
survey respondents to the date of analysis. Of note, the Netherlands and
Germany each have a large victim network through which information
about the survey could be disseminated, whereas other countries
represented in the survey did not.
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B. CIRCUMSTANCES OF ABUSE

This section summarizes the information received from respondents about the circumstances of the
child sexual abuse (including the recording of it), such as the age at which it began and ended, the length
of time it went on, and the type of visual material that was created of the abuse.

The details of the abuse experiences of many of the respondents were shocking. Respondents were
asked to provide information about the age they were when the abuse began and ended, to the best of
their recollection. Respondents had the option of providing an age range instead of an exact age as it
was recognized that some may not recall their exact age, and others may wish to record only an age
range to help preserve confidentiality. The age ranges from which respondents could choose were 0-4,
5-11, and age 12 or over. The following is the information gleaned from the responses provided.

Age range when abuse began and ended

The details of the abuse experiences of many of the respondents were shocking. The vast majority of the
respondents were abused before the age of 12 (87%), and over half (56%) of the respondents reported
that their abuse began at or before the age of four. Over one-third (36%) reported being abused into
adulthood. Such pervasive and long-term abuse is of significant concern, and underscores the
importance of improving the ways in which abuse may be uncovered/discovered as opposed to placing
the burden on children to disclose.

Figure 5: Age range when abuse started and ended (side-by-side graphs)

AGE RANGE WHEN HANDS-ON CHILD AGE RANGE WHEN HANDS-ON CHILD
SEXUAL ABUSE BEGAN (N=152) SEXUAL ABUSE STOPPED (N=152)

— H{A 0-4 19% 9-11

= 31% 5-11 AL 12-17

12% YA mnd 31%

1% Not provided —

5% 0ngoing

87% were under 12 36% were 18 and older

*Two respondents reported on two different abuse situations that started and ended at different times. For these
respondents, both abuse situations are captured in the above graphs.
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The below graph illustrates the information in the previous graph in another way:

Figure 6: Age range when abuse started and ended (combined graph)

AGE RANGE WHEN ABUSE STARTED AND ENDED (N=147)

Age 0-4 18% 29%

il 5-11 12-17

(72 female, 12 male)

ABUSE BEGAN
Age 5-11
(N=45)*
(38 female, 7 male)
Age 12-17 1%
(N=18) 12-17

(15 female, 3 male)

ABUSE ENDED

*Not all respondents provided a response to both the questions: At what age did the hands-on child sexual abuse start
(to the best of your recollection]? and At what age did the hands-on child sexual abuse stop (to the best of your
recollection]?. Therefore, the numbers in the above graph only represent respondents who answered both questions.

*Two respondents reported on two different abuse situations that started and ended at different times. For these
respondents, both abuse situations are captured in the below graph.

The above graph provides information about the age range of respondents when their abuse started in comparison with
when it ended. The first bar represents the 84 respondents who indicated that their abuse began between the ages of
zero and four, the bar in the middle represents the 45 respondents who indicated that their abuse began between the
ages of five and 11 and the last bar represents the 18 respondents who indicated that their abuse began between the
ages of 12.and 17.
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Duration of abuse

Duration is a measure of the time that elapsed between the first and last incidents of hands-on child
sexual abuse, and is based on the information shared by respondents. Duration does not reflect
frequency. For example, while it could be readily discerned from some surveys that the abuse occurred
(or was still occurring) on a regular basis, for other surveys, it was not clear how frequently the abuse
may have taken place. A few respondents provided specific information about incidents that involved
the creation of imagery, as well as specific information about incidents that did not involve the creation
of imagery. If the respondent was specific about the incident(s) that involved imagery, and it was
possible to determine the duration of the abuse that involved such imagery, that duration was used for
the purpose of the graph below.

Figure 7: Duration of hands-on child sexual abuse

DURATION OF HANDS-ON CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE (N=152)

6% One year or less

13% 11-15 years

1% 21-40+ years*

5% 16 years or more and still ongoing at the time survey was completed**

*The abuse for these respondents has ended. However these respondents were
abused starting at a very early age, between 0 - 4 years old and their abuse
continued into adulthood, for some it ended when the respondents were in their
early to mid-forties. These respondents are now in their mid-forties to fifties.

**|t is important to understand these respondents are now adults, yet their
sexual abuse is continuing.

NOTE: For two respondents there was more than one distinct period of abuse
that took place by at least two different offenders. Due to the information
shared by these respondents, it was possible to determine the duration of each
period of abuse, and thus each period is reflected in the graph.
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Form of child sexual abuse material created3

Respondents were asked about the form of child sexual abuse material that had been created. The
graph below illustrates that within this sample, still images/photographs are the most common form of
imagery created.

Figure 8: Form of child sexual abuse material created

FORM OF CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE MATERIAL CREATED (N=147)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

Stillimages/photographs

24% Audio*
. 14% Live-streamed content**

*All who stated that audio content was created also stated that video content
was created.

**All who stated that live-streamed content was created were abused within
the last 20 years

® Almost one-quarter of the respondents who answered the question about the form of child sexual abuse material created had
reported that audio content had been created. Upon further analysis, it was noted that all respondents who indicated that
audio content had been made also indicated that video content had been produced. No other details were provided about
audio content. It is possible these respondents were referring to the audio portion of the video content that was created.
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C. OFFENDERS & OFFENDING BEHAVIOUR

Respondents were asked to provide information about the person who sexually abused them, any
relationship they may have had with the abuser, and the circumstances surrounding the recording of the
abuse. This section outlines the results of these questions.

It should be noted that the survey was initially drafted with the expectation that respondents would
have a single abuser, or if there was more than one abuser, a "primary" abuser. An unexpected
outcome of the survey was that many of the respondents were victimized by more than one offender
(58%). It was predominantly a family member (82%) who was either the direct abuser, or who facilitated
the abuse by many other offenders.* While it is known that many instances of child sexual abuse occur
within a family context, the high number of respondents who were abused within a large incestuous
extended family or as part of an organized abuse network was stunning. A child being abused within
that type of context would have limited options to escape the abuse. The recording of the abuse took
place in many locations, but often in the child's own home — a place where they ought to have been safe
from harm.

Offenders

Number and type of offender(s)
Due to the variances among the types of offenders that were described by respondents, the offenders
were grouped into three main categoriesS for ease of analysis:

* Single Offender Category. If a survey respondent reported having been abused by one person,
the response was coded as "single offender.”

¢ Multiple Offenders Category. If a survey respondent reported having been abused by more
than one person at the same time and/or over the same time period, the response was coded
as "multiple offender.”

¢ Other Category. If a respondent reported that more than one person had abused them, but the
abuse had occurred at different points in their life and there was no information to suggest the
offenders knew each other or acted together in any way, the response was coded as “other.”

* While the survey respondents came from many different countries, this finding is consistent with data from Canada about
those who have sexually offended against children. According to Canadian data, the majority of persons accused of a sexual
offence against a child or youth were known by the victim, and the accused person was most commonly an acquaintance (44%)
or a family member (38%). See “Adam Cotter and Pascale Beaupre, Juristat Article, “Police-reported sexual offences against
children and youth in Canada, 2012, Statistics Canada catalogue no. 85-002-X, 28 May 2014]
® In three instances where information was present, the information provided was not sufficient to determine what category
the respondent's offender would fit into.
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Figure 9: Number of offenders

NUMBER OF OFFENDER(S) (N=150)

Multiple (more than one offender)

17%

18%
. 7% Other (Multiple offenders who did not act together)

**Unknown” includes respondents who did not respond to the questions about
the offender(s) and those who did not provide sufficient information to determine
whether or not the respondent had been abused by one or more offenders.

Sex of offender
Figure 10: Sex of offender

SEX OF OFFENDER* (N = 150)

Male(s)
only
23% mentioned

Both sexes .
mentioned 0% (I;:rll;ale
mentioned

Note: Respondents were not directly asked what the sex of the offender(s)
was/were until the survey was updated in November 2016. For a total of 34
respondents it was not possible to determine the sex of the offender(s). If a
female offender was mentioned, it was in conjunction with one or more male
offenders. There were no respondents who indicated the abuse was carried out
solely by female offender(s).

*For this graph, information about all offenders mentioned by a respondent
was analyzed.

Relationship of the offender to the child
Given the different dynamics of abuse that were reported, the offender relationship to the victim was
analyzed based on the offender type (single, multiple or other). The graphs below reflect the result of

the analysis.
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Single offender: relationship of the offender to the child
Survey respondents who reported having been abused by one person are reflected in the graph below:

Figure 11: Single offender - relationship of the offender to the victim

SINGLE OFFENDER: RELATIONSHIP OF THE OFFENDER TO THE VICTIM (N=26)

Single - Parents or Extended family Single - NOT Parents or
Extended Family

S Acquaintance (of
Biological father vic‘:im or victilffs family)
) : q Position of trust (teacher,
Aytive/ steptather 19% clergy, counsellor, babysitter)

8% Relative (e.g., either I 4% Neighbour

grandparent, uncle, aunt,
cousin, sibling) I 4% Stranger (No apparent
connection to victim or

victim’s family)

50% of the single offenders were a

parent or part of the child’s extended family.

Multiple offenders: relationship of the primary offender to the child (excludes "Other")é

Of the respondents who were abused by more than one offender, many identified one individual as the
main offender or primary person who facilitated the abuse. That individual was coded as the "primary"
offender for the purpose of the graphs below. Information about all other offenders mentioned was
analyzed separately and these offenders are referred to as “secondary” offenders. The term
"secondary" only means that the role of such offender(s) does not appear to have been as prominent as
the primary or main offender, not that these offenders were any less culpable in the abuse.

® Four surveys did not include enough information to determine who was the primary offender and/or what the relationship of
the primary offender was to the victim.
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Figure 12: Multiple offenders — relationship of primary offender to the victim

MULTIPLE OFFENDERS: RELATIONSHIP OF PRIMARY
OFFENDER TO THE VICTIM (EXCLUDES “OTHER”)* (N=83)

Primary — Parents or Extended family Primary — NOT Parents or
Extended Family

Biological father - g0, Family friend/

acquaintance

Both parents** . 59, Position of trust (teacher,
- 15% Relative (e.g., either grandparent, © clergy, counsellor, babysitter)
uncle, aunt, cousin, sibling)

B 7% Biological mother &%  Neighbour

I 2% Stranger (No apparent connection
to victim or victim’s family)

| 1% Adoptive/stepmother

*Not included in this graph are the relationship of victims who reported having
had more than one abuser but at different times in their life (i.e., the abusers
do not appear to have been known to each other or to have worked together to
commit the abuse).

**Note: A response was coded as "both parents” if the respondent identified
the offender(s) as "parents” and it was not apparent by the response, or other
information shared by the respondent in the survey which parent was most
involved / responsible for the abuse.

82% of the primary offenders who abused the child along

with others were a parent or part of the child's extended family.
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Multiple offenders: relationship of the secondary offender(s) to the child

Some of the survey respondents, who had more than one offender, also provided detail about their
relationship to the principal/primary abuser, as well as the secondary abuser(s) (80). The graph below
reflects the prevalence of each relationship type referenced.

Figure 13: Relationship of secondary offenders to the victim

RELATIONSHIP OF SECONDARY OFFENDER(S) TO THE VICTIM (N =80)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

Secondary — NOT Parents or Extended Family

Acquaintance/“clients” to primary offender

. 13% Position of trust (teacher, clergy, counsellor, babysitter)

Additional responses included neighbour (4%), and acquaintance of victim (3%).

Secondary — Parents or Extended Family

Relatives (Non-parent)
- 19% Parents

*refers to all offenders the respondent provided information about, beyond the
primary offender.

84% of respondents stated that the secondary offenders
who were involved in the abuse were an

acquaintance(s) or “clients” to primary offender(s).
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Offenders who abused at different times: offender relationship to child”

Figure 14: Other - relationship of offender to victim

OTHER: RELATIONSHIP OF OFFENDER TO VICTIM (N=27)

48% Acquaintance (of victim or victim’s family)
33% Parents or extended family*

Position of trust (teacher, clergy, counsellor, babysitter)

Other offender relationships not included in the graph were those that could not
be determined (7%])

*Parents or extended family included: biological father (11%]; biological mother
(4%]; relatives (e.g., uncle, aunt etc.) (15%]); and adoptive/step-father (3%).

33% of the offenders who fell into the "'Other"

category were a parent or part of the child's extended family.

How offenders gained time and access to the children - context & tactics
Respondents were asked, "To the best of your knowledge, how did the offender(s) involved in the
hands-on child sexual abuse gain access and time alone with you?” The responses to the question varied
widely and included valuable information that in some instances could only be properly assessed in
context with information provided in response to other questions from the survey. For example,
information about the child's living arrangements at the time of the abuse was often referenced to assist
in the analysis. The following tables represent the information that could be gleaned from the
responses:

" Ten survey respondents were abused by more than one person at separate times. From information provided by respondents,
these offenders do not appear to have had contact with each other. The ten respondents had an estimated total of 27
offenders. Almost a third of these offenders were acquaintances of the respondent (member of the same peer group or a friend
of a friend). As noted previously, not all incidents of abuse by the separate offenders involved the creation of imagery, however
all incidents involved sexual abuse.
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Context of access: single/primary offenders only 8

The graph below sets out the context in which a single offender, or a primary offender (in multiple
offender situations), gained access to the child. For example, if the respondent indicated that the
offender lived with them, then for the purpose of the below graph, it would have been coded as "resides
with offender full-time."

Figure 15: Context in which the primary/single offender gained access to the victim

CONTEXT IN WHICH THE PRIMARY/SINGLE
OFFENDER GAINED ACCESS TO THE VICTIM (N=105)

Victim resides with offender full-time
(Primary) Offender is in a position of trust over the victim

o, Victim resides with the offender part-time, or has access visits
£.75% _ .
with offender

. 4.75% No apparent connection of offender to victim/victim’s family

l 4.75% Parent arranged/organized abuse by another offender

Tactics employed: single/primary offenders only?

The graph below represents the information that respondents provided about some of the tactics used
by a single or primary offender to gain access to them. Many respondents did not mention specific
tactics, but since many respondents had stated a parent or a member of their extended family was their
single/primary abuser, the offender would not have needed to employ a specific tactic to carry out the
abuse. For example, one respondent simply stated, “It was not a problem because they were family”.

& For the 10 respondents who had been abused by multiple offenders at separate times, it was not possible to discern how the
offender was able to gain access. This is because respondents did not always differentiate between different offenders in their
responses. Where it could be determined, it appeared that many of the offenders had gained access through a position of
trust/authority over the victim including, family friends, relatives, neighbours and babysitters. There were two respondents
who had lived with at least one of their abusers.

® For the 10 respondents who had been abused by multiple offenders at separate times, the most common tactic was getting
the victim alone/isolated (70%). The second most common tactic was coercion (30%).
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Figure 16: Tactics used by the primary/single offender

TACTICS USED BY THE PRIMARY/SINGLE OFFENDER (N=100)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

Getting the victim alone/isolated

No tactic mentioned (primarily parental/
familial control)

45%

'A/ 3 Groomed parent/family

Y79 Coercion

Other tactics noted include abducting the victim (3%), drugging the victim e.g.,
“drugging with chloroform or something similar” (3%) and using a position of
authority e.g., doctor (3%).

Some survey respondents provided information about more than one tactic. The responses under the
different tactics listed below only refer to the primary tactic used; however the response may also
reflect one or more other tactics the offender(s) employed.

Getting the child alone/isolated. Many of the respondents who answered this question noted the
offender(s) would get the child alone/isolated in order to perpetrate the abuse. Examples of statements
from respondents include:

* He took me up to his attic room with his computer when my mom was at work or if he kept me
home when other family members would be doing errands.

*  Babysitting us when my parents worked and went out. Every opportunity he had, he took.

* By taking the dog out for a walk.

* | went to his place regularly when my parents weren't home in the evening.

* Appointments in a clinic and physiotherapy in his practice.

* Pasture with a stable and my parents had jobs... so | was always there alone

* My mother had just died ... and my father was often away .... | and my three younger brothers
were very often at home alone.

* My father took me to certain locations.

*  When we were at home alone.

* Because nobody else was allowed into or out of the house, we lived very isolated ... | sometimes
say our house was a kind of bunker as it were; nobody was allowed in by accident. | was also
kept home from school whole periods of time.
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* My mother would sometimes go visit her mother for a few days or went on holiday for a week.
Or she occasionally went to a concert. At those times a lot could happen at home.

* My mother was nearly always at work. She was seldom home and also paid little attention to
me; she was mainly absorbed with herself.

*  When my mother was not present, for instance went to parents' evenings or was in a different
room. Every free moment (nobody's around) was made use of; | was never safe. The perpetrator
made me responsible for ensuring that we weren't caught. | had to keep watch over the door of
the room where it happened and keep an eye out for bystanders when it happened in the car.
The perpetrator took more and more risks. In the end it seemed almost as if he wanted to get
caught; did things when people were around. The perpetrator was a heavy alcoholic, drank
himself to death.

* | was usually there during the holidays or when my parents were absent for longer periods of
time. Two to three times a year for a couple of days or even several weeks.

* My parents were divorced. One or two times a week we went to see our father. He regularly took
me to beaches, forests, other people, etc.

*  Babysitting and through using their children to lure me to their place to “play”.

* My mum was a widow and they child minded then later | was forced to visit each one in the
place where the abuse took place either home photographers studio or dark room (where the
photos were developed)

In some instances, the respondents noted the offender(s) would commit the offences during the night
when most people in the household were asleep or away. Some examples include:

* At night, when house was asleep.

* The perpetrator came at night whenever he was by himself. Sometimes he took me down to the
basement. Or | was taken to another place and this was disquised as an outing. Sometimes for
two days. The perpetrator's wife knew about it. She did nothing about it.

* He made sure we were together at night. | slept in his home office and he would then tell my
stepmother that he was going to work a little longer. In the daytime he would take me out in his
car and drive somewhere, out of town where it was quiet (along the road or in a forest).

* Pulled into an empty room, visiting me at night in my own room by stealing key.

* The hands-on abuse happened at night, and/or when my mother wasn't home, or when he had
time one with me in the house. The photographs were when we were home alone because
everyone else was out (i.e. shopping, at extracurricular activities). He took me out of the house to
record the abuse at a location that he had set up with people he knew. | am not sure how he
arranged this.

* Staying overnight with a (female) friend. | was drugged and dressed up

* My father simply at home when he put me to bed, he raped me then, that happened almost as
long as | know.
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* My biological father lived with me and my adopted mother for some time. When she went out,
he and | were left home alone.

No tactic mentioned (primarily parental/familial control). Many respondents who were abused by a
parent or relative (or had the abuse facilitated by a parent or relative) did not identify a specific or
notable tactic — for example, one victim abused by a parent said "/ don't know, | fear to think about that,
because it is easier to generally blame myself instead of analyzing too many moments/times on how
things could happen as they did". Other examples of responses placed in this category include:

* |t was arranged or “it simply was like that.”

* |lived with him part of the time.

* He was my sister’s biological father and was granted unsupervised visitation to my sister and I.
We spent a lot of weekends and holidays at his house.

* The time was created.

* That's not difficult in a family situation.

* Because they were family and did everything with me.

* My mother allowed it.

* He was my father. He always had access to me.

* He was my stepdad, also the only father figure | had. He travelled a lot for work, so | would often
go on trips alone with him. We travelled a lot to see family in [country], while living in [country].

* My father allowed it and/or participated in creating circumstances that enabled it (having that
'family friend' pick me up from school, having me stay with him when my parents traveled, even
live with us for a while).

* Because it took place at my uncle's home and my mother knew about it and took me there.

* My parents had total access to me. And they know | would not remember.

* My mom worked twelve hours shifts.....so my dad worked opposite shifts to her and was our
caregiver along with his mother at times.

* My father organized that very well

* Grandpa took me during the holidays and my parents were happy that they were rid of me.

* There were fixed locations where the abuse took place. My mother made sure | was at the right
place at the right time. When | was older, | received some sort of a schedule with indications of
times and places where | had to show up.

Groomed parent/family. A number of respondents who answered this question provided information
that indicated an element of grooming by the offender(s) vis-a-vis the child's parent/family. Examples of
statements from these respondents include:
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* By bribing my mother | think. He gave her money a lot and bought us things. We were from a
divorced broken home, so maybe she thought he was a role model. To this day I still do not
understand. | was only eight when he was introduced to me.

e |t started under the pretext of neighbourhood contact - a lift to the music society, in his home,
sometimes in my home. He kept an eye on me, in everything | did. A kind of stalking. They often
took me with them, all sorts of locations. My parents often worked seven days per week; | was
often home alone.

* He would manipulate the other people in the house to gain time alone (e.g., give mum money to
go shopping, go to bingo) [he] worked shifts, so at home during the day - so as children we tried
NOT to be poorly as dangerous to 'stay home sick' but he would say we were sick when we were
not, so we had to stay home etc.

* Took a bunch of us to the lake or skiing at lodges... my family trusted him.

* My mother handed me over to the neighbour, who was my main abuser. On the surface, | know
that she was a single parent at the time and our neighbours offered to help with childcare. But |
don't know to what extent she was aware of what was happening whilst | was with him.

Coercion (blackmail, bribes, following, confinement) A number of respondents who answered this
guestion noted the offender(s) used coercive methods as a tactic. Some examples include:

* Hesimply took me along and locked me in the cellar.

* Pure intimidation towards me; the child that was just playing outside and was influence able.

*  Was always alone [-] parents both worked. So a friendly word and a small sweet in your hand
was enough.

* The priest was considered “holy” and it was an honour to be chosen by him to go on little trips.

* And for the management of the children's residence, it wasn't any problem either. Usually | had
supposedly done something that was not allowed and that was a reason to lock me up. There it
happened in that room... while it was allegedly going to be a conversation."

*  He lured me off the Internet

* No one was interested what he did for days on end with me; injuries were not detected, | was not
allowed to say anything or could not say anything.

One respondent provided information in response to a different question of the survey that is highly
relevant to mention here. This respondent provided information about the way in which the abuser
behaved and explained the behaviour to police when questioned:

* My [abuser] admitted in his interview to making sexual comments to me throughout my
childhood - about my body, about sex, about his body, etc. He also admitted in that interview to
taking photos of me while | showered, but said it was ‘a joke’ and that he only did it once. He
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also admitted to exposing himself to me regularly, but said it was ‘accidental’ when his penis
came out of his clothing.

Context of access: secondary offenders
The graph below sets out the context in which an offender other than the single or primary offender

(referred to as a "secondary offender") came to have access to the child. As the graph illustrates, in most

instances, these other individuals gained access to the child through a parent. Respondents did not

provide information about tactics used by secondary offenders.

Figure 17: Context in which the secondary offender gained access to the victim

CONTEXT IN WHICH THE SECONDARY OFFENDER
GAINED ACCESS TO THE VICTIM (N=82)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

Parent/Member of Extended Family
0 arranged the abuse’

Organized network?

. 7% Unknown

1.

The majority (89%) of those arranging the abuse by secondary offenders
were parents. For all but 3 respondents the parent/extended family member
was part of an organized network of offenders.

. Abuse occurred within an organized network of offenders, of which parents
were not involved.

Sample responses regarding secondary offenders include:

That was easy, my parents decided what and when.

My parents were both involved in it and they also passed me on to other perpetrators.

My father hired me out and received money for it.

My parents gave the opportunity.

| was taken there. | was simply sold for sex.

A main caregiver handing me over, or and just being left with perps.

My father facilitated it. Contact between him and them was facilitated through some children's
sports competitions | think, although the networks of relationships between them sometimes
spanned school / family / work too. The sports element facilitated trips away from home and
therefore booking into hotels. Also taking me to cars parked near to schools where tournaments
took place on the weekends.
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* My mother was in hospital .... During that time, my stepfather ... was supposed to look after me.
However, he did not look after me. He packed me into the trunk of his car and took me to his
weekend cottage. This is where the other perpetrators were. This is [where] | was locked up for
more than nine days, in part locked up in a basement.

* .. And very occasionally, early in the morning he [father] took me with him as far as | know in the
blue van; the work van to places where there were other men. | was abused there. When | was
11, I was very occasionally taken to an attic and put under blazing lights (floodlights) and then
men advanced on me. All kinds of things were flashing; photos films. And then they made me do
all kinds of things like a whore. There is so much shame deep anguish in me. Staying silent. |
dissociated because | could have just as well had an exam to take at school the next morning.
But usually this happened on a Saturday and then | didn't have to go to church with my parents
the next morning.

* He was my father. He had watched me and my sister plenty of times; he even took us to work
and his friends' houses. He even left us alone with his friends a few times.

*  Since most of my family was involved and they made me available for the other abuse, this did
not present any major difficulties.

* Either, they did not have to be alone with me because it didn't matter and the others
participated, or they waited until they were alone with me or paid to be alone with me.

* My father, mother and fellow sect members of theirs protected one another and convened in
organized meetings, where they produced the imagery among other things.

* (Contacts were arranged by mother. Father was mainly involved in imagery, photographs and
films and post-production for the imagery.

* My father took me to their place.

* He [father] arranged meetings with me at other people's homes.

* |t was always organized in such a way that | wouldn't be missed and that my parents would be
found absolutely innocent.

* That was never a problem. | was sent there; later on | went voluntarily. | got something to drink
in the group.
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Location of abuse and living arrangements
Most respondents lived with the offender(s) and were often abused in the home. This is not surprising
as many respondents were abused by parents and extended family members.

Child’'s living arrangements when the abuse was occurring
The vast majority of respondents (98%) were living with one or both parents at the time of abuse.

Figure 18: Living arrangements at the time abuse was occurring

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS AT THE TIME ABUSE WAS OCCURRING (N=99)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

With parents/parents &
I 6% Institutional setting/school

| 2% In care facility/Foster care

1% Relatives

*Two respondents also lived in foster care. One of the two was also abused in
the foster care home. One respondent lived with their parents as well as in an
institutional/school setting. Six respondents lived with one or both parents at
some points, but at the time of the abuse were living in an institution or school.

Given that it was known from other questions in the survey that many of the survivors had been abused
by a parent or an extended family member, the issue of living arrangements was explored in more detail
to determine if the child had lived with an offender. The graph below gives a more detailed look at the
respondents’ living arrangements at the time of abuse to determine if the respondent was living with an
offender.
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Figure 19: Did respondent live with one or more offender(s)?

DID RESPONDENT LIVE WITH ONE OR MORE OFFENDER(S)? (N=99)

Yes*

*92% of these respondents lived with a parent(s) who was involved in the sexual
abuse of the child.

As the graph above illustrates, a significant number of respondents were living with an offender full-
time or part-time at the time of the abuse. In most cases, the offender with whom they lived was a
parent.

Location(s) of the hands-on child sexual abuse

Respondents were asked to identify the locations at which they were abused in order to gain a better
understanding of the places where this type of offence may be committed. Notably, the victim's home
was the most commonly reported location.'® A deeper analysis revealed that 63% of respondents
reported the abuse occurred in more than one location (e.g., in the home, in the backyard and in a
hotel).

10 Respondents to the survey came from different countries; however, it is worth noting that Statistics Canada has reported
that 74% of police-reported sexual offences against children and youth occurred in a private residence. It also states that
“younger children were more frequently victims of a sexual offence that occurred in a private residence than older children. For
those victims aged 0 to 3 years, 90% of offences took place in a private residence, a proportion which decreased with age,
reaching 65% for those victims’ ages 16 to 17 years.” Adam Cotter and Pascale Beaupre, Juristat Article, “Police-reported sexual
offences against children and youth in Canada, 2012”, Statistics Canada catalogue no. 85-002-X, 28 May 2014]
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Figure 20: Location(s) of the hands-on child sexual abuse

LOCATION(S) OF THE HANDS-ON CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE (N=116)

Multiple Responses per Respondent

Various places
Homes of other offenders

27% Outdoors

In a studio/manufactured setting

Other locations mentioned included Vehicle (14%), hotel (10%), offender’s
place of employment (9%), and shed (5%).

Examples of locations coded as “various places” include other buildings used
for the abuse of children such as fortresses, dungeons and chambers (10),
rural areas (e.g. farm, barn, country house, rest area along a highway] (8],
institutional buildings (e.g. hospital, school, church] (6], basements (6],
vacation/recreational properties (4), parking lots (2] and additional sites such
as boats, campsites, swimming pools, cinemas, backroom of a store, other
individual's home, pubs and garages.

The following are examples of responses provided by respondents. Responses are grouped under the
heading that most closely matches the information supplied but it should be noted that many of the

responses provided by survivors fit in more than one category:

Victim’s home. The following are some examples of responses given by those who stated the abuse

took place in their home:

* Any chance he was alone with us he did it. He abused us at our house, his friend’s house and he

had his own office. But it was mainly in our own house when no one else was home.

In our house and some of the other downloaders houses.

At my house, at my grandparents’ house and in the garden plot; in other buildings not known to
me in which other children were then often sexually abused too, and partially outdoors,
especially when it had to do with sexual magic practices.

At home. In a converted bus/vehicle. In my uncle's/aunt's house.

At overnight visits; at home; at friends' houses.

At home, in improvised spaces and in the open air (forest).

At home and in other locations including improvised spaces often in private situations in people's
homes.
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* At home, in the bathroom, in my bed, in the garage.

* Inall kinds of places, at home, in the woods, in a shed, in other people's homes.

*  Sometimes at home, sometimes in someone else's home.

* At home and in the home of the unemployed friends.

* At home, in the cellar, in a shed, in a building of the (non-sect, but vicar did belong to the sect)
church, in hidden chambers underground.

* In our home (father) and in the home of a perpetrator (colleague).

* At various places: in a car, out of doors, at his workplace, in my home, in his home; later he
moved into a farmhouse which had a special room where abuse took place.

* In my parents' home, in the homes of perpetrators, in a sort of shed and in the outside air.

* Invarious places. In a shed, at home, in the homes of perpetrators and | have memories of rooms
specially furnished for the occasion. Also with other children.

* At our house, in various locations specifically designed for it, the perpetrators' cars, at the
perpetrators' homes, outdoors, in other buildings and basements.

Homes of other offenders. The following examples reflect those who mentioned that the abuse took
place in the home of an offender other than the primary offender:

* Often at their place, sometimes during little excursions too and later when | had to work
professionally (from [age]) in cottages in holiday parks.

* Inthe perpetrator's home and in the open air.

* Perpetrator's home, forest, satanic cult various locations.

* At other men's homes, hotel rooms, parking lots.

* In the home of the perpetrators, in a type of back room and/or several back rooms of a store.

* |t happened in the offender’s home, in the homes of his friends, at the Masonic lodge to which
they all belonged, and also at secluded locations on private land that | was taken too far away
from my home. They also used and had access to hospitals, law courts and police cells. Whatever
they wanted.

Outdoors. Many respondents indicated the abuse took place outside. Some examples include:

* Improvised spaces and outdoors, like groves of trees, scenic viewpoints in meadows, barns etc.

* At the perpetrator's home, in the basement, in the garden arbour at the allotment garden, in
barns, in play schools in the evening, in the woods, on [name of country] islands, in a torture
chamber, in a children's brothel, at clients homes, at homes of members of the circle.

Various places. Numerous other places were mentioned in addition to those stated above. Some
examples include:
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* Anywhere they could find me.

* Basement rooms, fortresses, forest.

* At numerous places, usually in buildings, basements, castles/fortresses.

* Everywhere where opportunities were there: home, car, hotel etc. Filming took place mainly in
various settings (usually dungeons).

* Boat, at home, storeroom in cellar.

* In a private hospital.

* Inthe stable.

*  Mostly at a farm or in a villa.

* Mainly in special locations (e.g. an old factory), a house in the country.

© 2017, Canadian Centre for Child Protection Inc. Refer to the notice on the inside front cover for
restrictions on use and publication.

45



CANADIAN CENTRE for CHILD PROTECTION®

Helping families. Protecting children.

Respondent’s awareness of the creation of child sexual abuse imagery
Respondents were asked if, at the time of the hands-on child sexual abuse, they were aware that child
sexual abuse imagery was also being created. Most respondents were aware that their abuse was being
recorded at the time they were being abused (71%). There were some respondents who said they were
not sure if they knew that the abuse was being recorded at the time (17%). This could be because the
abuse itself was so traumatizing that the recording did not fully register for the respondent at the time;
it could be because of the young age at which some respondents began to be abused, and it could also
be because the recording itself was not very obvious at the time. There were also a few respondents
who said they were not aware that the abuse was being recorded at the time, and that such awareness

only came to them later in life (12%)."

Respondent aware that imagery being made

Figure 21: Were you aware of the creation of child sexual abuse imagery at the time of the hands-on abuse

WERE YOU AWARE OF THE CREATION OF CHILD SEXUAL
ABUSE IMAGERY AT THE TIME OF THE HANDS-ON ABUSE? (N=120)

Unsure

Yes

One respondent stated: "Always knew he took photos — some more innocent looking, some not. When
he died I looked but couldn’t find any of the photos — so | don't know what happened to them. | knew
they h