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Author's Preface

Since 1981 | have been assigned to the Behaviora Science Unit a the FBI Academy in Quantico,
Virginia, and have specidized in sudying al aspects of the sexud victimization of children. The FBI
Behaviora Science Unit provides assstance to crimina jugtice professionasin the United States and
foreign countries. It attempts to develop practica gpplications of the behaviora sciencesto the crimina
judtice system. Asaresult of training and research conducted by the Unit and its successesin andyzing
violent crime, many professionds contact the Behaviord Science Unit for assistance and guidance in
dedling with violent crime, especialy those cases congdered different, unusud, or bizarre. This service
is provided at no cost and is not limited to crimes under the investigative jurisdiction of the FBI.

In 1983 and 1984, when | firgt began to hear stories of what sounded like satanic or occult activity
in connection with alegations of child sex rings (dlegations that have snce come to be referred to most
often as "ritua" child abuse), | tended to believe them. | had been dedling with bizarre, deviant behavior
for many years and had long since redized that dmaost anything is possble. Just when you think thet you
have heard it al, dong comes another strange case. The idea that there are afew cunning, secretive
individuasin positions of power somewhere in this country regularly killing afew people as part of some
satanic ritua or ceremony and getting away with it is certainly within the redm of possibility. But the
number of aleged cases began to grow and grow. We now have hundreds of victims dleging that
thousands of offenders are abusing and even murdering tens of thousands of people as part of organized
satanic cuts, and there is little or no corroborative evidence. The very reason many "experts' cite for
believing these dlegations (i.e., many victims, who never met each other, reporting the same events), is
the primary reason | began to question at least some aspects of these dlegations.

| have devoted more than seven years parttime, and eleven years full-time, of my professond lifeto
researching, training, and consulting in the area of the sexud victimization of children. The issues of child

sexua abuse and explaitation are abig part of my professiona lifeswork. | have no reason to deny
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their existence or nature. Infact, | have done everything | can to make people more aware of the
problem. Some have even blamed me for helping to create the hysteriathat has led to these bizarre
dlegations. | can accept no outside income and am paid the same salary by the FBI whether or not
children are abused and exploited—and whether the number is one or one million. As someone deeply
concerned about and professonaly committed to the issue, | did not lightly question the alegations of
hundreds of victims of child sexud abuse and exploitation.

In response to accusations by afew that | am a"satanist” who has infiltrated the FBI to facilitate a
cover-up, how does anyone (or should anyone have to) disprove such dlegations? Although reluctant
to dignify such absurd accusations with areply, dl | can say to those who have made such dlegaionsis
that they are wrong and to those who heard such dlegationsis to carefully consider the source.

The reason | have taken the position | have is not because | support or believein "satanism,” but
because | sincerdly believe that my approach is the proper and most effective investigative strategy. |
believe that my approach isin the best interest of victims of child sexua abuse. It would have been easy
to st back, as many have, and say nothing publicly about this controversy. | have spoken out and
published on thisissue because | am concerned about the credibility of the child sexua abuse issue and
outraged that, in some cases, individuas are getting away with molesting children because we cannot
prove the dlegations of some people that these individuas are satanic devil worshipers who engagein
brainwashing, human sacrifice, and cannibaism as part of alarge conspiracy.

There are many vaid perspectives from which to assess and evaduate victim dlegations of sexud
abuse and exploitation. Parents may choose to believe smply because their children make the dams.
The level of proof necessary may be minima because the consequences of believing are within the
family. One parent correctly told me, "I believe what my child needs meto believe.”

Theragpists may choose to believe smply because their professona assessment isthat their patient
believes the victimization and describesiit so vividly. Theleve of proof necessary may be no more than
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therapeutic evaluation because the consequences are between therapist and patient. No independent
corroboration may be required.

A socia worker must have more red, tangible evidence of abuse in order to take protective action
and initiate legal proceedings. Theleve of proof necessary must be higher because the consequences
(denid of vigtation, foster care) are grester.

The law enforcement officer deals with the crimind justice system. Theleves of proof necessary
are reasonabl e suspicion, probable cause, and beyond a reasonable doubt because the consequences
(crimina investigation, search and seizure, arrest, incarceration) are so great. This discussion will focus
primarily on the crimina justice systemn and the law enforcement perspective. Theleved of proof
necessary for taking action on alegations of crimind acts must be more than Smply the victim dleged it
anditispossble. Thisin no way deniesthe validity and importance of the parentd, therapeutic, socid
welfare, or any other perspective of these alegations.

When, however, thergpists and other professionas begin to conduct training, publish articles, and
communicate through the media, the consequences become greater, and therefore the level of proof
must be greater. The amount of corroboration necessary to act upon alegations of abuse is dependent
upon the consequences of such action. We need to be concerned about the distribution and publication
of unsubgtantiated alegations of bizarre sexud abuse. Information needs to be disseminated to
encourage communication and research about the phenomena. Therisks, however, of intervenor and
victim "contagion” and public hysteria are potential negetive aspects of such dissemination. Because of
the highly emotiona and often rdligious nature of thistopic, there is a greater possibility thet the
soreading of information will result in akind of saf-fulfilling prophesy.

If such extreme alegations are going to be disseminated to the genera public, they must be
presented in the context of being assessed and evaluated, &t least, from the professional perspective of

the disseminator and, at best, al'so from the professona perspective of relevant others. Thisiswhat |
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will attempt to do in this discusson. The assessment and evauation of such alegations are areas where
law enforcement, menta hedlth, and other professionds (anthropologidts, folklorists, sociologigts,
historians, engineers, surgeons, etc.) may be of some assistance to each other in validating these cases
individudly and in generd.

Thisbook setsforth my behaviord andyss of child sex rings. All the information is set forth from a
law enforcement perspective in order to improve the investigation and prosecution of these cases. The
book, however, is not meant to be a step-by-step manua on how to investigate these cases but, rather,
agenerd guide for law enforcement in gpplying the behavioral andyss set forth. The book may dso be
useful for socia service professonds, thergpists, members of the legal system, researchers, and students
examining theissues of child sexud abuse and explaitation.

After many years of evauating and analyzing child sex ring cases, | have identified two mgor
patterns or types of cases. It isdifficult to labe these two patterns or types. At first | referred to them
astraditiond and nontraditiond child sex rings. The idea of referring to any kind of child sexud abuse
and exploitation as "traditiona," however, was disagteful to me. For atime they were caled Type A
and Type B child sex rings. For want of better [abels, | now refer to these two types of cases as
historical child sex rings and multidimensional child sex rings. These terms were first suggested to
me by an unknown police officer atending atraining conference in Hamilton, Ontario. After some
thought and analysi's, these terms were adopted because they give a descriptive name or labdl to each
type of case without the emotion or implication of such terms as "traditiond,” "ritudigtic,” or "satanic”
abuse.

In order to have a better understanding of the problems of investigating and prosecuting child sex
ring cases, | believe that it is necessary to have some knowledge of societa attitudes and historical
perspectives on child sexud abuse and exploitation. | have aso long redized the confusion created by
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cdling different things by the same name or the same thing by different names. Therefore, chapterson
an higorica overview and the clarification of definitions have been included in this book.

The complete citations for any books, articles, and studies mentioned in the body of the text are set
forth in the References a the end. In addition, because of the complexity of many of the issues
discussed in the book, an Additional Readings section is dso set forth, containing books and articles

that present additiona information, opinions, and perspectives about child sex rings.

Kenneth V. Lanning
Quantico, Virginia
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1. Historical Overview

In order to attempt to dedl with alegations of what congtitutes a child sex ring, it isimportant to have an
historica perspective of society's attitudes about child sexua abuse. A brief synopsis of recent attitudes
in the United States will be provided here, but those desiring more detailed information about such
societd atitudes, particularly in other cultures and in the more distant past, should refer to FHorence
Rush's book, The Best Kept Secret: Sexual Abuse of Children, and Sander J. Breiner's book,
Saughter of the Innocents (see References).

Society's atitude about child sexud abuse and exploitation can be summed up in one word: denial.
Most people do not want to hear about it and would prefer to pretend that child sexud victimization just
does not occur. Today, however, it is difficult to pretend that it does not happen. Stories and reports
about child sexud victimization are daily occurrences.

It is important for professonds dedling with child sexua abuse to recognize and learn to manage this
denid of aserious problem. Professionads must overcome the denia and encourage society to dedl
with, report, and prevent sexud victimization of children

Some professiondss, however, in their zed to make American society more aware of this
victimization, tend to exaggerate the problem. Presentations and literature with poorly documented or
mideading clams about one in three children being sexualy molested, the $5 hillion child pornography
industry, child davery rings, and 50,000 stranger-abducted children are not uncommon. The problem is
bad enough; it is not necessary to exaggeraeit. Professonds should cite reputable and scientific
studies and note the sources of information. If they do not, when the exaggerations and ditortions are

discovered, their credibility and the credibility of the issue are logt.

" Stranger Danger”
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During the 1950s and 1960s, the primary focus in the literature and discussions on sexud abuse of
children was on "stranger danger"—the dirty old man in the wrinkled raincoat. 1f one could not deny the
exigence of child sexud abuse, one described victimization in Smpligtic terms of good and evil. The
"stranger danger" approach to preventing child sexua abuseis clear-cut. Weimmediately know who
the good guys and bad guys are and what they look like.

The FBI digtributed a poster that epitomized this attitude. It showed a man, with his hat pulled
down, hiding behind atree with abag of candy in his hands. He was waiting for a sweet little girl
walking home from school done. At the top it read, "Boys and Girls, color the page, memorize the
rules” At the bottom it read, "For your protection, remember to turn down gifts from strangers, and
refuse rides offered by strangers.” The poster clearly contrasts the evil of the offender with the
goodness of the child victim.

The myth of the child molester as the dirty old man in the wrinkled raincoat is now being
reevauated, based on what we now know about the kinds of people who victimize children. The fact
is, achild molester can look like anyone else and even be someone we know and like.

There is another myth that is ill with usand isfar lesslikdly to be discussed. Thisisthe myth of the
child victim as a completely innocent little girl waking down the street minding her own business. It may
be more important to dispe this myth than the myth of the evil offender, especidly when talking about
the sexud explaitation of children and child sex rings. Child victims can be boys as wdll as girls and not
dl victims arelittle "angds.”

Society seems to have a problem deding with any sexua abuse case in which the offender is not
completely "bad" or the victim is not completely "good." Theideathat child victimswho, for example,
samply behave like human beings and respond to the atention and affection of offenders by voluntarily
and repeatedly returning to the offender's home is atroubling one. It confuses usto seethevictimsin

child pornography giggling or laughing. At professond conferences on child sexud abuse, child
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prodtitution is dmost never discussed. It isthe form of sexud victimization of children most unlike the
stereotype of the innocent girl victim. Child progtitutes, by definition, participate in and often initiate their
victimization. Furthermore, child progtitutes and the participants in child sex rings are frequently boys.
One therapist recently told the author that a researcher's data on child molestation were mideading
because many of the child victimsin question were child prodtitutes. Thisimpliesthat child proditutes
arenaot "red" child victims. In asurvey by the Los Angeles Times, only 37 percent of those responding
thought that child progtitution condtituted child sexud abuse (see References). Whether or not it seems

fair, when adults and children have sex, the child is always the victim.

Intrafamilial Child Sexual Abuse

During the 1970s, primarily as aresult of the women's movement, society began to learn more about the
sexud victimization of children. We began to redize that most children are sexudly molested by
someone they know who is usudly ardative—a father, stepfather, uncle, grandfather, older brother, or
even afemderdative. Some mitigate the difficulty of accepting this by adopting the view that only
members of socioeconomic groups other than their's engage in such behavior.

It quickly became apparent that warnings about not taking gifts from strangers were not good
enough to prevent child sexua abuse. Consequently, we began to develop prevention programs based
on more complex concepts such as good touching and bad touching, the "yucky" feding, and the child's
right to say no. These are not the kinds of things you can easly and effectively communicate in fifty
minutes to hundreds of kids packed into a school auditorium. These are very difficult issues, and
programs must be carefully developed and eva uated.

In the late 1970s child sexud abuse became dmost synonymous with incest, and incest meant

father-daughter sexua relaions. Therefore, the focus of child sexud abuse intervention became father-
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daughter incest. Even today, the vast mgority of training materids, articles, and books on this topic
refer to child sexud abuse only in terms of intrafamilid father-daughter incest.

Incest is, in fact, sexud relations between individuals of any age too closdy related to marry. It
need not necessarily involve an adult and a child, and it goes beyond child sexua abuse. But more
important, child sexua abuse goes beyond father-daughter incest. Intrafamilia incest between an adult
and child may be the most common form of child sexua abuse, but it is not the only form.

The progress of the 1970s in recognizing that child sexua abuse was not smply aresult of "stranger
danger" was an important breakthrough in dedling with society's denid. The bettle, however, is not
over. The persastent voice of society luring us back to the more smple concept of "stranger danger™

may never go avay. Itisthe voice of denid.

Return to " Stranger Danger™

In the early 1980s the issue of missing children rose to prominence and was focused primarily on the
granger abduction of little children. Runaways, thrownaways, noncustodia abductions, nonfamily
abductions of teenagers—al mgor problems within the missing children's issue—were amost forgotten.
People no longer wanted to hear about good touching and bad touching and the child's right to say no.
They wanted to be told, in thirty minutes or less, how they could protect their children from abduction
by strangers. We were back to the horrible but simple and clear-cut concept of "stranger danger.”

In the emotiona zed over the problem of missing children, isolated horror stories and distorted
numbers were sometimes used. The American public was led to believe that most of the missing
children had been kidnapped by pedophiles—anew term for child molesters. The media, profiteers,
and wdl-intertioned zedlots dl played big rolesin this hype and hysteria over missing children.

The Acquaintance Molester
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Only recently has society begun to ded openly with acritical piecein the puzzle of child sexud abuse—
acquaintance molestation. This seemsto be the most difficult aspect of the problem for usto face.
People seem more willing to accept afather or stepfather, particularly one from a different background,
as a child molester than a parish priest, a next-door neighbor, a police officer, a pediarician, an FBI
agent, or ascout leader.  The acquaintance molester, by definition, is one of us. These kinds of
molesters have aways existed, but our society has not been willing to accept that fact.

Sadly, one of the main reasons that the crimind justice system and the public were forced to
confront the problem of acquaintance molestation was the preponderance of lawsuits arisng from the
negligence of many inditutions.

One of the unfortunate outcomes of society's preference for the "stranger danger™ concept is what
the author cdls, "say no, yell, and tdl” guilt. Thisisthe result of prevention programsthet tell potentia
child victims to avoid sexud abuse by saying no, ydling, and tdlling. This might work with the stranger
hiding behind atree. Adolescent boys seduced by a scout leader or children who actively participate in
thelr victimization often fed guilty and blame themsdlves because they did not do what they were
"supposed” to do. They may fed aneed to describe their victimization in more socidly acceptable but
sometimes inaccurate ways that relieve them of this guilt.

While American society became increasingly more aware of the problem of the acquaintance
molester and related problems such as child pornography, the voice calling us back to "stranger danger”
dill persgs.

Satanism: A " New" Form of " Stranger Danger"
It is difficult to define satanism precisely. No attempt will be made to do so here. However, itis
important to readize that, for some people, any religious belief system other than their own is satanic. In

today's versgon of "stranger danger,” it is the satanic devil worshipers who are trafficking in child
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pornography and snatching and victimizing the children. Many who warned usin the early 1980s about
pedophiles snatching 50,000 kids a year now contend they were wrong only about who was doing the
kidnapping, not about the number abducted. Thisis again the desire for the smple and clear-cut
explanation for acomplex problem.

For those who know anything about criminology, one of the oldest theories of crime is demonology:
The devil makesyou do it. Thismakesit even easer to ded with the child molester who isthe "pillar of
the community.” Itisnot hisfault. Itisnot our fault. Thereisno way we could have known that the
devil made him doit. Thisexplanation has tremendous gpped because, like "stranger danger,” it
presents the clear-cut, black-and-white struggle between good and evil as the explanation for child
abduction, exploitation, and abuse.

In regard to satanic "ritua” abuse, today we may not be where we were with incest in the 1960s
when some people denied the problem existed, but where we were with missing children in the early
1980s when some people exaggerated and distorted the nature of the problem. The best data now
available, as published in the U.S. Department of Justice's 1990 National Incidence Studies on
Missing, Abducted, Runaway, and Thrownaway Children in America (NISMART), estimate the
number of stereotypica child abductions a between 200 and 300 ayear and the number of stranger
abduction homicides of children a between 43 and 147 a year (see References). Approximatdy hdf of
the abducted children are teenagers. Today's facts are significantly different from yesterday's
perceptions and those who exaggerated the problem, however well-intentioned, have logt credibility and
damaged the redlity of the problem.
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2. Definitions

In Chapter 1, the author deliberately used a variety of terms without defining them in order to make a
point. Many of the terms are thought to be basic and are regularly used by both professonds and
nonprofessionals.

During the 1980s, the author had the honor and privilege of making presentations at the Nationd
Conference on Sexud Victimization of Children, the Nationa Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect,
the Nationa Conference on Missing and Exploited Children, the National Conference on Child Sexua
Exploitation, and the National Symposium on Child Sexua Abuse. All these conferences were very
smilar and many of the sameissues were discussed. A number of the presenters were the same. Why
then were they called by different names? What, if any, is the difference between sexud explaitation,
abuse, and victimization of children? Thereis till confusion among professionas with regard to the
terms child molester and pedophile. (For acomplete discussion of the terms child molester and
pedophile, see Child Molesters. A Behavioral Analysis, listed in References.)

Some say that child pornography pervades the country, and others say that it is not openly
digtributed anywhere in the United States. Some say there is a connection between missing children and
child pornography, and others say thereisnot. Some people quote the FBI as ating that there are
gpproximately 70 stranger-abducted children each year, while others claim that there are 50,000. This
isnot smply a metter of adifference of opinion. Thisis actudly the result of confusion over definitions.

In written and spoken communication, definitions are crucid to understanding. The problem is that
when we use basic or common terms, we rarely define them. What is the difference between child
molestation and child rape? Why does one group cdl itsef Society's League Againgt Molesters
(SLAM) and another group cal itsef Mothers Againgt the Rape of Children (MARC)? What does it
mean to the average citizen to read in the paper that a child was the victim of indecent assault, or a

child was sodomized, or an offender was convicted of indecent liberties with a child?
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Terms such as sexual assault of children and youth or sexual assault of children and
adolescentsimply that ayouth or an adolescent isnot a child. At what age does a child become a
youth? If such aperson is sexudly victimized, isthat considered youth molestation or sexud abuse of
youths?

Although many recognize the importance of definitions, amgor problem isthe fact that most of
these terms do not have universdly accepted definitions. They have different meanings on different
levelsto different disciplines. For example, the dictionary definition of a pedophile is not the same as
the psychiatric definition in the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSMI-111-R)
(see References). Legd definitions may not be the same as societd attitudes. In common usagein the
federad government, sexual exploitation of children iswhat occurs outside the family, and sexual
abuse of children iswhat occursingde the family. The definition problem is most acute when
professionds from different disciplines come together to work or communicate about child sexua abuse.

The important point, then, is not that these terms should have only one definition but that people
using the terms should communicate their definitions, whatever they might be. Following are the author's
attempts to define some terms used in this book. These are certainly not the only definitions for these

terms. They may not even be the best definitions. They are Smply the author's definitions.

Sexual Victimization of Children

Theterm sexual victimization of children isabroad term that encompasses dl the waysin which a
child can be sexudly victimized. Under thisumbrdlaterm are the fallowing terms sexual abuse of
children, sexual exploitation of children, and missing children. Theterm missing children is partly
outsde this umbrella because a portion of the population of missing children has nothing to do with

sxud victimization.
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Sexual Abuse of Children

The basic term sexual abuse of children comprises three dements 1) asgnificantly older individua
who engagesin 2) sexud activity with 3) someonewho islegdly achild. Thisseemsto beasmple,
basic definition, but each of the dements is complex and potentialy confusing.

Significantly Older Individual How much older is"sgnificantly older"? Clearly, in many cases, the
dynamics of the case may be more important than smply the chronologica age of the individuas. There
are, however, some working guiddines. Isit sexud abuse for a 14-year-old child to have sex with a
12-year-old child? Therule of thumb that psychiatrists and others use is that there must be an age
difference of five years. There are, however, casesin which the age difference isless than five years
and yet the sexud behavior seemsto fit the power abuse dynamics of child sexud abuse. There are
aso cases in which the age difference is greater than five years, but the behavior does not seem to fit the
dynamics. One of the mogt difficult cases to evauate is that involving ayounger and an older
adolescent—for example, a 13-year-old girl and a 19-year-old boy. It is more than five years
difference, but isit child sexua abuse? What does the law say? What does society say?

Another problem isthe fact that the offender can be significantly older than the child victim but not
be an adult. Offenders are frequently 13 to 16 years of age. The crimina justice system has a difficult
time with these adolescent sex offenders. An even more difficult case involves an offender who is 6, 7,
or 8 yearsold. The crimina justice system does not seem to have the dightest idea what to do with a
child molester who is 7 years old.

The crimind investigator must understand the dynamicsinvolved. Asagenerd rule, the younger the
sex offender, the greeter the likelihood that the offender isaso avictim. The author is not suggesting

that the offenses of such children be ignored, but only that they also be viewed as a possible indicator of
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prior victimization. This victimization may involve psychologicd, physicd, or sexud abuse that may or
may not be crimind in nature.

A centrd theme of thistraining book is to emphasize the "big picture’ gpproach to investigetion. In
short, areported case of a 7-year-old child molester requires an investigation of more than just the
reported crime. Almost everyone has heard of the "cycle of violence" (see below). Many people,
however, have the idea that the cycle of violence only meansthat child victims grow up and become
adult offenders. It dso can mean thet the same individua is both avictim and offender &t the sametime.
For example, say that a man sexualy molests a 13-year-old boy. The 13-year-old boy goes home and
molests his 7-year-old brother. The 7-year-old brother then molests the baby his mother is babysitting.
The invedtigation of the last crime should lead back to thefirst crime.

[Beginning of Graphic]
CYCLE OF VIOLENCE
Family Physical/
Sexual Abuse
Missing Child Episodes Maturation to
Abuser/Exploiter
Exploitation of Child
[End of Graphic]

The ddfinition of sexual abuse of children gates that the offender is a gnificantly older individud,
not asgnificantly older mae. There are femae child molesters. From his investigative experience, the
author believes that between 5 percent and 15 percent of the sexual abuse of children is perpetrated by

femaes. But this creates another set of problems.
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When the victim of afemae child molester is an adolescent boy, some consider the boy "lucky” or
experiencing a "rite of passage” When the victim isayoung child, it is difficult to prove that the dleged
actswere sexud in nature. The author is aware of cases in which awoman has been caught with her
mouth on the genitals of ayoung child and subsequently claimed that the act was part of some child-
rearing or caming technique. If amae offender aleged this, he would be alaughingstock.

Sexual Activity What isasexud act? Child sexua abuse can run the gamut of "normd” sexud acts
from fondling to intercourse. It can aso include deviant sexud acts involving sadomasochisam, bondage,
urination, and defecation.

Some acts can be sexud actsif you can prove theintent of theindividua. Are kissng achild,
hugging a child, or appearing naked in front of a child sexud acts? Are giving achild an enema, teking a
rectal temperature, or cutting a child's hair sexud acts? Are aphysica examination by adoctor,
wrestling ingtructions by a coach, or photographing a child playing dead sexud acts? It is common for
child molesters when interviewed to admit their acts but deny the intent (i.e., "'l was teaching my child
the difference between a good and bad touch.” "1 was teaching my child the facts of life"") All these
acts could be sexud actsif you could prove the intent was for sexua gratification. Some acts may not
be crimes even if you could prove they were for sexua gratification. Photographing children in the
playground, tape recording the belching of boys, or ligening to children urinate in a public bathroom can
be sexud acts for some individuas, but they are most likely not crimes.

Other actsinvolve societd and culturd judgments. Does dlowing children to watch adults have sex
or to gain access to pornography condtitute child sexua abuse or child neglect? Should artists,
photographers, and thergpists have specid privileges under child pornography statutes? Isit child abuse
to ask a child to reenact sexual abuse the child has described? Isit a crime to photograph the
reenactment? s burning a child's genitals with alit cigarette physica abuse, sexua abuse, or both?
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Legally a Child What isachild? The answer to this basic and smple question can be confusing and
complex. In our society, for purposes of being served acohol you become an adult at 21; for purposes
of voting you become an adult at 18; for purposes of driving a car you become an adult a 16; and for
purposes of consenting to marriage you become an adult, in some dtates, at 14.

It isnot clear in our society exactly when achild becomes an adult. The author recently found an
aticle in the newspaper with the heading, "No longer children, but not yet fully formed adolescents, the
10- to 14-year-old group has come under increesing scrutiny.”  Isthisarticle implying that 10-year-old
persons are not children? There clearly can be a conflict between the law and society when it comesto
defining achild. The main problem iswith the 13- to 17-year-old age group. Those are the victims
who most likely look like adults, act like adults, and have sex drives like adults—but who may or may
not be considered children under some laws and by society.

For example, federd law defines child pornography as sexudly explicit visua depictions of minors.
A minor is defined as someone who has not yet reached his or her eighteenth birthday. A sexudly
explicit photograph of a mature-looking 17-year-old girl istherefore legdly child pornography. Such
photographs are not, however, what most people think of when they think of child pornography. This
again reflects the problem of definitions. Arguments about child pornography, such aswhether it is
openly sold or whether it is of interest only to pedophiles, may be primarily the result of confusion over
the definition.

Many people usng the term sexual abuse of children arereferring to children 12 or younger. This
results in asympathy leve for victimsthat isinversdy proportiond to their age and sexuad development.
There was afamous case in the early 1980s involving a judge who sentenced a convicted child molester
to aminima sentence because the judge fdt the 5-year-old victim was sexudly promiscuous. Society
was outraged and demanded that the judge be removed from the bench. The sad redlity isthat most
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people were outraged for the wrong reason—because they thought it was impossible for a 5-year-old
child to be sexudly promiscuous. Although not typicd, it is possble for such a child to be sexudly
promiscuous. Of course, thisistheresult of abuse, not the cause. 1t should make no difference,
however, whether or not the 5-year-old child was sexudly promiscuous. It in no way lessensthe
offender's crime or respongibility. If you change the case dightly and make the victim 9 years old, does
that make a difference? Most people would probably say no. If you changeit again and make the
victim 12 years old, many people would gtill say it makes no difference, but they might want to seea
picture of thevictim. If you change it again and make the victim 13, 14, 15, or 16 years old, the
response of society and even the law would vary greetly.

Legd definitions of who isa child vary from State to state and even Satute to Satute when dedling
with adolescent victims. 1ssues such as whether the victim consented or whether the offender was a
guardian or caretaker are important lega condderationsin such cases. It is confusing how the law
determines consent when dedling with a 14-year-old boy seduced by a 55-year-old pedophile.

To determine who isa child, law enforcement officers must turn to the law. The penad code will
legdly definewho isachild. But law enforcement officers must il ded with their own perceptions as

well asthose of the jury and society asawhole.

Sexual Exploitation of Children
Sexud exploitation isaform of victimization that goes beyond the dynamics of an offender, avictim, and
asexud act. Sexual exploitation of children, asthe author uses the term, includes the dynamics of 1)
child pornography, 2) child progtitution, and 3) child sex rings.

It is not relevant to confine the term to sexua acts within or outside the family because sexud
exploitation of children can clearly occur in both cases. An incestuous father can be a collector and

digtributor of child pornography. A father molesting his own child can dso smultaneoudy sexudly
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abuse other children and thus operate a child sex ring. Not al sexudly exploited children are sexudly
abused. For example, achild who has been surreptitioudy photographed in the nude by a child
molester has been sexualy exploited but not necessarily sexudly abused.
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3. Child Sex Rings

In this book, the term child sex ring is defined as one or more offenders smultaneoudy involved
sexudly with severd child victims. Asarule of thumb, a child is defined as someone who has not yet
reached his or her eighteenth birthday. Legd definitions, however, of what condtitutes a child may vary
from situation to Situation and case to case and must be congidered in any crimind investigation.

Child sex rings need not have a commerciad component. In one case in which ateacher was
convicted of sexualy molesting severd of his students, the author used the term child sex ring during a
pre-sentence hearing. The defense attorney objected, stating that there was no evidence that his client
had operated a sex ring. By definition, however, that is exactly what the teacher had operated. Just
because the children were not bought and sold does not mean that it was not a sex ring.

A child sex ring does not necessarily mean group sex. Although that has happened in some cases, it
ismore likdly that the offender is sexudly interacting with the children one a atime. In achild sex ring,
the offender has sex with other children before terminating the sexud relationship with prior victims. The
various child victims being molested during a certain period of time usudly know each other but may or
may not know that the offender is having sex with the other children. Some may believe they are the
only ones having a"specid" rdationship with the offender. Other victims may actudly witness the sexud
activity of the offender with other children. Offenders may have favorite victims thet they treet
differently than the other victims.

Many of the nation's child sexua abuse experts have little or no experience dedling with child sex
ring cases. All their experience is with one-on-one intrafamilia incest cases. The invedtigation of child
Sex rings requires specidized techniques. The author has become convinced thet the intrafamiliad model
for deding with child sexud abuse has only limited gpplication when deding with multi- offender/multi-

victim child sexud exploitation cases.
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In one case that the author was asked to evauate, a military officer had sexualy molested his
daughter from shortly after birth to shortly before her seventh birthday. He was convicted and sent to
prison. After severd years he was released and is now living with his wife and daughter. When the
author describes this case during a presentation, most people operating only from the intrafamilia
perspective of child sexua abuse react with disgust or outrage to the notion that the offender is back in
the home with the victim. Although that is of some concern to the author, it is minor compared with the
author's concern for other young female children in the community where the offender now lives.
Having reviewed and andyzed the offender's collection of child pornography and erctica, the author
knows a great dedl about this man's sexual fantasies and desires. His daughter is now too old to be a
preferred sexud partner. Those who focus on intrafamilid abuse rardly think of the danger to other
children in the community because, in their minds, intrafamilia offenders molest only their own children.

Dynamics of Child Sex Rings

Child sx rings have many dynamics different from "typicd” intrafamilia abuse cases.

Multiple Victims Interaction anong the multiple victims is one mgjor difference. In intrafamilia cases,
the sexud activity is usudly a secret that the victim has discussed with no one until disclosure takes
place. Suspected victims of child sex rings are more often interviewed as aresult of discovery by others
rather than voluntary disclosure by the victim. This sSgnificantly changes the nature of these interviews.
In addition, in a child sex ring there are multiple victims whose interactions, before and after discovery,

must be examined and eva uated.

Multiple Offenders Interaction among multiple offendersis a second mgjor difference. Offenders

sometimes communicate with each other and trade information and materid. Offender interactionisan
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important eement in the investigation of these cases. The existence of mulltiple offenders can be an
investigative difficulty, but it can aso be an advantage. The more offendersinvolved, the grester the
odds that there is aweak link who can be used to corroborate the alleged abuse.

TheVictim's Parents Therole of the child victim's parentsis a third mgjor difference between child
sex rings and intrafamilid child sexud abuse. Inintrafamilid casesthereis usudly an abusing and a
nonabusing parent. In such cases, a nonabusing mother may protect the child, pressure the child not to
talk about the abuse, or persuade the child to recant the story so that the father does not go to jail.
Deding with these dynamics is important and can be difficult.

Since parents are usudly not the abusersin child sex ring cases, their role is different. Itisa
potentidly serious mistake, however, to underestimate the importance of their role. Ther interaction
with their victimized child can be crucid to the case. If the parents interrogate their children or conduct
their own investigation, the results can be damaging to the proper investigation of the case. It isaso
possible that a child sexualy exploited in a sex ring dso was or is sexudly, physicdly, or psychologicaly
abused at home.

Gender of the Victim The gender of the victim is the fourth mgor difference between intrafamilia and
sex ring cases. In arecent sudy, Dr. Gene Abd found that two thirds of al victims molested outside
the home were boys. Unlike intrafamilid sexud abuse, in which the most common reported victimisa
young femae, in child sex rings we are often dedling with the adolescent boy victim.

Types of Child Sex Rings
After many years of evauating and andyzing child sex ring cases, the author has identified two mgor

patterns or types of child sex ring cases. historical child sex rings and multidimensional child sex
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rings. These terms were adopted because they give a descriptive and generic name to each type of
case yet avoid such loaded labels as "traditiond™ or "ritualistic” or "satanic” child sexua abuse and
exploitation. Historica child sex rings are described in Chapter 4; multidimensiond child sex rings are
described in Chapter 5. Investigative techniques particular to each type of child sex ring are described

in Chapter 6.

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 32
* 32



4. Historical Child Sex Rings

Theterm historical child sex ring is now used to refer to what the author previoudy caled a child sex
ring. Inher 1984 book, Child Pornography and Sex Rings, Dr. Ann W. Burgess st forth the
dynamics of such child sex rings. Dr. Burgesss research identified three types of child sex rings. solo,
trangtion, and syndicated. In the solo ring, the offender keegps the activity and photographs completely
secret. Each ring involves one offender and multiple victims. In the trangtion ring, offenders begin to
share their experiences, pornography, or victims. Photographs and letters are traded and victims may
be tested by other offenders and eventudly traded for their sexud services. In the syndicated ring, a
wal-structured organization recruits children, produces pornography, delivers direct sexua services,
and establishes an extensive network of customers.

Some have begun to refer to child sex rings as multi-offender/multi-victim cases. An higtorica child
sex ring can involve adaycare center, aschool, a scout troop, a Little League team, or neighborhood
children. It can dso involve marriage as amethod of access to children, intrafamilia molestation of
children, and the use of family children to atract other victims.

In contragt to the confusion and lack of corroboration characteristic of multidimensiond child sex
ring cases, there is much we know about historica child sex ring cases. The information iswell-
documented by law enforcement investigation and is based on the author's involvement in hundreds of
these cases. The investigation of these cases can be chdlenging and time consuming; once, however, a
law enforcement agency understands the dynamics and is willing to commit the manpower and

resources, it can be easier in these cases to obtain convictions than in one-on-one intrafamilia cases.

Characteristics of Historical Child Sex Rings

Higtorical child sex ring cases have the generd characterigtics described below.
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Male Offenders Asmany as 95 percent or more of the offendersin these casesare male. Evenin
those few cases where there is afemde offender, she will most likely have one or more mae

accomplices who are the ringleaders.

Preferential Molesters Mogt of the offendersin these cases are true pedophiles, or preferentia child
molesters. (For acomplete description of the preferentid child molester, see Child Molesters: A
Behavioral Analysis, listed in References.) Mogt of the preferentid molesterswill be in the seduction
pattern of behavior. The main characteridtics of preferentia child molesters are multiple victims, access

to children, and collection of child pornography and/or child erotica.

Male Victims Asmany as 66 percent or more of the victimsin these casesare male. Mogt of these

males are boys between the ages of 10 and 16.

Sexual Motivation Although preferentid child molesters frequently daim that sex isonly asmadl part
of their "love" for children, the fact is that when the sexud attraction is gone, the relationship is essentidly
over. Ther primary reason for interacting with the children isto have sex. Thisis not to say, however,

that sex istheir only motivation. Some preferentia child molesters care about children.

Child Pornography and Child Erotica Preferentid child molesters amost dways collect child
pornography and/or child erotica. Child pornography can be defined as the sexudly explicit visud
depiction of aminor, including sexudly explicit photographs, negatives, dides, magazines, movies, or
videotapes. Child erotica (pedophile paraphernadia) can be defined as any materid, relating to
children, that serves a sexud purpose for agivenindividuad. Some of the more common types of child
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eroticainclude toys, games, drawings, fantasy writings, diaries, souvenirs, sexud aids, manuds, |etters,
books about children, psychologica books on pedophilia, and ordinary photographs of children.

The preferentia child molester's motivations for collecting the materid are that it fuds his sexud
fantasies, vaidates his behavior, and is a souvenir of hisreationship with the child. Many preferentia
child molesters do not possess commercid child pornography because it is difficult to obtain in the
United States. The preferential child molester who is operating achild sex ring is very likely to have
sexudly explicit and nonsexualy explicit visud depictions of the victims.

Control Through Seduction Child molesters contral their victimsin avariety of ways. In the higtoricad
child sex ring, they control them primarily through the seduction process, seducing their victims with
attention, affection, kindness, and gifts until they have lowered the victims inhibitions and gained their

cooperation and "consent.”

Offender Strategies

Control Maintaining contral is very important in the operation of achild sex ring. It takesacertain
amount of skill and cunning to maintain a smultaneous sexud relationship with multiple partners. Itis
especidly difficult if you have the added pressure of concealing illegal behavior. In order to operate a
child sex ring, an offender has to know how to control and manipulate children.

As gated above, control is primarily maintained through attention, affection, and gifts—part of the
seduction process. Preferentia child molesters seduce children the same way that adults seduce one
another. The mgor difference, however, is the disparity between the adult authority of the child
molester and the vulnerahility of the child victim. Thisis especidly important if the child molester isa

prestigious authority figure, such as ateacher, police officer, priest, scout leader, and so on.
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The Seduction Process The seduction process begins when the preferentia child molester seesa
potentia victim who fits his age and gender preferences. It may be a 6-year-old girl or a 14-year-old
boy. Child molesters, however, can and do have sex with children and sometimes adults who do not fit
ther preferences. A child molester may be experimenting or may be unable to find a child who fits his
preference. Child molesters who prefer adolescent boys sometimes become involved with adolescent
girls as amethod of arousing or attracting the boys.

The offender's next step in the seduction processis to gather information about the potentid victim.
This may involve nothing more than a ten-minute oot evauation of the child's demeanor, persondity,
dress, and financid status. Through practice, many child molesters have developed ared knack for
gpotting vulnerable victims. Other preferentia child molesters may have access to school, medica, or
court records. These records could be valugble in determining a child's interests or vulnerabilities.
Almogt any child can be seduced, but the most vulnerable children are those who come from broken
homes or who are victims of emotiona neglect.

The seduction process takes place over time. The offender who is operating a sex ring has many
other victims. Heiswilling to put in the time it takes to seduce a child. 1t may take afew minutesor a
few years. Some molesters may even start grooming a potentia victim long before the child has reached
his age preference.

In addition to seducing his child victims, sex ring operators sometimes "seduce’ the victim's parents,
gaining their trust and confidence so that they will dlow him free access to their children. A favorite
target victim isaboy living with asingle mother. The offender will sometimes pretend romantic interest
in the mother or express a desire to be afather figure for her child. He may even marry her or movein
with her. The rdationship with the mother can be used as a cover for hisinterest in children, and her
child can be used as bait to lure or gain access to other children. Most parents, for example, would not

be rdluctant to dlow their child to go on an overnight trip with the "father” of one of their child's friends.
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In this case, however, the man in question is not the child's father or even the Sepfather. Heisjust a
man who lives with the mother. Once amolester has put in the time and effort to seduce a child, he will
be very rductant to give up accessto the child until he is finished with the child.

The true pedophile or preferentia child molester often possesses an importart talent in the seduction
process. his ability to identify with children. He knowsthe "in" games, toys, televison shows, and
movies. Heisskilled a recognizing and then temporarily filling the emotiona and physica needs of
children. Thisiswhy such offenders can be the Big Brother of the Y ear, the most popular teacher, or
the best soccer coach. They are sometimes described as "pied pipers' who smply attract children.
Thisisnot to say that in some cases children will not sense that some adult is"weird" or hasa"problem”
before other adults recognizeit.

The essence of the seduction process is the offender providing attention, affection, and giftsto the
potentid victim. Gifts and financia incentives are important, especidly for kids from lower
socioeconomic backgrounds, but attention and affection are the real key. How do you tell achild not to
repond to attention and affection? All children craveit, but especidly children who are not getting it at
home. Moreover, because the offender isinterested only in short-term gain, he may dlow hisvictimsto
"break the rules'—play basketbd| or footbdl in the house, drink alcohol, use drugs, or view
pornography. The homes of many preferentia child molesters are miniature amusement parks filled with
games, toys, and athletic equipment gppedling to children of his age preference.

Thetypica adolescent boy is easly sexualy aroused, sexualy curious, sexudly inexperienced, and
somewhat rebellious. All these traits combine to make the adolescent boy one of the easiest victims of
seduction. An adolescent boy with emaotiona and sexud needs is no match for a 50-year-old man with
an organized plan. Y et, adult offenders who seduce them and the society that judges them continue to

clam that these victims "consented.” The result is a victim who feds responsible for his abuse and
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embarrassed about his actions. Once avictim is seduced, each successive sexua incident becomes
easer and quicker. Eventudly, the child victim may even take the initidive in the seduction.

The next sep in the seduction processis the lowering of inhibitions. It is easy to be judgmentd
toward victims when you look at only the end product of their seduction. At the beginning of the
relationship, the child is looking for friendship, emotiona support, ajob, or just some fun. The lowering
of sexud inhibitionsis usudly done so gradudly and skillfully that the victim does not redize he or sheis
avictim until itistoo late. 1t may begin with smple affection: akiss on the cheek, a pat, ahug. 1t may
progress to talking about sex, wrestling on the floor, hide-and-seek in the dark, working out with
weights, strip poker, swimming nude in the pool. Theintroduction of photography or video cameras
during this process is common.  Innocent pictures progress to pictures of the "fun and games" which
progress to nude or partidly nude pictures, which then escaate into sexudly explicit pictures.

Mot preferentia child molesters usudly work towards a Situation in which the child has to change
clothing, or spend the night, or both. If the child molester achieves ether of these two objectives, the
success of the seduction isamogt assured. The objectives of changing clothes can be accomplished by
such ploys as squirting with the garden hose, turning up the heet in the house, exercising, taking a bath or
shower, physicd examination of the child, or swvimming inapool. Spending the night with the child is
the best way for the sexud activity to progress.

Sexud activity can begin with conversation about sex. The sexud activity can progress to fondling
while wrestling, playing hide-and-seek in the dark, drying the child with atowel, massaging an injury,
playing aphysica game, or cuddling in bed. Adult pornography is frequently left out for the children to
"discover."

A collection of adult pornography is very effective in sexudly arousing and lowering the inhibitions of
adolescent boys. Thisisthe primary reason why preferentia child molesters collect adult pornography.

Some of them may even attempt to use this collection as proof that they do not have a sexua preference
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for children. Alcohol and drugs are aso used, especidly with adolescent boys, to lower inhibitions. By
the time the victims rediize what is going on, they are in the middle of it and ashamed of their complicity.
They did not "say no, ydl, and tell.”

Operation of the Historical Child Sex Ring The operation of achild sex ring is dynamic and ever
changing. Itislikeapipeine. At any given moment there are victims being recruited, victims being
seduced, victims being molested, and victims being let go, or "dumped.” For most preferentia child
molesters, it is easy to recruit, seduce, and molest the victims. It is difficult to let the victims go without
thelr turning againgt you and disclosing the abuse.

The offenders contral the victims once they are in the pipeline through a combination of bonding,
competition, and peer pressure. Mogt children, especialy adolescent children, want to be a part of
some peer group. Any offender operating a sex ring has to find away to bind the victims together.
Some offenders use an existing structure such as a scout troop, a sports team, or school club. Other
offenders create their own group, such as a magic club, computer club, or religious cult. Some
offenders just make up a name and establish their own rules and regulations. They may cdl themselves
the"88 Club" or the "Winged Serpents.” In recent years, severd offenders have used satanism and the
occult as abonding and controlling mechaniam.

Competition, sometimes focusing on sexud acts, is aso an effective control technique. Victims may
compete over who can do an act firgt or longest. A series of sexud acts may result in some specia
reward or recognition. The offender may use peer pressure to control his victims, and the boys will
enforce the rules on each other. No victim wants to be the oneto ruin it for anyone ese, and each
victim may think he or sheisthe offender's "favorite All these techniques Smply capitdize on the
developmental needs of children.
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Violence, threats of violence, and blackmail are most likely used by the offender when pushing a
victim out or attempting to hold onto a till-desirable victim who wantsto leave. Sexualy explicit notes,
audiotapes, videotapes, and photographs are effective insurance for avictim's slence. Victimsworried
about disclosure of illegd acts, such as substance abuse, joyriding, petty thefts, and vandaism are dso
subject to blackmail. Many victims, however, are most concerned over disclosure of (and therefore
more likely to deny) engaging in sex for money, bizarre sex acts, homosexud actsin which they were
the active participant, and sex with other victims. In child sex rings, not only does the offender have sex
with the child but, in some cases, the children have sex with each other. While children may admit that
they were forced by the offender to perform certain acts with him, they find it hard to explain sexua
experiences with other children. Therefore, they frequently deny such activity. One offender told the
author that if you select your victims properly and seduce them properly, the secret takes care of itsdlf.

When trying to push avictim out the end of the pipeline, the offender may pass the child to another

pedophile who prefers older children. The victim now enters a new pipeline as a preseduced victim.

Offender-Victim Bond Because victims of higtorica sex rings have been carefully seduced and often
do not redlize they are victims, they repeatedly and voluntarily return to the offender.

Society and the crimind justice system have a difficult time understanding this. If aboy is molested
by his neighbor, teacher, or priest, why does he allow it to continue? Most likely, he does not redlize he
isavictim. Some victims are willing to trade sex for attention and affection. The sex itsdf might even be
enjoyable. The offender may be treating them better than anyone has ever treated them. They may not
redlize they are victims until the offender pushesthem out. Then they redlize dl the attention, affection,
and giftswere just part of the master plan to use and exploit them. This may be the final blow for a
troubled child who has had a traumatic life.
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Mogt of these victims never disclose ther victimization. When an occasond victim does come
forward and report, it is usudly because heisangry a the offender for "dumping” him. He might be
jedlous that the offender found ayounger boy. One 16-year-old victim tried to murder the man who
head sexudly exploited him but Hill denied he was sexudly victimized. He pled guilty rather than use the
abuse as amitigating circumstance and publicly admit he had engaged in sexud activity with aman. He
privately admitted his victimization to a prosecutor.

In another case, severa boys took the stand and testified concerning the moral character of the
accused molester. When the accused molester changed his pleato guilty, he admitted that the boys
who testified for him were dso victims. Many victims not only do not disclose, but they strongly deny it
happened when confronted. Since most of the offenders are mae, the stigma of homosexudlity isa
serious problem for mae victims.  Although being seduced by a mae child molester does not necessarily
make a boy a homosexud, the victims do not understand this. If avictim does disclose, herisksridicule
by his peers.

Ininterviewing victims of higtorica child sex rings, law enforcement should—in their own minds—
pretend that the victim is a subject or suspect, and expect the victim to deny or minimize hisacts. Some
boy victimswill continue to deny their victimization no matter what the interviewer says or does. Some
will make admissons but will minimize the quality and the quantity of the acts. They may minimize ther
involvement by daming to be drunk, drugged, or tied up, and maximize the offender's involvement by
claming he threatened them or had awegpon. Of course, some of these allegations may be true and
should be invedtigated. They are, however, not typica of hitorica sex rings. Violenceis most likely
used to prevent disclosure. Violence during sex may aso be used by sadigtic preferentia child
molesters, but thisis ratively rarein sex rings.

Because of the bond with the offender, victims frequently resent law enforcement intervention and

may even warn the offender. Even the occasiona victim who comes forward and discloses may fed
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guilty and warn the offender. The offender may aso continue to manipulate the victims after
investigation and disclosure. The offender may gpped to the victim's sympathy. He may make afeeble
attempt at suicide to make the victimsfed guilty or didoya. Some offenders may threaten the victims
with physica harm or with disclosure of the blackmail materid. Some offenders may bribe the victim
and hisfamily.

A particular agpect of this offender-victim bond is epecidly troubling for the crimind justice system.
Some victims, when being pushed out, or while till in the pipeine, may asss the offender in obtaining
new victims. They become the bait to lure other victims. Such recruiters or "graduate” victims can and
should be consdered subjects of investigation. Their offenses, however, should be viewed in the
context of thelr victimization and the child sex ring.

Some victimsin higtorica sex rings disclose incomplete and minimized informeation about the child
sexud explaitation, which crestes significant problems for the investigation and prosecution of such
cases. For ingance, when the investigator findly gets a victim to disclose the exploitation and abuse, the
victim furnishes a verson of hisvictimization that he svearsistrue. Subsequent investigation then
uncovers child pornography or additiond victims—directly conflicting with the firg victim's sory. The
maost common example of thisisthat the victim admits that the offender sucked his penis, but denies that
he sucked the offender's penis. The execution of a search warrant then leads to the seizure of
photographs of the victim sucking the offender's penis. Additiond victims may aso confirm this, but
they vehemently deny that they did the same thing.

Investigators and prosecutors must understand and learn to dedl with the incomplete and
contradictory statements of victims of historical child sex rings. The dynamics of their victimization must
be considered. They are embarrassed and ashamed of their behavior and rightfully believe that society
will not understand their victimization. Investigators who have a stereotyped concept of child sexua

abuse victims or who are accustomed to interviewing younger children molested within their family will
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have a difficult time interviewing adolescent boys molested in asex ring. Many of these victims will be
troubled, even ddinquent boys from broken homes.

The author has atraining dide on interviewing child sexua abuse and exploitation victims that reeds,
"Never imply guilt or show disgust for activity reveded.” The same rule applies when interviewing
adolescent boys or girlsinvolved in achild sex ring. It is not the victim's fault even if the victim did not

say no, did not resst, did not tell, or even enjoyed the activity.

High-Risk Situations There are certain high-risk Stuations thet arise in investigating hitoricd child
sex rings. Unfortunately, certain youth organizations inadvertently provide the child molester with dmost
everything necessary to operate a child sex ring. A scouting organization, for example, fulfills the sex
ring offender's needs for: 1) access to children of a specific age or gender, 2) a bonding mechanism to
ensure the cooperation and secrecy of victims, and 3) opportunities to spend the night with avictim or
have avictim change clothing. The bonding mechanism of the scouts is especialy useful to the offender.
Loyalty to the leader and the group, competition among boys, a system of rewards and recognition, and
indoctrination through oaths and rituas can al be used to control, manipulate, and motivate victims.
Leaders in such organizations, especidly those who are not the parents of children involved, should be
carefully screened and closely monitored.

Ancther high-risk gtuation involves high-gatus authority figures. As stated above, child molesters
sometimes use their adult authority to give them an edge in the seduction process. Adults with an added
authority (teachers, camp counsdlors, coaches, religious leaders, law enforcement officers, doctors,
judges, and s0 0n) present even greater problemsin the investigation of cases of child sex rings. Such
offenders are in a better pogition to seduce and manipulate victims and escape respongbility. They are
usudly believed when they deny any dlegations. In such cases, the law enforcement investigator must

amog dways find multiple victims or recover child pornography or eroticain order to get aconviction.
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The mogt difficult case of dl involves a subject who has an ided occupation for any child molester: a
thergpist who specidizes in treating troubled youth. This offender need only st in his office while society
pre-sdects the most vulnerable victims and brings them to him. The victims are by definition "troubled”
and unlikely to be believed if they do make an dlegation. In addition, such therapists, especidly if they
are psychiarigt's or physician's assstants, can claim that certain acts of physica touching were a
legitimate part of their examination or treetment. They may aso clam to be doing research on child
development or on child sexud abuse. Again, such a case could probably only be proven through the
identification of multiple victims and the recovery of child pornography or erotica. Fortunately for
American law enforcement, but unfortunately for American children, such offenders dmost dways have

multiple victims and collect child pornography and child erotica.
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5. Multidimensional Child Sex Rings

Sometime in early 1983 the author was first contacted by alaw enforcement agency for guidancein
what was then thought to be an unusud case. The exact date of the contact is unknown because its
sgnificance was not recognized at thetime. In the months and years that followed, the author received
more and more inquiries about "these kinds of cases.” The requests for assistance came (and continue
to come) from dl over the United States. Many of the aspects of these cases varied, but there were
aso some commondlities. Early on, however, one particularly difficult and potentialy sgnificant issue
began to emerge.

These cases involved and continue to involve unsubstantiated dlegations of bizarre activity that are
difficult either to prove or disorove. Many of the unsubstantiated alegations, however, do not seemto
have occurred or even be possible. These cases seem to cdl into question the credibility of victims of
child sexua abuse and exploitation. These are the most polarizing, frustrating, and baffling cases the
author has encountered in more than eighteen years of studying the crimina aspects of deviant sexud
behavior. The author privately sought answers, but said nothing publicly about these cases until 1985.

In October 1984, the problems in investigating and prosecuting one of these casesin Jordan,
Minnesota, became publicly known. In February 1985, at the FBI Academy, the FBI sponsored and
the author coordinated the first national seminar held to study "these kinds of cases.” Later in 1985,
smilar conferences sponsored by other organizations were held in Washington, D.C.; Sacramento,
Cdifornia; and Chicago, Illinois. These cases have aso been discussed a many recent regiona and
nationa conferences deding with the sexud victimization of children and Multiple Persondity Disorder.
Few answers have come from these conferences. The author continues to be contacted on these cases
on aregular basis. Inquiries have been received from law enforcement officers, prosecutors, therapists,
victims, families of victims, and the mediafrom al over the United States and now foreign countries.

The author does not claim to understand completely all the dynamics of these cases. He continuesto
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keep an open mind and to search for answers to the questions and solutions to the problems they pose.
This discussion is based on the author's andysis of the severd hundred of "these kinds of cases' on
which he has consulted since 1983. (See dso Appendix A and Appendix B.)

Dynamics of Multidimensional Child Sex Ring Cases

What are "these kinds of cases'? They were and continue to be difficult to define. They dl involve
adlegations of what sounds like child sexua abuse, but with a combination of some atypica dynamics.
These cases seem to have the following four dynamicsin common: 1) multiple young victims, 2) multiple

offenders, 3) fear as the controlling tactic, and 4) bizarre or ritudigtic activity.

Multiple Young Victims In amost al the cases, the sexud abuse was alleged to have taken place or
at least begun when the victims were between the ages of birth and 6. This very young age may be an
important key to understanding these cases. In addition, the victims al described multiple children being

abused. The numbers ranged from three or four to as many as severa hundred victims.

Multiple Offenders Inadmog dl the cases the victims reported numerous offenders. The numbers
ranged from two or three al the way up to dozens of offenders. 1n one recent case, the victims aleged
400-500 offenders were involved. Interestingly, many of the offenders (perhaps as many as 40-50
percent) were reported to be femaes. The multiple offenders were often family members and were

described as being part of a cult, occult, or satanic group.

Fear as Controlling Tactic Child molestersin genera are able to maintain control and ensure the
secrecy of their victimsin avariety of ways. These include atention and affection, coercion, blackmail,

embarrassment, threets, and violence. In amogt al of the cases sudied by the author, the victims
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described being frightened and reported threats againgt themsdves, their families, their friends, and even
their pets. They reported witnessing acts of violence perpetrated to reinforce thisfear. It is the author's
belief that this fear and the traumatic memory of the events may be another key to understanding many

of these cases.

Bizarre or Ritualistic Activity Thisisthe mogt difficult dynamic of these casesto describe. Bizarre
isardaiveterm. Isthe use of urine or fecesin sexud activity bizarre, or isit awel-documented aspect
of sexud deviancy, or isit part of established satanic rituds? As previoudy discussed, the ritudigtic
agoect is even more difficult to define. How do you digtinguish acts performed in a precise manner to
enhance or alow sexud arousd from those acts that fulfill spiritua needs or comply with "rdigious’
ceremonies? Victims in these cases report ceremonies, chanting, robes and costumes, drugs, use of
urine and feces, anima sacrifice, torture, abduction, mutilation, murder, and even cannibaism and
vampirism. All things consdered, the word bizarre is probably preferable to the word ritua to describe
this activity.

When the author was contacted on these cases, it was very common for a prosecutor or investigator
to say that the dleged victims had been evauated by an "expert” who would stake his or her
professond reputation on the fact that the victims were tdlling the "truth.”  When asked how many cases
this expert had previoudy evauated involving these four dynamics, the answer was dways the same—
none! The experts usudly had only dedt with one-on-one intrafamilia sexud abuse cases. Recently, an
even more disturbing trend has developed. More and more of the victims have been identified or
evauated by experts who have been trained to identify and specidize in satanic ritud abuse.

Characteristics of Multidimensional Child Sex Rings
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As previoudy stated, amgor problem in communicating, training, and researching in thisarealisthe term
used to define "these kinds of cases”" Many refer to them asritud, rituaigtic, or rituaized abuse of
children cases or satanic ritua abuse (SRA) cases. Such words carry specidized meanings for many
people and might imply that al these cases are connected to occult or satanic activity. If ritud abuseis
not necessarily occult or satanic, but is"merely” severe, repeated, prolonged abuse, why use aterm
that, in the minds of so many, implies such specific motivation?

Others refer to these cases as multi- offender/multi-victim cases. The problem with this term is that
most multiple offender and victim cases do not involve the four dynamics discussed above.

For want of a better term, the author has decided to refer to "these kinds of cases' as
multidimensional child sex rings. Right now the author seemsto be the only one using thisterm. The
author is, however, not sureif thisistruly adistinct kind of child sex ring case or just a case not properly
handled. Following are the generd characterigtics of these multidimensiona child sex ring cases as

contrasted with more common historica child sex ring cases.

Female Offenders As many as 40-50 percent of the offenders in these cases are reported to be
women. Thisisin marked contrast to historica child sex rings (see Chapter 4) in which dmog dl the

offenders are men.

Situational Molesters The offenders gppear to be sexudly interacting with the child victims for
reasons other than atrue sexual preference for children. The children are subdtitute victims and the
abudve activity may have little to do with pedophilia. (See Child Molesters: A Behavioral Analysis,

listed in References for afurther explanation about types of molesters.)
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Male and Female Victims Both boys and girls appear to be targeted, but with an apparent
preference for girls. Almogt al the adult survivors are femae, but daycare cases frequently involve mae
aswdl asfemdevictims. The most driking characteridtic of the victims, however, isther young age
(generdly hbirth to 6 years old when the abuse began).

Multidimensional Motivation Sexud gratification appears to be only part of the motivation for the
"sexud" activity. Many people today argue that the motivation is "spiritud"—jpossibly part of an occult
ceremony. It isthe author's opinion that the motivation may have more to do with anger, hodtility, rage,
and resentment carried out againgt weak and vulnerable victims. Much of the ritudigtic abuse of

children may not be sexud in nature. Some of the activity may, in fact, be physical abuse directed at
sexudly significant body parts (penis, anus, nipples). This may dso partidly explain the large percentage
of femde offenders. Physica abuse of children by femaesiswell-documented.

Pornography and Paraphernalia Although many of the victims of multidimensond child sex rings
claim that pictures and videotapes of the activity were made, no such visua record has been found by
law enforcement. In recent years, American law enforcement has saized large amounts of child
pornography portraying children in awide variety of sexua activity and perversons. None of it,
however, portrays the kind of bizarre and/or rituaigtic activity described by these victims. Perhaps
these offenders use and store their pornography and parapherndiain ways different from preferentia
child molesters (pedophiles). Thisisan area needing additiond research and investigetion.

Control Through Fear Control through fear may be the overriding characterigtic of these cases.
Control is maintained by frightening the children. A very young child might not be able to understand the

sgnificance of much of the sexud activity but certainly underdandsfear. The Soriesthat the victimstell
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may be their perceived versions of severe traumatic memories. They may be victims of a severely
traumatized childhood in which being sexudly abused was just one of the many negetive events affecting

thar lives.

Scenarios
Multidimensiond child sex rings typicaly emerge from one of four scenarios 1) adult survivors, 2)

daycare cases, 3) family/isolated neighborhood cases, and 4) custody/vidtation disputes.

Adult Survivors Inadult survivor cases, adults of dmost any age—nearly dways women—are
suffering the consequences of a variety of persond problems and failuresin their lives (e.g., promiscuity,
egting disorders, drug and acohol abuse, faled relationships, sef-mutilation, unemployment). Asa
result of some precipitating stress or criss, they often seek thergpy. They are frequently hypnotized,
intentiondly or unintentionaly, as part of the thergpy and are often diagnosed as suffering from Multiple
Persondlity Disorder. Gradudly, during the therapy, the adults reved previoudy unrecaled memories of
early childhood victimization that includes multiple victims and offenders, fear as the controlling tactic,
and bizarre or ritudidtic activity. Adult survivors may aso clam that "cues' from certain eventsin their
recent life "triggered” the previoudy repressed memories.

The multiple offenders are often described as members of a cult or satanic group. Parents, family
members, clergy, civic leaders, police officers (or individuas wearing police uniforms), and other
prominent members of society are frequently described as present at and participating in the
exploitation. The dleged bizarre activity often includes insartion of foreign objects, witnessing
mutilations, and sexud acts and murders being filmed or photographed. The offenders may alegedly
dill be harassing or threstening the victims. They report being particularly frightened on certain detes

and by certain Situations. In severa of these cases, women (caled breeders) claim to have had babies
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that were turned over for human sacrifice. Thistype of caseis probably best typified by books like
Michelle Remembers, Satan's Underground, and Satan's Children (see References).

If and when therapists come to believe the patient or decide the law requiresit, the police or FBI
are sometimes contacted to conduct an investigation. The thergpists may aso fear for their safety
because they now know the "secret.” The therapists will frequently tell law enforcement that they will
dake ther professond reputation on the fact that their patient is telling the truth. Some adult survivors
go directly to law enforcement. They may aso go from place to place in an effort to find therapists or
investigators who will listen to and believe them. Their ability to provide verifiable detalls varies and
many were raised in apparently religious homes. Some adult survivors are now reporting participation in

specific murders or child abductions that are known to have taken place or leaving out the satanic cult

aspect.

Daycare In daycare cases, children currently or formerly attending a daycare center gradualy describe
their victimization at the center and at other locations to which they were taken by the daycare saff.

The cases incdlude multiple victims and offenders, fear, and bizarre or ritudigtic activity, with a
particularly high number of femae offenders. Descriptions of strange games, insartion of foreign

objects, killing of animas, photographing of activities, and wearing of costumes are common. The
accounts of the young children, however, do not seem to be quite as "bizarre" as those of the adult

survivors with fewer accounts of human sacrifice,

Family/l solated Neighborhood In family/isolated neighborhood cases, children describe their
victimization within their family or extended family. The group is often defined by geographic boundary,
such as acul-de-sac, gpartment building, or isolated rurd setting.  Such accounts are most common in

rural or suburban communities with high concentrations of religioudy conservetive people. The stories
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are amilar to those told of the daycare setting, but with more mae offenders. The basic dynamics
remain the same, but victims tend to be more than 6 years of age, and the scenario may dso involve a

custody or vigitation dispute.

Cusgtody/Vidtation Dispute In custody/vistation dispute cases, the dlegations emanate from a
custody or vidtation dispute over at least one child under the age of 7. The four dynamics described
above make these cases extremdly difficult to handle. When complicated by the strong emotions of this
scenario, the cases can be overwhedming. Thisis especidly trueif the disclosing child victims have been
taken into the "underground” by a parent during the custody or visitation dispute. Some of these parents
or relatives may even provide authorities with diaries or tapes of their interviews with the children. An
accurate eva uation and assessment of ayoung child held in isolation in this underground while being
"debriefed” by a parent or someone eseisamost impossble. However well-intentioned, these self-

gppointed investigators severely damage any chance to validate these cases objectively.

What IsRitual Child Abuse?
The author cannot defineritual child abuse precisely and prefers not to use the term, but is, however,
frequently forced to use it (as throughout this discussion) so that people will have some idea of what is
being discussed. Use of the term is confusing, mideading, and counterproductive. The newer term,
satanic ritual abuse (SRA), iseven worse. Certain observations, however, are important for
invedtigative understanding.

Most people today use the term to refer to abuse of children that is part of some evil spiritud belief
system, which amost by definition must be satanic.

Dr. Lawrence Pazder, coauthor of Michelle Remembers, defined ritualized abuse of children, ina

presentation in Richmond, Virginia, on May 7, 1987, as "repeated physica, emotiona, mental, and

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 52
* 52



Spiritua assaults combined with a systematic use of symbols and secret ceremonies designed to turn a
child againg itsdlf, family, society, and God." He aso Sates that "the sexud assault hasrituaigtic
meaning and is not for sexud gratification."

This definition may have vaue for academics, sociologists, and thergpidts, but it creates potentia
problems for law enforcement. Certain acts engaged in with children (i.e., kissing, touching, appearing
naked, etc.) may be crimind if performed for sexua gratification. If the ritudigtic actswere in fact
performed for spiritual indoctrination, potential prosecution can be jeopardized, particuarly if the acts
can be defended as condtitutionally protected religious expresson. The muitilation of a baby's genitals
for sadigtic sexud pleasureisacrime. The circumcision of ababy's genitds for reigious reasonsis most
likdy NOT acrime. Theintent of the actsisimportant for crimina prosecution.

Not dl spiritualy motivated ritudigtic activity is satanic. Santeria, witchcraft, voodoo, and most
religious cults are not satanism. In fact, most spiritualy or religioudy based abuse of children has
nothing to do with satanism. Most child abuse that could be termed "ritualistic” by various definitions
ismore likely to be physical and psychologica rather than sexud in nature. If adiginction needsto be
made between satanic and nonsatanic child abuse, the indicators for that digtinction must be related to
specific satanic symbols, artifacts, or doctrine rather than the mere presence of any ritudigtic eement.

Not dl such ritudidtic activity with achild isacrime. Almogt dl parents with rdligious beliefs
indoctrinate their children into that belief system. Is mae circumcision for rdigious reasons child abuse?
Isthe religious circumcision of femaes child abuse? Does having achild kned on ahard floor reciting
the rosary condtitute child abuse? Does having a child chant a satanic prayer or attend a black mass
condtitute child abuse? Does ardigious bdief in corpord punishment condtitute child abuse? Does
group care of children in acommune or cult condtitute child abuse? Does the fact that any actsin
question were performed with parental permission affect the nature of the crime? Many rituaidtic acts,

whether satanic or not, are Smply not crimes. To open the Pandora's box of labeling child abuse as
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"ritudigic’ smply because it involves a spiritud belief system, means to apply the definition to dl acts by
al soiritud belief systems. The day may come when many in the forefront of concern about ritua abuse
will regret they opened the box.

When avictim describes and investigation corroborates what sounds like ritudigtic activity, severa
possibilities must be consdered. The ritudidtic activity may be part of the excessve religiosity of
mentally disturbed, even psychatic offenders. 1t may be amisunderstood part of sexud ritud. The
ritudigtic activity may be incidentd to any red abuse. The offender may be involved in ritudidtic activity
with a child and dso may be abusing a child, but one may have little or nothing to do with the other.

The offender may be deliberately engaging in ritudigtic activity with achild as part of child abuse and
exploitation. The motivation, however, may be not to indoctrinate the child into a belief system, but to
lower the inhibitions of, control, manipulae, and/or confuse the child. In dl the turmoil over thisissue, it
would be avery effective srategy for any child molester deliberately to introduce ritudigtic ementsinto
his crimein order to confuse the child and therefore the crimind justice system. This would, however,
make the activity a part of the offender's modus operandi (MO) and not ritual.

Theritudigtic activity and the child abuse may be integra parts of some spiritud belief system. In
that case, the greatest risk isto the children of the practitioners. But thisistrue of dl cults and religions,
not just satanic cults. A high potentia of abuse exigts for any children raised in a group isolated from the
maingtream of society, especidly if the group has a charismatic leader whose orders are unquestioned
and blindly obeyed by the members. Sex, money, and power are often the main motivations of the

leaders of such cults.

Why AreVictims Alleging Things That Do Not Seem To Be True?
Some of whet the victims in these cases dlege is physicadly impossible (victim cut up and put back
together, offender took the building apart and then rebuilt it); someis possible but improbable (human
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sacrifice, cannibalism, vampirism); someis possible and probable (child pornography, clever
manipulation of victims); and someis corroborated (medical evidence of vagina or and trauma,
offender confessons).

The most significant crimes being aleged that do not seem to be true are the human sacrifice and
cannibalism by organized satanic cults. In none of the multidimensiond child sex ring cases of which the
author is aware have bodies of the murder victims been found—in spite of mgor excavations where the
abuse victims clam the bodies were located. The aleged explanations for thisinclude: the offenders
moved the bodies after the children I€eft, the bodies were burned in portable high-temperature ovens, the
bodies were put in double-decker graves under legitimately buried bodies, a mortician member of the
cult disposed of the bodies in a crematorium, the offenders ate the bodies, the offenders used corpses
and aborted fetuses, or the power of Satan caused the bodies to disappear.

Not only are no bodies found, but also, more importantly, thereis no physical evidence that a
murder took place. Many of those not in law enforcement do not understand that, while it is possble to
oet rid of abody, it is even more difficult to get ride of the physica evidence that a murder took place,
especidly ahuman sacrifice involving sex, blood, and mutilation. Such activity would leave behind trace
evidence that could be found using modern crime scene processing techniquesin spite of extraordinary
effortsto clean it up.

The victims of these human sacrifices and murders are aleged to be abducted missing children,
runaway and thrownaway children, derelicts, and the babies of breeder women. It isinteresting to note
that many of those espousing these theories are using the long-since-discredited numbers and rhetoric of
the missing children hysteriain the early 1980s. Y et, a January 1989 Juvenile Justice Bulletin,
published by the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention of the U.S. Department of
Justice, titled " Stranger Abduction Homicides of Children” reports that researchers now estimate that
the number of children kidnapped and murdered by nonfamily membersis between 52 and 158 ayear
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and that adolescents 14 to 17 years old account for nearly two thirds of these victims. These figures
are dso consstent with the 1990 NISMART study previousy mentioned.

Welivein avery violent society, and yet we have "only" about 23,000 murdersayear. Those who
accept these stories of mass human sacrifice would have us believe that the satanists and other occult
practioners are murdering more than twice as many people every year in this country as adl the other
murders combined.

In addition, in none of the cases of which the author is aware has any evidence of awell-organized
satanic cult been found. Many of those who accept the stories of organized ritual abuse of children and
human sacrifice will tell you thet the best evidence they now have is the consstency of stories from all
over America. It sounds like a powerful argument. It isinteresting to note that, without having met each
other, the hundreds of people who claim to have been abducted by aiens from outer space dso tell
gtories and give descriptions of the diensthat are Smilar to each other. Thisis not to imply that
dlegations of child abuse are in the same category as dlegations of abduction by diens from outer
goace. It isintended only to illugtrate that individuals who never met each other can sometimes describe
smilar events without necessarily having experienced them.

The large number of people telling the some sory is, in fact, the biggest reason to doubt these
gories. Itissamply too difficult for that many people to commit so many horrendous crimes as part of
an organized conspiracy. Two or three people murder a couple of children in afew communities as part
of aritual, and nobody finds out? Possble. Thousands of people do the same thing to tens of
thousands of victims over many years? Not likely. Hundreds of communities al over Americaarerun
by mayors, police departments, and community leaders who are practicing satanists and who regularly
murder and egt people? Not likely. In addition, these community leaders and high-ranking officids aso
supposedly commit these complex crimes leaving no evidence, and at the same time function as leaders

and managers while heavily involved in using illegd drugs. Probably the closest documented example of

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 56
* 56



thistype of dleged activity in American history isthe Ku Klux Klan which ironicaly used Chridianity,
not sataniam, to rationdize its activity but which, as might be expected, was eventudly infiltrated by
informants and betrayed by its members.

As gated initidly, the author was inclined to beieve the dlegations of the victims. But asthe cases
poured in and the months and years went by, the author became more concerned about the lack of
physica evidence and corroboration for many of the more serious dlegations. With increasing
frequency, the author began to ask the question, "Why are victims dleging things that do not seem to be
true?' Many possible answers were considered.

The firgt possible answer is obvious: clever offenders. The alegations may not seem to be true but
they aretrue. The crimind justice system lacks the knowledge, skill, and motivation to get to the bottom
of this crime conspiracy. The perpetrators of this crime conspiracy are clever, cunning individuas using
sophigticated mind control and brainwashing techniques to control their victims. Law enforcement does
not know how to investigate these cases.

It istechnicaly possible that these alegations of an organized conspiracy involving taking over
daycare centers, abduction, cannibalism, murder, and human sacrifice might be true. But if they are
true, they congtitute one of the greatest crime congpiraciesin history.

Many people do not understand how difficult it isto commit a conspiracy crime involving numerous
co-congpirators. One clever and cunning individua has a good chance of getting away with awell-
planned interpersona crime. Bring one partner into the crime and the odds of getting away with it drop
consgderably. The more peopleinvolved in the crime, the harder it isto get away with it. Why? Human
nature is the answer. People get angry and jealous. They come to resent the fact that another
conspirator is getting "more" than they. They get in trouble and want to make a ded for themsdves by

informing on others.
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If agroup of individuas degenerate to the point of engaging in human sacrifice, murder, and
cannibaism, that would mogt likely be the beginning of the end for such agroup. The odds are that
someone in the group would have a problem with such acts and be unable to maintain the secret.

The apped of the satanic congpiracy theory istwofold. Fird, it isasmple explanation for a
complex problem. Nothing is more smple than "the devil madethem doit." If we do not understand
something, we make it the work of some supernatura force. During the Middle Ages, serid killers were
thought to be vampires and werewolves, and child sexua abuse was the work of demons taking the
form of parents and priests. Even today, especidly for those raised to believe so, satanism offers an
explanation as to why "good" people do bad things. It may dso hep to "explain” unusud, bizarre, and
compulsive sexud urges and behavior.

Second, the conspiracy theory isapopular one. Wefind it difficult to believe that one bizarre
individua could commit acrime we find so offensve. Congpiracy theories about soldiers missng in
action (MIAs), abductions by UFOs, Elvis Predey sghtings, and the assassination of prominent public
figures are the focus of much attention in this country. These conspiracy theories and alegations of ritud
abuse have the fallowing in common: 1) sdf-proclaimed experts, 2) tabloid mediainterest, 3) belief the
government isinvolved in a cover-up, and 4) emotionaly involved direct and indirect victim/witnesses.

On arecent television program commemorating the 100th anniversary of Jack the Ripper, dmost 50
percent of the viewing audience who caled the palling telephone numbers indicated that they thought the
murders were committed as part of a conspiracy involving the British Royd Family. The five experts on
the program, however, unanimoudy agreed the crimes were the work of one disorganized but lucky
individua who was diagnosed as a paranoid schizophrenic. In many ways, the murders of Jack the
Ripper are smilar to those dlegedly committed by satanists today.

If your child's molestation was perpetrated by a sophisticated satanic cult, there is nothing you could

have done to prevent it and therefore no reason to fed any guilt. | have been present when parents who
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believe their children were ritually abused at daycare centers have told others that the cults had sensors
in the road, lookouts in the air, and informers everywhere; therefore, the usudly recommended advice of

unannounced visitsto the daycare center would be impossible.

Alter native Explanations

Even if only part of an dlegation is not true, what then is the answer to the question, "Why are victims
aleging things that do not seem to be true?* After consulting with psychiatrists, psychologidts,
anthropologists, therapists, socia workers, child sexua abuse experts, and law enforcement
investigators for more than eight years, the author can find no single, Smple answer. The answer to the
guestion seemsto be a complex set of dynamicsthat can be different in each case. |In spite of the fact
that some skeptics keep looking for it, there does not appear to be one answer to the question that fits
every case. Each caseis different, and each case may involve a different combination of answers.

The author has identified a series of possible dternatives to this question. The dternative answers
also do not preclude the possibility thet clever offenders are sometimesinvolved. The author will not
attempt to explain completely these dternative answers because he cannot. They are presented smply
as areas for consderation and evauation by child sexua abuse intervenors, for further elaboration by
expertsin these fidds, and for research by objective socid scientists. Thefirst step, however, in finding
the answers to this question is to admit the possihility that some of what the victims describe may not

have happened. Some child advocates seem unwilling to do this.

Pathological Distortion and Pseudomemories The first possible answer to why adult victims are
dleging things that do not seem to be true is pathological distortion. The dlegationsin question may
be errors in processing redity influenced by underlying mental disorders such as dissociative disorders,

borderline or higtrionic persondity disorders, or psychoss. These digtortions may be manifested in fase
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accounts of victimization in order to gain psychologca benefits such as attention and sympathy
(factitious disorder). When such individuds repeatedly go from place to place or person to person
making these fase reports of their own "victimization,” it is caled Munchausen Syndrome. When the
repeated fase reports concern the "victimization” of their children or otherslinked to them, it iscalled
Munchausen Syndrome by Proxy. It is amazing when some therapigts state that they believe the
alegations because they cannot think of areason why the "victim," whose failures are now explained
and excused or who is now the center of attention at a conference or on anationd televison program,
would lie. If you can be forgiven for mutilating and killing babies, you can be forgiven for anything.

Although not dways pathologica, many "victims' may develop pseudomemories of ther
victimization and eventualy come to believe the events actualy occurred. Noted forensic psychiatrist
Park E. Dietz, in apersona communication with the author in November 1991, stated

Pseudomemories have been acquired through dreams (particularly if one is encouraged to keep
ajourna or dream diary and to regard dream content as "clues’ about the past or as snippets of
history), substance-induced dtered states of consciousness (alcohal or other drugs), group
influence (particularly hearing vivid accounts of events occurring to others with whom one
identifies emotionally such as occursin incest survivor groups), reading vivid accounts of events
occurring to others with whom one identifies emationaly, watching such accountsin films or on

televison, and hypnosis. The mogt efficient means of inducing pseudomemoariesis hypnosis.

It is characterigtic of pseudomemories that the recollections of complex events (as opposed to a
smple unit of information, such as atag number) are incomplete and without chronologica
sequence. Often the person reports some uncertainty because the pseudomemories are

experienced in amanner they describe as "hazy,' “fuzzy,' or “vague.' They are often perplexed
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that they recal some details vividly, but others dimly. Pseudomemories are not delusions.
When firg tdlling others of pseudomemories, these individuals do not have the unshakable but
irrationa conviction that deluded subjects have, but with socid support they often come to
defend vigoroudy the truthfulness of the pseudomemories. Pseudomemories are not fantasies,
but may incorporate e ements from fantasies experienced in the past. Even where the events
described areimplausible, listeners may believe them because they are reported with such
intense affect (i.e., with so much emotion attached to the story) that the listener concludes that
the events must have happened because no one could “fake' the emotiona aspects of the
reteling. It aso occurs, however, that persons report pseudomemories in such a matter-of-fact
and emotionless manner that menta health professiond's conclude that the person has

“dissociated' intellectud knowledge of the events from emotiona gppreciation of their impact.

Traumatic Memory The second possible answer istraumatic memory. Fear and severe trauma can
cause victims to store memory of those events in a fragmented way which can digtort redity and confuse
events. Thisisawell-documented fact in cases involving individuas taken hostage or in life-and-death
Stuations. The digtortions may be part of an daborate defense mechanism of the mind caled "splitting.”
The victims create a clear-cut, good-and-evil manifestation of their complex victimization that is then
psychologicaly more managegble.

Through the defense mechanism of dissociation, the victim may escape the horrors of redlity by
putting his or her mind elsewhere. Thismay result in the victim inaccurately processing the redlity of
what happened because the victim was thinking of other things not accurately processing what was
actudly going on. In adissociative sate, ayoung child who ordinarily would know the difference might

misnterpret afilm or video as redlity.
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Another defense mechanism may tdl the victim that it could have been worse, and so his or her
victimization was not S0 bad. They are not aone in their victimization—other children were dso
abused. Their father who abused them is no different from other prominent people in the community
they daim aso abused them. Satanism may help to explain why their outwardly good and religious
parents did such terrible things to them in the privacy of their home. Their rdigious training may
convince them that such unspeakable acts by supposedly "good" people must be the work of the devil.
The described human sacrifice may be symbolic of the "death” of their childhood.

It may be that we should anticipate that individuas severdly abused as very young children by
multiple offenderswith fear as the primary controlling tactic will repress the memory. This repressed
memory of their victimization may be distorted and embellished when later recaled. Perhaps a horror-
filled yet inaccurate account of victimization is not only not a counterindication of abuse, but isin fact a
corroborative indicator of extreme physica, psychological, and/or sexua abuse. The author does not
believe it is a coincidence nor the result of deliberate planning by satanists that in amost dl the cases of
ritual abuse that have come to his attention, the abuse is dleged to have begun prior to the age of 7 and
was perpetrated by multiple offenders. 1t may well be that such abuse, a a young age by multiple
offenders, is the mogt difficult to accuratdly recal with the specific and precise detail needed by the
crimind justice system and the most likely to be distorted and exaggerated when it isrecdled. In her
book Too Scared to Cry, child psychiatrist Lenore Terr, aleading expert on psychic traumain
childhood, gtates, "that a series of early childhood shocks might not be fully and accurately

“recongtructed’ from the dreams and behaviors of the adult.”

Normal Childhood Fearsand Fantasy Thethird possible answer may be normal childhood fears
and fantasy. Most young children are afraid of ghosts and mongters. Even as adults, many people fed
uncomfortable, for example, about dangling their arms over the sde of their bed. They ill remember
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the "monger” under the bed from childhood. While young children may rardly invent stories about
sexud activity, they might describe their victimizetion in terms of evil asthey understand it. In church or
a home, children may be told of satanic activity as the source of evil. The children may be "dumping” dl
their fears and worries unto an atentive and encouraging listener.

Children do fantasize. Perhaps whatever causes a child to alege something impossible (such as
being cut up and put back together) is Smilar to what causes a child to alege something possible but
improbable (such as withessing another child being chopped up and eaten.)

Misper ceptions, Confusion, and Trickery Misperception, confusion, and trickery may bea
fourth answer. Expecting young children to give accurate accounts of sexud activity for which they have
little frame of referenceis unreasonable. The Broadway play M. Butterfly isthe true sory of aman
who had afifteen-year afair, induding the "birth" of a baby, with a"woman" who turns out to have been
amandl dong. If agrown man does not know when he has had vagina intercourse with awoman,
how can we expect young children not to be confused? Furthermore, some clever offenders may
deliberately introduce eements of satanism and the occult into the sexud exploitation smply to confuse
or intimidate the victims. Simple magic and other techniques may be used to trick the children. Drugs
may aso be ddiberately used to confuse the victims and distort their perceptions. Such acts would then
be MO, not ritual. As previoudy stated, the perceptions of young victims may dso be influenced by any
trauma being experienced. Thisisthe most popular dternative explanation and even the more zedlous

believers of ritud abuse dlegations use it, but only to explain obvioudy impossible events.

Overzealous Intervenors Overzealous intervenors, causing intervenor contagion, may be afifth
answer. These intervenors can include parents, family members, foster parents, doctors, therapists,

socid workers, law enforcement officers, prosecutors, and any combination thereof. Victims have been
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subtly as well as overtly rewarded and bribed by usudly well-meaning intervenors for furnishing further
details. In addition, some of what appears not to have happened may have originated as aresult of
intervenors making assumptions about or misinterpreting what the victims are saying. The intervenors
then repeet, and possibly embellish, these assumptions and misinterpretations, and eventualy the victims
are "forced" to agree with or come to accept this"officid" verson of what happened.

The judgment of intervenors may be affected by their zed to uncover child sexud abuse, satanic
activity, or congpiracies. However well-intentioned, these overzed ous intervenors must accept varying
degrees of responsbility for the unsuccessful prosecution of those cases where crimind abuse did occur.

Thisisthe most controversd and least popular of the aternative explanations.

Urban Legends Allegations of and knowledge about ritudigtic or satanc abuse may aso be spread
through urban legends. In The Vanishing Hitchhiker, the first of hisfour books on the topic, Dr. Jan
Harold Brunvand defines urban legends as "redigtic stories concerning recent events (or aleged events)
with an ironic or supernatura twist." Dr. Brunvand's books convincingly explain that just because
individua's throughout the country who never met each other tell the same story does not mean that it is
true. Absurd urban legends about the corporate logos of Proctor and Gamble and Liz Claiborne being
satanic symbols persst in spite of dl efforts to refute them with redlity. Some urban legends about child
kidnappings and other threets to citizens have even been disseminated unknowingly by law enforcement
agencies. Such legends have dways existed, but today the mass media aggressively participate in their
rapid and more efficient dissemination. Many Americans mistakenly believe that print and television
tabloids check out and verify the details of their stories before putting them on the air. Mass hysteria
may partialy account for large numbers of victims describing the same symptoms or experiences.
Training conferences for al the disciplinesinvolved in child sexua abuse may aso play arolein the
spread of this contagion. At one child abuse conference attended by the author, an exhibitor was sdlling
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more than fifty different books deding with satanism and the occult. By the end of the conference, he
had sold nearly al the books. At another nationd child sexual abuse conference, the author witnessed
more than 100 attendees copying down the widely disseminated 29 " Symptoms Characterizing Satanic
Ritud Abusg' in preschool-aged children. Isa4-year-old child's " preoccupation with urine and feces'

anindication of satanic ritua abuse or part of norma development?

Combination Most multidimensiond child sex ring cases probably involve a combination of the
answers previoudy set forth, as well as other possible explanations unknown to the author at thistime.
Obvioudy, cases with adult survivors are more likely to involve some of these answers than those with
young children. Each case of sexud victimization must be individualy evauated on its own merits
without any preconceived explanations. All the possibilities must be explored if for no other reason than
the fact that the defense attorneys for any accused subjects will dmost certainly do so.

Most people would agree that just because a victim tells you one detail that turns out to be true, this
does not mean that every detal istrue. But many people seem to believe that if you can disprove one
part of avictim's story, then the entire story isfase. Asprevioudy stated, one of the author's main
concernsin these casesis that people are getting away with sexualy abusing children or committing
other crimes because we cannot prove that they are members of organized cults who murder and et
people.

The author has discovered that the subject of multidimensiona child sex ringsis avery emationd
and polarizing issue. Everyone seemsto demand that one choose aside. On one Side of theissue are
those who say that nothing redlly heppened and it isal abig witch hunt led by overzeaous fanatics and
incompetent "experts.” The other side says, in essence, that everything happened; victims never lie
about child sexud abuse, and so it must be true.
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Thereisamiddle ground. It isthejob of the professond investigetor to ligen to dl the victims and
conduct appropriate investigation in an effort to find out what happened, considering all posshilities.
Not al childhood traumais abuse. Not dl child abuseisacrime. The great frustration of these casesis
the fact that you are often convinced that something traumetic happened to the victim, but do not know

with any degree of certainty exactly what happened, when it happened, or who did it.

Do Child Victims Lie About Sexual Abuse and Exploitation?

The crucid centra issue in the eva uation of areponse to cases of multidimensiond child sex ringsisthe
gatement, "Children never lie about sexud abuse or exploitation. |If they have details, it must have
happened.” This statement, oversmplified by many, is the basic premise upon which some believe the
child sexua abuse and exploitation movement is based. It isamost never questioned or debated at
training conferences. In fact, during the 1970s, there was a successful crusade to iminate laws
requiring corroboration of child victim statements in child sexua abuse cases. The best way to convict
child molestersis to have the child victims testify in court. If we believe them, the jury will believe them.
Any chalenge to this basic premise was viewed as a threat to the movement and a denid that the
problem existed.

The author believes that children rarely lie about sexud abuse or exploitation, if alieis defined asa
gatement deliberatdy and madicioudy intended to deceive. The problem isthe overamplification of the
gatement. Just because achild is not lying does not necessarily mean the child istdling the truth. The
author believes that in the mgjority of these cases, the victims are not lying. They are tdling you what
they have come to believe has happened to them. Furthermore, the assumption that children rarely lie
about sexua abuse does not necessarily gpply to everything a child says during a sexud abuse

investigation. Stories of mutilation, murder, and cannibaism are not redly about sexua abuse.
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Children rarely lie about sexud abuse or exploitation, but they do fantasize, furnish fase information,
furnish mideading information, misperceive events, try to please adults, respond to leading questions,
and respond to rewards. Children are not adultsin little bodies and do go through developmenta stages
that must be evaluated and understood. In many ways, however, children are no better and no worse
than other victims or witnesses of acrime. They should not be automaticaly believed, nor should they
be automaticaly disbelieved.

The second part of the statement—if children can supply details, the crime must have happened—
must dso be carefully evauated. The detailsin question in most of the cases of multidimensiond child
sex rings have little to do with sexud activity. Law enforcement and socid workers must do more than
attempt to determine how a child could have known about sex acts. These cases involve determining
how avictim could have known about awide variety of bizarre and ritudigtic activity. Y oung children
may know little about specific sex acts, but they may know alot about monsters, torture, kidnapping,
and murder.

Victims may supply details of sexua or other acts using information from sources other than their
own direct victimization. Such sources must be evauated carefully by the investigator of

multidimensond child sex rings.

Per sonal Knowledge The victim may have persona knowledge of the sexud or ritud acts, but not as
aresult of the dleged victimization. The knowledge could have come from viewing pornography, sex
education, or occult materid; withessing sexud or ritua activity in the home; or witnessing the sexud
abuse of others. It could aso have come from having been sexualy or physicaly abused, but by other
than the aleged offenders and in ways other than the aleged offense.
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Other Children or Victims Y oung children today are socidly interacting more often and a ayounger
age than ever before. Many parents are unable to provide possibly smple explanations for their
children's stories because they were not with the children when the events occurred. They do not even
know what videotapes their children may have seen, what games they may have played, or what stories
they may have been told or overheard. Children are being placed in daycare centersfor eight, ten, or
twelve hours a day starting as young as 6 weeks of age. The children share experiences by playing
house, school, or doctor. Bodily functions such as urination and defecation are afocus of atention for
these young children. To a certain extent, each child shares the experiences of dl the other children.

The odds are fairly high that in any typica daycare center there might be some children who are
victims of incest; victims of physica abuse; victims of psychologica abuse; children of cut members
(even satanists); children of sexualy open parents; children of sexualy indiscriminate parents; children of
parents obsessed with victimization; children of parents obsessed with the evils of satanisam; children
without conscience; children with ateenage brother or pregnant mother; children with heavy metd music
and literature in the home; children with bizarre toys, games, comics, and magazines, children with a
VCR and dasher filmsin their home; children with accessto did-a-porn, party lines, or pornography; or
children victimized by a daycare center saff member. The possible effects of the interaction of such
children prior to the disclosure of the aleged abuse must be evauated.

Adult survivors may obtain details from group thergpy sessions, support networks, church groups,
or sef-hdp groups. The willingness and ahility of sblings to corroborate adult survivor accounts of
ritud abuse varies. Some will support and partially corroborate the victim's dlegations. Others will
vehemently deny them and support their accused parents or relatives.

Media Theamount of sexudly explicit, occult, anti-occult, or violence-oriented materid available to

adults and even children in the modern world is overwheming. Thisincludes movies, videotapes,
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televison, music, toys, and books. There are dso documentaries on satanism, witcheraft, and the occult
that are available on videotgpe. Many televangelists have videotapes on satanism and the occult that
they are sdlling on their programs.

The Nationa Codlition on Teevison Violence News estimates that 12 percent of the movies
produced in the United States can be classified as satanic horror films. Cable televison and the home
VCR make dl this materid readily available even to young children. Religious broadcasters and dmost
al the tdlevison tabloid and magazine programs have done shows on satanism and the occult. Heavy
metal and black metd music, which often has a satanic theme, is readily available and popular. In
addition to the much-debated fantasy role-playing games, there are numerous popular toys on the
market with an occult-oriented, bizarre, or violent theme.

Books on satanism and the occult, both fiction and nonfiction, are reedily available in most
bookstores, especialy rdigious bookstores. Severa recent books specificaly discuss the issue of
ritudistic abuse of children. Obvioudy, very young children do not read this materid, but their parents,
relatives, and therapists might and then discussiit in front of or with them. Much of the materid intended
to fight the problem actualy fuels the problem and damages effective prosecution.

Suggestions and L eading Questions This problem is particularly important in cases semming from
custody/vigtation disputesinvolving at least one child under the age of 7. It isthe author's opinion that
most suggestive, leading questioning of children by intervenorsis inadvertently done as part of a good-
faith effort to learn the truth. Not dl intervenors are in equa positionsto potentialy influence victim
dlegations. Parents and relatives epecidly are in a position to subtly influence their young children to
describe their victimization in a certain way. Children may aso overhear their parents discussing the
details of the case. Children often tell their parents what they believe their parents want or need to hear.
Some children may be ingtinctively attempting to provide "therapy” for their parents by tdlling them what

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 69
* 69



seems to satisfy them and somehow makes them fed better. 1n one case afather gave the police atape
recording to "prove" that his child's statements were spontaneous disclosures and not the result of
leading, suggestive questions. The tagpe recording indicated just the opposite. Why then did the father
voluntarily give it to the police? Probably because he truly believed that he was not influencing his
child's statements—but he was.

Thergpigs are probably in the best position to influence the alegations of adult survivors. The
accuracy and reiability of the accounts of adult survivors who have been hypnotized during therapy is
certainly open to question. One nationaly known therapist personaly told the author that the reason
police cannat find out about satanic or ritudigtic activity from child victimsisthat they do not know how
to ask leading questions. Highly suggestive books and pictures portraying "satanic” activity have been
developed and marketed to therapists for use during evaluation and treatment. Types and styles of
verba interaction useful in therapy may create Significant problemsin acrimind investigetion. It should
be noted, however, that when atherapist does a poor investigative interview as part of acrimina
investigation, that isthe fault of the crimind judtice system that alowed it and not the therapist who did it.

The extremdly sengitive, emotiona, and religious nature of these cases make problems with leading
questions more likely than in other kinds of cases. Intervenors motivated by religious fervor and/or

exaggerated concerns about sexua abuse of children are more likely to lose their objectivity.

Misperception and Confusion by Victim In one case, achild's description of the gpparently
impossible act of walking through awall turned out to be the very possible act of walking between the
studs of an unfinished wall in aroom under congtruction. In ancther case, pennies in the anus turned out
to be copper-fail-covered suppositories. The children may describe what they believe happened. Itis
not alie, but neither isit an accurate account of what happened. It may be due to confusion ddliberately
caused by the offender or to misperception inadvertently caused by youthful inexperience.
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Education and Awareness Programs Some wedl-intentioned awareness programs designed to
prevent child sex abuse, dert professonds, or fight satanism may, in fact, be unredigticaly increasing
the fears of professionds, children, and parents and creating self-fulfilling propheses. Some of what
children and their parerts are telling intervenors may have been learned in or fueled by such programs.
Rdligious programs, books, and pamphlets that emphasi ze the power and evil force of Satan may be
adding to the problem. In fact, in cases seen by the author, most of the daycare centersin which
ritudistic abuse is dleged to have taken place were church effiliated centers and many of the adult
aurvivors dleging it came from gpparently reigious families. Susan Keley, Ph.D., in apersond
communication with the author in April 1992, stated that her research indicated 77.1 percent of the

daycare centers in which rituaistic abuse was dleged were religious affiliated daycare centers.
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6. Investigating Child Sex Rings
This chapter isintended to offer generd guideines on how to apply the previoudy discussed behaviora
dynamicsto the investigation and prosecution of cases of child sex rings.

Child sexud abuse cases can be difficult to prove in a court of law. Frequently thereis only the
word of one child againgt that of an adult. Thisis, however, rardly the casein a child sex ring. With

multiple victims, no one victim should have to bear the tota burden of proof.

Corroboration of Evidence
Many factors combine to make it difficult and possibly traumatic for childrento testify in court. In spite
of some recent advances that make such testimony easier for the child victim or witness, a primary
objective of every law enforcement investigation of child sexua abuse and exploitation should be to
prove the case without child victim testimony in court. Thisis more a philosophy than arule. 1t may not
aways be possble, but it should be an invedtigative god. It is possible more often than the investigator
may think, however. Mogt children testify in court if necessary.

Obvioudy, the best and easiest way to avoid child victim testimony in court isto build acasethat is
S0 strong that the offender pleads guilty. In the zed to convince society that child sexua abuse and
exploitation exist and children do not lie about it, seeking corroboration for alleged abuse has been
interpreted by some asasign of denid or dishdlief. It is, however, the author's opinion that
corroboration is "the name of the game." It isnot the job of law enforcement officersto believe achild
or any other victims or witnesses. It isthe job of law enforcement to listen, assess, and evauate, and
then attempt to corroborate. Attempts should be made to corroborate any and al aspects of avictim's
Satement.

Although there is frequently more corroboretive evidence available than many investigators redlize,

corroboration can be difficult in one-on-one child abuse cases, especidly when the offender isa
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Stuationd child molester. In spite of the many invedtigative difficulties aready discussed in this book,
corroboration in child sex ring casesis usudly essier.

Law enforcement officers must stop looking at child sexud abuse and explaitation through a
keyhole—focusing on one act, by one offender, against one victim, on oneday. Law enforcement must
"kick the door open” and take the big picture—focusing on proactive techniques, offender typologies,
patterns of behavior, multiple acts, multiple victims, and child pornography. Thisis absolutely essentia
in the invedtigation of child sex rings.

The "big picture’ gpproach starts with four basic assumptions about child molesters.

1. Child molesters sometimes molest multiple victims.

2. Intrafamiliad child molesters sometimes molest children outside their families.

3. Other s=x offenders sometimes molest children.
4

. Other crimind's sometimes molest children.

The emphasis on the word sometimes should be noted. In law enforcement, we tend to create neat
categories of offenders. The only problem isthat the offenders sometimes do not cooperate and stay
within the definitions. A window peeper, an exhibitionist, or argpist can dso be achild molester. The
research of the FBI Behaviord Science Unit and others clearly demondrates this. "Regular criminas
can aso be child molegters.

The author has recently been involved in three cases in which a drug dedler and two organized crime
hit men have been identified as child molesters. The firgt child molester put on the FBI "Ten Most
Wanted" Ligt was recently arrested burglarizing a service station. The smple concept that an
intrafamilia child molester might molest children outside his family seems beyond the comprehension of
some child abuse professionds. Identifying other victims can be one of the mogt effective ways of

corroborating an dlegation of sexud abuse by one victim.
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The author has evaluated a number of child sex ring cases in which the offender operated for years
after identification because no one took the "big picture’ gpproach. It isamost impossible to convict a
"pillar of the community" child molester based only on the tesimony of one ddinquent adolescent. A
child sex ring operator cannot be stopped unless law enforcement is willing to evaluate the dlegation, do
background investigation, document patterns of behavior, review records, identify other acts and
victims, and develop probable cause for a search warrant. Thiswill often mean working with other
locdl, date, and federd law enforcement agencies. Many offenders cross jurisdictional boundaries and

violate a variety of laws when committing their crimes.

General Investigative Techniques

One advantage to the investigation of child sex ringsis that the possibility of developing significant
corroborative evidence is far greater than in one-on-one sexud abuse cases. Much of this evidence can
be identified and located only if the investigator has a solid understanding of the nature and dynamics of
child sex rings. The following generd investigative techniques are offered as ways to corroborate
dlegaions of child sexua abuse and avoid child victim tesimony in court. If child victim testimony
cannot be avoided, at least the victim will not bear the total burden of proof if these techniques are used.
These techniques can, to varying degrees, be used in any child sexua abuse case. Here, however, they

are st forth for use in the investigation of child sex rings.

Document I ndicator s of Sexual Abuse Because the behavioral and environmenta indicators of child
sexud abuse are set forth in many publications e sewhere, they will not be set forth here again. The
documentation of the indicators of child sexual abuse and exploitation can be extremey vauablein
corroborating child victim statements. The use of expert witnesses to introduce this evidence into a

court of law isacomplex legd issue which will not be discussed here in detail (see When the Victim Is
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a Child, ligted in References). Experts may not be alowed to testify about the guilt and innocence of
the accused, but may be able to testify about the nature of the offense and the victim's behavior. The
most commonly acceptable use of such expert testimony is to rebut defense dlegations that the
prosecution has no evidence other than the testimony of a child victim. These and other possible uses of
expert testimony should be discussed with the prosecutor of each case.

Mentd hedth professonals, socid workers, child protective service workers, aswell aslaw
enforcement investigators can be the source of such expert testimony documenting the indicators of
sexud abuse. 1t must be emphasized that these are only indicators and their sgnificance must be
evauated in context by truly objective experts. Many behaviora indicators of child sexua abuse are

actudly indicators of trauma, stress, and anxiety that could be caused by other eventsin the child'slife.

Document Patter ns of Behavior Two patterns of behavior need documentation: victim patterns and
offender patterns.

Experts such as Roland C. Summit, M.D.; Suzanne M. Sgroi, M.D.; Ann W. Burgess, R.N.,
D.N.Sc.; and others have documented and published information about child sexud abuse victim
behavior patterns. This book has set forth victim patterns of behavior seenin child sex ring cases. The
fact that avictim does not disclose the abuse for years or recants previous disclosures may be part of a
pattern of behavior which in fact corroborates sexua abuse. Paul Derochannesian, Assstant Digtrict
Attorney, Albany (New Y ork) states, "The absence of proof of child sexua abuse can be proof of child
sexua abuse” The secrecy, the sequence of disclosures, the recantation of statements, and the
distortion of events can dl be corroboration.

With regard to offender patterns of behavior, many have been set forth elsewhere in this book, and
others are contained in Child Molesters: A Behavioral Analysis, listed in References. The law

enforcement investigator must understand that doing a background investigation on a suspected child
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molester means more than obtaining the date and place of birth and credit and crimina checks. Schoal,
juvenile, military, medica, employment, and bank records can be vauable sources of information about
an offender. Knowing the kind of offender you are degling with can go along way toward learning
where and what kind of corroborative evidence might be found. Knowing the kind of offender you are
dedling with can be helpful in determining the existence and location of other victims and child

pornography or erotica.

I dentify Adult Witnesses and Suspects One benefit of amulti-offender case is that it increasesthe
likelihood that there is aweek link in the group. The conspiracy modd of building a case againgt one
sugpect and then using that suspect's testimony againgt others can be useful. Because of the need to
protect potentia child victims, the conspiracy mode of investigation has limitations in child sexua abuse
and exploitation cases. Y ou cannot knowingly alow children to be molested as you build your case.
Corroboration of a child victim's statement with adult witness testimony, however, is an important and
vauable technique.

Medical Evidence Whenever possible, dl children suspected of having been sexudly victimized
should be afforded amedica examination. The primary purpose of this examination isto assess
potentia injury and the need for treatment and to reassure the patient. A secondary purposeisto
determine the presence of any corroborating evidence of acute or chronic trauma. The ability and
willingness of medica doctorsto corroborate child sexua abuse hasimproved greetly in recent years.
Better training and the use of protocols, the colposcope, toluidine blue dye, and other techniques have
improved the ability of doctorsto medicaly corroborate child sexua abuse. When used with a camera,
the col poscope can document the trauma without additiona examinations of the child victim.

Investigators and prosecutors should be cautioned, however, that due to camera, film, and skill
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limitations, the developed photographs do not aways revea what the doctor observed. Postive
laboratory tests for sexudly transmitted diseases can be vauable evidence especidly in casesinvolving
very young children. Statements made to doctors by the child victim as part of the medica examination
may be admissible in court without the child testifying.

Law enforcement investigators should be cautious of doctors who have been identified as child
abuse crusaders or who adways find—or never find—medical evidence of sexud abuse. Medica
doctors should be objective scientists doing a professond examination. The exact cause of any vagina
or and trauma needs to be carefully and scientifically evaluated. 1t should aso be noted that many acts
of child sexua abuse do not leave any physica injuries that can be identified by a medica examination.
In addition, children'sinjuries can hed rapidly. Thus, lack of medica corroboration does not necessarily

mean that a child was not sexually abused or that it cannot be proven in court.

Other Victims The smple understanding and recognition that a child molester might have other victims
isone of the mogt important steps in corroborating an alegation of child sexud abuse. Thereis strength
in numbers. If an investigation uncovers one or two victims, each will probably have to testify in court.
If an investigation uncoversfive, ten, or thirty victims, the odds are that none of them will testify because
there will not be atrid. In one recent case, a Christian minister accused of sexualy molesting boys
announced at a press conference two days before histrid that the angd of the Lord had appeared to
him and told him he would not be convicted at histrid. He technicaly was not convicted at histrid
because before the tria he changed his pleato guilty. Why? Thirty victims were prepared to testify
againg him. With multiple victims, the only defense isto dlege a flawed investigation.

Because of the volume of crime and limited resources, many law enforcement agencies may be
unable to continue an investigation to find thirty victims. If thet is the case, they need to try to identify as

many victims as possble. Other victims are sometimes identified through publicity about the case.
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Consgtency of statements obtained from multiple victims, independently interviewed, can be powerful

corroboration.

Search Warrants The mgor law enforcement problem with the use of seerch warrantsin child sexud
abuse and exploitation casesisthat they are not obtained soon enough. In many cases, investigators
have probable cause for a search warrant but do not know it. Because of the possibility of the
movement or destruction of evidence, search warrants should be obtained as soon as legally possible.
Waiting too long and developing, in essence, too much probable cause may be areason for criticism or
even lawsuits againg agencies on the basis that the delay alowed additiond victimsto be molested.
Knowing what to search for isaso important. The value and significance of child erotica (pedophile
parapherndia) is often not recognized by investigators. (See Child Molesters: A Behavioral Analysis,

listed in References)

Physical Evidence Physical evidence can be defined as any object that corroborates anything a child
victim said, saw, tasted, smelled, drew, and so on. It could be bed sheets, articles of clothing, sexua
ads, lubricants, and so on. It could also be an object or sign on the wal described by avictim. If the
victim says the offender g aculated on a door knob, that becomes physicd evidence if found. Pogtive
identification of a subject through DNA andysis of trace amounts of biologicd evidence left a acrime
scene may result in achild victim not having to testify because the subject pleads guilty. If the victim
says the offender kept condomsin the nightstand by his bed, they become physica evidence if found.
The back page missing from a pornography magazine that the victim described is physica evidence.

Satanic occult pargpherndiais evidence if it corroborates crimind attivity.
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Child Pornography and Child Erotica Child pornography, especidly that produced by the offender,
is one of the most valuable pieces of corroborative evidence of child sexud abuse that any investigator
can have. Obvioudy, many child molesters do not possess or collect child pornography. Investigators,
however, should aways ook for it. Preferentid child molesters, especidly those operating child sex
rings, dmost aways collect child pornography or child erotica. If Stuationa child molesters possess
child pornography, they usudly have pictures of their own victims. In addition to viewing any
homemade videotapes seized from the offenders, investigators must dso listen carefully to them. The
voices and sounds may reved vauable corroborative or intelligence information. If necessary,
photographic enhancement can be used to help identify individuds, locations, and dates on newspapers
and magazines otherwise unrecognizable in the child pornography. In one case, a subject was postivey
identified from his fingerprint, which was visble in arecovered child pornography photograph. The
FBI, U.S. Customs, and the U.S. Pogta Ingpection Service dl maintain obscenity and child
pornography reference files that can be accessed by law enforcement agencies.

Child eroticais not as sgnificant as child pornography, but it can be of vaue. 1t can help prove
intent. 1t can be asource of intelligence information—identifying other offenders or victims. 1t can dso
be used to deny bond if it indicates the offender is arisk to the community. Child erotica can be
indrumentd in influencing the offender to plead guilty, and it can aso be used at the time of sentencing to
demondrate the full scope of the offender's activity. Thisis congstent with the "big picture’ gpproach.

Consensual Monitoring Consensud monitoring is a vauable, but often underutilized, investigative
technique. It includes the use of pretext phone calls and body recorders. Because of the legd issues
involved and variationsin state laws, use of this technique should aways be discussed with department

legd advisors and prosecutors.
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Remember, children are not amdl-statured adults and must never be endangered by officids. The
use of this technique with child victims presents ethical aswell aslegd consderations. Pretext phone
cals may be more suitable than body recorders with child victims but are obvioudy not appropriate in
al cases. They may not be suitable for use with very young victims. The use of this technique should
usualy be discussed with the parents of avictim who isaminor. The parent, however, may not be
trusted to be discreet about the use of this technique or may even be a suspect or subject in the
investigation. Although there isthe potentid for further emotiona trauma, many victims afterwards
describe an dmost thergpeutic sense of empowerment or return of control through the use of this
technique.

Investigators using this technique should ensure that they have a telephone number that cannot be
traced to the police and that they have a method to verify the date and time of the pretext telephone
cdls. Sometimesvictims or their reatives or friends do the monitoring and recording on their own.
Investigators need to check appropriate laws concerning the legdity of these acts and the admissability
of the materia obtained.

Consensua monitoring with body recorders is probably best reserved for use with undercover
investigators and adult informants. Under no circumstances shoud an investigative agency produce a
videotape or audiotape of the actud molestation of achild victim as part of an invedtigative technique.
The victim might be used to introduce the undercover investigator to the subject.

| nappropriate responses obtained through consensua monitoring can be amost as damaging as
outright admissons. When told by a victim over the telephone that the police or a therapist wantsto
discuss the sexud rdlationship, "Let's tak about it later tonight” is not an appropriate response by an

offender.
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Videotaping or Audiotaping of Victims Taping of victims was once thought to be an ided solution to
many of the problemsinvolving child victim interviews and testimony. Many legidatures rushed to pass
gpecid lawsdlowing it. Aside from the Congtitutional issues, there are advantages and disadvantages to
videotaping or audiotaping child victim statements.

The advantages include

1. The ability to reduce the number of interviews.

2. Thevisud impact of avideotaped statement.

3. Theahility to ded with recanting or changing satements.
4

. The potentia to induce a confession when played for an offender who cares for the child victim.

The disadvantages include

1. Theartificid setting crested when people "play" to the camerainstead of concentrating on
communicaing.

2. Determining which interview to record and explaining variations between them.

3. Accounting for the tapes after the investigation. Copies are sometimes furnished with little
control to defense attorneys and expert witnesses. Many are played at training conferences
without concedling the identity of victims.

4. Sincethereisno sngle objective criterion on how to conduct such an interview, each tapeis

subject to interpretation and criticism by "experts.”

Many peoplein favor of videotaping argue, "If you are doing it right, what do you have to hide?"
When you videotape a victim interview, however, you cregte a piece of evidence that did not previoudy

exigt and that evidence can become the target of agreat ded of highly subjective scrutiny. Every word,
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inflection, gesture, and movement rather than whether or not the child was molested becomes the focus
of attention. An imperfect interview does not mean rdiable information was not obtained.

Although some of the disadvantages can be reduced if the tapes are made during the medical
evauation, it is the author's opinion that the disadvantages of tgping outweigh the advantages. Many
experienced child sexua abuse prosecutors are against the taping of child victim statements as a generd
rule, dthough specid circumstances may dter this opinion on a case-by-case basis. Departments
should be careful of written policies concerning taping. 1t is potentialy embarrassing and damaging to
have to admit in court that you usudly tape such interviews, but you did not in thiscase. It is better to
be able to say that you usudly do not tape such interviews, but you did in a certain case because of

some specid circumstances.

Subject Confessions Getting a subject to confess obvioudy can be an effective way to corroborate
child sexud abuse and avoid child victim testimony in court. Unfortunately, many investigetors put
minima effort into subject interviews. They typicaly rush in too soon without devel oping background
information and an interview strategy. The biggest problem, however, isthe fact that many investigetors
cannot control or conced their anger and outrage at the offender's behavior. They want to spend as
little time as possible with him. In addition, many investigators find it difficult to discuss deviant sexud
behavior camly and nonjudgmentaly.

The fact istha many of these offenders redlly want to discuss their behavior or at least their
rationdization for it. If treated with professonalism, empeathy, and understanding, many of these
offenders will make significant admissons. If the offender is dlowed to project some of the blame for
his behavior on someone or something else, he is more likely to confess. A tougher gpproach can
aways betried if the soft approach does not work. Most sex offenders will admit only that which has
been discovered and that which they can retiondize.
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Investigators should consider non-custodial, norconfrontationd interviews of the subject at home
or work. If you do not confront the subject with al your evidence, he may be more likely to minimize
his acts rather than fully deny them. As previoudy stated, many child molesters admit their acts but deny
theintent. Interviews during the execution of a search warrant should also be considered. Investigators
should not overlook admissions made by the offender to wives, girlfriends, neighbors, friends, and even
the media

Interview techniques and dtrategies could easly be the topic of an entire training publication. In this
limited space, however, no attempt will be made to present an in-depth discussion of subject interviews.
Suffice it to say, the ability to be an effective interviewer is an important skill for any crimina
investigator. In view of the stakesinvolved, child sexud abuse investigators must do everything

reasonably possible to improve their skillsin this area.

Surveillance Survelllance can be atime-consuming and expengve investigative technique. In child sex
ring cases, it can dso be highly effective. Time and expense can be reduced if the surveillance is not
open-ended but is based on insgde information about the subject's activity. One obvious problem,
however, is what to do when the surveillance team comes to believe that achild is being victimized.
How much reasonable suspicion or probable cause does an investigator on physical or eectronic
surveillance need in order to take action? If a suspected child molester smply goesinto aresidence
with achild, doeslaw enforcement have the right to intervene? What if the offender is smply paying the
newspaper boy or watching televison with a neighborhood child? These are important legd and ethical
issues to consder when using the surveillance technique. In spite of these potentia problems,

aurvelllance is a vauable technique in the investigation of child sex rings.
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Creative Prosecution Another effective way to avoid child victim testimony is to prosecute the
offender for violations that may not require such testimony. Thisis limited only by the imagination and
kill of the prosecutor. One effective technique, when gppropriate, isto file federd or loca child
pornography charges, that usudly do not require victimsto testify. A combination of federal, sate, and
loca charges may convince the subject to plead guilty. Some offenders may plead guilty in order to do
their timein the federd penitentiary. Since the sexua abuse of children in sex rings sometimes involves
the commission of other crimes, chargesinvolving violaions of child labor laws, involuntary servitude,
bad checks, drugs, or perjury can aso befiled. Vauable information can aso be introduced in court
without child victim testimony if the prosecutor is familiar with the use of out-of- court statements and the

exceptions to the hearsay rule.

Investigating Historical Child Sex Rings

The generd investigative techniques discussed in the previous section are gpplicable in varying degrees
to the investigation of higtorica child sexrings. The "big picture’ approach isthe key to the successful
investigation and prosecution of these cases. Multiple victims corroborated by child pornography,
eratica, and other physical evidence make a powerful case likely to result in aguilty plea, no trid, and
therefore no child victim testimony. The following techniques apply primarily to the investigation of
historica child sex rings. (See also Chapter 4.)

Under stand the Seduction Process The seduction process was discussed in depth in Chapter 4.
After understanding the seduction process, the investigator must be able to communicate this
understanding to the victim. Thisisthe difficult part. One investigator recently contacted the author and
described what sounded like a classic historica sex ring involving a seduction preferentid child molegter.
The investigator stated, however, that hisfirg disclosing victim (a 12-year-old boy) described being
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gagged and tied up by the offender. Whilethisis certainly possible, it is not typicd of such offenders.
When asked when and how the victim furnished this informetion, the investigetor admitted that it was
after he had asked the boy why he did not scream or fight when the offender abused him sexually.

By asking such questions in this way, the investigator is communicating to the boy that the
investigator has no understanding of the subtle seduction of the boy. The investigator is back in the
world of dirty old men in wrinkled raincoats jumping out from behind trees. Obvioudy, the investigator
did not understand that the molester was probably the boy's best friend, who seduced him with attention
and affection. The victim redlized that the investigator would not understand what happened, and so the
boy "adjusted” the story and tried to explain with an excuse that the investigator would accept and
undergand. The boy was suffering from the "say no, yell, and tel" guiilt.

Mot adolescent boy victims will deny their victimization even if the investigator doesthe
investigation properly. Almog dl articles and training presentations on the interviewing of sexudly
abused children mention nothing about the interview of adolescent boys or girls. The emphagsisusudly
on such things as developing rgpport by getting on the floor and playing and using the child's own
terminology. Interestingly, many of the same interview principles do in fact gpply to the interview of
adolescent victims. 'Y ou must begin by developing arapport with the victim; but thisis far more difficult
to do with a 13-year-old sreetwise boy. Y ou must learn the victim's terminology; while terms such as
"head job" and "rim job" are vulgar, it isimportant to find out exactly whét the victim means by them.

Theinterview of an adolescent boy victim of sexud exploitation is extremdy difficult at best. The
gigma of homosexudity and embarrassment over victimization greetly increase the likelihood that the
victims will deny or misrepresent the sexud activity.

When atempting to identify potentia victims of an historica sex ring, the author recommends trying
to art with victims who are about to or have just |eft the offender's "pipdine” The victim most likely to
disclose would be one who has just |eft the ring and who has a sibling or close friend about to enter the
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ring. The desireto protect younger victims from what they have endured is the srongest motivation for
overcoming their shame and embarrassment. The next best choice would be a victim who has just
entered the "pipdine.”

Before beginning the interview, the investigator must understand that the victim may have many
positive fedings for the offender and may even resent law enforcement intervention. Time must be spent
attempting to develop aworking reaionship with the victim. The investigaetor must be able to discuss a
wide variety of sexud activity, understanding the victim's terminology and without being judgmental.

Not being judgmenta may be much more difficult with a delinquent adolescent engaged in homosexud
activity than with an innocent 8-year-old girl abused by her father. Invedtigators often nonverbaly
communicate their judgmenta attitude unknowingly through gestures, facid expressons, and body
language.

The investigator must communicate to the victim that he or sheis not at fault even though the victim
did not say no, did not fight, did not tell, or even enjoyed it. When the victim comes to believe that the
investigator understands what he experienced, he or sheismore likely to talk. Theinvestigator must
dlow the victim to use scenarios to save face when disclosing the victimization.  Adolescent boy victims
are highly likely to deny certain types of sexud activity. The investigator must accept the fact that even if
avictim discloses, the information is likely to be incomplete, minimizing hisinvolvement and acts. If dl
dsefals, theinvestigator can try the no-nonsense gpproach. No matter what the investigator does,
most adolescent boy victimswill deny they were victims. Therefore, it isimportant that as many
potential victims as legdly and ethicaly possible are interviewed. It is aso possible that some troubled
teenagers may exaggerate ther victimization or even fdsdy accuse individuas. Allegations must be
objectively investigated consdering al possihilities.

The author has given many presentations describing the dynamics of historical sex rings and the

seduction techniques of preferentia child molesters (pedophiles). After many of these presentations,
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adult male members of the audience have approached the author in private and admitted they were
victimized asboys. Mogt stated they had never before told anyone of their victimization but were now
able to tell because they redized that the author understood the problem and that they were not the only
ones o victimized. The key to getting adolescent boys to disclose their victimization is to communicate
subtly to them your understanding of the seduction process. After thefirst few victims disclose, the

others usualy come forward more readily.

Under standing the Preferential M olester Men sexudly attracted to young adolescent boys are the
mogt persistent and pralific child molesters known to the crimina justice system. Depending on how
you define molestation, they can easily have hundreds if not thousands of victimsin alifetime. They
usudly begin their activity when they were teenagers themsdves and continue throughout their lives as
long asthey are physcdly able.

They may be "pillars of the community" and are often described as"nice guys” They dmost dways
have a means of accessto children (marriage, neighborhood, occupation). Determining their means of
access hdps to identify potentid victims. Investigetion should dways verify the credentias of those who
attempt to judtify their acts as part of some "professiond” activity. It must be understood, however, that
just because an offender is a doctor, priest, minister, or therapist, for example, does not mean he is not
aso achild moleger.

Because the molestation of children is part of along-term persistent pattern of behavior, preferentia
child molesters are like human evidence machines. During their lifetime, they leave behind a string of
victims and a collection of child pornography and erotica. Therefore, the preferentia child molester is
easy to convict if investigators understand how to recognize him and how he operates—and if their
departments give them the time and resources. It is obvioudy better to convict the preferentia child
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molester based on his past behavior. If, however, dl dsefails, he can be convicted in the future based
on his continuing molegtation of children.

Mog preferentid child molesters spend their entire lives attempting to convince themsalves and
othersthat they are not perverts. They try to convince themsaves that they love and nurture children.
Because most of them have hidden their activities for so long, when identified and prosecuted, they try
to convince themsdves that they will somehow continue to escape respongbility. Thisiswhy they often
proclaim their innocence right up to the time of ther trid. If, however, the investigator and prosecutor
have properly developed the case, preferentia child molesters amost dways change their pleato guilty.
The last thing they want is to have the public hear the detalls of their sexud activity with children. After
pleading guilty, they attempt to convince the sentencing authority that their lives have been ruined and
that they are"sick” and need trestment.

Proactive Approach Many investigators have told the author that they investigete dmost exclusively
one-on-one intrafamilia child sexua abuse cases, not child sex rings. The author does not doubt that
intrafamilia sexua abuse cases are the most common, but believes that there are more child sex ring
cases than many investigatorsredize. |f apolice department takes a reactive approach and waits for
ring cases to be reported, they will probably wait along time. As previoudy stated, most of these
victims will deny their victimization when questioned, much less voluntarily come forward and report it.

Because this book is available to the generd public, specific details of proactive investigative
techniques will not be set forth. In generd, however, proactive investigation involves the use of
surveillance, mail covers, undercover correspondence, "sting” operations, and reverse "sting" operations.
For example, when an offender who has been communicating with other offenders is arrested,

investigators can assume hisidentity and continue the correspondence.
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It is not necessary for each law enforcement agency to "reinvent the whed." Federd law
enforcement agencies such as the U.S. Pogtal Inspection Service, U.S. Customs, the FBI, and some
state and local law enforcement departments have been using proactive investigative techniques for
years. Because the production and distribution of child pornography frequently involves violations of
federd law, the U.S. Postal Inspection Service, U.S. Customs, and the FBI dl have intelligence
information about child pornography traffickers. The author strongly recommends that any law
enforcement agency about to begin the use of these proactive techniques contact nearby federa, Sate,
and loca law enforcement agencies to determine what is dready being done. Many areas of the
country have organized task forces on child pornography and sexua exploitation of children. Unless
law enforcement agencies learn to work together in these proactive techniques, they will end up
"invedtigating" each other. Preferentiad child molesters are aso actively trying to identify and learn about
these proactive techniques.

The proactive approach aso includes the andysis of records and documents obtained or seized
from offenders during an investigation. In addition to possibly being used to convict these offenders,
such materid can contain vauable intelligence information about other offenders and victims. This

material must be carefully evaluated in order not to overestimate or underestimate its significance.

I nvestigating M ultidimensional Child Sex Rings

Multidimensiond child sex rings can be among the most difficult, frustrating, and complex cases that any
law enforcement officer will ever investigate. The investigation of alegations of recert activity from
multiple young children under the age of 7 presents one set of problems and must begin quickly, with
interviewsof all potentid victims being completed as soon as possble. The investigetion of dlegations

of activity ten or more years earlier from adult survivors presents other problems and should proceed,
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unlessvictims are & immediate risk, more deliberately with gradualy increasing resources as
corroborated facts warrant.

In spite of any skepticism, dlegations of ritud abuse should be aggressively and thoroughly
investigated. Thisinvestigation should attempt to corroborate the dlegations of ritua abuse, but should
simultaneously dso atempt to identify dternative explanations. The only debate is over how much
investigetion is enough. Any law enforcement agency must be prepared to defend and judtify its actions
when scrutinized by the public, the media, dected officias, or the courts. This does not mean, however,
that alaw enforcement agency has an obligation to prove that the aleged crimes did not occur. Thisis
amog dwaysimpossible to do and investigators should be dert for and avoid this trap.

Onemgor problem in the invedtigation of multidimensona child sex ringsis the dilemma of
recognizing soon enough that you have one. Investigators must be dert for cases with the potentia for
the four basic dynamics. 1) multiple young victims, 2) multiple offenders, 3) fear as the controlling tactic,
and 4) bizarre or ritudigtic activity. The following techniques apply primarily to the investigation of such
multidimensond child sex rings. (See also Chapter 5.)

Minimize Satanic/Occult Aspect There are those who claim that one of the mgjor reasons more of
these cases have not been successfully prosecuted is that the satanic/occult aspect has not been
aggressively pursued. One gtate has even introduced legidation creeting added pendties when certain
crimes are committed as part of aritua or ceremony. A few States have passed specid ritua crime
laws. The author strongly disagrees with such an approach. It makes no difference what spiritua belief
system was used to enhance and facilitate or rationdize and judtify crimind behavior. It servesno
purpose to "prove’ someoneisasatanist. Asamatter of fact, if it isdleged that the subject committed
certain crimina acts under the influence of or in order to conjure up supernatura spirits or forces, this

may very well be the basis for an insanity or diminished capacity defense or may damage the intent
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aspect of asexudly mativated crime. The defense may very well be more interested in dl the "evidence
of satanic activity." Some of the satanic crime "experts’ who train law enforcement wind up working or
testifying for the defense in these cases.

It isbest to focus on the crime and al the evidence to corroborate its commission. Information
about local satanic or occult activity isonly of vaueif it is based on specific law enforcement
intelligence and not on some vague unsubstantiated generdities. Cases are not solved by decoding
sgns, symbols, and dates using undocumented satanic crime "manuas.” In one case, alaw enforcement
agency executing a search warrant seized only the satanic parapherndia and left behind the other
evidence that would have corroborated victim statements. Cases are solved by people- and behavior-
oriented investigation. Evidence of satanic or occult activity may help explain certain aspects of the case
(i.e., link multiple offenders explain specific acts, etc.), but even offenders who commit crimesin a

spiritua context are usudly motivated by power, sex, and money.

Keep Investigation and Religious Beliefs Separate The author believes that one of the biggest
mistakes any investigator of these cases can make isto atribute supernaturad powersto the offenders.
During an investigation, a good investigator may sometimes be able to use the bdliefs and superdtitions
of the offendersto his or her advantage. The reverse happensif the investigator believes that the
offenders possess supernaturd powers. Satanic/occult practitioners have no more power than any
other human beings. Law enforcement officers who believe that the investigation of these cases puts
them in conflict with the supernatura forces of evil should probably not be assgned to them. The
religious beliefs of officers should provide spiritua strength and support for them, but not affect the
objectivity and professonaism of the investigation.

It is easy to get caught up in these cases and begin to see "sataniam’” everywhere. Oversengtization

to this perceived threat may cause an investigetor to "seg" satanism in acrime when it redly is not there
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(quasi-satanism). Often the eye sees what the mind perceives. 1t may also cause an investigator not to
recognize a saged crime scene deliberately seeded with "satanic clues® in order to midead the police
(pseudosatanism). On rare occasions, an overzealous investigator or intervenor may even be tempted
to plant "evidence of satanism™ in order to corroborate such alegations and beliefs. Supervisors need to

be aert for and monitor these reactions in their investigators.

Ligten tothe Victims Itisnot the investigator's duty to believe the victims, it ishisor her job to listen
and be an objective fact finder. Interviews of young children should be done by investigators trained
and experienced in such interviews. Investigators must have direct access to the aleged victims for
interview purposes. Therapigts for an adult survivor sometimes want to act as intermediariesin their
patient'sinterview. Thisshould be avoided if a dl possble. Adult survivor interviews are often
confusing, difficult, and extremely time consuming. The investigator must remember, however, that
amog anything is possble. Most important, the investigator must remember that there is much middle
ground. Just because one event did happen does not mean that all reported events happened, and just
because one event did not happen does not mean that al other events did not happen. Do not become
such a zedot that you believeit dl, nor such acynic that you beieve nothing. Varying amounts and
parts of the dlegation may be factud. Attempting to find evidence of what did happen is the great
chalenge of these cases. ALL invedtigative interaction with victims must be carefully and thoroughly

documented.

Assess and Evaluate Victim Statements Thisisthe part of the investigative processin child sexud
victimization cases that seemsto have been logt. Isthe victim describing events and activities thet are
congstent with law enforcement documented crimina behavior or that are consistent with distorted

media accounts and erroneous public perceptions of criminal behavior? Investigators should gpply the

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 92
* 92



"template of probability.” Accounts of child sexua victimization that are more like books, tdlevison, and
movies (e.g., big conspiracies, child sex daves, organized pornography rings) and less like documented
cases should be viewed with skepticism, but thoroughly investigated. Consider and investigate dl
possible explanations of events. It istheinvestigator'sjob, and the information learned will be invauable
in counteracting the defense attorneys when they raise the dternative explanations.

For example, an adult survivor's account of ritud victimization might be explained by any one of at
least four possibilities. Firgt, the dlegations may be afairly accurate account of what actualy happened.
Second, they may be ddliberate lies (mdingering) told for the usual reasons people lie (e.g., money,
revenge, jealousy). Third, they may be ddliberate lies (factitious disorder) told for atypica reasons
(e.g., attention, forgiveness). Lies so motivated are less likely to be recognized by the investigator and
more likely to be rigidly maintained by the liar unless and until confronted with irrefutable evidence to the
contrary. Fourth, the alegations may be a highly inaccurate account of what actualy happened, but the
victim truly believesit (pseudomemory) and thereforeis not lying. A polygraph examination of such a
victim would be of limited vaue. Other explanations or combinations of these explanations are dso
possible. Only thorough investigation will point to the correct or most likely explanation.

Investigators cannot rely on thergpists or satanic crime experts as a shortcut to the explanation. In
one case, the "experts’ confirmed and vaidated the account of afemale who claimed to be a 15-year-
old deaf mute kidnapped and held for three years by a satanic cult and forced to participate in bizarre
rituas before recently escaping. Active investigation, however, determined that she was a 27-year-old
woman who could hear and speak, who had not been kidnapped by anyone, and who had alengthy
history of menta problems and &t least three other Smilar reports of fase victimization. Her "accurate’
accounts of what the "red satanists' do were Smply the result of having read, while in menta hospitas,
the same books the "experts’ had. A therapist may have important indgghts about whether an individua

was traumatized, but knowing the exact cause of that traumais another matter. There have been cases
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where investigation has discovered that individuas diagnosed by therapigts as suffering from Post
Vietham Syndrome were never in Vietnam or saw no combat.

Conversdly, in another case, alaw enforcement "expert” on satanic crime told atherapist that a
patient's accounts of satanic murdersin arurd Pacific Northwest town were probably true because the
community was a hotbed of such satanic activity. When the therapist explained that there was dmost no
violent crime reported in the community, the officer explained that that is how you know it isthe
satanigts. If you knew about the murders or found the bodies, it would not be satanists. How do you
argue with that kind of "logic"?

The firgt step in the assessment and evauation of victim satementsis to determine the disclosure
sequence, including how much time has € gpsed since disclosure was first made and the incident was
reported to the police or socid services. The longer the delay, the bigger the potentia for problems.
The next step is to determine the number and purpose of all prior interviews of the victim concerning
the dlegations. The more interviews conducted before the investigative interview, the larger the
potentia for problems. Although there is nothing wrong with admitting shortcomings and seeking help,
law enforcement should never abdicate its control over the investigative interview. When an
investigative interview is conducted by or with asocia worker or therapist using a team approach, law
enforcement must direct the process. Problems can a so be created by interviews conducted by various
intervenors AFTER the invedtigetive interview(s).

Theinvestigator must closely and carefully evauate events in the victim's life before, during, and after
the dleged abuse. Eventsto be evauated before the dleged abuse include

*  background of victim

e abuseof drugsin home

* pornography in home

» play, tdevison, and VCR habits
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o dtitudes about sexudity in home

*  extent of sex education in home

» adtivitiesof gblings

* need or craving for attention

» rdigiousbdiefsand training

+ childhood fears

* cudody/vigtation disputes

* victimization of or by family members

* interaction between victims

Events to be evaluated during the aleged abuse include
* useof fear or scaretactics

* degreeof trauma

e useof magic, deception, or trickery

e useOf rituds

e useof drugs
e useof pornography

Events to be evaluated after the dleged abuse include
» disclosure sequence

* background of prior interviewers

* background of parents

e co-mingling of vicims

» type of therapy received
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Evaluate Contagion Consstent statements obtained from different multiple victims are powerful
pieces of corroborative evidence—that is, as long as those statements were not " contaminated.”
Investigation must carefully evauate both pre- and post-disclosure contagion and both victim and
intervenor contagion. Are the different victim statements consistent because they describe common
experiences or events or because they reflect contamination or urban legends?

The sources of potential contagion are widespread. Victims can communicate with each other both
prior to and after their disclosures. Intervenors can communicate with each other and with victims. The
team or cdll concepts of investigation discussed in Appendix A and Appendix B are attempts to dedl
with potentid investigator contagion. All the victims are not interviewed by the same individuas and
interviewers do not necessarily share information directly with each other. Teams report to aleader or
supervisor who evauates the information and decides what other investigators need to know.

Documenting existing contagion and diminating additiona contagion are crucid to the successful
investigation and prosecution of these cases. Thereisno way, however, to erase or undo contagion.
The best you can hopefor isto identify and evauate it and attempt to explain it. Menta hedth
professionas requested to eva uate suspected victims must be carefully selected. Having avictim
evauated by one of the sdlf-proclaimed experts on satanic ritua abuse or by some other overzealous
intervenor may result in the credibility of thet victim's tesimony being severely damaged.

In order to evauate the contagion eement, investigators must meticuloudy and aggressively
investigate these cases. The precise disclosure sequence of the victim must be carefully identified and
documented. Investigators must verify through active investigation the exact nature and content of each

disclosure, outcry, or statement made by the victim.  Second-hand information about disclosure is not
good enough.
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Whenever possible, persond visits should be made to al locations of aleged abuse and the victimss
homes. Events prior to the aleged abuse must be carefully evauated. Investigators may haveto view
televison programs, films, and videotapes seen by the victims. It may be necessary to conduct a
background investigation and eva uation of everyone, both professona and nonprofessond, who
interviewed the victims about the dlegations prior to and after the investigative interview(s).
Investigators mugt be familiar with the information about "ritudistic abuse of children” being disseminated
in magazines, books, televison programs, videotapes, and conferences. Every possible way that a
victim could have learned about the details of the abuse must be explored, if for no other reason than to
eliminate them and counter the defensg's arguments. They may, however, be validity to these contagion
factors. They may explain some of the "unbelievable" aspects of the case and result in the
successful prosecution of the substance of the case. Congistency of statements becomes more
sgnificant if contagion isidentified or disproved by independent investigetion. The easer cases are the
ones where there is a single, identifiable source of contagion. Most cases, however, seem to involve
multiple contagion factors.

Munchausen Syndrome and Munchausen Syndrome by Proxy are complex and controversid issues
in these cases. No attempt will be made to discuss them in detail, but they are documented facts (see
References). Mogt of the literature about them focuses on their manifestation in the medica setting as
fdse or Hf-inflicted illness or injury. They are dso manifested in the crimind judtice setting asfase or
sdf-inflicted crime victimization. If parents would poison their children to prove an iliness, they might
sexudly abuse their children to prove acrime. "Victims' have been known to destroy property,
manufacture evidence, and mutilate themsalves in order to convince others of ther victimization. The
motivation is psychologicd gain (i.e., atention, forgiveness) and not necessarily money, jedlousy, or
revenge. These are the unpopular, but documented, redlities of the world. Recognizing their existence

does not mean that child sexua abuse and sexud assault are not real and serious problems.
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Egtablish Communication with Parents Theimportance and difficulty of thistechniquein
extrafamilia cases involving young children cannot be overemphasized. An investigator must maintain
ongoing communication with the parents of victimsin these abuse cases. Not al parents react the same
way to the alleged abuse of their children. Some are very supportive and cooperative. Others
overreact and some even deny the victimization. Sometimes there is animosity and mistrust among
parents with different reactions. Once the parents lose faith in the police or prosecutor and begin to
interrogate their own children and conduct their own investigation, the case may be lost forever. Parents
from one case communicete the results of their "investigation™ with each other and some have even
contacted the parentsin other cases. Such parentd activity is an obvious source of potential
contamination. Parents must be reminded that their children's credibility will be jeopardized when and if
the information obtained turns out to be unsubgstantiated or false. To minimize this problem, within the
limits of the law and without jeopardizing investigative techniques, parents must be told on aregular
basis how the caseis progressing. (See also Appendix A and Appendix B.) Parents can dso be
assigned congructive thingsto do (e.g., lobbying for new legidation, working on awareness and

prevention programs) in order to channe their energy, concern, and "guilt.”

Develop a Contingency Plan If adepartment waits until actualy confronted with a case before a
response is developed, it may betoo late. In cases involving ongoing abuse of children, departments
must respond quickly, and this requires advance planning. These are added problems for small- to
medium-sized departments with limited personnel and resources. Effective investigation of these cases
requires planning, identification of resources, and, in many cases, mutua aid agreements between
agencies. The U.S. Department of Defense has conducted specidized training and has developed such
aplan for child sex ring casesinvolving military facilities and personnel.
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Once acase is contaminated and out of control, the author has little advice on how to salvage what
may once have been a prosecutable crimina violation. A few of these cases have even been lost on

gpped after a conviction because of contamination problems.

Multidisciplinary Task Forces Appendix A and Appendix B set forth pecific guidelines for
multidisciplinary task force approaches to the investigation of child abuse and explaitation involving
multiple victims or multiple suspects. Appendix A contains guiddines developed by the Los Angeles
County Inter-Agency Council on Child Abuse and Neglect. Appendix B contains guidelines devel oped
by Donna Pence and the Tennessee Bureau of Investigation. The guidelines set forth in these protocols
can be applied to the investigation of any child sex ring. The guidelines, however, are especidly
pertinent to the investigation of what the author cdls the multidimensiona child sex ring.

Sergeant Beth Dickinson, Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department, was the chairperson of the
Multi-Victim, Multi- Suspect Child Sexua Abuse Subcommittee that developed Appendix A. Sergeant
Dickinson gtates, "One of the biggest obstacles for investigators to overcome is the reluctance of law
enforcement adminigtrators to commit sufficient resources early on to an investigation that has the
potentia to be amultidimensona child sex ring. The concept/purpose of these protocolsisto get in and
get on top of the investigation in atimely manner—to get it investigeted in atimely manner in order to
asess therisk to children and to avoid hysteria, media sensationalism, and cross- contamination of
information. The team gpproach reduces stress on individua investigators, alowing for peer support
and minimizing fedings of being overwhemed.”

The team approach and working together does not mean, however, that each discipline forgetsiits
role and starts doing the other's job. The team gpproach does mean that if law enforcement officers
need to be concerned that their investigation might further traumatize a child victim, then therapists and
doctors need to be concerned that their trestment techniques might hinder the investigetion.
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Summary

Theinvestigation of child sex rings can be difficult and time consuming. The likelihood, however, of a
great ded of corroborative evidence in a multi- victim/multi- offender case increases the chances of a
successful prosecution if the crime occurred. Because thereis till so much we do not know or
understand about the dynamics of multidimensiond child sex rings, investigative techniques are less
certain. Each new case must be carefully evaluated in order to improve investigetive procedures.

Because menta health professionas seem to be unable to determine, with any degree of certainty,
the accuracy of victim statements in these cases, law enforcement must proceed using the corroboration
process. |f some of what the victim describes is accurate, some misperceived, some distorted, and
some contaminated, what is the jury supposed to beieve? Until mental hedlth professionals can come
up with better answers, the jury should be asked to believe whét the investigation can corroborate.
Even if only aportion of what these victims dlege is factud, that may ill conditute significant crimind
activity.

Law enforcement has the obvious problem of attempting to determine what actualy happened for
crimind justice purposes. Therapists, however, might aso be interested in whét redly happened in
order to properly evauate and treet their patients. How and when to confront patients with skepticism
isadifficult and sengtive problem for therapists.

Any professond evauating victims alegations of "ritud" abuse cannot ignore or routindy dismiss
the lack of physica evidence (no bodies or physica evidence left by violent murders); the difficulty in
successfully committing a large-scale conspiracy crime (the more people involved in any crime
conspiracy, the harder it isto get away with it); and human nature (intragroup conflicts resulting in
individud sdf-serving disclosures are likely to occur in any group involved in organized kidnapping,

baby breeding, and human sacrifice). If and when members of a destructive cult commit murders, they
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are bound to make mistakes, leave evidence, and eventually make admissions in order to brag about
their crimes or to reduce their legd ligbility. The discovery of the murdersin Matamoros, Mexico, in
1989, and the results of the subsequent investigation are good examples of these dynamics.

Overzedous intervenors must accept the fact that some of their well-intentioned activity is
contaminating and damaging the prosecutive potentid of the cases where crimina acts did occur. We
mugt dl (i.e., the media, churches, therapigts, victim advocates, law enforcement, and the genera public)
ask oursalves if we have created an environment where victims are rewarded, listened to, comforted,
and forgiven in direct proportion to the severity of their abuse. Are we encouraging needy or
traumatized individuas to tell more and more outrageous tales of their victimization? Are we making up
for centuries of denia by now blindly accepting any alegation of child abuse no matter how absurd or
unlikely? Are we increasing the likelihood that rebellious, antisocid, or attention-seeking individuas will
gravitate toward "sataniam” by publicizing it and overreacting to it? The overreaction to the problem can

be worse than the problem.
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Appendix A
Protocolsin Investigating M ulti-Victim,
Multi-Offender Child Sexual Exploitation

Los Angdes County Inter- Agency Council on Child Abuse and Neglect
Protocols Developed by the Multi-Victim, Multi- Suspect Child Sexuad Abuse Subcommittee,
November 1988
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Introduction
The Los Angdles County Inter- Agency Council on Child Abuse and Neglect (ICAN) isa

multidisciplinary body committed to coordinating and improving services for the prevention,

identification, and trestment of child abuse and neglect. ICAN has recognized that investigations of

dlegations of child abuse involving multiple victims and/or multiple suspects (MV/MS) present unique

chdlenges for dl agencies involved with these complicated cases.

Some of the common problems identified in MV/M S cases have included the insufficient dlocation

of resources to investigate the alegations in an expedient manner, inadequate training, confusion about

who isin charge of the investigation, contamination of evidence, and the overwheming magnitude of the

investigation. Many of these cases become even more difficult if the dlegations arise in a preschool

setting and involve very young children.
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Having identified these problem areas, ICAN members concluded that there was a critical need to
develop guiddines for conducting MV/MS investigations. Assuring that the confidentidity of the
investigation was not compromised was a primary consideration. It was dso clear that the rights of
victims and the rights of the aleged suspects must be preserved while conducting the investigation in an
expedient manner. These guiddines recommend ateam gpproach to minimize therisk of contamination,
provide for more comprehensive and humane interviews with the victims, and assure thet the overal
investigation is more effectively and efficiently carried out on behdf of the children and familiesinvolved
in MV/MS cases,

Purpose

The purpose of this protocal is to establish guiddines for amultidisciplinary task force gpproach to the
investigation of child abuse involving multiple victims and/or multiple suspects. While this protocol can
be used in any large-scae invedtigation involving child abuse, it is primarily designed for investigating
dlegations of child abuse in settings such as preschools and other out-of-town care facilities. The

ICAN Protocal isfurther designed to ensure that investigations of suspected child abuse occurring in
these settings are done in atimely manner, are complete, and are coordinated among the responsible
agencies. These guidelines are to serve as an adjunct to the California Administrative Code, Title 11,
Sections 930-930.8, "Guiddines for Investigation of Child Abuse in Out-of-Home Care Facilities" The
intent of this protocoal is to encourage a high degree of cooperation and coordination among dl the

agenciesinvolved in the investigation, administration, and prosecution of these types of cases.

Definitions
Multiple victim cases are the types of child abuse dlegations that arise in a setting where severd

children are a risk of being victimized by one or more offenders. Examples of these are schools,
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preschooals, organized youth groups, and out- of-home facilities such as group homes. These would
include both licensed and unlicensed facilities

Multiple suspect cases are the types of child abuse alegations that arise where more than one
sugpect has been named by children as having participated in or been aware of the abuse againgt one or
more child(ren). Examples of thiswould be sex ring participants, child pornographers, and other
offenders who, with each other's knowledge, engage in abusing children.

I nvestigative team is ateam of law enforcement investigetors assigned to investigate crimina
dlegations of child abuse involving multiple victims and/or multiple suspects. The sSze of the investigative
team would vary depending on the scope and size of the investigation.

Voluntary interagency investigation team is avoluntary association of law enforcement agencies,
county welfare and/or probation departments, child placement agencies, and state or county licensing
agencies established for the sharing of information and coordination of investigations of reports of child
abuse occurring in out-of-home care facilities. This voluntary investigative team could aso consst of
one or more specidized medicd practitioners and one or more licensed thergpists. Also, part of the
team may consst of speciadized experts who would be used by the team for purposes of consultation.

Duties and Responsibilities

The purpose of this section isto clarify each agency's duties and respongibilities and to improve agency
coordination to reduce duplication of effort. By darifying the duties and responsihilities, the god isto
lessen trauma to child victims, to minimize the number of interviewers and interviews, to prevent the
abuse of other potentid victims, to increase the effectiveness of prosecution, and to provide information

to theinvolved agenciesin a coordinated and efficient manner.

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 105
* 105



Law Enforcement The primary responshility for crimina investigations of serious abuse rests with law
enforcement. The law enforcement agency should be in charge of the investigation until such time asthe
alegations are determined to be unsubstantiated, or the alegations have been investigated and presented
to the Didtrict Attorney for review for prosecution. The law enforcement agency should also be the one
that coordinates the voluntary interagency investigation team, making sure that dl children identified as
victims are referred for therapy and assistance either through the child welfare agency or victimwitness
agency and Los Angeles County Menta Hedlth Department.

District Attorney The primary agency responsible for the prosecution of substantiated allegations of
child abuse, the Didrict Attorney's Office, may aso provide assstance to the investigative team
throughout the tenure of the investigation by giving legd advice, helping to draft search warrants,

observing interviews of potentia witnesses, and any other ass stlance deemed appropriate.

Child Welfare Agency The county department administering children's services may be a part of the
investigative team in those ingances where the circumstances of the case mandate their involvemert,
such as children being abused by their parent or caretaker. Its involvement would be to take the
necessary measures to ensure the safety of children who may require protective custody, to make
placement recommendations, and to coordinate the assessment and interviews of children and adults
with the appropriate law enforcement and licensing agencies. The involvement of the child welfare
agency in these types of MV/MS investigations may involve being a part of the investigative team for
only aportion of the investigation, or throughout the duration of the investigation.

Licensing Agency The primary responsibility of the licensing agency isto investigate dlegations of
child abuse, including genera neglect, in alicensed out-of-home care facility. Thelicensing agency shdl
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coordinate its efforts with those of the law enforcement investigative team, aswell as with the
investigating child protective agency. The licensing agency shal provide back-up assistlance when
gppropriate and requested by the investigating law enforcement agency. The licensing agency may be
involved as a part of the investigetive team during al or part of the duration of the investigation. The
licensing agency is responsible for taking appropriate adminidrative action involving any licensed facility
which would include revocation or sugpension of the license of the out- of-home care facility and the
investigation and prosecution of unlicensed activity (regardless of the outcome of abuse dlegations).

Victim/Witness Agency The victim/witness agency would be part of the investigative team in those
ingtances where children were identified as having been victims of child abuse. The victim/witness
agency representative would work with law enforcement; be amember of the voluntary interagency
investigetive team; make referrals for medical examinations, therapeutic eva uations, and treatmert;

assig the family with processing applications for the Victim/Witness Assistance Fund; and work with the

victim and family throughout the investigation and subsequent court process.

Medical Practitioner The duties and respongibilities of the medica practitioner(s) are to conduct the
medica examinations of the victims or suspected victims in accordance with state guidelines and
protocols for the examination of suspected child abuse victims. They are to fill out the gppropriate
state-mandated forms and provide assstance to the investigative team in the following manner: conduct
medica exams, give expert opinion regarding the nature of abuse, coordinate examinations with the

investigative team, and provide additiona expertise to the team, as needed.

Licensed Therapists The duties of licensed therapists with experience and training in evauating
victims of child abuse will be to provide evauations of suspected victims of abuse as requested by the
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investigative team. These pre-identified evaluators provide the team with their findings in writing and
fill out the mandated forms upon receiving any disclosures from children wherein abuse is suspected.
Licensed therapists may be a part of the investigative team for a portion or the entire duration of the
investigation. They will take the necessary steps to prepare children for investigative interviews or
conduct evauations in conjunction with investigetors, whichever is determined to be in the best interest
of the children and the investigetion.

Licensed therapists with experience and training in treeting victims of child abuse may become a part
of the investigative team. Children may be referred to these pre-identified therapists by the
investigative team for treatment as aresult of their disclosing abuse or being suspected as victims
because of behaviord symptoms. Thergpists treatment of children is considered confidential and need
only be reveded to the invetigative team when and if victims disclose additiona suspects or additiona
crimes.

Thergpists who provide evauations and/ or treatment to victims and assist the investigative team
shdl do so in amanner that does not compromise the integrity of the investigation. (See Sample 1,

L etter to Therapist.)

I nvestigative Guideines
The primary objective of the investigation isthe protection of child(ren). Investigative personnd have
the respongbility to conduct an objective and unbiased investigation and to consider the rights of the
victims aswell astherights of the accused.

The law enforcement investigative team or voluntary interagency investigative team
investigating dlegations of abuse in out-of-home care facilities shdl follow the guiddines st forth in
California Administrative Code, Title 11, Sections 930-930.8.
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In addition to following state guidelines, the ICAN Protocols established for Los Angeles County
are designed to expand and enhance those guidelines by setting forth amodel approach for conducting
these investigations as ateam. The ICAN Protocols set forth procedures for assessment, investigation,
and prosecution of multiple-victim, multiple- suspect investigations of child abuse.

Personnel Needs The lead investigative agency should make atimely assessment regarding the
resources that should be assigned to an MV/MSinvedtigetion. |f the magnitude of the investigation
indicates the involvement of numerous children, witnesses, and suspects, sufficient staff should be
dlocated to the investigation to assess the scope and magnitude of the problem. If one child is
disclosing abuse in a setting where there is the potentid for larger numbers of children aso to be either
victims or witnesses, many children must be interviewed in order to assess the Situation adequately.
Putting together alaw enforcement investigative team or avolunteer interagency investigative
team to make this assessment is the appropriate way to gpproach these types of investigations in most
cases. Itisfar more effective to gear up for amagor investigation by alocating sufficient resourcesto
expeditioudy determine the magnitude of the problem than to attempt to assess the Stuation with only
one or two investigators. With proper resources, the risk assessment can be made in an expedient
manner and, if the alegations prove to be either unsubstantiated or contained within only a small number
of victims, the additiona personnd can be returned to their normal duties. If the alegations appear to
be substantiated and involve large numbers of victims or suspects, the team would aready bein place

and st up to continue the investigation.

Timelinessand Planning A team should be formed and Strategies developed as soon as possible
upon learning that there are dlegations of child abuse involving the potentid for multiple victims and
multiple suspects. Team members should be brought together, briefed, and given initid assgnments.
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Any indicated search warrants and surveillances should be done within the first 24 to 48 hours, if

possible.

Coordination of the Investigation The most important aspect of a mgjor investigation is to determine
who isin charge of the investigation. That respongbility cannot be delegated. In acrimind investigation,

the agency in charge should be the law enforcement agency in whaose jurisdiction the crime occurred.

Needs Assessment Phasel of theinvestigation consists of assessing the risk to children currently in
the care, custody, or control of the aleged offender(s). This assessment must receive highest priority to
determine how many children have been victims of or withesses to abuse, and to assess what evidence
has been collected and what additiond evidence is needed. If any of the children assessed in Phase |
have been abused, then the investigation should progress to Phase 11, where children who previoudy
had exposure to the dleged suspect would be interviewed to determine the degree of victimization with
those children. If the victimsidentified in Phase | are very young, it is especidly important to determine

if there are older victims who can corroborate the younger victims testimony.

The Investigation Process System for Communication with Parents If the dleged crimes have
occurred outside the home, the investigative team must address the concerns of the parents of the

dleged victims.

1. Paents should be interviewed regarding any behaviord indicators of possible abuse they
observed. (See Sample 4, Parents Questionnaire, and Sample 5, Letter to Parents.)
2. Parents should be interviewed regarding the history of their child's contact with the dleged

offender(s).
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3. Parents should be advised of the nature of the investigation, and their cooperation in the
investigation should be sought.

4. Parents should be made aware of the importance of keegping any information about their child's
disclosures confidentid, especidly from the media.

5. Parents should be kept informed of the status of the investigation. This can be done without
giving out specific details about the disclosures of other victims.

6. A liaison person should be sdlected to meet, as needed, with the parents to keep them
informed. Fallureto do SO may result in ingppropriate sharing of information, frustration over
the lack of information, lack of cooperation or participation in the investigative process and, in
Some cases, ingppropriate attempts at investigation by the parents. (See Sample 2, Parents

Liaison)

System for Communication with the Children Only investigators who have experience and training
in child abuse and child interviews should be assigned the task of interviewing children. Further, these
investigators should also have received the POST-gpproved sexua assault investigation training per
Penal Code Section 13836 prior to being assigned to conduct these interviews.

The room where child interviews are conducted should idedly contain child-szed furniture;
investigative interviewing ads, such as drawing materid, anatomica drawings and/or dolls, and other
materid designed to make a child comfortable. This room could aso contain aone-way mirror so thet
the interview can be monitored. The decision to use audiotapes or videotapes to record these
interviews should be made on a case-by- case basis by the investigative team, and in conjunction with
consultation with the prosecutor's office.

The invedtigative team should be awvare that it is more important to limit the number of interviewers
than to limit the number of interviews. How many times each child isinterviewed and by whom,
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however, will be an important issue should the case result in prosecution. Note: A therapeutic
evauation should not replace an invedtigative interview.

Child invedtigative interviewers should have received specidized training in child development issues.
The team may want to congder retaining the assistance of a child development expert to assst and
advise the interviewers on the specid skills needed to interview very young children. (See Sample 7,
Child Interview Report.)

System for Communication with the Medical Community Medica professonaswill generdly not
be involved in the everyday workings of the investigetive teeam. When possible, not dl the childrenina
magor case should be examined by the same medicd evauator. A medica evauator should be assigned
to each team and only evauate children assigned to him or her by that specific team.

When more than one medical evauator is used, they should be seected from different centers and
should not consult with each other about their findings, especidly in the very early stages of the
invedtigation.

If & dl possble, the investigator should attempt to obtain a child's previous medica history and
records and provide them to the medical evauator. (See Sample 6, Information for Parents.)

System for Liaison with the Therapeutic Community Therapists who assist or work with the
investigative team should be sdected from different programs and should be assigned to work with
separate teams. The investigators should monitor the evaluator's methodology in ng children for
sexud abuse to determineif the techniques used are compatible with the investigation's needs.
Likewise, evauators should observe some investigative interviews in order to stay informed regarding
the techniques used in those interviews. (See Sample 3, Therapist's Questionnaire.) Thergpists should

*shapeTypelfHipHOfFipV 0l Txid65536dx TextL eftOdy Text TopOdx TextRightOdy TextBottomOf FilledOlineéwWidthOf L ineOf
Shadow0f BehindDocument1 112
* 112



share information regarding disclosures only with their investigative counterpart, especidly during the
early phases of the investigation.

System for Communication with the Media Only the agency in charge of the investigation should be
assigned the responsibility of issuing information to the media. Other agenciesthat are a part of the
voluntary interagency investigative team should consult with the agency in charge before issuing any
datements to the media

There should be a specific unit within the investigative agency, not directly part of the investigative

team that has respongibility for issuing statements to the press.

Task Force Approach
The investigative team should include a supervisor/report approver whose duties consist of
coordinating the investigation, assessing dl the information that comes from the individud interviews, and
delegating additiond invedtigative interviews to specific team members, as needed. The team may
include a crime analyst to provide technica advice to the team. The team would have severd
investigators, some of whom would be designated as "child interviewers.” If thisisavoluntary
interagency investigative team, then the investigators counterparts—i.e., licenang investigetor,
therapist, medica evauator, etc—would be assigned to separate investigators, and each would
become a separate team.

Bdow is an example of the possible makeup of the investigative team.
[Graphic of Investigetive Team|
DISTRICT
ATTORNEY—LAW-ENFORCEMENT COMMANDING OFFICER
SUPERVISOR/REPORT APPROVER
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CRIME ANALY ST

TEAM 1 TEAM 2 TEAM 3 TEAM 4
CHILDREN CHILDREN CHILDREN CHILDREN
[End of Graphic]

It isimportant that al parties involved should only share information regarding specific dlegations
from children within their own team and upward to the team supervisor. The team supervisor should
review these specific dlegations. If achild names other children as victims or witnesses, the
respongbility for interviewing those other children should be delegated to another team who has
received no information asto the dlegations. The purpose of thisis to minimize any contamination of
information o that disclosures come from children in a spontaneous manner. By using this system,
contamination of information or inadvertent leading questions will be minimized. |If the alegations appear
ubgtantiated and the investigation continues, it then becomes important to share some information with
al members of the investigative team, especialy the law enforcement component. If the early
disclosures were made in a manner free from contamination, the prosecutor can then argue that specific

controls were used to diminate that factor.

Investigative Aids

The invedtigative team should consder the use of charts, as well as the use of link andyssand Visud

Investigetive Andysis (V.1.A.) charting to assist them in recording pertinent informeation. The use of a

computer programmed to accept and print out datain ardevant way should be utilized. Efficient

clerica support should not be forgotten so that investigative reports can be prepared in atimey manner.
Each law enforcement agency should establish alist of experienced investigators and supervisors,

both internaly and externally, who can be called upon to assist in amagjor case investigation.
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Each law enforcement agency should establish aligt of qudified individuads within its community or
surrounding communities who can be utilized to assst in amgor case investigation. Thiswould include
quaified medica practitioners, pre-identified evauators, and thergpidts.

Each law enforcement agency should consider the need to do cross-training of its own personnd, as
well as cross-training with other potentid members of a voluntary interagency investigative teeam. This
training would consist of an explanation of each other's roles, an explanation of the task force approach,

lega requirements and regtrictions, confidentidity, and other speciaized information deemed pertinent.

Summary

Cases of suspected child abuse in out-of-home care facilities condtitute a critical and unprecedented
chdlenge to effective investigation. Because some of these cases have been so spectacularly unusua
and frightening, many such cases are now contaminated with prgudice and fear. An active lobby and
crimind defense arguments have sometimes attempted to blame agencies for creating false cases and
abusing children with ingppropriate investigative techniques. Without advance preparedness and clear
protocols for investigation, these cases can turninto nightmares that haunt and confuse everyone
involved.

A recent national survey regarding abuse in a preschool setting [D. Finkelhor, L.M. Williams, N.
Burns, and M. Kainowski, Sexual Abuse in Day Care: A National Study (Final Report) (Durham,
New Hampshire: University of New Hampshire Family Research Laboratory, March 1988)] shows
clearly the problems to be expected in such cases because of the radicd difference between
conventional sexua molestation and multi-suspect cases. Of 270 validated cases of sexud abuse in out-
of-home case fadilities, 83 percent involved a single suspect, usudly mae, with atypicaly pedophilic
MO. Those cases with more than one suspect, 17 percent of the sample, were amost entirely different,

contradicting prior expectations and promoting disbelief, disagreement, and protective deniad among
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parents, investigators, and the public dike. Yet theseradica differences were common among amost
al of the multi-suspect cases, making that category the most uniform and predictable of al. Following
are the five factors that were most predictable, each of which poses athrest to ordinary detection and

invedtigation.

Multiple Victims Cases averaged about 14 victims each, sometimes extending into the hundreds. The
number of so many slent victims with variaionsin timing and scope of disclosure makes for immense
logigtica problems in moving quickly and documenting properly al investigative interviews before the
caseis hopelessy burdened by cross-germination and discovery conflicts. The great number of parents
requires organization and outreach to invite cooperation and confidentidity. The pressure to identify and
protect the children immediately precludes the surveillance and intelligence procedures necessary for

conspiracy prosecution.

Female Suspects Although femaes are thought to comprise only 5 percent of child molestersin
genera, 40 percent of the perpetrators in daycare cases were femaes. In multi- suspect cases, 91
percent implicated femaes, indluding 17 percent with no mae suspects a dl. Many authorities refuse to
sugpect females or to act on cluesimplicating women. Children shared this dishdief and were more
likely to report (and their complaints much more likely to be believed) abuse by maes than by females,
and so their late reports of females compared to maes focus suspicion on the examining techniques, asiif
children were being talked into fairy taes. Children were also more likely to retract complaints against
femaes, so that charges tended to be dropped or acquitted. The women suspected in out-of-home
settings were especidly respectable and well educated and, therefore, effectively immune from
suspicion, especialy since the offenses aleged were more hurtful, more penetrating, and often more
bizarre than those expected from the typica male molester.
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Pornography While pornography was aleged in less than 5 percent of the single- suspect categories,
67 percent of multi-suspect cases described pornography production or viewing. Descriptions of
pornography without confiscated material congtitute "the fish that got away,” tending to discredit

witnesses and embarrass investigators.

Ritual Allegations of bondage, sadism, strange games, adminigration of drugs, ingestion of excremernt,
mutilation of animals, and even ceremonid murders occurred in 54 percent of multi- suspect cases.
These bizarre dlegations ingpire disbelief in mogt listeners, aswell as a desperate urgency to validate
grotesque alegations by those who come to believe they aretrue. The specia terrorism and threatsin

such cases | eft children unable to remember or speak clearly to the redlity of their experience.

Disbdief and Interprofessional Conflict Multi-suspect cases, for al the reasons above, seem
impossible to handle without distrust, foot dragging, scapegoating, and sabotage within and between
agenciesthat had learned to work together effectively in conventiona cases. Investigations, dready
shaky for the overburden of only circumstantia evidence, collapsed for want of mutua support among

dliesin the face of incredulity and ridicule from adversaries.

Implicationsfor Investigation

Multi-victim, multi- suspect sexua abuse in out-of-home care is unique in its devadtation to families, to
public confidence, to child protective agencies, and to the basic effectiveness of dl sysems of judtice. It
has been painfully evident throughout the United States since 1984, yet most communities are now more
divided and less prepared for effective, coordinated investigation than before such abuse was

discovered.
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Since materid evidence is s0 crucia and so seldom obtained, and since most multi-suspect cases
will proliferate into unexpected, unbelievable dimensions, and since al hope of foundation for a proper
investigetion may be lost as soon as such a case is publicized, everything depends on a pre-planned

protocol and advance teamwork, not only within each agency, but among the many agenciesinvolved in

these cases.
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Sample 1
Letter to Therapist

Dear

Enclosed isabrief synopss of the facts of the case under investigation involving (Victim's Name).

Please note that the information you have been provided is intended for therapeutic purposes only.
Please do not discuss the contents of this synopsis with the children or other parents—other than to
remind each individua child what the child has said to either me or the police officer who did the initid
interviews. It isabsolutely essential that you not tell one child what another child has told the police or

you. It isimportant that, before considering group therapy, the investigeative team be consulted.

Prior to our leaving, we admonished the children about speaking to each other about what happened to
them and what they have told their therapist, me, or the police. We urge you to reiterate that warning
when you speak with them. We have encouraged them to speak with you about what happened to
them asindividuds. We have dso told them that the reason they may want to spesk with you isthat it
will make them fed better. We emphasize thisto you, as your contact with the children should be

strictly therapeutic and not investigative.

We acknowledge and want to emphasize that your role isto help the children work through their
fedlings about what happened to them and to make them fed better about their unfortunate experiences.
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At thistime, we would o like to thank you for providing both a psychologicad and physica
environment that alow the children to fed comfortable enough to spesk with us. Itisour belief that,
without you and the rapport you have developed with those children, we would not be in apostion to

prosecute this case properly.

Please do not hesitate to cdll if you have any question about the content of this letter or the information

you have been provided.

Sincerdly,

Invegtigator's Name

Sample 2

Parents Liaison

The parents liaison performs an informing role. Within the bounds established by the investigators,
parents have aneed and aright to know the genera status of the investigation. Only then can they make

an gppropriate assessment on participation and nonparticipation.

The liaison person performs areassuring/supportive function. He or she provides a sounding board
and a bridge with "the systlem” by providing a necessary outlet for ventilating criticism of the sysem and

clearing up confusion and frugtration.
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The liaison should make no attempt to persuade an unwilling person to enter the investigation or
participate in any way in the multi-victim, multi- suspect investigation.

The liaison does not perform an investigative function. Avoiding specifics will protect againgt a

predictable complaint that the parents liaison was a source of crossger mination of information.

The liaison should avoid atempting to speculate about who the bad guys are and how things will go for

them—just do not do it!

Sample 3

Therapigt's Questionnaire

(NAME OF AGENCY)
DATE & TIME
FILE #

THERAPIST INTERVIEWED:

SUBJECT: PRESCHOOL

VICTIM:

1. How long have you been treeting victim?

2. Wha specific information is he/she disclosing regarding abuse?
3. Whom has the victim named as perpetrator(s)?
4

. Inyour opinion, would this child be able to tetify in court?
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5.

Why?/Why Not?
Additiond informetion;

Sample 4

Parents Questionnaire

DATE: FILE#

SUBJECT FACILITY:

ADDRESS:

PARENT NAME: DOB:

ADDRESS:

NAME OF CHILD:

1.

2
3
4,
5

Do you, as a parent, have any information regarding this case that you fed will be helpful?

. Areyou willing to have your child interviewed by a member of the Child Interviewing Team?
. Would you confirm the time periods your child attended the Preschool ?

Isyour child seeing atherapist? If S0, whet is the name of the therapist?

. If your child isinterviewed and gives the investigators information that can be used to prosecute

suspects, how do you fed about your child testifying?
Additiond information:

Full name of you and your spouse and dates of birth:
Full names of your children and their dates of birth:
Dates, days of week, and times in subject daycare facility:

Names of persons providing care:
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10.  Wha isthe daycare facility's policy regarding visits by parents?
11. Have you ever made unannounced visits to the daycare facility?

What did you observe?

12. Do your children talk to you about their daycare?
How do they fed about it?

13. Do you know of any injuries or accidents involving saff or children at the daycare facility?
14. Do you question any of the facility's policies or procedures?
15. Have you ever registered a complaint regarding the care or supervision your child received
while attending the subject facility?
If yes, to whom?
Subject of complaint:

16.  What isyour overdl opinion of your child's daycare?
17. Have you been contacted by any other agency (law enforcement, children's services, etc.) with
regard to daycare facilities?
18. Have your children attended other daycare facilities?
If yes, name of fadility:
Dates, days of week, and times attended:

Names of persons providing care:

19. Do you wish to have an investigator contact you?
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Yes Prefer Not
Home phone ( )

Work phone ( )

Sample 5

L etter to Parents

Dear Parents:

We are writing this letter to you in an effort to obtain your cooperation and support in the ongoing

investigation into alegations of sexua abuse occurring at the Preschool. We

understand that you may have many concerns and fears and fed yoursdf placed in adifficult position
regarding getting your family involved in thisinvestigation. It isimportant, however, that we work
together to define the situation, to sort fact from rumor, and to bring some kind of closure to this
investigation—either to exonerate or to make arrests and obtain crimind filings. To do so requires your

help.

Asyou are probably aware, this investigation extends farther than to just those who have been formaly
charged thusfar. In some cases, it may only involve afew children; in others, such asthe

Preschool,

the abuse appears to be more widespread and may include children who attended as far back as
. Inthese cases, it isonly by talking to large numbers of children that we can begin to get a
clearer picture of the scope of the aleged abuse.

Y ou may have aready questioned your child about any misconduct at his or her preschool and received
anegative response.
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Unfortunatdly, many children initidly deny abuse to their parents. Some reasonsfor thisare: 1) it isthe
"parents’ they were warned and threatened not to tell, and 2) it isthe "parents’ who have often warned
them not to let anyone touch them, and they may fed tremendous sdlf-blame and guilt surrounding any
touching. Additiond questioning by the parent places the child in the position of continuing to lie or
admitting they lied if they initidly denied abuse to you.

Many times, trained professiond interviewers, who can be more objective in their interviewing, can dicit
disclosures about misconduct in such away asto unlock these secrets without traumatizing the child.
Some children may disclose abusein an initid interview; others may take along time to disclose and
require an established ongoing relaionship of trust with an outside person, such as atherapist, or even

severd interviews with atrained law enforcement investigator.

The (Name of Agency) would liketo interview your child in an effort to determine if your child

witnessed or was avictim of abuse at Preschool. Our investigators are specidigts

in the area of child sexua abuse; they are highly trained and experienced. Most of them volunteered for

this assgnment due to their extreme concern over this problem.

Please be assured that cooperation in this ongoing investigation does not mean you and your family will
become involved in the crimina justice system without your agreement. No team member will file
charges on behdf of your child without your consent, should he or she be determined to be either a

victim or awitness.
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A ligt of therapists who have agreed to do evauations on children who attended

Preschool will be provided upon request.

Please contact the (Name of Agency) a (Telephone Number). The team leader is

. If unavailable, ask for any member of the Team.

Sincerdly,

Sample 6
Information for Parents

MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS

The dilemma of whether or not to have a child medicaly examined is one of the mogt difficult decisons
parents may have to make. Itisour desire to work with each parent in asssting them with accurate
information to aid them in facing this Situation. The policy of the (Name of Agency) regarding children
having amedica sexud assault examination is based on specific information surrounding your child's
particular disclosures, acts reported to have occurred, statements of other child witnesses, and the
experience and opinion of the investigator assgned to asss your family. All medica examinations are
conducted by qudified experts who have received specidized training and experience in thisfield. The
examinations are nontraumatic and conducted with sengitivity and privacy and are well-documented. If
you fed the necessity to have your child seen by a physician prior to our recommendation to do so,

please fed free to contact (Name of Team Leader) for amedica referral.
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Sample 7
Child Interview Report

Date Time Started Time Finished
Rapport Building:

Interview:

L ocation/Room:

Persons Present/L ocation:

Taped Y/N Audio Video
Media Used:

Dalls Drawings Puppets
Other

Report Filed Y/N Investigator's Report Other
Miscdlaneous:
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Appendix B

Macro-Case I nvestigations

Donna Pence
Tennessee Bureau of Investigation

Nashville, Tennessee

Introduction

Abuse and exploitation of children in out- of-home settings has been a phenomenon recognized by socid
workers and law enforcement officidsin the child protective fidld. The long-held stereotype of the
sngle, "sranger” offender who abuses alone victim is one that has increasingly proved to be unredidtic.
Many of these out-of-home cases now being properly investigated show where thereisasngle
offender, there will probably be multiple victims (possibly involving hundreds of children) and that a
number of these offenders communicate and/or associate with others of like interest.

Some investigations may wel involve multiple offenders, multiple children, and multiple jurisdictions.
These cases are the most complex and time consuming that an investigator islikely to work. The
necessity of handling this type of Situation correctly from itsinception is of utmost importance.

Media reporting on aleged sexud acts committed againg children in numerous out-of-home settings
has elevated public and professiond concern about the investigative procedures followed as well asthe
safety of childrenin genera. This media attention does not stop with the initia reporting of the
complaint, but continues as the investigation progresses on into the trial stages. The focus of such
attention may prompt investigators to move more rapidly and prematurely than the case and caution

would otherwise warrant. It iscritical in the face of such media pressure that investigators proceed
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methodicaly and in an organized manner. Inthefind anayss, when confronted with such acase, an
investigator must pause, plan, prepare, and then proceed carefully.

Another overriding concern is the avoidance of pitfalsthat defense attorneys will later useto try to
destroy your case. Such cases defy the public imagination (and sometimes even that of the
professonds investigating the case). Thisincredibility factor is easily exploited by defense attorneys.
These attorneys will try to convince the public jurors that "misguided zedots' (i.e., the investigeators)
have for some reason fabricated, induced, or brainwashed this preposterous tale into these innocent
children'sminds. The primary defense strategy that has emerged in many casesis to identify the
principa investigators as the problem, rather than the offender. By diverting attention away from the
defendant, the attorney clouds the issue of exactly who ison trid and what the issuesredly are. The
defense's task then becomes to convince the jury that it is more likely that one or possibly two well-
intentioned but inept investigators planted the story in the children's minds rather than face the redlity of
large-scale methodica abuse of children.

To limit such grategies, investigators are cautioned againg relying exclusvely on one or two
principd investigators and are encouraged to establish two or more separate investigative teams and
even involve multiple medica examiners when possible. The fewer the workers, the greeter the chance

of chdlenge.

I nvestigative Teams and Design

As s00n as the possibility of a macro-case becomes known, the origina investigator should request that
additiona personnel be assgned. These investigative teams should divide into separate units and act as
separate cdlls with absolutely no direct exchange of information among the different teams. The overdl

investigation and the work of these cells should be coordinated by a central team leader.
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Each cdll should be assgned a cluster of potentid victimsto interview. It iswiseto divide the high-
risk population into different clusters and consequently different cells[David Corwin, Presentation at the
Invitational Forum on Ritudistic Abuse of Children, Sacramento, Cdifornia, March 11, 1986]. The
actud interviewing syles followed are congstent with normal child sexua abuse invedtigations. Prior to
actud child interviews, investigators should attempt to ascertain specid activities, if any, that have
involved the children, such as movies, tdlevison shows, games, clowns, magcians, or other smilar
events. Documenting such events may be important in separating fact from fantasy and in corroborating
children's satements. This information may aso become critica in avoiding erroneous conclusions that
mix actud abuse with a specid event in such away asto midead investigators to conclude rituaistic
abuse has occurred [Richard Cage, Personal Conversation, January 1988].

In some macro-cases where extraordinary levels of coercion have been employed by the
perpetrators to enforce the children's silence, the victims will be dow to reved what has happened,;
multiple interviews may be necessary. These children may initialy deny al knowledge of abuse but,
then, asthey fed more comfortable with the interviewer, the child may say "it happened to someone
ese" "it may have hgppened to afriend,” and findly reved that it actualy happened to them. This
process has been compared to peeling an onion one layer a atime. Unfortunatdly, the defense will later
use these inconsgtencies to their advantage. A different qudified physician (if available) should be
identified to examine the children of each cluster [K. MacFarland, Presentation at the Seventh Nationa
Conference on Child Abuse and Neglect, Chicago, Illinois, November 11, 1985; and Charles Wilson,
Investigating Sexual Abuse in Daycare, Child Wefare League of America, 1986].

When the cell complete their interviews (including those of the children's parents) and prepare their
reports, the coordinator will then assign the new children to beinterviewed. These may be children who
were identified by the origina cluster as other victims or witnesses, or other children whom the team

coordinator hasidentified as "high risk." These cdlswill not be informed of the results of other céll's
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interviewsin order to avoid the charge that the investigators were working in concert to pressure the
children into tdling the same stories. While each team should validate their own interviews using
established validation procedures thet can later be articulated in the courtroom setting, it will be the team
coordinator who puts the whole puzzle together and vaidates that it is a macro-case rather than an
isolated case or cases within asingle population. Below is adiagram of how the structure might appear.
[Graphic of structure]

SUGGESTED INVESTIGATION STRUCTURE

DISTRICT
ATTORNEY

TEAM COORDINATOR/S
1) Supervisor, Law-Enforcement
2) Supervisor, Department of Human Services

Charting Andyst
CPIT #1
Plus
Physician
Primary Child Child Child
Cluster & Rdated & Rdated & Rdated
Interview Interview Interview
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Secondary Child Child

Cluster or or
Witness Witness
CPIT #2
Plus
Physician
Primary Child Child Child
Cluster & Rdated & Rdated & Rdated
Interview Interview Interview
Secondary Child Child
Cluster or or
Witness Witness
CPIT #3
Plus
Physician
Primary Child Child Child
Cluster & Rdated & Rdated & Rdated
Interview Interview Interview
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Secondary Child Child
Clugter or or

Witness Witness

Thisinvedtigative format would be followed as long as the possibility of a macro-case continues.
While it may not seem to be feasible to commit that many investigators to a single case, the probable
outcome will be that, rather than have one or two investigatorstied up for an inordinately long period of
time, severd investigators will finish the work in ashort time. This should help assure that interviews,
medica examinations, and the collection of physca evidence will be done in atimely fashion.

The team coordinator should take the investigative information submitted to him or her and, with the
ad of acharting specidist (where available) prepare association and/or flow charting of al the activities
and relationships which the interviewees provide. A summary of each interview should be kept to list
the name of the interviewee, the primary offender, other victims that the interviewee names, other
offenders that the child names, potentia witnesses, items of physica evidence mentioned, and locations
where the abuse occurred. The Disgtrict Attorney's office should be kept abreast of thisinformation in
order to better determine when enough information exists to obtain search warrants, a what locations,
and what pieces of evidence are believed to be present. If multiple locations have been exposed as
abuse sghts, the possibility of smultaneous raids on these should be explored.

Since the potentia for remova or destruction of evidence exigts, this part of the investigation should
move asrapidly aslegaly possble. Oncethe word of an investigation is out, past experience has
shown that the likelihood of finding evidence the children have stated exigts, or finding it in the SAME
CONDITION the children have described israre.
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Asmentioned earlier, different physicians who are trained in the examination of sexualy abused
children should be utilized. Many of these cases will require the use of specidized equipment in
sophiticated techniques beyond the capabilities of locd physcians. Again, if you have only one doctor
performing exams, particularly if medica evidenceis discovered, theniit is easy for the defenseto
chdlenge one physcian's credentials, methodology of exams, and exam findings. Regrettably, many
communities have few optionsin thisarea. By recruiting a different physician for each team, you
minimize the chances that thiswill hgppen aswell as rdieve a single physician of the respongibility of
having to document and testify in amultitude of cases.

By bresking down the numbers into manageable blocks, workers are less likely to fed overwhelmed
and confused about what has been disclosed and where the next step should lead. As aways, the chain
of evidence must be carefully observed.

Parental Reactions

An important congderation is the reaction of the parents of the child victims and parents of possible
victims. The mismanagement of the parents may be the Sngle most common mistake in these types of
cases and the most damaging to a successful investigation in the long run. The types of parenta

reactions which we have identified are described below.

Overreacting Thistype of parent has a child or children who may or may not be among those who are
abused. They fed that the current efforts of investigators are inadequate and that it is necessary for
them to take the lead or augment the investigation. They may conduct repeeted interviews with their
own children or other children using leading questions and “ian't it true?" questions that tell them what
they expect or want to hear. They may meet with other parents and pass information to them about

what the other children have said or done. Both of these activities can contaminate the evidence to the
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extent of invalidating satements taken from these children and their parents at alater date. They might
show the child(ren) photographs of possible offenders or drive them to locations where the abuse might
have occurred, thus rendering later identification done under proper circumstances usaless for
prosecutoria purposes. They judtify their actions by saying that they, as parents, are the only onesredly
interested in the welfare of their child, and they want to make surethat it is al done properly and that the
welfare of their child is taken into consideration. Another possibility isthat the parents have had a

sexud abuse issue in their background which is il unresolved.

Overprotective This parent has achild or children who may or may not be among those who have
been abusad in this situation. The typica presenting sign of thistypeis outright refusa to dlow their
child(ren) to be interviewed a al. Some parents base this refusal on the fact that they fed the child(ren)
will be more traumetized by the investigation and possible prosecution than they were by any type of
abuse. If they confirm behaviora factors that would tend to vaidate the abuse, the rationdle may be that
the child isyoung and it is best to let them forget the abuse rather than to "dwel" onit.

Another factor that should be considered is the possibility of prior Child Protective Services (CPS)
contact with the family. These contacts might have involved the refusing parent on sexud or physicd
abuse or neglect charges. This past contact may have alienated the parents towards CPS and/or the
police. No matter what their belief is on the possibility of abuse, they will refuse to cooperate.

Investigators should aso not discount the possibility thet there is an abusive Situation which currently

exigs in the home that the parent is afraid will cometo light if someone interviews the child.

Retribution This parent has a child who has been avictim of the abuse under investigetion. They are
enraged and want immediate and forceful action; no delays are tolerated. They frequently inundate CPS

and law enforcement investigators with telephone cals and unannounced vidts, wanting progress
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reports. They are, for the most part, unfocused in their anger and do not engage in the direct activities
of the overreacting parent. The primary damage thiskind of parent can do to acaseisto go to the
media and disclose that either @) the investigation exigts, or b) there are details of the case that
investigators are kegping under wraps at thistime. They may aso turn againg the investigators and
publicly atteck their effortsif they perceive that the investigation is not moving swiftly and the offenders
arenotinjal. Some of thisrage may be directed at investigators to cover the fact that the parent may
be feding guilt for perceiving ether that they failed to protect their child(ren) or they did not recognize or
listen to the signds the child may have been sending regarding the abuse. The parents may fed impotent
about their ability to prevent this event from recurring. If they had trusted the offender(s), or had had a
friendship or other relaionship with the offender, the parents may question their ability to judge people.
All these possibilities may trigger a deep anger that the parent(s) will misdirect. The possibility that while
being in this state the parent will kill or attempt to injure the offender should not be discounted.

Nonbelieving This parent has a child who may not have been avictim of the abuse under investigation.
They refuse, sometimes in the face of irrefutable evidence, that any abuse actudly took place or that the
offender(s) accused had anything to do with the abuse. Their denid is so greet that they will even
disregard their children's statement about who the abusers were and the Situations under which the
abuse took place. The primary damage thistype of parent can do isto pressure the disclosing children
into recanting. Thistype of pressure may be subtle (i.e., withdrawa of affection when the child
mentions abuse/abuser); verba (i.e., "Reverend Jones did not really do those things—you know that he
isawonderful man and would not hurt alittle girl"); or physicaly abusive (i.e., hitting, dapping, or
confining the children when they talk about the abuse).

One sign that the children are being pressured is that the children will recant on one offender and

name severd other individuals as abusers, such as investigators, physicians, etc., or will completely deny
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that the abuse occurred. Part of this disbelief may come from the issues mentioned under "Retribution,”

above.

Supportive This parent has a child who may have been avictim of sexua abuse in the investigation.
Their primary focus concerns the welfare of the child. They are reliable about making sure
gppointments are kept and supporting the goas of both the investigation and therapy.

The parents are cooperative and want to get at the truth. They may engage in questioning their
child(ren) or in taking the child to locations where the abuse occurred, but their motivation in doing so is
to help darify what hgppened in their own minds rather than to assst with the investigation. If told that
thisis counterproductive, they will generdly cease the questionable behavior. They seem to have
accepted that events may have happened and are looking for waysto ded with it congtructively.

Investigators will see parentsin different modes of reaction. In some cases these represent stages
through which parents must pass to ded with the trauma of their child being victimized; for others,
however, investigators will seelittle or no movement toward hedthy resolution. An effective
investigation will address the issue with an eye toward moving parents to the more supportive mode.
Initidly, it will fal to the team coordinators to arrange for the proper environment for this process to
begin.

A suggested protocol would be to call ameeting of dl parents whose children are in the possible
victim population as soon astheinitia vaidation of a case has been made. This can be done by sending
|etters to the parents requesting a meeting (See Parenta Notification Letter a end of chapter). The
purpose of this meeting isto tdl the parents that an investigation is underway and that they are requested
to cooperate. Concern for the children and their well-being is stressed. It is appropriate to have one or
more menta hedlth practitioners who will assst you in leading this discussion. Expect avariety of

emotions a this meeting reflecting the various ways parents react to such alegations. 1n some cases,
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parents may be distrustful of each other, fearing that information shared will get back to the dleged
offender(s). The investigator leading the discussion should be clear on what will and can be discussed
and what cannot. Smaller parent groups can then be established to help the parents deal with the
specific issues they may have and to keep them informed of the progress of the investigation.

Summary

In summary, the key points in successfully investigeting a macro-case are

* Pan caefully—but react quickly—particularly in regard to possible physica evidence.

* Redd the temptation to respond to media pressure, and develop a dtrategy for dl investigative
agencies on how to respond to mediainquiries. The team coordinators should be responsible
for designating one person to be a media contact.

o Edablish an investigative team large enough to interview dl possible victims properly and
quickly. Do not be afraid to ask for help in doing so.

* Appoint ateam leader and bresk the team into investigative cells, isolating the cells from each
other to avoid cross-contamingtion.

»  Expect the children to reved the abuse dowly.

e Chart and carefully document which child aleges what activity because these cases get complex
very quickly.

» Undergand parenta reaction and try to harness their energy so they will not work againgt you.

Parent Notification L etter

Dear Parent:
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The (Name of Law Enforcement Agency) and the Tennessee Department of Human Services, in
cooperation with the Didtrict Attorney Generd, are investigating allegations of child sexua abuse &
(Location of Abuse). We understand your child may have some knowledge of the activities at (Location
of Abuse) and is of great importance to the investigation. We redlize such an investigation causes
parents greet concern and we want to meet with dl those involved to explain the Stuation. We would
liketo ask you to cometo (Location) a (Time) on (Day), (Date). We will provide you with as much
information as we can a this meeting. We will aso be contacting you regarding an interview with your
child if we have not dready done 0.

We mugt ask you to resist the natura temptation to question your child or discuss the investigation with
others. Itisour god to accurately determine what, if anything, has happened, and that job could be
complicated if you discuss the Stuation with others or interview your child before the trained

investigators have an opportunity to do so. We hope you will be able to attend the meeting on (Date) .

Sincerdly,
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National Center for Missing & Exploited Children

The Nationa Center for Missng & Exploited Children (NCMEC), established in 1984 as a private,
nonprofit organizetion, serves as a dearinghouse of information on missing and exploited children;
provides technica assistance to the public and law-enforcement agencies; offers training programs to
law-enforcement and socid-service professonds, distributes photographs and descriptions of missing
children worldwide; coordinates child-protection efforts with the private sector; networks with nonprofit
sarvice providers and date clearinghouses on missing-person cases;, and provides nformation on
effective legidation to ensure the protection of children per 42 USC § 5771 and 42 USC § 5780.
NCMEC, in conjunction with the U.S. Postal Inspection Service, U.S. Customs Service, and Federa
Bureau of Invedtigation, serves as the National Child Pornography Tipline (1-800-843-5678) and
hogs the Cyber Tipline at www.cybertipline.com.

A 24-hour, toll-free telephone ling, 1-800-THE-LOST (1-800-843-5678), is avalladle in the
United States and Canada for those who have information on missing and exploited children. The toll-
free number when diding from Mexico is 001-800-843-5678, and the “phone freg’ number when
diding from Europe is 00-800-0843-5678. The CybeTipline for online reporting is avalable
worldwide at http://Mmww.cybertipline.com The TDD line is 1-800-826-7653. The NCMEC business
number is 703-274-3900. The NCMEC facsmile number is 703-274-2222. The NCMEC web-ste

address is http:/mww.missingkids.com
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For information on the services offered by our NCMEC branches, please call them directly in
Cdifornia at 714-508-0150, Florida at 561-848-1900, Kansas City at 816-361-4554, New Y ork at
716-242-0900, and South Carolina at 803-254-2326.

A number of publications, addressing various aspects of the missng- and exploited-child issue,
are available free of charge in single copies by contacting the National Center for Missing & Exploited

Children’s Publications Department at

[NCMEC Logo]
Charles B. Wang International Children’s Building
699 Prince Street

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

The United States of America
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