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EXPLOITATION OF CHILDREN

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 1981

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE,
Washington, D.C.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:45 a.m., in room
6226, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Arlen Specter (chair-
man of the subcommittee) presiding.

Present: Senator Specter.

Also present: Bruce A. Cohen, chief counsel; Mary Louise West-
moreland, council.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. ARLEN SPECTER, A U.S. SENATOR
FROM THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMIT-
TEE ON JUVENILE JUSTICE

Senator SPECTER. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen. We will
come to order and commence this hearing of the Juvenile Justice
Subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary.

Today we are going to be inquiring into the problems of exploited
children, a problem which has grown to epidemic proportions in
the United States, with more than 1 million young people running
away from home, each year for a variety of reasons. The young-
sters run away because of arguments with their parents, disagree-
ments with brothers and sisters, sometimes school problems. When
youngsters run away from home they may face a series of potential
exploitive situations, which range from sexual exploitation to
forced labor to being instrumentalities of crime and which can
start the youngster on a life ¢f crime. Runaway and homeless chil-
dren range in age from the early teens to even younger, and their
exploitation is a problem, really, of tremendous significance.

This subcommittee, the Juvenile Justice Subcommittee, has been
active in this field in the past in connection with the Office of Ju-
venile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. Certain legislative ini-
tiatives have been forthcoming over the course of the last several
years and we will be renewing our efforts today to see if we can
gain some additional insights into the problem; some suggestions,
perhaps, regarding early detection to spot the potential runaway;
to try to bring the forces of families, schools, churches or syna-
gogues to bear; to try to deal with this in some sort of an effective
way; and to explore what role the Federal Government can play
with seed money and programs, through the Office of Juvenile Jus-
tice and Delinquency Prevention for example.

At this time we will move right to the first witness, who is a
young man, David. He will be introduced by Mr. John B. Rabun,
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Manager of the Exploited Child Unit of the Jefferson County, Ky.,
Department for Human Services.

David has an especially poignant story to tell us, having had sub-
stantial problems of his own. Welcome.

STATEMENT OF JOHN B. RABUN, MANAGER, EXPLOITED CHILD
UNIT, JEFFERSON COUNTY, KY., DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN
SERVICES

Mr. RaBunN. Thank you, Senator. We appreciate being here. I
have with me a young man we have worked with for over a year
now in Louisville. His name is David. I believe you have before you
a waiver form allowing him to be present, signed by himself and
his mother, with the juvenile court in Louisville being informed ap-
propriately.

David has just turned 17 years old. He was a victim, as a young
child of physical abuse and sexual abuse by his own family and
friends of the family at the age of 7. Later he learned he could use
sexual acts to survive on the streets. That became an important
part of his history.

Senator SpeCTER. Mr. Rabun, could you give us a little bit of
background as to the form of sexual abuse David was subjected to
at the age of 77

Mr. RaBUN. Yes; it was adult male friends of the family who—
can I mention the actual sex acts, Senator?

Senator SpeECTER. I think we can deal with the problem only if we
understand it, and to-the extent you can be subtle and diplomatic,
fine. But we have to communicate.

Mr. RABUN. Surely. The sex acts involved fondling and oral sex
from the adult onto the child. Obviously at that point the child did
not understand what was going on nor the severity or seriousness
of the acts themselves. The physical abuse has to do more with
beatings, being thrown up against walls—that type of thing.

Senator SpectTER. And, Mr. Rabun, over how long a period of
time was David subjected to that kind of sexual abuse?

Mr. RABUN. A couple of times, starting at 7 and then maybe 1
year or so later. It would be sporadic incidents arising out of situa-
tions, perhaps overzealousness in discipline, that type of thing.

David is not gay. I say that up front because he calls himself a
hustler. By definition, a hustler is a boy prostitute. Girls use the
term ‘“‘prostitute;”’ boys use the term “hustler.” Most boy hustlers
are not gay. David is not.

David is, by his own admission, drug-dependent since the age of
12. He will be able to explain to you a progression in the juvenile
justice system in his own life from 7 years old, being a dependent
child in front of the juvenile justice system, based upon the physi-
cal sexual abuse as a child to an 11- to 12-year-old age where he
became a status offender, a runaway, ungovernable behavior, and
then, at the age of 14 or 15, got into the juvenile delinquency area
of the juvenile justice system, being involved in drug usage and
drug pushing, burglary, some minor forms of robbery, prostitution,
and carrying concealed deadly weapons for the purpose of safety.

David has been to an excellent drug treatment program recently
and I think because of that and the involvement of the system

3

trying to support him we have a situation where there has been
remarkable progress.

David is no longer using drugs. He is still and always will be
drug dependent. He is off the street. He is due to be released by
our juvenile courts about Thanksgiving, but I should say, in all
honesty, David is unusual to this extent. One, he is drug depend-
ent, an “addict,” if you prefer that word, whereas most child prosti-
tutes are only into drug usage.

And, second, David has a very high 1Q. He is very articulate.
That is not the norm and that creates a secondary problem, be-
cause if you are not bright enough or articulate enough to tell the
?ppropriate authorities what is going on, it exacerbates the prob-
em.

And with that background——

Senator SpecTER. Thank you, Mr. Rabun. We will make a part of
the record a document you have presented to the committee dated
November 3, which is signed by David and signed by his mother
and witnessed by you, so that you are representing to the commit-
tee that you obtained the signatures of David and his mother, ex-
plaining to them what the circumstances were, and that to the
extent possible the details of David’s identity, such as his last
name, would be maintained on a confidential basis to the extent
the committee can.

This is not something we can guarantee or control in any abso-
lute terms, but we have made every effort by informing the media
of the nature of the problem to secure cooperation. I want David to
understand that to the maximum extent possible the committee
will maintain his identity in confidence.

There is a line in this document which recites that in no case
will information given by David be used for prosecution purposes.
The document shows that it has been given to the judge and to the
public defender. The issue of immunity from prosecution is an inor-
dinately complicated one and for binding effect only a judge in an
immunity proceeding can give immunity. So I want the record to
show that to the extent possible, with all parties having been noti-
fied, we are endeavoring to accomplish that purpose. But in the in-
terest of fairness, it should be understood that absolute guarantees
are not possible on that, as on the question of anonymity, which we
will all work on as best we can, realizing a very important public
policy to be served by having this information brought to the atten-
tion of the subcommittee and the committee with a view to seeking
some sort of corrective action to prevent the recurrence of such
problems for others who are youngsters like young David.

[Document referred to follows:]



MITCH McCONNELL
COUNTY JUDGE/EXECUTIVE

DEPT. FOR HUMAN SEAVICES
Jeonne Frank, Secretary
Joe Tolan, Deputy

JEFFERSON COUNTY POLICE DEPT.
Col. £.G. Helm, Chlof
Copt. James Black, Intoiligonce
Sgt, Bob Mathena, Youth Bureau

LOUISVILLE DIVISION OF POLICE
Lt. John Aubrey

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Spoclol Agent in Charge,
James Yelvington
Agant Dave Clark

KENTUCKY STATE POLICE
Sgt. Rhea Morgan

U.S, POSTAL INSPECTION SERVICE
“Ted Eklund, Postal Inspector

COMMONWEALTH'S ATTORNEY
David L. Armstrong
Dea Pragliasco, Asst,
COUNTY ATTORNEY
J. Bruce Miller
Don Kethro, Asst,
LOVISVILLE/JEFFERSON COUNTY
CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION

Bob Benson, Chairman
POLICE/SOCIAL WORK TEAM

DHS EXPLOITED CHILD UNIT
John B. Rabun, Manager
Margarete Sanders
Ellen Hammock

POLICE MEMBERS

Det. Bob Hain, LDP
Det, Gary Smith, JCPD
Det. Rick Dillman, LDP

TASK FORCE ON
CHILD PROSTITUTION AND PORNOGRAPHY

4th Floor, Civic Plaza Bidg,
701 W. Jefferson Street
Louisville, Kentucky 40202
(502) 587-3621
D.H.S. EXPLOITED CHILD UNIT

(502) 581-5787/588-2199 ERNEST E. ALLEN
Chairman
RONALD J. PREGLIASCO
Vice-Chalrman
November 3, 1981 -
I, David (W/M/10~26-64) having been

informed by Mr. John B. Rabun, Manager of the DHS
Exploited Child Unit and Mr. David J. Riffe, Manager

of DHS Residential Services on this date that I am

invited to testify before the Subcommittee on Juvenile
Justice, Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate,
on November 5, 1981; and that I will be traveling with
(and in the custody of) Mr. Rabwn and Mr. Ronald J.
Pregliasco from Louisville, Ky., on Wed. afternoon to
return from Washington, D.C., on Thursday afternoon;

and that I will be spending the night of Wed., Nov. 4,
1981, with Mr. Rabun and Mr. Pregliasco at a Quality
Court Hotel in Washington, D.C., in separate/adjoining
rooms; and that the Senate Subcommittee Chairman (Senator
Arlen Specter) has guaranteed my anonymity/confidentiality
as a juvenile (both by name and by picture exclusions);
agree to go and testify before the Senate Subcommittee
for the purposes of explaining the "kid-point-of-view"

of an expivited child and needed protections for youth

who are or have been so involved. IN NO CASE WILL INFOR-
MATION GIVEN BY ME BE USED FOR PROSECUTIONAL PURPOSES ON ME.

Signed: /@ d/m/ pate: //-3-¥/

David

Witnesses:

Parent's Permission:

(Mother)
c.c.: Judge Farber
Public Defender Button
Joseph P. Tolan

Senate Subcommittee Staff
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All right, David, we welcome you here. We appreciate your will-
ingness to share with this committee some of the problems which
have befallen you in an effort to try to better understand the
nature of the problem and to prevent its recurrence for other
young people.

Let me start off by asking you your age.

STATEMENT OF DAVID

Davip. I am 17.

Senator SPECTER. And where do you live?

Davip. In Louisville, Ky.

Senator SPECTER. And are you currently under the jurisdiction of
the juvenile authorities in Louisville?

Davip. Yes, I am in a group home. I am a ward of the county.

Senator SPECTER. A ward of the county? |

Davip. Yes.

Senator SpEcTER. How long have you been a ward of the county?

Davip. Since last December, and then I got released in June; no,
in May, and then I got put back in in July again.

Senator SpecTER. You have been a ward of the county since De-
cember 1980, released in May, put back in as a ward in June, and
you have a current expectation of being released, again, shortly?

Davip. Yes, sir, around Thanksgiving.

Senator SPECTER. Before going into the background and history
of your situation, starting at the age of 7, Mr. Rabun has testified
that you are drug dependent. Would you specify just what that
means in terms of your own usage of drugs?

Davip. To me it means when I start getting high on any kinds of
drugs—alcohol, drugs, or anything—I have to have it and I have to
have it to keep going. I have to have it to survive and feel good
about myself. I have to make it a part of my daily life. It helps me
get through the day.

When I am using, that’s the way it is. And I have consequences
from that use ranging from, well, even since I have been getting
locked up it’s had to do with my usage.

Senator SpecTER. David, what was your first introduction to the
use of drugs?

Davip. When I ran away, the first time I ever ran away.

Senator SpEcCTER. And when was that, that you first ran away?

Davip. I was 12 years old. And the guy I was staying with, who
was a good friend of mine, had a party and I went to a party and I
was introduced to alcohol and then marihuana.

Senator SPECTER. At the age of 12?

Davip. Yes, sir.

Senator SPECTER. Marihuana at the age of 127

Davip. Yes, sir.

Senator SPECTER. Any other drugs?

Davip. Just alcohol and I did some speed, but that was about it.
That was a little later when I was 12.

) Senator SpECTER. You were exposed to speed also at the age of
2?
Davip. Yes, sir.
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Senator SpecTER. What caused you to run away from home at
the age of 12, David?

Davip. My mom found out I was smoking cigarettes and my
mom and dad had just gotten separated and I was afraid she would
tell my dad and my dad used to come down pretty hard on me,
punishmentwise, so I got scared and left.

Senator SpEcTER. And where did you go?

Davip. I went to a friend of mine’s house, about 20 miles away,
and stayed there.

Senator SPECTER. And what happened then?

Davip. I got homesick the next day and ended up going back
home. And my mom patted me on the back and forgave me and
that was about it then.

" Sengtor SrectEk. What was your next experience as a runaway,
if any’

Davip. I got caught stealing cigarettes a few weeks after that
and I was again afraid my dad would do something, so I left again.

Senator SpEcTER. How long did you stay away on that occasion?

Davip. My dad caught me the next night again, and I ended up
going back home then. And then—let me think—about 6 weeks
after that, about 2 months after that, I got busted at school dealing
drugs, dealing marihuana. This was, I guess, just as I turned 13.

And I took off then and I was gone for about 4 or 5 weeks, I
guess.

Senator SPECTER. And where did you go?

Davip. I went back out to the same friend’s house where I had
stayed in the first place.

Senator SpecTER. Did your parents know where you were on that
occasion?

Davip. No; they had no idea. They had a city detective or some-
thing looking for me and finally I ran out of places to stay. He
couldn’t put me up any longer, sc I called them and made a deal
that if T didn’t have to go to court and I could get back in school I
would go back home. We got it arranged and I went back home.

Senator SpEcTER. Who did you call, David?

Davip. I can’t think of the man’s name. He was——

Senator SPECTER. A juvenile authority?

Davip. Yes.

Senator SPECTER. And you were 12 years old at the time?

Davip. I had just turned 13 then. It was around my birthday.

Senator SPECTER. And you made a deal for yourself that you'd go
home if you wouldn’t be prosecuted?

Davip. Right. I was scared. I didn’t know what would happen to
m(i about being busted at school because I took off before I found
out.

Senator SpEcTER. What were you busted at school for?

Davip. I was dealing marihuana.

Senator SpPECTER. Excuse me?

Davip. I was dealing marihuana.

Senator SPECTER. Selling?

Davip. Yes.

1Slgnator SPECTER. Where did you buy it to have the marihuana to
sell’
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Davip. It was the middle school I was going to. I could just go up
to the high school and get a bag somewhere along the line. There
were a lot of people up there who were dealing. It was not hard to
come by. _ ‘

Senator SpecTER. You bought marihuana from high school stu-
dents?

Davip. Yes. '

Senator SpecTER. And you sold it to whom? '

Davip. The students. I was in a middle school—sixth, seventh,
and eighth grade—and I sold it to the students in my classes, you
know, friends of mine around school. ‘

Senator SpeEcTER. And what was the market for marihuana
among sixth, seventh, and eighth graders?

Davip. $1 a joint.

Senator SpECTER. Excuse me?

Davip. $1 a joint. o

Senator SPECTER. How much profit was there for you selling it at

1 a joint?

’ DAJVID. If I got a bag like what I got I could probably make $15 or
$20 p:ofit if I sold it all. If I just rolled it all up 1 could probably
get like 55 or 60 joints out of it, and the bag only cost $35, so what-
ever I had over that was profit. .

Senator SpECTER. The bag cost $35 and you could sell 65 $1 ciga-
rettes of marihuana from that bag?

Davip. Yes.

Senator SpecTeER. And what were the ages of the youngsters
whom you were selling the marihuana to?

Davip. Around my own age, 12, 13, 14 years old.

Scnator SPECTER. And you were caught doing that by the school
authorities? .

Davip. Yes, sir, I was caught by the security guard.

Senator SPECTER. And that is when you ran away again. L

Davip. Right. He was taking me down to the office and I just
took off out the door. . .

Senator SPECTER. You took off while he was in the process of
taking you to the office?

Davip. Right.

Senator SpECTER. And he couldn’t catch you?

Davip. No. o

Senator SpeCTER. And then you went to your friend’s house
again?

Davip. Right. o

Senator SPECTER. And how old was this friend of yours?

DaviD. He was about 6 months older than me, 7 months older
than me. He was around my own age. _

Senator SpEcTER. Was he living by himself or with othgrs?’

Davip. He was living with his folks and they really didn't know
what I was doing because they have a really big house and he
could just stash me somewhere around the house where they
wouldn’t find me for the night and I would leave during the day-
time. _ .

Senator SPECTER. So you are saying your friend’s parents actual-
ly did not know you were living there?

Davip. No; they didn't.
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Senator SpecteErR. How long were you gone from your own home
on that occasion? .

Davip. About 6 or 8 weeks, I guess.

Senator Specter. What happened next to you?

Davip. Sir?

Senator SpEcTER. What happened next?

Davip. I went back home after all of that was over again, and I
got back in school. Well, let me think. We ended up moving again
and I took off again to go see my uncle, who lived about 400 miles
away, because | just wanted to see him. He used to be like an idol
to me. I wanted to be a lot like him.

I took a bus up there and then he sent me back and then a day
later I took off again and I thumbed out to California with a girl I
had met down at a place for runaways in Louisville.

Senator SPECTER. You were 13 at the time?

Davip. Yeah.

Senator SpEcTER. How old was the girl?

Davip. Sixteen, fifteen.

Senator SPECTER. Was she a runaway as well?

Davip. She was getting ready to; yes. No; she was in a shelter
house for runaways. She was getting ready to be put in a foster
home. Her mom had just died. Her dad lived up in California and
there was no way she could get up there to live with him because
she hadn’t been up there in such a long time, or that’s what she
told me.

Senator SPECTER. So she left the foster home?

Davip. Yeah. We left the foster home that night.

Senator SPECTER. Were you in the foster home with her?

Davip. No; it's not really a foster home. What it is is a place
where runaways from off the streets can come into to stay, plus
they have alternatives to detention places that the courts place
there. And since she was placed there like ATD and I just walked
in off the street.

Senator SpECTER. She was placed there by ATD?

Davip. ATD, right. She was placed there by the authorities.

Senator SpECTER. What do you mean by that?

Davip. That means if she messes up or gets in a lot of trouble
they can throw her back in the detention center for juveniles. But
she was waiting for placement in a foster home while she was
there.

Senator SpECTER. And she ran away from that place?

Davip. Right.

Senator SpECTER. And you went with her?

Davip. Yes, sir.

Senator SPECTER. Where did the two of you go?

Davip. A little town called Verney, Calif., about 40 miles out of
Los Angeles.

Senator SpecTER. And what did you do there?

Davip. She stayed up there. I got locked up. T ended up getting
locked up about 4 days after I was up there and being sent back
down here.

Senator SpeEcTER. What were you locked up for?

Davip. We had gotten in an argument and I was throwing a bad
fit out in the middie of the street.
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Senator SpEcTER. When i
yOB nator you say we got into an argument, who do
AVID. Me and the girl I thumbed up there with. And I
throwing kind of a temper tantrum out in the street andns01rne‘<’)vrgileS
called the cops. They came back and got me and I came to find out
I could have stayed if I wanted, but in a way I wanted to go home
So they went ahead and sent me back home. .
Senator SPECTER. Sent you back home?
SDAVItI:). Y§s, sir.
enator SPECTER. And i
tu;‘)ned or 5oy nd what did your parents say when you re-
AVID. There was a warrant out for me on uncontrollability at
the time, so right When_I got off the bus I got taken downti)ivﬁ ?o
the police station. But since I had turned myself in, basically, and
came back all the way Or my own, they let me go back to my mom
ggﬁé? fﬁ‘l.d Slfl;ﬁ_ I;;eiuﬁ %1dn’t sag %1}?1: much about it. It was just an-
Ing that had happened. i i
fhat hammg tha PP e had gotten used to things like
. g%;anator SpECTER. She had gotten used to things like that happen-
Davip. She had given up on me at that point kind
Senator SPECTER. You mean your mothell)"?  Feind of, yeab.
Davip. Yes, sir.
Senator S,PECTER. What did she say to you?
1 D,AVID. It’s been awhile. Let me see. She asked me why I did it. I
on't know. My mom was a real psychological type. She’ll get into
thg \Irslrhgrs og everything or something. And she just asked me why.
i r?d a;’ (;)lf? PECTER. She was going to help you, trying to under-
Davip. Yeah, do the best she could. She was tryi
]SsenatorISPEchgl}aVXhat did you say to her? g fo.
AVID. I just to er what had happened, why I did i
Wesnt, Jltlst Is)asmally what had happeneIc)lI.) why { did 1, where I
enator SPECTER. What did you say to her as why you did it?
_nDCAawlfiI%)o. Bgacausg, Ih told herf, thcils girl wanted to f1}171g her father up
m C: rnla and she was afraid to go by }
thgre, aénd éhat’s the reason I went. §0 5y heraelt, s0.1 took her P
enator SPECTER. You went there t ir]?
IS)AVID. Riche re to take the girl’
enator SPeECTER. What kind of lati ip, i i
have with this 16-year-old girl? 7 relationship, if any, did you
Davip. I thought I was madly in love with her.
Senator SPECTER. Were you?
Davip. No; I guess it was more infatuation than anything.
%enator SPECTER. Ha,we you seen her since? °
g rﬁvm No; I haven’t seen her, talked to her, or anything since
Senator SPECTER. When you returned h i
oy oo B anyihing y rned home what did your father
gAVItl;). I éhmk he j§st tookda belt to me or something.
enator SPECTER. You made a number of references to ish-
glzlgt that fyotlillr father had inflicted upon you and you saidpel;trxl'ﬁélr
one o € reasons you ran away initiall
were fearful of punishment by your fatﬁer. @y was because you

s w273
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AVID. Yes, sir.

]S)eIYator SpecTER. Could you tell us what that was all about?

Davip. When they were still together—my dad is an alcoholic,
and when they were still together he was drinking a whole lot.
Him and my mom would get in arguments or him and me would
get in an argument and he would just, you know, he might pick me
up and throw me a few feet or might——

Senator SPECTER. He might pick you up and throw you a few
f t? » . .
e%AVID. Well, you know, just like that [indicating]. You know,

ind of [indicating]. _
B SenatE)r SPECTE%{}. How old were you when that first occurred?

Davin. I was 11 when that first occurred, I think. Yes; this was
right before they got separated. And he was a big man and I was
just really scared he would hurt me one of these days. So I tried to
stay away from him as much as possible.

Senator SpECTER. David, there’s been a reference made by Mr.
Rabun to some experiences you had at the age of 7 and I do not
wish to go into those because I can understand that they are prob-
lems for you. But without going into any of that, to what extent did
that have an influence on your later problems, if it had any influ-
ence at all? .

Davip. It really didn’t have all that much of an influence on my
life. It was something that happened when I was real young and I
didn’t know what was going on. There was a lot of resentfulness in
it that carried through onto what happened in my later years.

Senator SPECTER. You were resentful that that sort of thing had
happened to you?

BIZVID. Aft}ér I got older and realized what had happened and
what was going on I was real resentful. '

Senator SPECTER. Were your parents a party to that in any way?

Davip. No; they don’t know about it up to this day. .

Senator SpECTER. It just happened with some older people and it
was an unfortunate experience, but it had nothing to do with your
parental guidance or your parental consent?

Davip. No; they had nothing to do with it whatsoever. It was a
babysitter, as a matter of fact, and it was just something that had
happened. I don’t understand why, but it happened.

Senator SpecTER. Well, that is a hard matter and one of the
items of concern would be its later impact. You say there was a
spirit of resentfulness on your part. What do you mean by that?

Davip. I was resentful that someone had taken advantage of me
like that and done to me what he did and had me do to him what I
did. I’'m not like that. I'm not the type of person that gets into
things like that and I was really resentful that someone who knew
what was going on and knew what they were doing woulg% still go
ahead with a little boy and do something like that, especially me.
I'm not anybody special, but, you know, it’s me. . ‘

Senator SpECTEE. Do you think that experience has lingered with
you to this moment in causing some of your current problems?

Davip. Not really problems that show but a lot of problems with
myself. It bothers me, you know, like personal problems that I deal
with within myself. .

Senator SPECTER. Such as what, David?
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DAvip. Such as resentfulness toward people, my role, you know,
my sexual role.

Senator SPECTER. What do you mean by your sexual role?

Davip. Well, OK, I'm straight. I'm not gay, but with things like
that happening and then things that I did in the hustling, it just
put something in my mind like well, am I sure I am straight or I'm
not sure. And it messes with my mind a whole lot because it con-
flicts one to the other and then I get mad at myself for this and
then I get mad at myself for thinking this, you know, for not know-
inlg1 and it messes me up sometime mentally—not to a point of men-
tally.

Senator SPECTER. Not to a point of what?

DAvip. Not to a point of really showing any outward signs of it,
but inside it messes me up a whole lot.

Senator SPECTER. When you talked a minute ago about your role
as a hustler, what did you mean by that?

Davip. You mean my role as a hustler? I just mean a lot of times
I thought, a lot of people downtown told me well, even if you are a
hustler you wouldn’t hustle unless you had something in you that
attracted you to men or some part that would let you do that be-
cause if you were totally straight and not gay at all you wouldn’t
be down here.

And they planted a seed in my mind like am I really OK or is
there something wrong with me. And they get me thinking well, I
am down here so where am I at with myself.

Senator SpecTER. David, how would you define what a hustler
means?

Davip. A hustler is a male, a young man who goes out on the
streets and sells his body to, most of the times, I would say 9 out of
10 times, older men or men for profit. That’s all a hustler is.

Senator SPECTER. And you do that?

Davip. Yes, sir.

Senator SpEcTER. How did you get started doing that?

Davip. I was in a placement. Well, I had gone to a placement
shelter house, a place for runaways I had mentioned earlier, and I
was living down there. My mom knew about it. I was trying to get
myself straightened out and I was coming in—well, I wasn’t put-
ting a whole lot of effort into getting myself straightened out. I was
coming in drunk about every day. I would say I was going jobhunt-
ing, but I would come back drunk.

I raised a whole bunch of trouble with a bunch of people in
there, you know, starting arguments with people. Well, you knew
how a drunk acts. And they finally booted me out of there and I
had nowhere tc go at the time. So I just walked over to a park a
few blocks away which I later found out was right on the hustling
strip in Louisville.

And I was sitting there and a counselor from the shelter house I
Jjust left was sitting there. We started talking. He went and bought
some beer. We kept on talking. I really looked up to him and he
was telling me how he had hustled and made some really good
money.

Senator SpecTER. How old was he?

Davip. He was in his late 20’s or early 30’s, I'm not sure exactly.
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i lly
SpecTeErR. When you talked about making some rea
gogcelng?rll‘ey from hustling, what are you talking about by ‘“really
H? ' .
go]%i{rr;gfl%}:aally good money is probably like $40 or $50 a trick, tbuz
that’s really good money. He was talking $50 or $60 a trick, buha}c
the time I didn’t know whether it was a lie or straight or wl 511{ ;
Senator SPECTER. Have you made that much money for a trick?
Davip. I've never made that much money from one. .
Senator SPECTER. What's the most money you've made from a
trick, as yxg p111;t$ig
. Abou . . . .
IS):rYaI?or SpeECTER. And how many tricks can you turn in a night?
Davip. If it’s a good night, two or three, if I'm up to it. o n
Senator SpecTER. How old were you when you started this hus-
tling? rigt
]S):rﬁa;r épgg'i‘lﬁn. When you say 9 times out of 10 it involved sellr;
ing your body to some older man, what is the other time out of 107
Davip. Well, there’s a small percentage of couples who go out to
pick up hustlers. You know, a male and female, or maybe a woman
will go out and pick up a hustler olril.ce in ahw}illle, but I would say
e men going out picking up hustlers. .
m%%n%igilesr?E%;ER. Butg, you have beeln 1?nvolved in situations where
uld pick you up as a hustler? _
: %):\gllg.v%ogot ;I;ropo};itioned once but I never Went.o’ut with them.
That only happened that one time and besides that it's always been
men,
Senator SPECTER. Al\gays been what?
. Men, always been men. . .
g:rzfaqc)or S?:ECTER. }\,Nhat do you believe was the key factor, if yoil
can identify it, in getting you started initially on drugs and alcohol,
which later led to this hlglsxﬂil;nbg? gain?
. Could you run that by me again® .

]S):g;?or (S)I;EC'I)‘IER. Yes. Going back into the earliest days of the
origin of the problem, what got you started on alcohol and drugs,
i into hustling? ‘ . _
W}Bi}:nlg.d Iyggtlgyself star%ed———well, the friend I mentioned earllezf"
got me started by showing me where it was at. But I got mysel
started. And I kept into it because it made my happy, it made fim;

feel good about myself. It made me feel like I was somebody an
it in with somebody. . _
ﬁtslelzlngtlor SPECTER.y If you were to give some advice to another
young man who was 12 years old, a young boy who was 12 years
old, on how to avoid the terrible things that have happened to you,
: 1d you say to him?
W}%zxg}l Stgy hong; and stay a boy for as long as you can. Do not
grow up too quick. Do not try to. _ -
Senator SpECTER. Do not grow up too quick and do not try to.
Do you have brothers and sisters? :
Davip. I have two younger brothers.
Senator SPECTER. Hc()iw old arge they?
. One is 13 and one is 9. o
]é):lyalfor SpecTER. Do they have any problems similar to the one

you described?
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Davip. No, neither of them are into drugs or anything like that
right now.

Senator SPECTER. Are your parents still separated?

Davp. Yes, sir. They both live with my mom.

Senator SpeEcTER. Do you counsel your brothers or talk to them
ietbou;; your own problems and ways that they can avoid such prob-

ems?

Davip. I have sat down and talked to Jeffrey, the 13-year-old. I
have sat down and talked to him before about how—see, he does
not know that much about my hustling days. But he has tried get-
ting high a couple of times and I have sat down and talked to him
about—if he is going to be getting into it deep—what he should
watch out for; and if he is going to choose the decision to keep on
using, once he gets into it what lays ahead of him.

I talk to him the best I can. I relate my own experiences to him
the best I can. :

Senator SpecTER. Do you think your hustling days are over?
DAviDp. Yes, sir.

Senator SPECTER. Why do you say it so confidently?

Davip. When I was in Minnesota, one thing they really teach

be somebody if I work on it, if I want to be somebody.

I was tired of being trash and nobedy and feeling like nothing,
and I wanted to feel good on my own. I wanted to be me and find
out who I was and build on myself, and that is what I have been
doing ever since.

Senator SpECTER. What experience did you have in Minnesots
that led you to those conclusions?

Davip. In Minnesota the treatment program, all it is is ways to
learn to live without the drugs and to learn about yourself and to
build on yourself. And I looked into it deeply enough to where I
was finding out things I was going to have to do to straighten
myself out and feel better about myself.

And the only thing that hustling was doing was dragging me
back down and making me feel like nobody, like a nothing. So I
had to get out of that and stay out of it if I wanted to feel good
about myself.

Senator SpecTER. Who ran the treatment program in Minnesota?

Davip. It is a hospital program, Lutheran Deacon. I am not sure
who runs the whole thing. I just know you have, you know, your
counselors, your drug counselors and the people up there to talk to,
and the support you need and a whole lot of teenagers trying to get
themselves straightened out,

Se?)ator SpecTER. What was your first contact with the juvenile
court?
Davip. I had run away from home and I was staying over at this

girl's house, and someone had found out and called the cops to
come get me,

Senator SpECTER. Which girl was that?
Davip. This was a different one, one who lived around about 4 or

5 miles from where I live. She was just a really good friend of
mine.
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And they came to get me and they were just going to take me
home, and I took off because I did not want to go home. And I got
about two blocks away, they caught me and they pressed a whole
bunch of charges on me, which got me thrown into the center and
then into the juvenile system.

Senator SpecTER. What happened to you on your first contact
with the juvenile court system? Was it a good experience, a bad ex-
perience? How did you feel about it? ‘ .

Davip. I was scared at first. But then I found out I was just going
to get a pat on the back and sent home again. That is all that hap-
pened for a long time.

Senator SpECTER. If the juvenile court had been tougher on you
at that time, do you think it might have discouraged you from later
violations of the law? . .

Davip. I think if the juvenile court had looked more into my life,
more into how I am, then they might have been able to find better
ways to help me with my problems besides sticking me back into
the same thing and letting it all happen again. .

Senator SPECTER. What do you think the juvenile court system
should have done for you? . .

Davip. I think they should have looked more into my life and
found out what would have been the right program, what would
have been right to help me at the time, instead of sending me back
out to do it all over again.

Senator SpecTER. When you say sending you back out, what do
you mean, sending you back to your home?

Davip. Sending me back home again. _

Senator SpECTER. Sending you back to the same environment?

Davip. Yes. .

Senator SrecTER. Do you have any idea, David, what they might
have done differently to have stopped you from this cycle of drugs
and hustling?

Davip. Let me think.

They could have just been—they did not even worry about what
I thought I needed. They just worried about what to do with me,
where to stick me out of the way. If they had just taken more time.
I think they need to take more time on each individual case.

And I do not know of any kind of placement the courts have
right now that could have helped me at the time or really could
help me a whole lot right now. So I cannot really say what could
have helped me at the time. I just know I think they should have
spent more time on me, on finding out what I really needed, than
just sticking me somewhere. .

Senator SpecTER. How many institutions have you been in alto-
gether, David?

DaAvip. Including homes?

Senator SPECTER. Yes.

[Pause.]

Davip. Probably about 9 or 10, somewhere around there.

Senator SPECTER. What was the best one?

Davip. The treatment program in Minnesota. That is the best
program 1 have ever seen in my life. .

Senator SpECTER. How long were you there?
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Davip. It is a 6-week program. I was up there for the 6 weeks. I
decided I wanted to stay on and to stay up there for a 6-week after-
care program, which is just to kind of help get you back into soci-
ety again, out of the hospital life.

I was going to stay up there for 6 to 9 more months in a halfway
house for drug addicts, but the financial situation got messed up
and I came back. And I was up there a total of about 3 months.
. ?Senator SpECTER. And what was the worst institution you were
in?

Davip. The worst institution?

Senator SPECTER. Yes.

Davmp. Our Lady of Peace. It is a mental hospital in Louisville
where they send a lot of people who have darug problems or mental
preblems or just typical problems. And all they did—I was there
for 3 months, too, and all they did in there was give you more
drugs to keep you calmed down from anything else. They would
just keep you so doped up you cannot accomplish anything while
you are in there.

Senator Specrer. Would you have any suggestions for other
youngsters in your age group, David, as to their relationship with
their parents to avoid the kinds of problems you have had?

Davip. Try listening every once in a while. You know, most teen-
agers are real hardheaded and they will do what they want wheth-
er their parents tell them to or not. And they have fo find out the
hard way.

It just seems if they would try listening and taking in a little bit
of advice, then they might get somewhere, because the parents are
usually right.

Senator SPECTER. Parents are usually right?

Davip. Yeah, surprisingly enough. [Laughter.]

Senator SpeEcTER. Would you have any suggestions for young
people with respect to how they approach schooling, to profit from
the mistakes you have made?

Davip. Stay in school.

Senator SPECTER. Are you going back to school?

Davip. Well, I spent 3 years in the ninth grade and I had maybe
a half a credit to my name. So I dropped out. I got my GED last
January and I am attending a community college in Louisville
now.

I really wish I had stayed in and gotten my fullest out of the edu-
cation system that I could have, because it seems the way things
af going nowadays you will really need an education to get some-
where.

Senator SpectEr. Do you have any other suggestions for young
people to try to avoid the kinds of problems you faced in your life?

Davip. There are people out there who are willing to listen if you
need someone to talk to. A lot of people do not understand, but
then a lot of people do. And if you look hard enough and you want
help badly enough, you can always find it somewhere along the
line, friends, family—family most of all, I would say. But there is
always somebody out there.

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Rabun, what suggestions would you care to
offer the committee, if any, based upon your knowledge of David’s
situation?
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Mr. RaBuN. Well, David’s situation is typical to the extent that
he is involved in the juvenile justice system, a system that pro-
gressed from a dependency status tc a runaway status to a delin-
quency status, a vicious cycle where what you do feeds into the
next act, which feeds into the next act.

And unless there is some intervention by people who care and 1
suspect at that point at least are trained to know what to do and
how to do it, a child like David could wind up either in the system,
whether it be the juvenile or the adult criminal system, for the rest
of their life, which is expensive to say the least.

One of the things that disturbs me about David’s situation is an
apparent ease with which people who work in auxiliary positions
in the juvenile justice system are thereby enabled to prey on kids.
It seems from my view that David had significant contact with
people who were acting as agents of the court, albeit maybe third
party agents, who really used their position in a way to endanger
the welfare of the minor.

Senator SpecTErR. How do they do that?

Mr. RaBUN. Well, he spoke to you about the staff member from
one of the shelter house facilities who bought beer for him in a
park and introduced him to this easy way to make money, and in
effect promoted David’s involvement in prostitution. He did not
profit from it, so there would not be a legal charge in the promot-
ing sense.

Senator SpECTER. Why do you think he did that?

Mr. RABUN. Probably because it was a way of life for him.

Senator SpeEcTER. Why then was he placed in an authoritative po-
sition by the system?

Mr. RaBuN. Well, I do not think the system deliberately in any
way placed David or any other child in a situation that would
knowingly exploit him. But the point I am trying to make is, we
have no enabling legislation, nor very few enabling procedures,
that require any sort of screening on people who work with chil-
dren, who are the most vulnerable in the entire system. And in-
stead, in a rather cavalier fashion we can go about hiring people
and placing them in very sensitive positions because they say they
like kids.

The whole definition of pedophilia is attraction to kids. That
should not be the definition for hiring people to work in children’s
programs.

I trust those are exceptions to the rule and not the rule. None-
theless, I do believe as a system we are negligent in a careful
screening and a careful understanding of the nature of pedophilia.
These adults who prey on children sexually, whether they are boys
or girls, we cannot even recognize them when they are in our own
programs.

David recognized them after the fact and in effect it was too late.
It is sort of the what-if proposition.

Senator SpEcTER. Thank you very much, David. And thank you
very much, Mr. Rabun. We will be recalling you in a minute or
two.

We very much appreciate your being here, David, for coming for-
ward and sharing your experiences in the hope that others who are
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young men like you may b i :
experiences you gave hag. e able to profit from the mistakes and

Davip. I was glad to do it.
Senator SPECTER. Thank you.

I would like to call at this time Mr. T i
. Terry Sul
ecutor for the State of Illinois. Welcome, ﬁ’r. géiﬁ?rghfoévrglﬁi‘dprgi
state your full name and address for the record, please.. 4

STATEMENT OF TERRY SULLIVAN, FOR
) MER PROSECUTOR F
THE STATE OF ILLINOIS oF

Mr. SuLLivaN. My name is Terr Sulli i
: . y Sullivan, from Chicago, Il1.
Vanc?)nator SPECTER. And what are your current activities, Mr. Sulli-

Mr. SurLivan. I am presently i i i

. Yy 1n private practice, i

spgnt 12 years with the State attorney’s ofﬁcepin Cooei{ ggfgt;] Svine
ecu;rrllato;ttSPECTER. And in connection with your work as a'pros-
Gacy?g orney, were you involved in the prosecution of John

Mr. SuLLivan. I was, Senator.

I%Enastor SPECTE}%. Vﬁlflhat role did you play?

I. SULLIVAN. In the prosecution of John Gacy. I layed t

t?if an fu%ﬁestlgator In preparing for trial and in t):’}’le gctlslrgl p?c?sggllﬁ

on of the case. I was involved in the direction of the investigation

murders of 33 young boys.

Senator SpeEcTER. Would ‘ 1
. you tell us what the ca lved?
frocsato: . se involved? Re-
thle\x/‘f prgsezc':(lelct?(l)lgctlon and state for the record what was involved in
r. SULLIVAN. Well, what was involved was the fa
, ell, ct th
ﬁgu};zuélgdbi%yihg%dleslWere evfgljtlilally discovered underneii}fogﬂ:
d rawi space of John Gacy, and we lat
four additional bodies attributed to hi n i som. recove;ed
south, southwest of the city of Chicél)gi)l.1 7 i & river some 60 miles

Senator S )
gether with ingg}I;'cﬁ?o oW many youngsters were involved alto-

with, and the investigation s '
: panned anywhere from Ch
113{1; épught Waterloo, Iowa, through various southern points inlc?ﬁg
1S evlvlzic;rthsrlg;&h RKa‘I%TS}?S% and finally all the way to Los Angeles
ER. at was th .
f0111\z[1d t§ have been involved with G:c;‘.?tal number of youngsters
I. SULLIVAN. Well, Senator, we will never know th
211)1;?1?6{' yTegi g;lr?ber we were able to find within that pa:atrigﬁagg
tw§en sollar or 2 years of investigation totaled somewhere be-
enator S . i i
agl.:it/linst é‘ac§gCTER And what was the conclusion of the prosecution
r. SULLIVAN. Mr. Gacy was found guj
r . guilty of all 33 -
1;:)rolxxlrr:iatl:,}elly a year ago and the jury recommended the clﬁgigeggnaﬁ-
y. An : ed udge, Louis Garippo, sentenced him to death and he is
prgsent y awaiting that sentence in the Illinois State Penitentiar
enator SPECTER. Is the case on appeal at the present time? d
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Mr. SuLLivan. It is, sir. o

Senator SpecTER. And what court is it in? o

Mr. SurLivaN. In Illinois it is a direct appeal to the Illinois Su-
preme Court on a death sentence. . .

Senator SpecteEr. What weﬁe tlée3 c1rcumstanf§:es, in a general

ing to the deaths of these 33 young men? . .
Wal\}’.,[’r.leggLLIgVAN. As I have sat here behind David listening to him,
I could see that—or certainly hear that there were many, many
similarities between the people we ran into, especially the living
victims we encountered—by living victims, I am talking about
those who had had some association with him and by sheer luck or
race of God did in fact live. _ _
th? tgmd many similarities between the lifestyle David was into and
the people we came across. For, as an example, in actually going
through the investigation I myself had firsthand experiences of
dealing in areas of the city of Chicago and in Hollywood, Calif., and
in some other places where these young runaways would in fact
up in their daily lives. o
en%helie would be ycer‘tain sections of the big city where these
people would congregate, where, if they fall into the world of hus-
tling as David did, it would be very easy for them to run into some-
one like a John Gacy, who in fact would go to these areas seeking
ng boys like that. _ _
yoger%atm}" SpeECTER. How many, if any, of the 33 involved with John
were runaways?

Gei\(/:I};‘. SULLIVAN. SZnator, that is really hard to tell. I would hasten
to add that certainly not all of them were runaways.

Senator SPECTER. Some? ‘

Mr. SULLIVAN. Some were not runaways, sir.

Senator SPECTER. Were any runaways?

Mr. SuLLivan. Oh, yes. Oh, yes. .

They did not just come from the Chicago area. They came from
Michigan and—— . .

Senator SpecTer. Mr. Sullivan, as best you can piece it together
from the evidence you have, give us a typical scenario of what hap-
pened with any one of the victims of John Gacy, from the point of
leaving home, contact with Gacy to the extent you know it, exploi-

tion if any. : .
tal\fr. SULL?VAN. I would say first of all that would be fairly easy to
do, piecing together from the experiences we recovered from actu-
ally being on the streets and talking to people who knew those who
ended up being killed. . o

I must again add, we still have some seven or eight victims who
are unidentified to this day, which I think brl‘ng_s more into focus
the real problems of the runaways, especially in identification and
cooperation with law enforcement. ‘ .

But when you are talking about the typical scenario, usually the
individuals, the youths who would have left the bomes, _left them
because of the fact that they did not get along with their parents
or they were beaten or their parents abandoned them or their par-
ents were alcoholics. Whatever it was that drove them from their
homes as victims, they ended up drifting to a place where they
thought they could exist and get away from their homelife.
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If in fact they ended up in Chicago, they would then congregate
in a place where most of these people would be.

Senator SpeEcTER. What was the age span of those who ran away
from home?

Mr. SurLivaN. The age span from the ones that were identified
was as low as 12 or 18.

Senator SPECTER. Going tc how old?

Mr. SurLivan. Most of them were in their midteens. They went
as high as 23.

Senator SPECTER. And those who were runaways had had argu-
ments or disagreements with their parents?

Mr. SuLLivan. Sure, something that caused them to leave the
home to seek something better on the outside world. And what
happened to most of these people, as I think happens to those who
are living out there rightnow, is they crossed that very thin line
going from a victim into what we consider a criminal.

When they are tossed out on the streets and forced to get some
means of survival, they oftentimes will end up doing exactly what
David did and get into the world of hustling. That pure survival,
because they have nowhere else to go, is what pushes them across
the line from victims into criminals.

The individuals out hustling fall into male prostitution. Many
fall into child pornography, which is flourishing to great extremes
today. And then all of a sudden we call them criminals because of
the fact that they have crossed what I have called that thin line.

Unfortunately—unfortunately, especially in the Gacy case, we
have those who were his victims, who did in fact run away who
were victims, and then got into the hustling area where we would
call them criminals. Urfortunately, they ended up covered by some
foot or foot and a half of dirt in Gacy’s crawlspace, and they went
from victim to criminal back to victim.

Senator SpecTER. What experience have you had with any of
these runaways turning to violent crime, robbery, burglary?

Mr. SurLivan. In this specific case, we did not. We were not able
to—certainly, the people he preyed upon did not have the chance
to go into something different. But certainly from your experience
and from mine in 12 years of prosecuting other cases, and from
being on the streets during this investigation, we were able to see
that certainly the progression is there.

If we start out with a young criminal, the chances are very good
he will become an old criminal.

Senator SPECTER. And into violent crime?

Mr. SurLivan. Certainly into violent crime. The tendency is cer-
tainly there, if someone determines he needs more money. We see
it, as an example, of course, as an individual—whether he is a
runaway, an abused or mistreated child—and he then gets into the
criminal area just starting out and hustling, say, then he decides
he needs more money, or he is drifting into the drug scene or he is
now involved in the illicit dealing of drugs.

Many times they will, unfortunately, arm themselves with weap-
ons, and while they are high, as a typical example, nowadays they
will go out and rob convenience food stores or something like that,
not knowing how dangerous the gun is and certainly not having
had any experience. That is how we end up with a lot of juvenile
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murders, because they go in and panic and unfortunately kill some-
one.

Senator SpECTER. Mr. Sullivan, based on your experience what

ought the juvenile justice system be doing about the problem of the
runaway?
_ Mr. SurLivan. Well, Senator, I personally feel—and I think that
it is backed up by the people I have spoken with since being invited
here, people all of the way from those who run drug centers to
Father John Smith who runs a place called Maryville in the Chica-
go area, which takes in the worst of the boys who are abandoned or
go through the court system.

It is a general feeling that the entire juvenile court system, at
least in our area, has become totally ineffective. As David said to
you prior to my testifying, if someone would have taken some time
to decide what was wrong with him, he would not have gotten back
into the criminal justice system. And I think that is the real key:
To be able to find the cause, as opposed to dealing with the effect.

In the criminal justice system, as an adult, unfortunately in my
opinion, we do not deal with what the causes are. I do not think
the system is set up that way and it is a myth to tell the people it
is set up that way.

The only way we can stop these juveniles from becoming adult
criminals is to stop them at the point where they have their first
contact with the system. But when you have a situation, as we now
have at least in Cook County, where police officers will tell me, and
I see it every day, that some kid who get in trouble, they do not
want to take them all the way down to the juvenile justice system
because they know it is overburdened, they know nothing happens,
and they know when they are back on the street dealing with the
juvenile, they know they do not have any control over them be-
cautse he is laughing at them because he has walked out of that
system.

Now, that is not to criticize the people in the system, believe me.
The fact is, the juvenile justice system is archaic, it is overbur-
dened. We do not have the people to staff it. We do not have the
caseworkers to give the type of time to someone like David to say,
“OK, this is where we are going to stop you.” We do not have the
judges who are able to remember a kid when he comes back the
second time, because there just are so many of them.

It is not the system’s fault. It is just the fact that it is overbur-
~ dened. It is not the people in the system. There are some very good
people in the system.

Senator SPECTER. So what you are saying is you need massive ad-
ditional resources to deal with the children on an individual basis?

Mr. SuLLivan. If we are going to go after the crime that you saw
during your career as a prosecutor, which I have seen in my past
12 years, if we are going to stop it somewhere, it will not be at the
adult level. It has to be at the juvenile level.

Senator SpEcTER. What is the critical age in your opinion, Mr.
Sullivan, to deal with a juvenile in an effort to take him out of the
crime cycle?

Mr. SurLivan. I think it is getting younger and younger, as you
see, getting into the situation, at least in the inner cities, that
those who are really the real violent criminals and the gangs are

o
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in their young teens, where of course they end up getting the weap-
ons and for some reason or another they commit many of the vio-
lent crimes.

I think you are talking about as low as 12 years old, somewhere
in that general area, somewhere where the system can have an
effect on the individual and hopefully get them out of the system
before they are in there for life.

Senator Specter. What advice would you offer to parents to try
to stop their youngsters from becoming runaways and the victims
of people like John Gacy?

Mr. SurLivaN. The victims of John Gacy came from various dif-
ferent backgrounds. Some of the victims were not runaways. Some
of them were simply picked up under the ruse that he was a police
officer. There was no way to help those children. They were taken
and immobilized by him to such an extent that they never had a
chance.

To those who are runaways, the advice you can give parents is
the same as David said to the kids, to the parents. It is hard to tell
a teenager to listen to his parents or try to understand them. But
at the same time, I find there is much, much too little attempt by
parents to try to understand the children.

If we can bridge that gap somehow, it is good. If in fact——

Senator SpecTEr. Well, listening to you now, if you had projected
through the microphones you speak on and perhaps the television
cameras to parents of teenage children or preteenage children, and
from the experience you have had in a very celebrated case like
John Gacy’s, with all of its overtones—certainly your experience is
more extensive than most—if you had a moment to advise parents
on the problems of runaways and what they ought to be looking for
and doing, how would you put it?

Mr. SuLLivan. I think that would be very easy. What it takes is
discipline. That would be the best advice I can give. I still give that
advice when I am talking about people who may be coming in to
me now and they have a child that is now in trouble.

The point is, the discipline is completely lacking in the home,
and so long as those kids are able to go out and roam the streets
they are going to have more opportunity to fall into these pitfalls.
So long as there is some sort of discipline in the home where the
parents still have control over those children, there is nothing to
say that there are not going to be arguments between parents and
children. We will not overcome that.

But what we can overcome is the fact that parents, while still
having discipline and while still ruling in the home, still attempt
to try to understand the children. And so long as that is done, we
can see that we can avoid many of the unfortunate, terrible inci-
dents that we had to deal with in a case like this.

And ours may have been a celebrated case, but that is not to say
that this is not happening all over the country, maybe in some
lesser degree, maybe in a greater degree. But I am quite sure that
this is not something we have seen the last of.

Senator SPeCTER. What kind of discipline do you recommend?

Mr. SurLivan. I recommend the discipline where someone has
certain hours where they have to be home, where the parents have
some sort of control over the children still as parents. Just like the
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court systems, when the children are allowed to just go away and
laugh at the court systems as they do, when they are able to do
that with their parents, then the parents have lost complete con-
trol, and society is left to deal with whatever happens to the chil-
dren when they end up leaving the house.

Senator SpeECTER. The best estimates have placed runaways in
excess of 1 million a year, Mr. Sullivan. How would you character-
ize the problems of runaways, drug addiction and hustling, based
upon the experience you have had?

Mr. SuLLIvVAN. I spent 3 years in charge of the narcotics courts in
Chicago, so I saw kids coming in and out. I spent time in the half-
way houses where they are trying to be rehabilitated. I have virtu-
ally lived with some of the kids who have gone through some of
these things.

I had one fellow that I did not know I was prosecuting at the
time, and some years later it turned out that he started to run and
is now running what I think is the most successful drug program
in the city of Chicago. And he told me point blank that he was able
to con everybody, he was able to con the people he stole from, he
was able to con his parents, he was able to con the policeman, he
was able to con the judges, by starting to cry in court and the rest
of it, he said when he ran into me.

And I finally decided I was going to prosecute him or put him in
some other sort of program where he could get help. He came back
years later and told me that is the only reason he is where he is
now, because someone stood up to him.

Senator SPECTER. Someone got a little tough with him.

Mr. SuLnivan. Exactly. Someplace somewhere you have to
demand the respect from the kids. That is why I go back to the
courts again. Until we give them the resources for them to be able
to handle these children on a one-on-one basis, they will not get the
respect. I do not see it at this stage.

Senator SpecTER. Thank you, Mr. Sullivan. We very much appre-
ciate your coming here and sharing your experience and knowledge
with us. We are much obliged.

Mr. SurLivanN. Thank you for the invitation.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Sullivan follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT ofF TERRY SULLIVAN

My career as a prosecutor in the Office of the State's Attorney of Cook

County, Illinois, has carried me into virtually every aspect of the criminal justice

s . . .
ystem. In addition to my years as a trial lawyer, I spent a portion of my career as

a supervi . . .
pervisor of the Narcotics Courts in Chicago. I, also, was supervisor of two

suburban districts of Cook County. In such capacity, I came in contact with most

e .
very area of crime and many types of criminals. I had the opportunity to

origi
ginate and develop a Drug Abuse Prevention Program as an alternative to

criminal i i i
prosecution and, likewise, headed a special investigation and prosecution

of child abuse which lead to murder. I have lectured to various police departments,

colleges, and district attorneys' associations throughout the country. I am a past

chai .
airman of the Drug Abuse Committee of the American Bar Association and have

been vice-chai . }
vice-chairman of various other committess; and presently am a member of

the ABA Committee on Rules of Criminal Procedure and Evidence. Last year, I
b

was a member of the prosecution team in the case of People vs. John Wayne Gacy

?

the largest mass murder case in the history of the United States in which the

defendant was convicted of murdering thirty-three young boys. With that, I wish to

thank this sub-committee for the invitation to address you today.

The experience that [ have been able to attain in a relatively short time has

enabled my paths to cross and criss-cross over again with virtué'l:_ly every element

of society toward which this Honorable Sub-Committee is directing it's attentions

today. Quite obviously, my career has placed me in touch with the workings and

ideas of many judges and prosecutors. Likewise, I've worked with thousands of
pelice officers and probation officers, but most importantly, for purposes of these
d- . )

Iscussions I have had many, many opportunities to deal with both victims and

crimi . o .
iminals. In weighing all of my experiences, my assessment of the criminal justice
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system is that most people expect us to prosecute, defend, judge, institutionalize,
protect, and in the end to produce from the criminal a new "man or woman" who
has now been transformed into a law-abiding citizen, free from all tendencies
toward criminal activity. The real problem with our woefully over-burdened
criminal justice system is that it usually receives the criminal after such
tendencies have already long taken root. Therefore, the modern day criminal
justice system has, in my opinion, had to take the role of protector of the
community and, therefore, of necessity deal with the effects of crime. It is, I
further believe, a myth perpetrated on our fellow-citizens to allow them to think
that this system is prepared to deal with the problem of the causes cf crime. 1
hasten to add thzt a good juvenile justice system may be the only exception to the
general rufe.

In reflecting upon the many experiences [ have been fortunate ehough to have
in the criminal justice system, I recall many conversations I have had with many
criminals, young and old, male and female, and every ethnic background
imaginable. While conceding that my experiences lack any scientific basis, they
certainly do contain an erro:: of believability never found in pure facts or figures. |
recall many men and women being sentenced to the penitentiary or the c.ounty jail

after trial, or a plea of guilty. And, in a 'great majority of those-cases, that person

would be sentenced without the aid, comfort, or support of his or her parents. It is
my distinct conclusion from conversations with those peoplé' that had their home
environment been different, they wouldn't be going to jail that day. One cannot
help but realize, therefore, that whatever brought that individual into the criminal
world was caused prior to his entry into the criminal justice system. That system
today is nothing more than a stop gap measure; [ am firmly convinced that for us to
ever begin reducing the tremendous effects of crime in our society today, we must
direct our majority of efforts at identifying, preventing, and curing those things
”that cause people, especially the young, to enter the criminal world.

One thing we know for certain is that the young criminal has a very good
chance of becoming an old criminal. That has been born out time and again as I
have studied the criminal history sheets of many defendants. Especially in the area

of street crime, a common adult criminal more than likely started his career as a

oo T+
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outh. Lentizty
y My concern and the challenge to this sub-committee is to | dentify those

H

. . l
)

eventually reduce the rampant crime rate.

In my experience I have found that there is unfortunately a very thin line

which distinguishes our youthful victims from a young criminals. Many of the

criminals I have dealt with have expressed the fact that they left their homes as

ou
youths for a variety of reasons. Some were mistreated and beaten, while others

were simply abandoned. Still others were sexually abused while some others still
sougnt relief in the outside world from parents who were alcoholics or addicts. At

the
initial stage these young people are certainly vxcnms, but now alone and naive
b

the
Yy must find a means of survival on the streets of our cities. Penmless, they may

find no alternative but to steal or rob, with or without a dangerous weapon. Those

outh
y s who chose to use a weapon oftentimes panic and unfortunately end up

murdering innocent people. Still others will be Jed into using their bodies for easy

money. Child prostitution and child pornography are flourishing for this very

reason. And yet other youngsters will be led into the world of drugs in an effort to

alleviate . their misery. They likewise have a very good chance of becoming

Involved in the illicit, criminal activities of drug dealing and stand a good chance

themselves of becoming addicted for life. Unfortunately, all of these young people

stand a very good chance of becoming adult criminals and most of this element

could be completely wiped out if we could find the resources and the

responsibilities which would keep that youngster from crossing that line from

victim into criminal.

My experiences in the investigation preparation for trial and prosecution of
John Wayne Gacy for the murders of thirty-three young boys in the Chicago area

brought me into personal contact with the under-ground, big c1ty world of runaways

(I hasten to add that not all of these victims were, in fact, runaways). I saw first-

ha i
nd how young boys who for various reasons left their homes had to survive on the

streets of a big city. Living day-to-day in different Places and with no visible

means of support, some of these young men are forced into the world of "hustling."

Using the only way they knew to make a few bucks, "the streets are a varitable
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playground for those like John Gacy. It is unfortunate that a youngster who ran

i der the dirt and
“away from home would end up tied and bound and, eventually, un

lime in Gacy's crawl space. Ina very short span of time, some of these young boys
had .gone from runaways (victims) to juvenile delinquents and, i:credibly enough,
back to victims again. Those victims are prime examples_of the terrible
exploitation of bur youths who, for one reasor or another, end up on the streets of
our cities.

The solutions to the problem do not, for the most part, lie in the proposals for
more laws. Certainly, I favor stricter laws aimed against th_g. exploiter
(pornographer, etc.) of our youths but the main thrust in the direction of solutions
must be aimed at the "victim" level. We must establish programs and places for
abused and mistreated children so that they have an alternative to living on the
streets. Efforts by well-intentioned social agencies are becoming virtually
ineffective due to the overwhelming number of cases they must handle. Likewise,
our juvenile courts have become so inundated of late that they youths that enter
that system become mere statistics. Somewhere, soon, someone must have the
initiative to start a pilot project, if only on a smaller scale, where each of the
youths are treated as an individual as soon as they come in contact with the
system. Probation officers who can adequately counsel the young, judges who can
remember the faces of the youngsters, and social agencies withlthe wherewithall to
care for each child must be set up if, in fact, we are ever to attack the increasing
problem of crime. There is no doubt in my mind that at the present time we are

involved in a losing battle. Someone somewhere sometime must stand up, face the

problem, and attack it head-on.

&
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Senator SpecTER. 1 would like to call at this time Father Bruce
Ritter and Mr. Ronald J. Pregliasco and recall Mr. John Rabun for
a panel, please.

Father Ritter, thank you very much for joining us today. You are
the executive director of Covenant House in New York City. We
thank you for being with us. And we would be very pleased to hear
your testimony and suggestions on the problem of the runaway.

STATEMENT OF FATHER BRUCE RITTER, FOUNDER AND
PRESIDENT, COVENANT HOUSE, NEW YORK CITY

Father Ritrer. I am delighted to be able to testify before this
committee about the particular work my friends and I do in New
York among the sexually exploited youngsters in the city. We oper-
ate in Times Square a program called under 21. It is a 24-hour-a-
day crisis center where children can come in anytime at all day or
night and get help on a no-questions-asked basis—food, clothing,
shelter, protection from their pimp——

Senator SpECTER. Where is that located, Father Ritter?

Father Ritter. Eighth Avenue and 43d Street. And a much
larger program Tenth Avenue and 41st Street.

Senator SpecTER. Eighth Avenue between 43d and 44th? You
may have some increase in business.

Father RirTER. I think we might.

About 1,000 kids a month come to our program. Two-thirds of
them are boys. Forty-five percent come from New York State, the
rest from all over the country. Two-thirds have been involved in
prostitution and pornography. Eighty percent of these kids come
from one-parent families with a histery of alcoholism, child abuse,
plus. There are very few mysteries about why children run away
%‘rorr}1 home. Very few children leave a warm, loving, and supportive
amily.

As I am sure most people here know, Times Square has become
the center for prostitution and pornography in the United States.
Everyday hundreds and hundreds of boys and girls, young men and
young women, make their living there as prostitutes in the 10
blocks around where our center is located and where I live on
Eighth Avenue.

The sex industry is at least a $1 billion a year business. The
police have identified hundreds of pimps who work that neighbor-
hood, controlling literally thousands of young people.

And as most people are aware but no one likes to acknowledge,
the sex industry is completely dominated and controlled by orga-
nized crime. In fact, the five New York City crime families make so
much money from the sex industry that they have declared Times
Square to be open territory, meaning all the crime families are
there, they have just divided up the business, you know.

For example, the Gambino and Genovese crime families control
the pornography. Matty the Horse, Matty Ianello, controls the top-
less bar industry and runs a string of gay bars and transvestite
places. The Angelo Bruno crime family operates four places in that
area, two of them practically across the street from our center.

There is no doubt that these very evil and greedy men dominate
the industry.

e ke s
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Senator SpecTER. Why is more not being done by way of law en-
forcement, Father?

Father RirTtEr. Organized crime, I think, in our country has
become a part of the warp and woof of our society. They are, for all
practical purposes, immune. They live and work with impunity.
They are literally, I think, Senator, America’s domestic terrorists.
It has proven extremely difficult to arrest, prosecute, and convict
them. And in my view, it is many ways a protected industry.

Senator SPECTER. Protected through police corruption?

Father RitTeR. Not necessarily corruption.

Senator SpecTeER. How protected then?

Father Rirrer. I will give you an example. Two of my kids were
hustling in Matty the Horse’s place. That is a big transvestite
hangout on West 44th Street. They were picked up at 2 o’clock in
the morning by a john in the place, taken over to Jersey, raped and
slashed pretty badly.

Senator SpecTER. How old were these youngsters?

Father RiTrTER. 14 and 15.

Senator SPECTER. 14- and 15-year-old boys?

Father Ritter. Right. Nothing happened. Show World, which is
run by——

Senator SpECTER. Was there an effort made to determine who did
it, to your knowledge? -

Father RitTer. As far as I know, no effort was made. We report-
ed the case to the police, and nothing happened.

By and large, the attitude of the officialdom in New York is if
the place is well run and does not cause problems on the street, it
will be ignored. Show World, for example, is a 24-hour-a-day sexual
supermarket on the corner of Eighth Avenue and 42nd Street. No
problems occur there because they have their own security force.
The police simply do not bother them.

Senator SPECTER. But in a situation where young boys are picked
up, and raped, attacked, and assaulted, that certainly violates the
term you just articulated; that is, no trouble.

Father RiTrTer. It does, Senator. Last September, 6 weeks ago,
three of my kids were murdered. One was 14, another 18, another
19. The fact that three children were murdered in New York City
never even appeared in the newspapers or on our television
screens. These kids died as anonymously as they lived.

Senator SPECTER. Are you suggesting that there is no interest by
law enforcement in those kinds of murders?

Father RittEr. There is interest after the fact, after the fact.

Senator SPeEcTER. Were investigations made of those murders, to
your knowledge?

Father RiTrTeR. Yes. After the fact.

Senator SpeEcTER. What occurred as a result of those investiga-
tions, if you know?

Father RiTTeER. One child is still unidentified. In the second case,
the perpetrator has not been found. And in the third case the
police think they have a suspect.

Senator SpecTER. Father, what is your suggestion as to how we
cope with this kind of a problem?

Father RitTeER. The reality is, Senator, that I believe quite firmly
that, God help us, we want a sex industry in this country. We have
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a sex industry because there are milli i
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titution and pornography. Hundreds of them, literally hundreds,
will have been beaten, raped, tortured, and held prisoner. And
some of them will be killed. There is not a single public jurisdiction
in New York City or New York State that will accept responsibility
for a homeless 16- or 17-year-old boy or girl.

I mean these kids face the cruelest possible dilemma for a kid.
One of my boys put it for me very directly. He said: “Bruce, I have
two choices. I can either go with a john, a customer, and do what
he wants’—his actual phrase was “sell my tail”—‘or,” he said, ‘I
can rip someone off and go to jail.” And he said: “I am afraid to go
to jail. I wouldn't make it through my first shower. I can’t get a
job. I have no skills. I have no place to live.”

Senator SpecTER. He said he could not make it through his first
shower?

[Father Ritter nods affirmatively.]

Father RiTTeR. He is 16 years old. I literally do not know what I
would have done were I 16 and faced with that impossible choice.

Senator SPECTER. Father Ritter, you paint a very gloomy picture.
What would you suggest that this committee should do about it?

Father RITTER. Senator, the reasons that we have problems like
this are very complex. There are no easy solutions. You could
throw enormous amounts of money at the problem, and nothing
really would happen. Things will change in this area when the
American people decide to change their attitudes.

Our kids are not the problem. It is we adults who are the prob-
lem. We have decided in our society quite clearly that sex is enter-
tainment and that it is OK to pay the entertainers, even when,
God help us, they are children. And until this attitude gets
changed, we are going to witness an ever-increasing number of
young people involved in and caught up in a life of prostitution, a
street life of unbelievable degradation.

You know, the two favorite television shows in this country are
“General Hospital” and “Dallas.” The themes of these shows are
adultery, fornication, homosexuality, greed, lust, cruelty—our two
favorite shows. You know, the word on the street is, “Johns prefer
chicken,” kids. I have had conversations with 18-year-old prosti-
tutes to the effect that: “Bruce, the kids are putting us out of busi-
ness.”

There are many things that could be done and should be done.
We need stricter, more stringent, more persevering law enforce-
ment. In my view, pimps, for all practical purposes, work with im-
munity. There is no question in my mind that the law enforcement
with regard to pimps is not serious. We do need tougher judges.

But what we have to face is the fact that there are hundreds of
thousands of teenagers in our society who have left homes, have
walked away from them because they no longer exist. They cannot

return there. And we must accept some kind of responsibility to
provide care and protection for these children.

In New York, for example, once you blow the candles out on
your 16th birthday cake, you can look your parents right in the eye
and say: “Goodbye, Mom and Dad, it’s been nice, or not so nice, but
it's all over.” You can walk out of your house and they cannot get
you back. You can drop out of school; that is legal. But here are
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some of the things you cannot do: you cannot
of Child Welfare, you are too old. d 0% appeal to the Bureau

Senator SpeEcTER. Would you suggest raising the age?

Father Rirter. No; it is unrealistic, it is simply unrealistic. You
cannot appeal to the Division of Youth, you are too old. You cannot
get on welfare, you are too young. You cannot get medical help,
you are too young. You cannot get work, you are too young. You
cannot even legally sign into a hotel or motel, you are too young.

What you can and do, for all practical purposes is, in order to
survive, become a prostitute.

Senator SpeEcTER. Father Ritter, what advice would you give to
the parents to deal with and try to stop the runaways from their
homes, children running away?

Father RirrEr. I really do not think the problem should be stated
f'}elafl Wgy. thstthat run awa;i fromﬂba}s}ically warm, intact families

ally do not stay away very long. If they sta i
two, they will return h%me. yione y stay away for a night or

Basically, the kids who run away and stay away are children
whose families have disintegrated, who really do not want the kids
most of the time. ’

Senator SpecTER. But there are many children who run away
from parents who do not want them to run away.

_Father RirTeR. That is true. I would estimate, based on our expe-
rience, maybe 20 percent of the kids.

Senator SPECTER. All right. Dealing with that 20 percent, at least
as a starting point, based on your extensive experience, what
advice would you have for parents where the children have shown
some inclination to run away? What should the parents do to try to
stop them from being runaways?

Father Rirter. OK. Usually, a boy or girl runs away from a good
family like this, largely as a result of years and years of recrimina-
tion, bitterness, misunderstanding, and lack of communication.
A_nd W}_1en you come to the crisis point, the flashpoint, when the
kid decides to take off, it is very difficult then to recover the rela-
tionship.

I would strongly recommend that families who are having seri-
ous difficulties with their teenaged children, that they immediately
involve a trusted, competent, third party. It does not have to be a
psychologist or psychiatrist. It could be a close family friend, a rel-
ative, a priest, a minister, some counselor, somecne in whom both
the child and the parent have confidence and trust s¢ they can per-
haps begin to work through some of the problems that may force
that child to run way.

Senator SpecteER. Father Ritter, what advice would you give to
the youngsters?

Father Rrrter. Don’t stop talking. Don’t run. Go to some adult
friend, not one of your peers. Go to an adult friend that you trust
and try to talk out problems. Usually, help can be found for chil-
dren from intact families, if the kids know where to find it. We
}ﬁalve made it difficult, however, for these kids to get that kind of

elp.

Senator SpecTtErR. I am sorry, but I must interrupt at this
moment. After we had scheduled these hearings, the Appropri-
ations Committee scheduled a markup to consider the bill for the
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Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services and related
agencies. That started 1 hour ago. We have a quorum there, and
there are matters thereto which I must now attend to.
So I must interrupt, and I will be back as soon as I.cgn. '
[The prepared statement of Father Ritter and additional materi-
al follows:]

q
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PREPARED STATEMENT oF FATHER BRuceE RITTER

I am Father Bruce Ritter, the founder and President of Covenant House,
which is an agency that has specialized in the care of runaway, homeless, and
sexually exploited youth since 1968. Located in the heart of Times Square in
New York City, we are open 24 hours a day t;.o provide anyone under 21 years of
age with basic food, clothing and shelter as well as with supportive counsel-
ling, medical, legal, casework, educational and vocational services that are
designed to help them make a successful transition into productive adulthood.
Under out policy of open intake, no one who meets our age criteria and comes
to us for help may ever be turned away. On the average, we see about 1,000
youngsters each month.

Before providing specific recommendations, I want to thank Senator
Spector and the members of the Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice, for the op~
portunity to present this testimony on behalf of a population that has re~
mained nearly invisible, ZLast year, the Subcommittee on the Constitution
estimated that there may be over one million runaways in the United States
with 500,000 of these youth being homeless. Similarly, the Subcommittee on
Select Education in the House has asked the General Accounting Office to
conduct a national survey, with which we are cooperating, on the incidence

of child prostitution and pornography so that we may have a more accurate
understanding ofi the range of this problem which is directly related to
runaway and homeless youth.

I have no doubt that this survey will show a dramatic increase in
runaway and homeless youth becoming involved in child prostitution and por-
nography. While this may be most visibly evidenced in Times Square, the
forthcoming National Symposium on Exploited and Victimized Children in
Iouisville will surely demonstrate that the problem exists in every urban
area throughout the country. However, as important as it is to have hard
information on the incidence of occurence, we must move beyond this stage
to the point where we can take scme decisive action. That is why I am
pleased to address you today, and that is why I cammend the efforts you

are taking here to help these youngsters.

Ed
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It may interest you to know that 'my own introduction to the problem
was quite accidental. I am a Franciscan priest who was teaching medieval
theology at Manhattan College in 1968. puring one of my lectures on the
need to became actively involved with the poor, my students challenged me
to practice what I preached. With the consent of my superiors, I soon found
myself living in New York's East Village which, then as now, is an extremely @
poor area frequented by drug addicts, illegal aliens and homeless children.
Tt was there that around 2:002M one snowy winter day, I was awakened by six
kids, aged 14 to 17, who asked to spend the night on my livingroom floor. ‘
Tt turned out that they had just been burned out of the abandoned building j
that was their hame by same junkies wﬂo wanted them to work as prostitutes--
that was after they had run away from a "friendly" couple in Yonkers who ;
made them pay for their room and board by starring in a pgmographic movie. '
Later that day, after 24 different telephone calls to public and
private child welfare agencies, the best advice I received on how to help
these children was to have them arrested. Since it should not be a crime
to be hameless and hungry in our country, I decided to care for them my-
self. 1In that way was Covenant House born.
Since 1977, when we opened our Under 21 Center in Times Square,
over 20,000 youngsters have came to us for help. Our statistics for 1980

show that 43% of these kids were residents of New York State, with the

majority coming from any of the other 49 states as well as from U. S.
possessions and foreign countries. The vast majority, or 76% of our
total population, were between the ages of 16 and 21. Sixty-five per
cent of them were males, and 71% were Black and Hispanic youngsters.

On the average, they have a 5th grade reading level and came from single
parent families with a history of alcoho}ism and child abuse. More than

60% of them have experienced same form of sexual exploitation during

their lives on the streets.
Over the years, our work with these youngsters has established
a strikingly similar pattern. As I mentioned earlier, the first category

are younger children who have run away from home to avoid situations of
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abuse and neglect, including sexual abuse. The second category, mostly
older adolescents, may more porperly be termed "throwaways" instead of
runaways as they have been forced to leave homes that can no longer
sustain them. Finding themselves on the streets, with little marketable
skills, these kids are soon recruited, if not openly abducted, by the
organized child prostitution and pornography industries which, in New
York at least, are estimated to earn close to $1:Billion each year, much
of it tax free.

If you could talk to these kids, as I have, you would see a face
before you that is prematurely old fram malnourishment, beatings and ve-
neral disease. You would sense a spirit that has been broken, bereft of
all hope, and terribly isolated. I will never forget one 17 year old boy,
who had been working in the streets for four years, who said, "give me one
good reason why I should not jump off the Brooklyn Bridge." I was .hard
presséd to give him an answer that would make sense to him. His situation
was not unique by any means.

In fact, one of the most difficult obstacles my staff has to face
in working with these kids is to give them a genuine feeling of self-value
which will motivate them to reconstruct their lives. Streetwise youngsters
know, from what they have experienced, that our society is content to ac-
cept child prostitution as a so-called "victimless" crime. Without a home
and with marginal skills, they know that ‘there are very few jobs open to
them. They also know the violence of the streets and that their exploiters
will not sit idly by and losé their source of incame.

Just this last September, there were three girls, all under the age
of 17, who had spent some time with us at Under 21 and were found brutally
murdered within five blocks of our Center. One of them has yet to be posi-
tively identified by the police. A pimp actually came into our Center one
morning and offered us $500 for a 13 year old girl from Maine. A 14 year
0lé boy was chased into the Center one day by his pimp who was carrying a
broken bottle. He was trying to kill the boy who had escaped fram a motel

right down the street where he was held prisoner for six weeks. A 17 year
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old girl from Staten Island had a tough time making the $200 a night her
(1) One relatively easy solution will be for this Subcammittee

pimp required, She would come into our Center for just a few minutes at

a time, to get a bite to eat or a shower, before she went back on the street. to support the bill already introduced before the Congress by

I met her a few weeks before Christmas, and she was killed just shortly be- Senator Paula Hawkins from Florida which would create a national

foré New Year's. Her body was chopped in a dozen pieces and distributed | clearinghouse for missing children. As we understand it, this
bill will allow parents or anyone with potential information on

in various parts of New York and New Jersey, wrapped in Christmas packages. &
) missing and runaway children to enter such data into the national

There are more recent case studies amended to this testimony with still
computer system which is already maintained by the FBI. Con-

more examples, if you need them. ]
fidentiality and safeguards against abuse of the system will

What we are up against, pure and simple, is the greeed of organized
be assured by allowing only law enforcement officials to have

crime which capitalizes on the disintegration of the American family by using
access to this information. This will better equip them in

the children and young adults whom nobody wants to satisfy our socie’éy's most
their efforts to find such children and return them to their

depraved sexual desires. If you took a walk down Eighth Avenue and 42nd
parents, We at Covenant House return about 60 children each
~

Street today, you would see the marquee of the Grand Pussycat Theatre,
week to parents who are overjoyed to learn that their children

which is the flagship of Mikey Zetferano's national network of porn palaces,
are well and will soon be returned to them.

all aglow with notices of the movie called "Kid Stuff." You would pass by

the newly reopened Paradise Alley, featuring live nudes, right across from fl (2) However, the above bill will do little to help those

our Under 21 Center. Martin Hodas, who owns this establishment and six adolescents and young adults who are not wanted by their
-~ |

others, enjoys the good life out in the exclusive suburb of Lawrence, Long parents. I can't tell you the number of times I have tele-

Island. Paradise Alley is right next to the Cameo porn theétre, which is phoned parents to inform them that we have their children

right next to the Globe Hotel, the biggest hotbed hotel on the block which only to have them tell me thak since I have them, then I can
rents rooms by the hour. keep them. In these cases, we need the resources to help these
All of this exists openly for anyone to see despite the presence youngsters establisn themselves in independent living situa-

of the Protection of Children Against Sexual Exploitation Act of 1977, de- tions and, when you examine this further, their most pressing

spite the excellent efforts of the Mayor's Midtown Enforcement Project, and need is for housing.

despite the outrage of thousands of people who give genercusly to keep Cov- f Last year, we were able to place nearly 2,000 youngsters into
enant House there on Eighth Avenue while also demanding of their respective " u entry level jobs or job training programs, but it takes a
legislators that something be done to stop it. minimum of 18 months to complete such training. If one

Why does this exist? Because a small segment of our society wants ' i with admitedly marginal skills has to worry each day about
it. The rest of us decry it, but do not seem able to do anything about it. * " where he or she will sleep that night, there is not much

Perhaps we don't care enough, or maybe we don't know enough. energy left to be applied to learning a job skill. Some kind

By these hearings, you have evidenced a concern to take some action, of temporary housing or a voucher system for attaining such

and I am pleased to assist you by offering the following recommendations: housing must be made available to these youngsters if we

are to really support their efforts to enter the job market.

B N



In addition, the private sector employers who do develop job
training programs must be assured that tax incentives will be
granted, so that they will expand upon this vitally needed
service.

(3) Given the current pressure to balance the Federal budget,
I nust encourage you to continue your excellent efforts to
assure that funding for runaway shelters is not decreased. The
National Network of Runaway and Youth Services, which is based
here in Washington, can tell you of the actual need to increase
the number of shelters that exist for homeless youth, and I

- urge you to invite Steve Rourke, the Execuitve Director, to

submit his own written testimony in this regard.

We know that commnity-based diversion programs and other shelter
programs further the intent of the Juvenile Justice and Delingquency
Preventicn Act by providing cost effective alternatives to the
incarceration of status offenders. They also prevent thousands

of homeless youth from being forced to commit crimes to get the
money they need for survival. BAs a 20 year old runaway from
Massachusetts told Barbara Rosen of the Wall Street Journal, in

a recent article about Covenant House that is included in your
press kit, Under 21 "stopped me from doing something I don't

want to do." In fact, we feel that our presence in Times Square

has done more to reduce crime there tharn eny other single factor.

(4) On the matter of child abuse, we are greatly encouraged by
the number of bills that are before the Congress which will help

local cammnities address this growing picblem. However, we
urge that child prostitution and pormography be included in all

definitions of child abuse, and that local child protective
officials be mandated to investigate cases of youngsters

abused, destitute and maltreated on the streets as well as

within the home.
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(5) On the matter of child pomggraphy, I am appending to this
testimony a copy of an ’;amlcus curiae" brief which we currently
have pending before the U.S. Supreme Court., This supports the
appeal made by Manhattan District Attorney Morgenthau in the
matter of New York v. Ferber, the notorius "kiddie porn" case
in which the State Court of Appeals found the penal law which

banned the sexual performance by a child to be unconstitutionai

I urge this Subcommittee to use the benefit of the most current
findings from chilg psychologists and other experts that we have
Presented to show the long term damage to victims of child por—
nography who must live with the knwoeledge that their body is
"available" for anyone willing to pay the price. Additionally,
we demonstrate the ineffectiveness of the Federal statute against
child pornography in that since its enactment in 1977, only 13
indictments have been obtained under the "distribution" section
and only one indictment, and no convictions, under the "production"
section of the Act. This Subcommittee must strengthen the Pro-
tection of Children Against Sexual Exploitation Act so that a
finding of obscenity is not the only recourse that Iocal com-
munities have to protect their children against this vilest

form of child abuse. |

(6) Finally, I must ask you to direct the FBI to became more
involved in uncovering the national networks of Prostitution

and pornography which are many times. controlled by the same

organized crime figures who deal in the trafficking of illegal

drugs, waterfront corruption and labor sweatshoi:s. The Justice

Department must also take a leadez,:ship position in eéncouraging

the prosecution and mandatory sentencing of people convicted

of these crimes.

In closing, let me again thank you for the invitation to Speak

to
you today. Let me also Tepeat that we at Covenant House stand ready

e
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to assist this Subcommittee and any other group which seeks to evidence
the same concern and cammitment that we have to the proposition that

young pecple should not be bought, sold or otherwise exploited by adults
anywhere at anytime.
APPENDIX

Linda, age 17, ran dozens of times from a mother prone to break-
dowvns and an alcoholic and seductive father who physically abused
her. Each time she received a beating from her father, Linda left
her home in New Jersey for Times Square. There she engaged in
prostitution and drug use. Linda came to Covenant House and re-
ceived shelter and counseling in the girls' runaway program.

Early one morning she was pursued by a street gang.and‘ran.lnto

a building and up to the roof. Either falling or jumping In her
panic, Linda was impaled on an iron fence, which had to pe severed
with a blow torch in order for her to be taken to a ho§p1tal.
After her discharge, Linda went home and received phys;cal_therapy.
In 1980, Linda was seen in the Times Square area pro;tltu?lng once
again. In May 1981 she gave birth to a baby boy. Linda is current-
ly living in New Jersey with the baby's father in an apartment
furnished by her parents.

Diana, age 17, first came to Under 21 in 1978, after fleeing from
her pimp. She initially appeared severely depressed and exgressed
suicidal thoughts. Diana would leave Under 21 for long periods )
of time to return to prostitution. Contact with Diana's mothe; in~-
dicated that she was remanded to an in-patient psychiatric facil-
ity in New Jersey where the family lives. Although our efforts to
return Diana to this facility were futile, we were so concerned
about her depression that we facilitated hospitalization in a psy-
chiatric hospitdl in New York City. Several times over the next
two years, Diana returned home, only to come back to her pimp after
a few months. In late 1980, Diana left her parents and began
prostituting herself again. In September 1981 Diana tried to com-
mit suicide and was placed in 'a New York City psychiatric hospital
for observation. The hospital was willing to discharge her to
Covenant House regardless of her heavily depressed state. Coven-
ant House would not accept her referral. In October 1981, Diana
was discharged from the psychiatric facility.

Hope, 17, was referred to Under 21 by the police a year-and-a-
half ago. She had been in placement for over three years, as her
mother was unable to care for her. Hope refused to return to the
agency in which she was placed, and SSC was unable to develop other
options for her. As a result, Hope lived on the streets, support-—
ing herself through prostitution and becoming involveq in a local
gang. In March 1981, Hope was arrested for prostitution and
mugging, and is presently serving a one- to three-year sentence

in a correctional facility. She continues to meet on a monthly
basis with a Covenant House social worker in order to work on
post-probation alternatives.

William, age 16, came to New York City from Gainesville, Flo;ida.

He was referred to Under 21 by a friend of the family. William
has been living with his mother and two sisters, and stgrted running
away when he was 12. Wwilliam said that his mother phyglcally abused
him and his sister, and allowed her boyfriends to physically abuse
him and sexually abuse his sisters. He also said that the mot@er.
purchased alcohol rather than food with her welfare checks. William
appeared to be malnourished, tired and drawn. He reported tha? he
had been using drugs and alcohol since the age of 13 to cope with
his family problems. William was eventually returned to the
Florida Protective Services in lieu of facing contempt charges for
truancy in Florida.
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Larry, age 19, lived with his mother and maternal grandmother in
Brooklyn until age eight. His grandmother took the more active role
in his early upbringing. When he was five years old, Larry acciden-
tally set fire to his bhed. His grandmother made him sleep on the
bare box spring to teach him a lesson, and seemed more concerned
about the apartment than about her grandson. At the age of eight
his mother was hospitalized for a psychiatric illness. For the
next six years, Larry was shuffled between an uncle in Queens and
an aunt in Uniontown, Pa. He was unable to adjust, and began
truanting, taking drugs, and getting into trouble. His grandmother
put him up for adoption, and he was placed in several foster homes
followed by a series of group home placements. Larry became a
chronic agency runaway and came to Under 21 and to ICU in December
1980, requesting shelter and a Job Corps referral. Larry is current-
ly involved in counseling through the ICU, and is interested in
entering a school or day program.

Arthur, age 20, lived with his natural parents until age nine,

when his mother died of cancer. The family was split up and he and
two siblings went to live with an aunt and uncle for two years.
They returned to the father and because of constant conflicts,
overcrowding and Arthur's inability to get along with his step-
mother, he ran away. At the age of 13, Arthur was arrested for
driving a stolen car and placed in a shelter, followed by a group
home placement. Arthur became an habitual agency runaway and
sabotaged numerous SSC placements. Arthur came to Under 21 in

June 1978, and came many times thereafter. His case was referred
to ICU, but he refused their services. Arthur took to the streets,
hanging out on 42nd Street, living from place to place and becoming
involved, briefly, with gang activities. 1In October 1980, Arthur
returned and it was learned that he had to appear in court to face
a robbery charge. Arrangements were made for Arthur to take a

test in order to qualify for a GED training program. He passed

the test and all information was documented and sent to the judge
to verify Arthur's intentions. Arthur is presently awaiting the
court's decision.

Tom, age 18, grew up in Upper Manhattan. His mother is alcoholic,
and stabbed the father to death when Tom was about one-year-old.
The mother spent some time in jail for the crime, and Tom went to
live with an uncle. His uncle was very strict and there seemed

to be some evidence of abuse, although no complaint was made.

It was during this time that Tom began running away. Tom lived
with his uncle until he was 12, when he returned to his mother.

He continued to run, and was placed in a residential treatment
center at 13. His mother went to court to have him discharged

back to her custody, and he continued to run and started acting
out. Tom was in and out of several SSC placements and drug treat-
ment programs between the ages of 15 and 17. He was arrested in
April 1980 for breaking and entering; in May 1980 for purse snatching;
and in August 1980 as an accomplice to a robbery. He spent four
months in jail and received five years sprobation. Tom was referred
to ICU in February 1981 because his mother threw him out. He re-
ceived shelter at Under 21 and was discharged after three days for
stealing. He was referred to a series of placements and discharged
for acting out behavior. 1In March 1981 he was arrested for posses-
sion of marijuana. Tom was placed in a group home and ICU contacted
Tom's probation officer and lawyer recommending that as a condition
of probation, Tom be placed at a secure facility offering psychi-
atric care.

Victor, age 16, is on probation for two charges of robbery in Feb-
ruary and March 198l1. Victor ran away to Under 21 after stealing
money belonging to his family. He ran because he feared that his
father would physically assault him for taking the money. Victor
returned to the home, and the entire family is receiving counseling
which has relieved much of the tension. Victor will be entering
the Job Corps in October 1981 in order to receive his high school
diploma and to learn a trade.

e st
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g age 17, was referred to Under 21 by the Salvgtlon Army .
gzoiiséd gith éoth parents until he was four! when pls parents sep-—
arated. The children remained in Brooklyn with their mother.
George's father was killed in a truck acc1@ent when George was had
14, which has impacted greatly on his emotional stability. He ha
been running away since he was 13 bgcause he resented the attentlog
his mother paid to his siblings. His problems have been compounde
by his mother's rejection of his current homosegual llfgstyle. on
Several family meetings were set up for counseling sessions, whic
George's mother did not attend, although she eventually signed papers
so that George could be placed in a group home or treatment center.

i age 18, has been in foster care since the age of three.
gztzié age of’14 her foster mother moved to North Carolina, anq
Patti's mother would not allow her to accompany the.fostgr family.
Patti had tired of foster care, and lived with a friend in Atlagta
for three years. She recently visited New York and was forced into
prostitution by her aunt's boyfriend. $he became frightened §nd
despondent, and went to the Port Authority for help. .The police
in the Port Authority referred her to.Under 2}. ?attl was sus-—
pected of continuing her involvement in prostitution while at Under
21, and was confronted and counseled around that issue. She at-
tended an on-site school, P.S. 106M. Although her attandance was

poor, her progress was satisfactory. Patti is_cgrrex}tly in.the
Job Corps and hopes to receive her GED and training in nursing.

Dana, 17, was raised by her grandparents in Chicago. When she was
13, her mother took her to California, where she began to beat on
Dana, for no apparent reason. Dana ran away at age 14, was placed
in a group home at age 15, and then at 16 s@e joined the'reserves.
She received an honorable discharge for medical reasons in June
1981. Dana came to Under 21 in August 1981 to escape from a pimp
who had forced her into prostitution on her arrival in New York
City. She was involved in prostitution for three weeks and began
working with the pimp squad and the Covenant House 1ega1_dep§rt—
ment to try and apprehend her pimp. Because.of our location in
Times Square, we felt that Dana should be quickly placeq outside
the city so that she would not have to be constantly reminded of
her ordeal. She had no family to live with, and had Fques;ed a
structured environment where she could develop self-dlsclpl+ne and
receive counseling. Arrangements were made for Dana to reside at
Covenant House's female residence until a SSC group home placement
could be finalized.
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[From the Wall Street Journal, Oct. 23, 1981}

A NEw York SHELTER Is HELPING THE YOUNG To LEAVE THE STREETS
(By Barbara Rosen)

New York—Most of them are teenagers. Most are black. Most are boys. They could
be in any city high school as they line up for lunch, stand around talking or go to class,
gym or counseling sessions.

This is Covenant House, a place near Times Square that tries to help kids who have
no home but New York City's streets. Its executive director, the Rev. Bruce Ritter,
calls it “an intensive-care unit for dying children.”

Father Ritter says that three out of five who come to Covenant House have been
involved in pornography or prostitution. They seek help because they want to get off
the streets for good. Yet few of them know how to survive anywhere else, says Sister
Mary Gretchen Gilroy, executive director of Under 21, Covenant House’s shelter and
crisis center. They don’t know where to look for a job or an apartment, she says. Many
of them are baffled by the subway system.

More often than not, Covenant House ultimately fails to help them. Often, however,
it turns their lives around. .

RUNNING AWAY

“Jim,” a 20-year-old from Massachusetts, had run away from a job transfer he didn’t
want and from a dying father he had never communicated with. He spent his first few
nights in New York at the Port Authority bus terminal, where his luggage and $700
savings were stolen. Unable to find a job, he approached a minister, who sent him to
Covenant House. Under 21 “stopped me from doing something I don’t want to do,” he
says.

Now, having failed to find a job before his self-set deadline, he is going home. His
counselors at Under 21 had wanted him to do that from the start. “We send more kids
home in a week than most runaway shelters treat,” Father Ritter says.

Covenant House estimates that there are 20,000 homeless teen-agers in New York.
Many don’t qualify for government aid; many don’t know how to apply. At a time
when governmental budget cuts threaten even the limited programs available,
Covenant House stands as an example of what can be done almost entirely with
private funds. It was cited by President Reagan in an Oct. 5 address to the National
Alliance of Business.

Those who have sought help at Convenant House over the years have ranged in age
from nine to 21, but they are all “my kids” or “our kids” to Father Ritter, a 54-year old
Conventual Franciscan priest. He started helping them 12 years ago by taking 10 of
them into his apartment in East Greenwich Village. Today, Under 21 shelters an
average of 200 a night.

A young person caix come to Under 21 at any hour, be given a bed, toothbrush,
toothpaste and soap and be told that breakfast is at eight. No questions asked, no fees
charged. Any staff member who turns someone away ‘‘is fired on the spot,” Father
Ritter says. Last year, he says, more than 8,500 of his “‘kids” went on to a new life or
decided to go home again.

But at an interview in his large but sparsely furnished office, Father Ritter doesn’t
focus on his successes. When he talks of “my kids,” he also means his failures—the
two he has “lost” for every one helped—and the countless others who never asked for
help. Three of those he had ‘“lost,” he says, were found killed last month.

A prime force behind the youths’ Plight Father Ritter says, “is New York’s sex
industry.” which he calls a billion-dollar industry that the police and politicians are
reluctant to take on. “Our kids aren’t the problem; we are the problem,” he says.

“We have made it almost fashionable for a child to be a sex object.”

More than half the youths are from outside New York. Many are runaways, to
whom “Times Square is more exciting than any television show,” Father Ritter says.
Others never had a real home to run away from. Sister Alicia Damien, director of
residential services, tells of one girl who came in “beaten from head to toe” with an
extension cord by her mother, who wanted her to work the streets.

In the past year, 40% of those who have sought help at Covenant House have been
17 or under. “They can’t relate consequences to actions yet,” Father Ritter says. “Kids
can be taught—that it's fine to be a pimp, that it’s okay to deal drugs.” Many of the
homeless turn to prostitution, he says, because it's safer than stealing. They run less
risk of going to jail. “People wring their hands about Times Square,” he says, “but
nobody is going to take on organized crime. The laws against public obscenity aren't
enforced in this city.”

0w
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New York’s mayor, Edward Koch, replies that when the sex industry violates the
law, the city sees to it “that the law is enforced and that those who are in violation are
apprehended and, if the courts agree, convicted and sent to prison.” He adds. “I
believe that examination of my record of enforcing the law with regard to the
sex-related industries such as prostitution and obscenity will show it to be a good
record.”

More boys than girls come to Covenant House, Father Ritter explains, because more
boys are working the streets; it is easier for them to work without a pimp. Covenant
House also shelters teen-age mothers—19 of them one recent night—and their
children.

According to Father Ritter, eight out of 10 who seek Covenant House’s help come
from one-parent households with a history of drug abuse or alcoholism; tests indicate
that 79% have a serious physical learning disability. “If you want to see what my kids
will become” he says, “just walk down 42d Street between Seventh and Eighth
Avenues. You can't live for months on the street.”

As soon as a youth comes to Under 21, a file is started. It is updated every eight
hours as the staff learns more about his needs and makes plans to meet them. Meeting
them can mean everything from medical, vocational, psychological and social counsel-
ing to clothing and a Social Security number. It can also involve getting in touch with
the city Social Services for Children or with other agencies, such as the state’s Central
Registry in the case of child abuse.

A PHONE CALL HOME

Within 24 hours, those under 16 are encouraged to phone home but aren’t required
to disclose their whereabouts. Later, staff members try to talk with the family to
determine whether going home might work out. If not, other avenues are explored—
other relatives; runaway houses, or group homes, some affiliated with Covenant
House; an independent life, jobs, the military.

A resident can leave at any time but can stay indefinitely, just so long as he keeps
working toward the goals decided on. (A child under 16 can stay on in any case.) Some
309% leave before a plan to help them is ready. About 20% reject a plan and leave. The
rest, about half, go to parents or relatives (20%), to long-term residential programs
(209%), or full independence (10%) but roughly-one-third-of all these eventually end up
back in the streets.

Why do so many slip back? Some fear their pimps. Some have simply lost faith that
the future can be better. “Changes are scary for us,” says Joyce Bowman of Covenant
House’s mother-child program. “Covenant House's mother-child program. “Can you
imagine it for these kids?”

The average stay at Under 21 is only two weeks, but “There is a licensed New York
City public school on the premises. The residential floors have 115 beds in single,
double and triple rooms. When the beds run out, kids sleep on floor mats. The
three-building facility also includes a licensed clinic, a gymnasium, a cafeteria and
administrative offices.

Many of the residents must be physically protected. Staff members tell numerous
stories of pimps threatening to come in shooting if their girls aren’t released. The
facility is guarded by off-duty police officers, and Father Ritter sees to it that they are
generally big enough to scare away trouble. “I hire some very big staff,” he says.

Father Ritter tells of one young man who came to him for advice about six months
ago. He was determined to rescue a prostitute friend from her pimp. “We can protect
her; you can’t,” Father Ritter told him, but he didn't listen. He was found stabbed to
death. The pimp has been charged.

The staff tries to keep Covenant House from looking like a detention facility, and
that’s hard because it used to be a state prison. There are still bars on the windows
and gates in the stairwells, contrasting sharply with brightly painted doors and
colorful carpeting.

The problems of theft and violence, Father Ritter says, are ‘less than in the average
public high school.” How about crimes in the neighborhood? Precinct officers disagree
as to how often Covenant House residents may be responsible.

THE FINGER POINTS

Officer Steven Cacioppo of the 10th Precinct says, “The finger is going to tend to be
pointed at Covenant House.” In his opinion, these accusations are ‘“‘very seldom”
right. He calls Covenant House “a positive step in getting the kids off the street.”

Sgt. Michael Gerhold, also of the 10th says, “We know that they’ve committed a lot
of crimes.” This is true, he says, “anytime you have a facility like that where you can’t
guarantee the whereabouts of the kids” all the time.
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But Sister Gilroy says that “we won’t let the kids use this place” as a home b
crime. She points out that residents’ days are fully schedulgd—“It’s mandatora;rsi}fgi
they be doing something; they may not simply hang out.” A 10 p.m. curfew, she says
is thx"lctly enforced. ’ ’

ter several years of working mostly with city funding and its requiremen
Father Ritter decided to work primarily with youngypeople w%lo didn’t quzglify for citti;
funds. Over 90% of Covenant House’s projected $12 million budget next year will be
raised privately. Most of the money comes from small individual donors, but there are
some big benefactors: The Grace Foundation has donated more than $130,000 since
g;gdmld-?'ms and C{vlase Mgnlﬁatg:an Ba?llm{ mgre than $100,000. Others contribute

s and services; Youn ubicam, the advertisin
House for production but Eot for labor. 8 agency, charges Covenant

Father Ritter himself appeals for money for Covenant House at Masses around the
country. Last August, for example, he averaged 10 Masses a weekend and raised
$11,000. He plans to step up his fund-raising efforts to help offset impending budget
cuts in programs like the National Health Services Corps. While Covenant House gets
only 10 percent of its money from government, some of its work, especially the clinic’s
greatly, depends on that 10 percent.

Covenant House has 300 full-time staffers. Their annual salaries range from $9,000
for some clerical and maintenance workers to $45,000 for a senior executive. Almost
200 of the 300 work at Under 21, and most of them make about $10,400 a year. Many
staff members are professionals—teachers, nurses, counselors, lawyers—who have
taken sizable pay cuts from their previous jobs.

James Kelly, manager of direct-mail marketing, came to Covenant House from
Internat‘i‘opal Telephone & Telegraph Corp. Joyce Bowman came from a personnel
agency. “I'm making less, but I'm a lot happier, she says. “I can go home from a good
day here and feel like I've done something good.”

There are also 175 volunteers. And then there is the Covenant Community, a
religicus group of about 60 persons who reside at a Covenant House annex with
Fathetj Ritter for a year and devote their time to prayer and to working with the kids.
They receive room, board and $12 a week. Christine Hall used to teach school in
Syracuge. Now she lives in the Community and works with younger boys, considered
among th% most difficult to handle. “It’s a common commitment, a common goal,” she
says. “We're serious about our commitments and about our faith.”

Covenant Heuse opened a subsidiary, the Casa Alianza, in Guatemala in July and is
considering opening ,shelters in Toronto and Houston. Each of the latter would be *=
clone of New York,” Father Ritter says. But the Guatemalan shelter is designed to
meet the longer-term needs of the homeless children of Guatemala, who suffer more
from starvation on the streets than from subjection to prostitution or pornography.

89-254.0 - 82 - 4
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480 West 41st Street, New York, N.Y. 10036
Area Code (212) 354-4323

[Covenant house

FATHER BRUCE RITTER, O.F,M. CONV.

Father Bruce Ritter, a Franciscan priest, is the founder
and President of Covenant House, an international child care
agency, and of its well~-known crisis center, UNDER 21, in
Times Square.

Homeless, runaway, and sexually-exploited youth can
come to UNDER 21 for help on a round-the-clock, "no-questions-
asked" basis. Food, shelter, social, health, legal, educa-
tional, and vocational services are offered to the more than
12,000 adolescents who come to its door each year.

In July of 1981, Covenant House opened its first overseas
mission in Antigua, Guatemala, for the homeless shoeshine
boys of that country. Covenant House will also be opening
a crisis shelter for youth in Toronto, Canada, in January
of 1982, and a second one in Houston, Texas, by June of 1982,

Father Ritter beccame involved with young runaways and
prostitutes while working among the urban poor on Manhattan's
Lower East Side in 1968. He had left his position as campus
chaplain and professor of Theology at Manhattan College,
and moved to a tenement apartment to begin a ministry of
"availability" to the people of this desolate ghetto. One
night, six young people came to him for shelter. Unable
to find assistance for them among the existing social service
agencies, he could not bring himself to send them back out
on the street. More and more young people began coming
to him for the help and shelter they could obtain no where
else. Rather unintentionally, Covenant House was born.

A native of Trenton, New Jersey, Father Ritter entered
the Franciscan seminary in 1947 after a stint in the U.S.
Navy. In 1956, he was ordained a priest in the Cenventual
Franciscan order. He was awarded his doctorate in Medieval
Theology in Rome in 1958, and taught theology in St. Anthony-
on-Hudson, and St. John's University before his transfer
to Manhattan College.

Father Ritter is the recipient of numerous awards and
citations, among them the National Jefferson Award from the
american Institute of Public Service in Washington, D.C.,
the Service to Youth Award from the New York State Division
for Youth, and the International Franciscan Award.

He has also attained national prominence as a result of

his media appearances, and testimony before government and
community groups.
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THANKSGIVING, 1981

: Covenﬂn'l' house 460 West 41st Street, New York, N.Y, 10036

Area Code (212) 354-4323

Hello, my friends,

This is going to be an upbeat Thanksgiving letter. I promise you that. I've got the
greatest, heartwarmingest story to tell you and it's not even about one of my kids. Not
exactly anyway.

But, first, I've got to get something off my chest. You see, Paradise Alley just
reopened, gaudier, brighter than ever, this time with live nudes. For almost two years,
this raunchy blight of a peepshow had been closed by the effective action of the Mayor's
Midtown Enforcement Project run by the capable and caring Carl Weisbrod. Paradise
Alley is right across from UNDER 21. The action on Eighth Avenue heated up right away.
The girls are back working the street in front of our chapel. The pimps, hustlers,
runners, johns and assorted hangers-on are back. Paradise Alley is right next to the
Cameo porno theatre which is right next to the Globe Hotel, the biggest hotbed hotel on
the block. From our Covenant Community residence we can see the continuous action on the
street below:  the buying and selling of bodies, the commercial recreational exchange
called prostitution that is one of the biggest -~ and untaxed -- industries in New York,

Martin Hodas lives at 37 Harbor View West out in Lawrence, Long Island, 11559, an
exclusive suburb of New York City. A lot of very wealthy people live there., Martin Hodas
is the smut king of New York. He owns Paradise Alley. He lives far from the sleaze and
grime and violence and exploitation and death of Eighth Avenue and 42nd Street. But he
makes a lot of money there. Martin Hodas who lives in exclusive Lawrence, out on Long
Island, owns at least six other porno book stores in New York City. What he retails is
promiscuity, adultery, sodomy, fornication, sado-masochism, homosexuality and all kinds
of things we used to call perversion. He lives at 37 Harbor View West . . . the very
address reeks of affluence and security and no garbage in the streets and no riffraff
hanging around. There are certainly no pimps and pushers and prostitutes and johns
hanging out in front of 37 Harbor View West. The neighbors would complain. Property
values would go down. Their children would be endangered and corrupted.

It's perfectly OK, though, for Martin Hodas to live there. I wonder if his neighbors
go to his parties or they invite him to theirs? Martin Hodas is a panderer. Webster's
New Collegiate Dictionary, 1980 edition, defines panderer this way: "someone who caters
to or exploits the weakness of others, a pimp." Does his wife know Martin Hodas is a
pimp? Do his kids know their futher is in such a dirty business? I wonder how he
explains it to his children. I wonder if Martin Hodas out in exclusive Lawrence knows
what he is doing?

Can you forgive a sinner before he repents of his sin? Should we? Must we? Is the
answer always to cite the example of Jesus -- "Forgive them, Father., They don't know what
they're doing" -- these unforgettable and troubling words whispered by Christ minutes
before He died in agony, extending pardon to the men who tortured and killed Him?

Are there some who do know what they are doing and don't care? Men who act out of
greed, a lust for money, by exploiting the darker side of our nature?* If, after all,
nobody really "knows" what he's "doing" or choosing to do, for evil or good, then the
reality of freedom and choice and accountability flies out the window. There is no good
and evil, no right and wrong, no vice and virtue. There are only different degrees of
ignorance. Ignorance might get a lot of people into heaven. Does it keep everybody out
of hell? Is nobody there, because nobody ever knew enough about the evil he committed to
merit punishment? Does Martin Hodas know what he js doing?

Christ said a lot of troubling things. Paradoxes. Scary things. Like "Judge not,
lest you be judged." He unhesitatingly forgave Mary Magdalene because she was sorry for
her sin. Christ forgave the sinner and said, "Go, sin no more!"™

Maybe we could help Martin Hodas at 37 Harbor View West become un-ignorant. Maybe if
you dropped him a line -- don't rant and rave -- and pointed out what a rotten, evil,
corrupting business he runs, he just might listen. You know where he lives, I think.
(His phone number is unlisted . . . Naturally.)

Now for the great heartwarming story.

(more)
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About 48 weekends a year I'm on the road, preaching in a different parish each week,
preaching at all the Masses, telling people how great my kids are and asking their help.
I inveigled many of you on my "list" that way. 1 enjoy doing it, but it's, quite frankly,
a pretty brutal way to spend every weekend -- like for 10 years. Especially when you
have to face a 4 hour drive back to New York after your 1Dth sermon. No hearts and
flowers please, and I'm not looking for sympathy (not very much anyway) I really do enjoy
it. Honest. But sometimes you can get too much of a good thing . . .

Two years ago, I preached in this great parish in Connecticut., It was a blistering
hot Sunday. 1 had just finished my eighth sermon and was cutting back across the parking
lot to the Rectory for a quick cup of coffee before dragging myself into the pulpit
again, It was really hot. I noticed this young teenager standing in the middle of the
parking lot. As I got closer I noticed how beautiful she was. And, then, even closer,
the tears in her eyes. She was obviously waiting for me. 1[I stopped. "Hi," I said.

“I'm Father Bruce." "My name is Rebecca," she said. "Do you have a minute?" "Sure," I
said. We stood in the blazing sun. She didn't cry but the tears flowed faster. “"I'm a
senior in high school," she said, "and I'm three months pregnant. I'm not going to marry
my boyfriend -- we're too young and I don't think it's r=ally love. My parents don't
know. I'm thinking of an abortion. What can I do?"

"Do you love your parents?" I said. "Are they good to you? Do they love you?"
"Yes," she said. "I love them very much and they love me." "Talk to them," I said.
“They will help you. Don't have the abortion. You can never bring the child back to
you. Talk to them. They won't turn away, not now when you really need them.® The gir}
suddenly smiled and said, quite simply, "I'11 talk to my father today. Thank you." I
noticed again how beautiful she was.

That was all. I had my fifth cup of coffee and forced myself back into the
pulpit for my ninth sermon of the day.

The memory of that beautiful child stayed with me quite a while, but other
memories crowded in and blurred and then buried it.

Last month, almost exactly two years to the week, I returned to that same parish.
Another blistering hot day and I was cutting back across the parking lot . . . She was
there! Honest and no fooling and not a word here of poetic license. She was there in
the blistering sun, and she had the most beautiful kid in the world in a stroller . . .
I mean, he was gorgeous. '

"My parents were super,” she said. "They took me and my baby in. They wanted to.
My father set me up in business ~- I have this 1ittle flower shop, and I'm making it just
fine." The little kid was just really beautiful. He had this enormous smile on his
face. 1 made some dopey remark about how happy I was too and when the kid grew up and
ever wanted to run away, well, I had this really great place and she smiled and I smiled
and I went back to the rectory for another fix of coffee before I could face another
sermon . .

What a great story., Right? I was high and happy about it for days. I still am.

It's one of the reasons -- there are many, why 1981 has been a great year for Covenant
House. I couldn't begin to list all the people I'm thankful for and to, and all the great
kids who gave us the chance to love them and care about them, and my great staff, and you
whose compassion and generous hearts really do keep Covenant House in existence.

I'm grateful too, to Rebecca's parents. I've never met them. They were there when
she needed them. Really there.

Enjoy your Thanksgiving with your families, your friends. There's this great
parish in Scarsdale, Immaculate Heart of Mary, (where I also preached umpteen times),
that every year makes sure my kids get ‘a fantastic soup-to-nuts Thanksgiving Dinner.
About 60 families work together to prepare and deliver a feast for 300 kids!

Thanks, to God, for you. We need your financial help very much right now. We need
your prayers even more. Pray for us, please, as we always pray for you.

7\ S
Father Bruce Ritter
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There's a mystery here - in this story - of grace and sin. I wish I understood
it better than I do. Let me tell you what happened so you can try to understand it too.
I never met him although he tried several times to see me, just dropping over, taking a
chance I'd be in the Center and I never was. My staff tells me he's a big man, inches
over six feet. A couple of times he sent over runaway girls too young to work for him,
and once a really sick youngster. He owns and operates the newest and raunchiest peep
show and brothel in town just across the street: beautiful girls - 25 cents a look.
Over a dozen prostitutes work the place (average time with a john is 7 to 20 minutes.
For $20.00). The pluce is open about 18 hours a day.

Last week about three in the morning he came over again carrying a milk bottle
filled with quarters, dimes and nickels. This is for kids, he said. We like what
you're doing. I'm in a bad business but I don't 1ike kids getting hurt. We collected
this money from girls and their johns for your kids. 'He handed the milk bottle filled
with money to Peter, the young and by now bug-eyed, slack-jawed staff person on duty
and walked away. ‘God bless you,' he said. It came to $84.20. The next morning my
staff told me what had happened. I was furious, I was outraged. I also laughed till I
cried. Take it back, right away, I said. Tell nim no thanks. Thanks a lot, but no
thanks - tell him we appreciate the thought but no thanks. Thank him for sending the
kids over though. :

I thought that was the end of it - just a bizarre incident to add to the many
hundreds of others. But he came back the next day dressed in a beautiful white silk
suit, grabbed a bruom to help Peter sweep sidewalks. “He didn't have the right to
do that, that Priest. He didn't have the right to refuse a gift to God. I don't hurt
anybody. 1I've got four kids. I got to make a living. I cleaned up my place, made the
girls stop stealing and ripping off the johns. I go to church. I tithe, I gave the
money to another church." He went back across the street, got into his gold Eldorado
and drove away. The more I thought about it the more the inexplicable mystery of sin
and grace and love, of lying and caring oppressed and obsessed me. I think he tried to
do a good thing. Yet what he does across the street is clearly evil. 'God bless you,’
he said. He gives 10% of his "income" to charity. He runs a low-class brothel and cares
about runaway kids and people who help them. And he wanted very much to be understood.

I can't get that 'God bless you' out of my mind. I couldn't have said it back
to him: the words would have stuck in my throat. I hate what he does. I'd do my best
to close him down. But I have this awful suspicion that he was sincere. I wouldn't
worry so much if he were quite clearly a flaming hypocrite. But that 'God bless you'...
1 think he really meant it. And my mind reels and I can't understand.

I know a lot about mixed motives. I'm the world's expert on mixed motives -
my own - trying to disentangle the good from the evil, to unravel the knotted skein of
the worthy and the unworthy, to pry loose the clutching impure fingers from the throat
of my better self ,..the weeds keep growing with the what......... and suddenly I
am overwhelmed by my kinship with this man for we are both sinners hoping in the mercy
of God and his forgiveness.

I still couldn't take his money. Even though 55 kids came in yesterday and
23 of them needed a bed, the rest food and counselling (that usually means comforting).
Your monthly help is all that keeps us here. We are your hands and heart and love for
these kids. That's what the Lord said. Pray for us all the time, please. We pray for
you. Pray for the guy across the street too. I wish I understood it better.

Peace! i “‘i:::::
8«»«0 10, =
~
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In the jargon of the street he's known as rough trade and he plies his wares, him-
self, up and down the Minnesota.Strip. He is fifteen and looks 18 and he's seen the
elephant.

We faced each other across my desk casually, relaxedly while I carefully arranged
my face and my eyes and my mind, so that nothing I said or did or thought or felt for
the next hour was spontaneous or unconsidered. He offhandedly, with the practical skill
that needed no explanation, probed for my weaknesses, inspecting my jugular with the
guileless eye of the corrupted young. Slow waves of depravity and innocence washed in
shadows of darkness and 1ight across his face.

He used the shreds of his innocence with a kind of detached hapless malevolence to
evoke my sympathies. By turns he was cynical and calloused, winsome and desperate--for
knowing moments at a time, vulnerable. He drifted in and out of reach, in and out of
touch, constantly probing, watching for the momeni of advantage.

The Minnesota Strip is the siimy underbelly of Manhattan, a 15-block stretch of
Eighth Avenue porno parlors, strip joints, pizza palaces, cheap bars, fleabag hotels and
thousands of drifters, hookers, and their pimps. It paraliels Times Square and inter-
sects that block on 42nd Street where a couple dozen third-rate movie houses crowd
together in grimy brilliance. At night, the crowds of castoffs and riomads and derelicts
mingle with the crowds of affluent theater-goers from the high rent districts and suburbs.
A lot of kids go there and make their living there. Like the boy across my desk.

You don't say very much to kids like that. It's always much more a thing of vibes
and perceptions and boundaries. The trick is to offer what he needs at the moment and
that rarely is a lot of God talk. It's enough if he knows why you do it. This kid's
needs were simple enough: a place to live, some safety, some fcod. What complicated the
essentially simple immediacy of it all was our "no strings" thing. He wanted to pay for
it. That's what he always had to do. That's how the game is played.

We play the same game with God all the time. We don't like his "no strings" love
for us either, particularly if the "us" includes a depraved innocent, a vomit-splattered
derelict or pimp with a stable of children whom he rents by the hour. We try desperately
to climb up out of the us by being good, by being better, by deserving more. We demand
that God loves us because we are good, and we are good to make God love us. We have to
pay for it. That's the way we've always played the game. And to know that God loves us
not because we are good but to make us so is sometimes unbearable. Because as he loves
us, so we have to love us, all of us.

And so I try to love the kid across my desk in a way he really can't understand at
all. But grace does, and God working in a depraved and empty and terrified heart does and
maybe, just maybe, the innocence will return to that face and he will take his eyes off my
jugular and stop pushing his toe into my foot under the desk. Maybe that child who was
never a child will become a child. Maybe.

He is yours and mine. Like it or not, he is part of us. Thanks for your own "no

strings" love - your help.
Peace!
=\
- =
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A Message From
Bruce Ritter

The children my friends and I
work with are prematurely wise,
prematurely old, prematurely
sick, troubled, hurt and
always, devastatingly, alone.
We do what we can to give thema
bit of warmth, help and hope. I
have seen many of them slip away
from us because we did not have
the means to reach out to them
fast enough and effectively
enough. I have seen others
happily reunited with their
families, going to college or
setting themselves up in
independent living.

The demands they make on us
are at times extraordinary,
unreasonable. How they survive
in the streets -~ those who do
~—— remains ap unfathomable
mystery to me. They can be
exasperating beyond belief. Yet
they are good kids. They deserve
better, an alternative to a
degrading existence which will
otherwise destroy them. We
offer them a place in which they

ccan begin again. In a part of
New York City which is no place
for a child, we have carved out
a place called Covenant House
where there is room for them.
Won't you find room for them —
in your heart?

P |

Fr. Bruce Ritter.
Executive Director ‘
Covenant House ) g

COVENANT
"““I bound myself by oath,
I made a covenant with you...
and you became mine.”
Ezekiel 16:8

*We iry to live honorably and truthfully, in trust
and love, accopting respansibllity for oursclven
and othors. Wa treat the chiidren as we would bo
troated. We expact them, as far as they can, to
tive ding to this :

*Wo romind our children that they are or can”

be pable of tres cholces leading to

respongible and loving relaffonships with others.

Lylng, stoaling and exploliting are wrong. Cruolty,
lel and solfish destroy the t

hetween us. They are shown by word and action

that thoy can love others as we fovo them and as

they vory much want and nosd to be loved.

We hope you will want to participate in the wark of
Covenant House and Under 21. By sending your
generous contribution, you are answering the
desperate plea of God's poor and helping a lot o}
kids who really need you, Please send your
tax-deductible contribution to

v

Cevehanf house

460 West 41st Streot, New Yark, N.Y. 10036
Area Code (212) 354-4323
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[Brief recess.]
Senator SpeEcTER. Gentlemen, I very much regret the interrup-

tion. Let me just take a minute to tell you what the causes are. We
Have not only the Appropriations Committee but an intervening
vote on the Clinch River breeder reactor. I regret to say to you that
I cannot resume the hearings today immediately. We will have to
reconvene here, and I would like to do so at 1:45 p.m. this after-
noon.
I am very interested in your testimony, and 1 appreciate your
bearing with me. It is just not possible to really schedule with any
certainty. We set this hearing up substantially in advance, and
then Appropriations had a meeting which was set up only a few
days in advance, then on top of that the votes on the floor take pre-
cedence over all.

But this is a very important subject, in my opinion, one that our
staff has worked on long and hard and I have reviewed. I appreci-
ate your coming. And I will reconvene at 1:45, and I very much

want to hear your testimony.
[Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m., the subcommittee recessed, to recon-

vene at 1:45 p.m., the same day.]
AFTERNOON SESSION

Senator SpeCTER. Good afternoon, gentlemen. Pardon the delay
again. Thank you for waiting.

I am pleased to welcome back Mr. Pregliasco.

Mr. Pregliasco, would you begin, starting with your full name
and position and your views on this important issue.

STATEMENT OF RONALD J. PREGLIASCO, VICE CHAIRMAN, JEF-
FERSON COUNTY TASK FORCE ON CHILD PROSTITUTION AND

PORNOGRAPHY

Mr. PrEGLiAsco. My name is Ron Pregliasco. I am the vice chair-
man of the task force on child prostitution and pornography in
Louisville, Ky. We have entered our statement for the record, Sen-
ator, and I will briefly go through a couple of the highlights.

Senator SPECTER. That would be fine. Your statement will appear
in the record as you have submitted it.

Mr. PrEGLIASCO. Qur task force was established in March 1980 by
our county judge executive, Mitch McConnell. At that time we
talked about the extent of the problem you have been talking
about, and the judge gave us two charges. One was to detect the
extent of the problem in Jefferson County, and the second was to
develop some strategies for preventing the tragedies that have been
happening around the country.

We have done that, we think, and we are very proud of our track
record. So far we have had over 500 children referred to our office
or our task force: 43 percent of them have been documented to
have been involved in some way in prostitution.

Our task force is made up of all levels of law enforcement,
prosecutor’s office, social workers, and the academic community
from the University of Louisville, who help us with the research
and with some interviewing. We operate police-social worker
teams. They work real well. I think earlier today you heard testi-
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child some other way, they are free to do so, but they cannot use
information we gain in our interviews against the child, if for no
other reason than the McKiever, Kent, Gault, and Winship deci-
sions that guarantee children certain rights under the U.S. Consti-
tution. We feel we must protect that. This is one of our ways of
doing that.

We have had in the last 16 months 750 referrals, of which 526
were opened as children’s cases. As Ron said, different children, 43
percent, were established through the probable-cause level, and
police cases have gone forth. Another 34 percent we developed to a
level of reasonable suspicion. We believe as professionals in the
field that they are involved in prostit’tion, but we simply cannot
come up with the necessary level to :r.»1ke an official law enforce-
ment case of it.

He points out one of the inherent problems in what Father
Ritter was getting to. The kind of material that our task force can
deal with because of the social-work-police-team basis is far broader
than what is normally the charge of a law enforcement agency that
typically wants to know has a criminal act occurred—past tense.
We can deal with it in an ongoing sense or even in predictive
sense, hopefully to protect the kid.

The type of kids are somewhat indicative of young David this
morning; 11 to 16 years old is typical-—normal intelligence, blue-
collar-family background, a high degree of racial prejudice, almost
always a single parent, which is the mother.

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Rabun, what is your best evaluation as to
how to deal with this problem?

Mr. RaBuN. How to deal with it? I would do, I suspect, three
things. One would be fully to support the bill you have cospon-
sored. I believe it is Senate bill 1701, which largely speaks to the
use of the NCIC-type computer such that those of us who are out
on the line in our own local home communities can find out if a
child is missing, find out if a child is wanted, find out if a child is
particularly abused, whatever. That cannot be done in this country
right now.

Under the FBI’s regulations it can be done. But the law enforce-
ment agencies until recently, including ours in Louisville and Jef-
ferson County, did not understand that. The language is written in
such a way that unless you are trying to find it you will not find it.
That bill, I think, certainly attends to that as a serious issue. If you
don’'t know the child is out there you obviously cannot find him.

The second thing I would recommend would be the sponsoring,
perhaps through the U.S. attorney’s office in every jurisdiction,
some form of a task force, work group, whatever you might want to
call it, an oversight committee that would at least put some official
imprimatur on units such as ours—different social service agencies,
law enforcement agencies, prosecutorial agencies, defender agen-
cies—getting together to discuss on a frequent basis that type of
problem and how it can be attended.

If that doesn’t happen there simply will continue to occur the sit-
uations Father Ritter speaks to. It is my belief that Father Ritter is

accurate to the degree that it’s my experience that law enforce-
ment and social services alike are extremely inattentive to these
kinds of kids.
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PREPARED ST\A\IEMENT ofF ERNEST E. ALLEN, RonaLD J. PREGLIASCO,
AND Jo}-m B. RaBun, JR.

Mr. qﬁgzrman and members of the Committee, I am Ernest E. Allen,
Chairman of the Jefferson County Task Farce on Child Prostitution and
Pornography. Accompanying me today are Ronald J. Pregliasco, Vice Chair-
man of the Task Force and John B. Rabun, Jr., who is Manager of the
Exploited Child Unit, Jefferson County Department for Humah Services.

We are very pleased and honored to have the opportunity to appeax
before you today and to discuss what we consider to be a problem which
is rapidly reaching epidemic proportions in the United States, the

exploitation and victimization of children.

The Task Force on Child Prostitution and Pornography was estab-
lished by Jefferson County Judge/Executive Mitch Mc Connell on March 28,
1980 in the wake of the increasing incidence of criminal victimization

of children naticnally, particularly through sexual exploitation. It

was a time of outrage over child murders such as those in Chicago and
Houston and over the "discovery" of child murders and tragedies nationally.
Judge Mc Connell created the Task Force with a clear mandate to

examine our local setting and determine whether or not there were present

those conditions which breed child tragedies. We also visited other

cities in which child tragedies had occurred, we reviewed the national

literature, and we indeed did conclude that a virtual epidemic was occurring

in Awerica.
Let us cite just a few examples:

(1) In his book "Murder USA", John Godwin identifies
the development of a "multiple-murder" syndrome, warning that the second
half of the 20th Century could be called America's Age of the Mass Murder.

He examines America's history of mass murder since the turn of the century

and finds that there were only seven such incidences in our first fifty years

(seven or more victims). However since 1950, and in Mr. Godwin's book he

only counts through 1976, there have been 16, 10 of which occurred between

1970 and 1976. It is shocking. to note that most of our recent mass murders

involved child wictims.
In addition if we add to the list since 1976, we have several more

multi-victim child tragedies, not the least of which is Atlanta. Further,

o
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here, and that those who would exploit our young people for profit will be
identified and swiftly prosecuted."

We are very pleased with an opportunity to discuss with you what we
did, what the results have been, and to make some recommendations to you

regarding Congressional-action and federal involvement.

Task Force.Report

The Jefferson County Task Force on Child Prostitutien and Pornography
has been a unique, intergovernmental and across the system effort, involving
the Jefferson County Department for Human Sexvices, the Jefferson County
Police Department, the Louisville Division of Police, the éémmonwealth’s
Attorney for Jefferson County, the Jefferson County Attorney, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, the Kentucky State Police, the United States Post
Office/Postal Inspection Service, the University of Louisville, the Jeff-
erson County Office of Intergovernmental Affairs, the Louisville/Jefferson
County Criminal Justice Commission, in addition to many other agencies and
organizations across the community which have become involved because of
their concern about treatment needs, community protection, etc.

This cooperative approach began with the conviction that modern youth

were particularly vulnerable. Larger numbers of juveniles run away from

home each year, they are becoming more mobile, they spend more time on the

streets, becoming "street wise" earlier, and are increasingly forced to

survive on the streets. This "child liberation" which is a product of

societal change and evolution generally, has a devastating by-product,
which is the increased vulnerability of young people to various kinds of

exploitation and made them more likely targets for adult exploiters and

violent criminals.

Increasing openness regarding homosexual activity has created in our
community and in most communities a market for young, male "street hustlers",

serving the needs of cruising homosexuals purely for economic reasons. This

"chicken hawk" phenomenon occurring across America lends itself dramatically
to the John Gacys.

The Task Force identified as a contributing cause to child tragedies
the poor communication and information sharing between the various agencies

of the criminal and juvenile justice systems. The demands upon law enforce-

ment are many and are increasing. Resource limitations make it virtually
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impossible to investigate every missing person report or runaway. Therefore,
victimized or exploited children are in many cases simply not identified.
Further, the presence of a 12 or 13 year old boy or girl, or indeed even
younger, in the same area at 1:00 a.m. every.morning may not even be
considered particularly unique. '
child tragedies are made possible because there are holes or gaps
in the system. ILaw enforcement and social services within the same commun- a
ity may not even be aware of each others existence, let alone share inform-
ation, work together and £ill the gaps. Between communities the information i
sharing is even worse. How many known child exploiters move from one
community to another in virtual anonymity and security?
We have even identified in Jefferson County evidence of the recruit-
ment of young girls out of group homes and runaway shelters for prostitution
purposes. Clearly new and different informational networks were necessary,
and a willingness of various professicnals to rethink their roles as they
relate to kids was mandatory.
Fortunately, the agencies participating in the Task Force saw these
needs. Information sharing, interagency and intergovernmental cooperation,
and role redefinition have been outstanding. Similarly, we sincerely believe
that the impact upon the problem has been enormous. Pet us cite some
highlights of Task Force work to date: g

(1) Public Awareness - The Task Force viewed as an immediate need

the sersitizing of the public to this shadowy problem involving "“hidden
victims". BAn intensive public awareness/public education campaign was
launched with over two thousand posters distributed across-the community
and indeed around the state. Distribution was accomplished through city
and county neighborhood organizations, as well as personal distribution
accomplished by members of the Task Force and employees of Task Force
agencies.

24 Hour Information Line - A 24 Hour number was established .

(502-588-2199), which is housed and manned in the office of the city/
county Criminal Justice Commission by the Jefferson County Department
for Human Services, Exploited Child Unit. Since its inception 59 calls
have been received which were subject to investigation and follow up,

roughly half of which have resulted in fact finding efforts.
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(2) Exploited Child Unit - In July of 1980, the Exploited Child

Unit was established as an arm of the county Department for Human Services,
but housed in the Criminal Justice Commission office in order that it
might work closely and in tandem yith law enforcement agencies. The ECU,
which is managed by John Rabun, an investigative social worker, with long
background in child prostitution and child exploitation case investigations,
exists to detect and investigate cases of youth in Jefferson County who
are at risk of being or actually are endangered by adults in prostitution/
pornography and to assist the appropriate law enforcement agency in its
criminal investigation of such adult sexual exploitation of children.

The Exploitad Child Unit now includes three investigative social

workers, and has played a major role in training and coordination community

wide. Meetings with school system counselors, pupil personnel officials,

various community groups and organizations, have broadened the scope ang

impact of the Task Force effort.

(3) The Police/Social Work Team - Perhaps the cornerstone of the

entire effort is the development of a team including the ECU social
workers, city police youth officers, and county police intelligence
officers . The Police/Social Work Team works out of a neutral setting,
the Criminal Justice Commission, and works diligently to close those
previously discussed "systeam gaps". We have found that it is possible
to preserve the professional integrity of each while generating a level
of cooperation and teamwork which truly protect kids.

Tremendous credit must go to Lt. John Aubrey, former Youth Bureau
Commander of the Louisville Division of Police, Lt..Gerald Beavers, present

Youth Bureau Commander of the ILouisville Division of Police, Captain James

Black, Commander of Jefferson County Police Intelligence, and those officers
who have been assigned to the unit, Det. Bob Hain, Louisville Division of
Police, Det. Gary Smith, JCPD Intelligence, Det. Rick Dillman, LDP, Det.
Bill Lettie, JC?D, and Det. Mike Simpson, JCPD. Their cooperation, and

their willingness to work with social services has produced dramatic

results. Further, law enforcement at all levels has gained impressive
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new skills in child interrogation and investigation. We have learned that

"kid cases" are indeed different, and that they cannot be treated as if the

child is a small statured adult.

Further, ag you will note when we present some prosecutorial highlights,
we have had excellent cooperation from other law enforcement agencies as well.
Several cases have involved intér—state issues, 'in which the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, through its offices in Louisville and in Southern Indiana,
has been very helpful and effective. The Kentucky State Police has been
involved and has been sensitive to the transportation of children for
purposes of exploitation intrastate, and we have worked closely with the
United States Postal Inspection Service regarding child pornography and
its involvement with the mails.

(4) Information/Intelligence - The Task Force/ECU effort has resulted

in dramatic increases in information referrals and attention given to child
victimization problems. By illustration since the establishment of the ECU,
and the implementation of the Police/Social Work Team, the number of case
referrals has doubled each month. TIn sixteen months, the ECU report shows

750 Informational Leads Received

526 Children's Cases Opened (70% of Total)

510 ECU Cases Closed (97% of Total Children's Cases Opened)
117 Unfounded (23% of ECU Cases Closed)

176 Not Proves but receiving continuing monitoring
{34% of ECU Cases Closed)

218 Substantiated by ECU and referred to appropriate
law enforcement agency(s) (43% of ECU Cases Closed)

16 ECU Cases Open (3% of Total)

224 Purely Intelligence/Information Leads (30% of Total)

Of the 750 informational leads, 210 (28%) came from law enforcement
agencies; 238 (32%) came from other DHS programs; 59 {8%) came from the
Information Line; 151(20%) were developed by the ECU; and 92 (12%) came

from other agencies throughout the region.

(5) Case Prosecutions - As a result of vthea cooperative law enforcement

effort, aggressive social work, and a close liai~o with prosecution,

particularly the Jefferson County Commonwealth's Attorney David L. Arm-
strong and his Assistant Dee Pregliasco, we have made a strong start in
identifying and prosecuting child exploiters. To date highlights are as

follows:
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(d) In 1980, two men living in Kentucky were prosecutegd
in U.S. District Court in Southern Indiana following their arrest on behalf
of two children living in Kentucky. One girl was a 13 year old runaway
for five days and the péher was a 14 year old who had been missing from a

foster home in Frankfort, KY for two years. Both girls Iad been transported

from Kentucky to Indiana to work as prostitutes at various truck stops.

With the cooperation of the Southern Indiana office of the FBI, the men were
charged and convicted. The U.S. District Court sentenced each man for 5
years on guilty pleas. Subsequently, the Jefferson Circuit Court in Kentucky

sentenced each man to an additional five years on various sex offenses

involved with the case.

(B) 1In 1980, one man and one woman were prosecuted in U.S.
District Court for the Western District of Kentucky following their arrest

on behalf of one child who had been a runaway for only a few hours from a

juvenile home in mid New York State. This 14 year old girl was krought

to Louisville, taught/trained to be a bar girl and Prostitute, and placed

by the couple at g night.club where prostitution flourished. The u.s.

District Court sentenced both the man and the woman to terms of five years

each after the jury found them guilty. In this case the 1ldw enforcement

effort involved strong cooperation between various agencies, including the

Louisville office of the FBI.

(C) After a six month investigation in 1981, a local clergy-
man was arrested and indicted on multiple sex crimes charges involving

child prostitution and pornography and approximately a dozen boys, ages

12-16. Trial is set for January, 1982.

(D) 1In 1981, after a five month investigation involving 15
boys in Kentucky and Southern Indiana, a local businessman was arrested

and indicted by the Clark County, Indiana Circuit Court on multiple sex

crimes charges involving chilg Prostitution ang pPornography. The charges

include allegations that the defendant took various boys with him to Missouri
’

Florida, Ohio, Washington D.C. and Mexico. Trial is set for early 1982

(E) 1In late 1980, after a four month investigation involving

four ‘young girls and numerous women, a housewife was arrested, indictea

and convicted on charges of sexual abuse of minors as a bparent, promoting
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the prostitution of minors, and unlawful transaction with minors in District
Court in Jefferson County, KY. This mother had promoted her own child into
prostitution in Louisville and Fort Knox, KY. She was sentenced to two

one year terms on these Class A Misdemeanors. It is significant to note in

this case that she had been promoting prostitution for at least 10 years,

and that felony charges could have been utilized if in" earlier cases convictions
had been obtained and the record made.

This emphasizes the importances of building criminal records in these kinds

However, this had not occurred.

of cases, even with misdemeanors.

(F)

In 1981, after a three month investigation involving eleven young
boys and a number of other men, a local man was arrested, indicted and
plead guilty to numerous counts of sex crimes with minors and child porno-
graphy. The Kentucky Circuit Court in Jefferson County sentenced him to

fifteen years in prison.

There have been a number of other cases of importance. Currently,

a number of major investigations are under way involving the use of many
young girls in five states by one pimp who uses truck stops on the interstate
highway system and large brothels in major urban centers for placement of

these girls into prostitution.

(6) Research/ Information Gathering - One of the priority concerns

of the Task Force has been identifying the 'hidden victims", learning
about the system of child exploitation, and developing a data base for

further system programs and efforts. BAmong the information gathering

techniques have been specialized action projects conducted in conjunction

with the ILouisville Police Fifth District and the Jefferson County Police

Intelligence Unit. Through these efforts a team of individuals from Task

Force agencies in cooperation with the Fifth District police identified
suspected "street hustlers", made informational stops on "Johns", and
assessed the nature, scope, and methods of operation of girl/boy prosti-

tution and pornography.

We are particularly enthused about the work of the Task Force Research

Consortium. Headed by Professor Ron Holmes of the School of Justice Admin-

istration at the University of Louisville, Criminal Justice Commission Director
of Research Mike Bewley, and Professor J. Kerry Rice of the Xent School of

Social Work at the University of Louisville,; the Consortium has begun an
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impressive data development process. To date, through the interviews of

190 children by the E.C.U., Task Force research efforts have indicated
the following set of indicators for other law enforcement and social service
personnel in the Louisville area to use in interviewing children to detect
and identify child victims of prostitution/pornography.

Girls/boys who are exploited as prostitutes may be expected to be of
normal intelligence, 11-16 years of age, from a blue collar background,

with a high degree of racial prejudice in the family. Eighty percent

will be from a single parent family with the mother divorced and dating/

remarried and working. 94% indicate drug usage with 30% demonstrating

drug dependency (daily use). 90% are runaways and only 18% indicate a

close/"warm" family setting. 53% indicate a hostile/rejecting/"throw-

away" relationship by parents. 37% became involved in some form of

child pornography. The age of first sexual intercourse for these child-

ren was 12 with the greatest frequency between 10 and 13 (lowest was 6).

Only 2% ever used shelter house facilities for runaways (national norm

suggests 5%). Various interview schedules indicated up td  90% had been

the victims of child physical abuse by parents, and up to 50% had been

the victims of child sexual abuse by parents (data taken from local and

national research). The vast majority of girl prostitutes have a pimp/

business agent/boy friend, where most of the boy prostitutes and "self

employed" runaways seeking to survive on the streets.$eem to operate
relatively independently.
At the close of this testimony we have attached a more complete discussion

with numbers of our research effort so far. We anticipate a continuing

effort to build information and a data base which should be of significant

value in future planning and programming.

Regarding adult exploiters, the sample is far less and the conclusions
drawn are less ogjectively based. However, to date there is reason to
believe that adult pedophiles in the Louisville area tend to be white males,
40-60 years old, living in relatively upper income type homes, who are

or have been married , generally tend to have from 2 to 4 children, and

are making in excess of $35,000 per year. They tend to be college

educated and most are professional persons.

Lrryeisknann
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There are other areas of activity which are receiving strong attention
such as legislation with the Kentucky General Assembly's 1982 Session
beginning in January. In addition a statewide social service information/
referral network is now organized and functioning.

In summary the progress made has been considerable in more fully
detecting and identifying child victims and adult sources of child
prostitution and pornography. The ECU orientation and training of various
social services and school staffs is increasing the numbers of referrals
and accordingly, the number of serious law enforcement cases being invest-
igated and prosecuted is on the increase.

The Task Force believes that in future months the activities under-
taken will have even greater impact.

what Have We Learned?

In the twenty months of the Task Force operations, we have come a long
way, particularly in understanding the complexity and magnitude of the child
victimization problem. Certainly, we have made major strides in beginning
to control the problem and to make less likely that child tragedies of the
magnitude of Atlanta will happen in Louisville and Jefferson County.
However, as important has been our ggowing knowledge and understanding of
the problem.

(1) We have learned that the criminal and juvenile justice systems

can and will work together. In the beginning we were warned about the

turf disputes, the unwillingness of police to share information with social
workers and work with social workers, and vice versa, and about the inability
of different political jurisdictions to work as a team focused upon a
particular problem.

Through incredible good faith and a willingness to participate
as a team to solve a problem, we have overcome the concerns. The police
departments actually assigned their personnel to the police/social work team,
where they worked in tandem with all of the other parties to the Task
Force in a neutral setting., Police and Social Workers make runs together,
" interview children together, and within the limits of law and professional

ethics, share information and join in actions for the best interests of the

child.
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These actions often entail that a police officer will act in

ways in which he would not ordinarily act if he were operating as an indiv-

idual. It has also taken social workers slightly beyond the realm of trad-

'

itional social work. However, the nature of the problem and the vulnerability

of the children, requires atypical approaches and innovative techniques.

(2) The focus of the unit is that the child is victim. All of ouyx efforts

have been oriented toward protecting children. However, it is frequently
apparent that many of the "street kids" are not innocent, vulnerable victims,
but rather are perpetrators in their own right. We have discovered major
overlaps with other criminal activity, and in fact, have found that in many
cases it is difficult to precisely identify which of the parties is exploiter
and which is exploited.

Certainly, it is apparent that there are dramatic intelligence
benefits to enforcement and prosecutorial agencies from working these cases.
While it must be a coﬁstant source of concern that units such as ours not
"pimp" kids in a different way, we have increasingly become aware that many
of the street kids know everything about what is happening on the streets,
intelligence which can be of major benefit to law enforcement.

Another question has been "do exploited children graduate to

more sophisticated criminality?" Detective Lloyd H. Martin, of the

Sexually Exploited Child Unit of the Los Angeles Police Department said

"When a child has been coerced or seduced into giving his only true
possession - his body - he loses his self respect and his morality. If he
doesn't care about himself, how can he care about somebody else? Such a
child could be destroyed psychologically and may never be a productive
member of our society".

Sgt. Martin has also observed that "..the sexually exploited child of
today has a good possibility of becoming the hardcore criminal of tomorrow."

In testimony before the California Legislature, Dr. A. Nicholas Groth,

Director of the Sex Offender Program at the Connecticut Correctional

. .

Institution observed that "more than half the child molesters I have worked

.

with as adults attempted or committed their first sexual offenses by the

age of 16" and that "the majority of child molesters were themselves sexually

abused as children".

Further, research around the United States, specifically including
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Kentucky and Connecticut seems to demonstrate that the vast majority of
violent sex offenders (rapists, sex murderers, etc.) and child molesters :
have themselves been the victims as children of child physical abuse and/
or child sexual abuse. A .
It has been the premise of the Task Force and the ECU that if we are
to curb this cycle of violence, social work/police teams and task forces
must aggressively seek to find child victims early and vigorously prose-
cute the adult offenders. The prevention of violent sex crimes to children
as well as adults largely is tied to the detection and exposure of those
offending adults to insure public accountability.
(3) We have discovered that while there is a ¢ertain spontaneity about
the involvement of street kids and runaways in prostitution; i.e. when you
are hungry and need to survive on the streets, the options may be few, there
is also ample evidence of networks and organization in child prostitution and
pornography. Task Force cases continually produce child prostitutes who know
each other, who tend to service overlapping clientele, adults who may make
referrals to each other, as well as exchange photographs and information.

An apparent by product of this "networking", and the type of adult
who tends to frequent the areas in which child sex flourishes (i.e. professional,
prominent, affluent, withkfamily, etc.) is the growte of eitortion es a
spin off. This further demonsééates the potential f;r child victimization,
murder and other violence.

(4) We have discovered that treatment and follow up for identified
child prostitutes/exploited children generally is very diffieult. While
there are many excellent models nationally of community based treatment centers
and shelters, unfortunately the data is not ample on succe;s stories.
In this community our priority has been identification of the adult exploiters
along with the protection of the child. Ultimately the child must be prepared
to cope with the environment from which he or she escaped and to avoid the
environment in which he or she was exploited.

The national reduction of resources for social services and
local assistance at this particular time complicates the follow up. Govern-
ment must increasingly enlist private sector assistance and involvement.

(5) Finally, we have discovered that a chief cause of child tragedies

is the inability of government to recognize a problem and to respond.

.
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Our contacts with units of government from coast to coast dramatically

make three points:

() Governmental awareness of problems or potential

broblems is minimal,

(B) Governmental coordination and information sharing

is virtually non-existent.

(C) Pederal involvement, assistance and coordination

is similarly for all intents and purposes non-existent,
Recommendations
==commendations

We endorse with enthusiasm the effort by Senator Hawkins and you to
provide a federal role in the tracking of missing persons and runaways
We recommend the establishment of a national intelligence network

for the exchange of information on the exploitation and v1ct1mlzatlon of

juveniles. 1t is no longer acceptable that the John Gacys shoula serve

time in one state, move to another state and victimize others without

law enforcement agencies being fully aware and alerted.

We recommend the targeting of some modest amount of your already
limited federal assistance for Ccreative research and limited program
money which could be used for establishing special units, strike forces, etc.
We recommend the undertaking of an extensive program of public educ-
ation andg perhaps the establishment of a national 800 type "Hot Line"
for information regarding the exploitation of youth.
We have recommended to various national agencies for almost two years
the convening of a nationai symposium on the v1ct1mlzatlon of juveniles
which would bring together representatives of law enforcement,

social

sexvices, research/academia, media and government for the Purposes of

examini .
amining the problem ang developing a cooperative national strategy for

Protecting kids. I am delighted to report to you that such a symposium

will in fact occur, thanks to the sponsorship of the U.s. Department of

Justlce/Community Relations Service, the National Conference of Christians

and Jews, the National Coalition on Children's Justice, the Alpha phi

Alpha Fraternity, Inc., and the Louisville/Jefferson County Criminal

Justice Commission. Attendees will include Dr. George Gallup, Jr., who

1S presently Performing a nationgl survey of citizen Jttitudes on child



76

. ~

victimization, Kenneth Wooden, author of Weeping in the Playtime of Others,

leading law enforcement officials involved in the field, social services and
research professionals, concerned community leaders, parents of victimized
children, including Julie Patz of New York, Camille Bell of Atlanta, John
Walsh of Hollywood, Florida, and Rosemary Kohm of Santa ci;us, Indiana, and
many others. We encourage you to join with us in this effort, and hope that
you can come to Louisville, November 29 - December 2 for the symposium,
which will be entitled "Child Tragedies: A National Symposium on Exploited
and Victimized Children".

Finally, and pertaining to the issue of federal role, jurisdiction and
involvement, we recommend that the Congress and the President take a hard
and long look at expanding federal role and jurisdiction in child victim
cases. Specifically, the recent report of the Attorney General's Task Force
on Violent Crime recommended that United States Attorneys play a coordinative
role in convening local and regional justice system officials to discuss
areas of concern and to facilitate cooperative efforts. wWhat more appro-
priate area for U.S. Attorney attention than child victimizations?

We have witnessed in the past a reluctance on the part of federal officials
and agencies to even get involved in child cases. - We have proven in this
community that the FBI can and will play a strong and significant role, and
in the face of tragedy in Atlanta, there was apparently a similar effort.
However, there must be national attention and national commitment to this
area, and in our judgement a mandate from the leadership of the federal
government.

On March 17, 1981 I wrote.to the Vice President ;of the United States
to commend him for his efforts regarding the missing ;nd murdered children
in Atlanta. I indicated that "your visible and active role has been
natiohally reassuring and has provided the sort of leadership and symbolism
which offers great hope, not only for the present tragedy but for improved
inter-governmental relations in many other areas.”

However, I added that "I urge you to view your present leadership role
on the issue of victimized kids as just a beginning...I urge you to take
quick and decisive action to truly address the national implications of

Atlanta. Your administration can make the protection of kids a national

-~
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priority and can make the recent carnage in American cities less likely."
Without a concerted, coordinated national effort, the continuing and
inevitable victimization of kids will grow to epidemic proportions.

We, in Jefferson County, are proud of the start which we have made.

However, much more needs to be done. Perhaps, in the wake of Atlanta

and Chicago and Houston and Vancouver and "Everywhere Usa", we can be

moved to action.

Mr. Chairman and members of the Subcommittee, we urge you to make

the protection of kids a national priority.

Background for Research

Approximately six years ago, probation officers of the
‘Jéfferson County (Louisville, KY) Department for Human Services
became aware of their teenage clients both feméiéhand male being
actively recruited into prostitution. At that time, thése
probation officers had gathered factual data on some iifty—eight'

teenagers. That data provided a profile which included:

1. Most of the juveniles were identified as endangexed
runaways.
2. Most of these teenagers were 12-16 years of age.
3. The majority were white girls from blue collar, single
parent families. -
4. Most of these children had come from backgrounds of
child and sexual abuse.
5. Most of the juveniles sold drugs while they were
involved in prostitution.
6. Some of the teenagers were involved in pornography.
From this profile, the prcbation officers convinced the
staff of the Louisville-Jdefferson County Criminal Justice
Commission that a potential teenage prostitution problem existed
in the community. Thereforg, the LJCCJIC decided to further develop

a profile of the victimized children.

arenTs
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To accomplish this task, the research director qf th
i 3. officers
Criminal Justice Commission with the aid of the probation
. < isville
and a social work professor from the University of Louisvil

i le was
developed an open-ended interview schedule. The schedu

o be
administered to thirty-two children who were gxpect?d to
i data
involved in prostitution and/or pornography. The following

were collected:

# %
i T 84
Number of females interviewed 27
16
Number of males interviewed 5
OTAL . 32 100%
T
48
Number of black females 13
: ' 4 52
Number of white females 1
TOTAL 27 100%
3 60
Humber of white males
2 40
Number of black males
OTAI_; 5 100%
T

Median age of black female: 16

Youngest age of black female: 14

Median age of white female: 16

Youngest age of white female: 13

Median age of white male: 16

Youngest age of white male: 15

Median age of black male: 16

percentage of single parent family (black female) 93%
percentage of single parent fémily (white female) 79%
Percentage of single parent family (white male) 100%
Percentage of single parent family (black male) 100%
Percentage of close family setting (black female) 46%

Percentage of close family setting (white female) 36%

(-4
percentage indicated sexual abuse by parents (blackufemale) 9%

. . B
percentage indicated sexual abuse by parents (white female) 50%

38
Percentage indicated physical abuse by parents (black female)

-
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Percentage
Percentage indicated drug usage by child (black female) 95%

Percentage indiéated drug usage by child (white female) 90%

Median age 6f first sex encounter (black female): 13 -

Median age of first sex encounter (white female): 13
Yoﬁngest age of.first‘sex encounter (black feﬁale); @
Youngest age of first sex encounter (white female): 10
Parcent runaway at least once (black female): 25%
Percent runaway at least once (white female): 90%
Percént runaway at léast once (white male): 20%

Percent runaway at least once (black male): 100%

Although the findings were very interesting, they were not

deemed to be conclusive. The researchers knaw they needed a

larger sample. The basic problem with obtaining 2z larger sample

was a3 problem of identification. The thirty-two childrenr inter—

viewed were identified through the efforts of the Exploited
Child Unit which began in late 1979 consisted a team of socizal
workers and police officersrfrom the Louisville Division of
Police and the Jefferson County Police Department. The Explokted
Child Unit(ECU) was the only group with the expertise to—~identify
potential victimized children.

That problem was eased somewhat with the formation of the
Jefferson County Task Force on Child’ Prostitution and Pornography.
The membership of the Task Force included representatives from

every agency in Jefferson County that services the Juvenile
justice system plus federal agencies like the Federal Bureau of

Investigation and the Customs Postal Service. The Task Force

was a truly unique, interpgovernmental effort to assess and
attack the increasing problem of the sexual victimization of
children.

The research effort was aided because many referrals weie
now coming to the ECU as a result of the efforts of the Task Force.
Because of the increased number of referrals which could be

interviéﬁed, the research effort turned to the subject of this
article.

indicated physical abuse by parents (white female) 64%

Bppttiorcem
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The Instrument to tell a social worker "what they think they want to hear™.

. : . ; However, for the mos art the answers eived we -
Because of a possible larger sample, a new closad-end inter- | ’ t par a received re accurate

view schedule was developed. It was believed the old .interview : The Results

format could not be easily standerized and administered to a s ; As mentioned, the sample consisted of comparison groups.

larger sample. § One group of children known to be involved in prostitution and

The sample itself consisted of two components: one being . the other not involved in prostitution. The results were provided

a group of children not known to be involved in prostitution and/or ! 2 SPSS program: . .

pornography and a second group of victimized childrer. The cample E n=190
size altogether was one-hundred and ninety children. The children i & %
were intexrviewed in the ECU office and in Jefferson County’s : males 105 55
Department for Human Service's Group Homes. Most of the children g females 85 45
interviewed in the Group HoTes were children not knowx to be ' ; TOTAL 190 100%
involved in prostitution and pormography. Likewise those i .
: i# %
interviewed at the ECU were known to be involved in the problem. | :
| Runaways 149 78
The interviews were conducted in the Group Homes by a trained )
! Non-runaways 41 _22
staff member. The interviews at the Group Homes were administered -
. ! TOTAL 190 100%
mostly when a child first entered the home. The ECU interviews !
Admitting Prostitution Non-Prostitution
were conducted by the two social worker members oi the Task Force !
. n=63 n=127
team.
-4
Before a presentation of the results, a few caveats should : Sex # 0 # %
be examined. The primary problem with this currenﬁ-research effort : Male 24 38 8L 64
was a definitional problem. Because the research clients were Female -39 _62 46 .36
' o
juveniles involved in the juvenile system, these-children have TOTAL €3 100% 127 100%
a very distinct culture. Therefore, certain questions on the Parents Marital Status
interview schedule did not take into account these cultural : : Married- 9 14 26 21
differences. For example, the children had great problems Separated 1 2 20 i6
with answering the parental marital status question, since many Divorced 30 48 46 a6
of the children interviewed actually live with someone other Remarried 5 8 3 3
1 5
than their natural parents and have for a long time. The - Widowed 10 16 15 12
answer obtained may toebe suspect. Rever-married __ 8 A3 16 13
TOTAL 63 100% ) 126 100%

A second problem is a common problem with interviews like
the following.> That probiem is the unknown accuracy of the

answers obtained. These streetwise children are very likely
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|
| 83
Child's Relationship to Parents |
Close !‘
18 29 90 71 x # 4 2 %
i ) .
Aloof i . . . ' y
° : 11 18 ) 12 15 ?[ Child's Relationship With Brothers and Sisters
Hosti i
ostile 13 21 11 9 . i Close 19 30 95 75
Rejecti * i ~
ejecting 20 31 3 2 | Aloof 23 37 13 - 10
N i .
© answex —= —* —4 _3 ! Hostile 6 10 7 6
TOTAL g !
63 100% 127 100% ! B Rejecting 10 16 2 2
i
# % “ # - % ‘ No Answer 5 . __8 10 8
| — —
Child's Family Setting - } TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
Close 11 18 75 58 Child's ‘Sexual Contact with Relatives
Turmoi i 20 32 32 25 : Yes 17 27 4 3
Physically No _46 72 123 o7
Aggressive 7 11 8 6 R —_—
TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
Laissez Faire 25 40 11 g )
. | With Whom
No Answer - - 1 1 |
i Father 7 11 - —_—
TOTAL " 63 .100% 127 100% ’
Father Surrogate 1 2 1 1
Existence of Discipline in Child's Home i
) 5 Stepmother 2 3 —_— —_—
Yes 33 52 109 86 ;
! Brother 1 2 2 2
No 30 48 18 14
. Sister 3 5 - —
TOTAL 63 - 100% 127 100%
. Aunt 1 2 1 1
Is Discipline Consistent
Grandfather 1 2 —_ —
Yes . 25 40 81 64
Grandmother 2 3 — ——
No 8 12 . 32 25 i
} Adult Friend 1 2 21 17
¥Wo Answer 30 48 14 il
- — i No Answer 4 - 70 100 79
TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
g Drugs Used
Primary Form of Discipline :
. i Yes 59 94 103 81
Physical 8 13 12 9
No 4 6 24 19
Emotional 2 3 - 22 17 .
: TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
Social 24 -« 38 69 54 »
Dexual C 0 2 2
None 0 0 2 v \
No Answexr 29 46 19 15

TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%

U O S N S S
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Kind of Drug
Speed 32 51 38 30 :
# (-4
Grass 22 35 57 .—- 45 o # . %
Age of First Sexual Encounter :
Downer 3 5 2 2 -
& yr. o - 1
LSD 1 2 5 4 . 1
. 6 yr. 1 1 3 3
Coke 1 2 0 0
‘ . 7.yx. o . 4
Sniffing 0 0 1 i s 3
) : : - . 1 1 4 3
TOTAL 55 100% 103 100% 9 yr
- 0 —_—
Frequency of Drug Usage 10 3 3
% yr. 6 10 2 2
Daily 18 . 29 23 i8 ; 1 . . .
: 1 yr. 10 16 8 6
Weekly 34 54 46 34 12
: . v 17 27 20 16
Less than monthly -3 5 19 15 13 . .
- ) yr. 12 19 26 21
Monthly _4 6 15 13 j 14
: yr. 8 13 26 o1
TOTAL 59 100% 103 100% 15 . . *
Age of First Drug. Use ; ¢
v’ 16 yr. . 3 5 1
5 yr. 0 - 1 1 TOTAL o o —=
60 100%
8 yr. 1 2 3 3 » 110 100%
Amounts Charged for Prostitution
. - 3 3
9 yr 0 $ 5 3 .
10 yr. 9 14 7 8
10 12 17
. 9 14 10 i8
11 yr - ‘ 12 1 2
12 yr. 18 30 23 17
. 15 21 36
13 yr. 14 22 22 15 P
0 18 29
14 yr. 6 19 ]
4.= yr 4 25 o 5
1 . 5 12
5 yr 3 9 30 L~ ”
18 yr. 1 2 3 3 :
i 40 ot 2
17 yx. 0 2 0 0 : 50 L )
TOTAL 59 100% 103 100% :
, 65 1 o
i “TOTAL 61 100%

e e

ot



# % # %
Runaway . ]
54 86 05 75
Yes o
9 14 32. 25
No >
TOTAL 63 100% 127 100%
Zex Orientation .
' : 73 125 e
Heterosexual 46 :
i8 1
Eomosexual 11'
. . _ .
Bi-sexual 3 ) )
3
Transsexual 2
1 — —
No Answer 1 =
OTAL 63 100% 127 %
T
Admitting Pornography é‘
Yes 23 37 2
Ni 39 61 122 96
(o)
3 2
1 1
No Answer —=
OTAL 63 100% 127 100%
T

Discussion
Discussion

Us:l'ng the SISS pIOgIa‘mD ttle 'axlables 1ni°1ded were a’n‘alyzed'

i example
There were some relationships that did appear. For ple,

th.exe See.nled to be a Iel——htlonsh\- P bEtWeen the chllﬂ. s Ielatlo]!st’llp

e) paxents a'nd pIOStltutlon.‘ Ihe cl)l Square teSt Of slgtllflcallce

appears that a
was x2 = 49.9 with five degrees of freedom. It 2pp

conc“uSlon collld be rna'de th'a‘t a Ju;enlle pIOStltute s fa-mlls

would be less close than 2 non-prostitutes.
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Senator SpeCTER. Mr. C. Edward Dobbs, chairperson of the young
lawyers division, ABA, and Mr. Howard Davidson, director, Nation-
al Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protection of the
ABA, you gentlemen are welcome. Thank you for waiting, both
young lawyers from the American Bar Association. It’s nice to
have you here.

Why are you two fellows not out earning a big fee this afternoon
instead of being here?

STATEMENT OF C. EDWARD DOBBS, CHAIRPERSON, YOUNG
LAWYERS DIVISION, AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION

Mr. DoBes. We are making no money today, but it’'s worth the
trip to come up here from Atlanta.

Mr. Chairman, the American Bar Association appreciates this
opportunity to be here with you today. I know you are in a hurry.
Mr. Davidson has the substantive comments,but I would like to
give a little bit of a brief overview of what the ABA is doing in this
area. It will take all of 30 seconds.

The young lawyers division has 150,000 members throughout the
country. We represent more than 51 percent of the entire ABA.

Senator SPECTER. Am I still listed on your rolls?

Mr. DosBs. We could arrange it, but probably not, Senator, just
from general inspection, unless—I would assume you are over 36.

We have 240 State and local young lawyer’s groups throughout
the country, which would include, for example, the Philadelphia
Bar Association, which is very active.

Senator SpeCTER. I was in the young lawyers section until very
recently.

Mr. Dogss. I've got another year and then I'm out.

But as a matter of fact, as a result of one of the members of the
Philadelphia Bar Association, an individual named Steve Waxman,
we established our National Legal Resource Center for Child Advo-
cacy, of which Mr. Davidson is the head and which is located here
with five full-time staff attorneys.

One of the things we are excited about, and Mr. Davidson will go
into, is our ability to take a project such as his, which is about a
$700,000 project, and implement it for lawyers and social workers
on a nationwide basis, which we successfully have done over the
last 2 years in about 20 different areas throughout the country.

And with that I will turn it over to Mr. Davidson to tell you
more about the specifics.

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Davidson, welcome.

STATEMENT OF HOWARD A. DAVIDSON, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL
LEGAL RESOURCE CENTER FOR CHILD ADVOCACY AND PRO-
TECTION, AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION

Mr. Davipson. Thank you, Senator.

Let me preface my remarks by telling you a bit about my back-
ground. Prior to coming to the ABA, I worked for about 5 years at
a legal services program where I represent children full time.

Senator SpECTER. Where are you located.

Mr. DAvipson. I was located in Boston at that time. Our project
the National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protec-
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tion, is in Washington, D. C. As Mr. Dobbs indicated, the program
is supported by not only the Federal Government through the Na-
tional Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, but also by the U.S.
Children’s Bureau, a number of private foundations, and the ABA
itself.

What I am speaking about today I have experienced in the court-
room, and I am also relating my experiences relative to the re-
search we have done at the ABA in connection with this subject.
We have had a child sexual abuse project for the last year and one
half that has been looking at State laws and prosecutorial practices
in all of the 50 States regarding child sexual abuse. We have come
out with a special book on that topic, entitled “Child Sexual Abuse
and the Law.”

We have also been involved in all legal aspects of child abuse
and neglect for about 3 years now, and have also moved the ABA
to adopt official policy relating to child abuse and neglect which I
would like to briefly mention.

First of all, the house of delegates, which is the official policy-
making body of the ABA, speaking for the membership of the asso-
ciation, has passed unanimously a resolution calling for greater
Federal involvement in the area of child protection, in particular
an extension of the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act—
Public Law 93-247—and passage of the Adoption Assistance and
Child Welfare Act—Public Law 96-272.

We also have a separate resolution which calls upon individual
attorneys and State and local bar associations to become more ac-
tively involved in the protection of children. This is not an area, as
you can imagine, that many bar groups and, quite frankly, many
attorneys, have traditionally been involved in. We think that is un-
fortunate.

Obviously you can tell from my background that I have become
invested in this field and, as Mr. Dobbs has indicated, we have had
a great deal of success through ABA the young lawyers division
getting State and local bars to take up the challenge of doing some-
thing for children.

Let me briefly summarize my remarks by stating, first of all,
that the American Bar Association has approached the whole issue
of juvenile justice in a very comprehensive manner. You may be
aware that there is a 20-volume series of Juvenile Justice Stand-
ards that were developed and approved by the ABA and were the
result of an 8-year project supported by the Law Enforcement As-
sistance Administration, the Office of Juvenile Justice Land Delin-
quency Prevention and a number of foundations.

There are, however, no officially approved volumes on child
abuse, runaways, or child exploitation. But it is important to know
that the association’s standards do discuss to the need of the juve-
nile justice system to respond to the problems of children such as
those we have been talking about today.

Specifically, in the dispositions volume of the ABA juvenile jus-
tice standards there is a very cogent statement of the need for juve-
niles to be given access to all services necessary for their normal
growth and development.

Senator SpEcTER. What does that mean?

89

Mr. Davipbson. If a child is going to go through the juvenile jus-
tice process we owe the child nothing less than the services that he
or she needs to be able to adjust normally.

Senator SpECTER. David Stockman says: “we owe the child noth-
ing.” He terminates that sentence with a period ahead of yours.

Mr. DAvipson. I differ personally with Mr. Stockman.

. Senator SpECTER. Mr. Stockman has defined the entitlements to
e none.

Mr. DavipsonN. If we are going to do something about serious
crime we must begin with providing adequate services to the nonof-
fender youth coming into our judicial system for the first time.

Senator SpECTER. I agree with you. We do need to provide some
meaningful rehabilitation, some meaningful counseling. The defini-
tion and delination of that is the toughest issue we face now and it
must be done within some bounds that we can afford, given the
economic climate of the day.

That is the real central issue, gentlemen, which I would appreci-
ate your continuing thought and work on. That is what this sub-
committee is directing its attention to.

Mr. DavipsoN. Let me give you some suggestions for what I
think can be done. I recognize the budget cutbacks. In my written
testimony I refer to the budgetary proklems the country is facing
and the cutbacks in a number of human service and juvenile jus-
tice programs, of which you are all too well aware.

First of all, I think there is an opportunity now for much better
coordination among federal agencies involved in this area.

For example, I understand that there is really only one program
out of all of the projects that the national center has supported in
which there is any kind of joint endeavor with another Federal
agency, and that is a Military Family Resource Center in which
'Ehe Defense Department and the National Center have joined

orces.

Why can’t there be a similar collaboration between the Justice
Department, the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention, the Youth Development Bureau, and the National Center
on Child Abuse and Neglect to take a close look at the problem of
sexual exploitation of children to learn more about it, and to do
some things that don’t necessarily cost money?

Senator SpecTer. I think we know what the problem is. The
question is what are we going to do?

Mr. Davipson. First of all, I think I wouldn’t fairly answer that
question if I didn’t reiterate my feeling and the feeling on the part
of many people working in this field that we simply don’t know
enough about the problem. For example, we've just begun to do re-
search on child pornography and child prostitution.

The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, which is really
the only Federal agency that focuses on victims of exploitation, has
been able to award only two demonstration grants in the area of
child exploitation, both $50,000 grants—a real drop in the bucket.

So, if there were researchers present today, people involved in
this field, that would be one thing they would want to stress. But
clearly there is also a need for demonstration activities. There is
not one demonstration project related to child pornography or child
prostitution that has been funded.

89-254 0 - 82 - 7
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Senator SPECTER. Are you talking about a demonstration project
which is designed to meet the problem—is that what you are talk-
ing about?

Mr. Davipson. Yes. I will give you an example, the kind of pro-
gram Mr. Rabun is working on, the explorted child unit program in
Louisville. They are not getting money directly through any Feder-
al demonstration project funds. Federal agencies are going to be
paying a lot of attention now to the perpetrators, to the offenders,
whether they are juveniles or adults, but what about the victims of
crime who are children?

About 10 months ago I wrote to the Acting Administrator of the
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, and I sug-
gested that more attention should be given to the problems of vic-
timized children by that Office. I cited to him 42 U.S.C. 5601, which
states the finding of Congress that the juvenile court foster care
and child protective programs were inadequate to meet the needs
of abused and neglected children who may become delinquents.

If we take seriously the intention of Congress to do something
about those predelinquent children, then we should assume that
this agency is doing more in this area and is concentrating on the
children who may later become violent if not provided adequate
services and treatment. I call upon that agency to reexamine some
of its priorities te try to more effectively service this group.

I breifly mentioned interagency cooperation. There are two inter-
agency task forces that I think need to pay much more attention to
this problem. There is a Federal Advisory Board on Child Abuse
and Neglect as well as a Coordinating Council on Juvenile Justice,
and both of those organizations, if asked to by the Congress, could
take a closer look at the problem of child exploitation.

Now, I know you are interested in what can be done to help the
States and localities better handle this problem. First of all, we be-
lieve there is a lot of room for improvement of the laws in this
area. I made available to your staff for your consideration, and also
for inclusion in the record, a recent publication of ours on this sub-
ject called “Child Sexual Exploitation: Background and Legal Anal-
ysis,” in which we analyze State as well as Federal statutes in this
area and point out some of the problems with the laws.

We have done a similar analysis of child sexual abuse laws
which has been very helpful to legislators at the State level. And
we hope this new publication will be helpful as well. We are par-
ticularly interested in helping legislators adequately respond to the
needs of maltreated and exploited children. There are a number of
ways this can be done.

Let me give you one example. Many children who are abused or
neglected come through the court system without an independent
advocate. The State and local child protective agency is supposed to
be providing protection and services, but they have the interests of
thehfamily as a whole, and not merely that child, to be concerned
with.

We are supporting the provision of a guardian ad litem or a spe-
cial court-appointed representative for all children who go through
the court system. That is something that is easily achievable. It can
be accomplished with fairly littie money and there are a number of
child advocacy groups in this country which would be pleased to re-
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spond in this manner to the needs of these children in the court
process.

Is it fair for a 14-year-old or a 13-year-old exploited child to go
thro_ugh the court system without that kind of an advocate? In
Louisville, t}}ose children are lucky to have a program like the one
Jlﬁ\l/.[lr.t Rabun is associated with. In other cities, children don’t have

at.

Sepaj:or SPECTER. Mr. Davidson, would you summarize whatever
else it is you want to call to my attention at this moment, because
I must adjourn shortly.

Mr. DAVIDSOI\{. I appreciate that. Let me just close by saying we
support any action that your subcommittee, the full committee and
the Congress can take to protect children. We think that Senate
bill 1701 is one step in that direction.

We are acutely aware of the problem of locating missing chil-
dren. We have a special project on parental kidnaping focusing on
that problem, and we hear from parents and their attorneys fre-
quently concerning this issue.

We hope that you will take advantage of the opportunity to have
further hearings on this matter, to ask the Justice Department and
FBI to appear before you, and for them to discuss compliance with
the Protect:aon of Children Against Sexual Exploitation Act of
1977—Public Law 95-222—which was in intent an excellent law.
We understand there has been very little prosecution under the
Federal act and I urge you to also hear from some State and
county prosecutors, as well as others, in connection with criminal
prosecution against those who exploit children.

_ Unfortunately I believe that we have not made as much progress
in this area as the Congress hoped back in 1977 when hearings
were held on this subject by both the House and the Senate.

Senator SPECTER. Mr. Davidson, thank you very much, and Mr.
Dobbs, thank you very much.

How long have you been practicing law, Mr. Dobbs?

Mr. DoBss. Seven years.

Senator SPECTER. In Atlanta? Which is your law school?

Mr. Dosss. Vanderbilt.

lﬁ‘\;{t[ana]gor SPECTEII%. }f—Iow about you, Mr. Davidson?

r. DAVIDSON. ave been practicing since 1970, ar ,
Boston College Law School. P ¢ and 1 atfended

[The prepared statements of Messrs. Dobbs and Davidson and ad-
ditional material follow:]



- S




92

PRePARED STATEMENT oF C. Epwarp DoBes AND Howarp A. Davibson

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittes:

The American Bar Association appéeciates the opportunity
to present its views on the subject of exploitation of
children. I am C. Edward Dobbs, Chairperson of the Associa-
tion's Young Lawyers Division. The Division, with more than
140,000 member attorneys drawn from all fields of practice,
provides assistance to over 230 state and local Young Lawyer
groups throughout the country; it is the largest single mem-
bership entity within the ABA, representing more than 51% of
the total Association membership.

The Division emphasizes the need for lawyers to be in-
volved in public service work, and the legal protection of
children is but one of many areas where coordinated efforts
have been made by the Division to address major national issues
and problems, On a state and local level, a number of bar
association Young Lawyer programs have been concerned for many
years with child maltreatment and juvenile justice.

With me today is Howard Davidson, Director of our Division's
National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protection.
Mr. Davidscn will discuss his concerns relative to the subject
of exploitation of children at the conclusion of my brief
remarks.

The Resource Center, located in Washington, D.C., has a
staff of five full-time attorneys involved in a variety of

efforts related to the legal aspects of child welfare. A

project on child abuse and neglect has for three years .

worked closely with the National Center on Child Abﬁse and
Neglect of the U,S. Department of Health and Human Services

as well as hundreds of lawyers and child welfare professionals
throughout the nation. A '"Planning for Chiidren in Foster
Care Project'" has been at the forefront of actigns to help
improve the legal and judicial system's response to children

removed from their homes. Finally, a "Child Custody Project"

[P
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focuses on legal and judicial education concerning the federal

Parental Kidnapping Act, the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdic-

tion Act, and other aspects of interstate and international

child custody disputes.

Mr., Davidson will now present his portion of this state-

ment, in which he will summarize

position on the legal protection

the American Bar Association's

of ~uildren and his own views

on the subject of child exploitation.

* Kk K

I am Howard Davidson, Director of the National Legal

Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protection. The

Resource Center was established in October, 1978 pursuant to

a grant from the National Center

on Child Abuse and Neglect.

This support has since been supplemented with funds from the

U.S. Children's Bureau and a number of private foundations.

The Resource Center is guided in

national advisory board, as well

its work by a distinguished

as by the Young Lawyers

Division and the ABA Public Services Group. Prior to coming

to the Resource Center, I worked for over five years as a

lawyer representing children, through the juvenile programs

of Greater Boston Legal Services.

My experiences’

involved the representation of a number of children considered

to be "exploited."

My remarks today are based on my experiences as a child

advocate, the research I have conducted relative to the legal

aspects of child pornographv and prostitution, the products

of our special "Child Sexual Abuse Project," including the

book, Child Sexual Abuse and :he Law, our intensive work in

the general area of child abuse and neglect, and most impor-

tantly, official ABA policy on the subject of the protection

of children.

Prior to my arrival at the ABA, the Association's House

of Delegates, in February, 1978, adopted a general resolution

supporting federal, state, and local efforts to combat family

violence and protect its victims.

The victims of such violence

e
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are, of course, frequently children, and many who flee their

1

homes for their own safety or are "throwaways,' unwanted by
their parents, become highly vulnerable targets of adult
exploiters. Although this 1978 resolution spoke in general
terms of domestic assaults, a more specific resolution
relating to children was approved by the ABA's House of
Delegates in August, 1980,

It urged increased govermment efforts related to child abuse
and neglect, extension of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act, and passage of the Federal Child Welfare Act
as part of a comprehensive plan to assure adequate national
attention to and funding for the legal protection of children.
Finally, this past August, the ABA's House of Delegates approved
unanimously a resolution calling for attormeys and local bar
organizations to become more active in helping improvg the
handling of cases related to child protection. A copy of
this last resolution is appended to this statement.

As you may know, the American Bar Association also

approved in 1980 a set <f twenty volumes of Juvenile Justice

Standards. Although standards on child abuse, runaways, and
child exploitation were not among them, the twenty volumes
represent a major review of juvenile law and a set of criteria
and procedures for structuring the administration of juvenile
justide. Specifically, I would like to make reference to the
Dispositions volume, which states that '"juveniles adjudicated
delinquent should have access to all services necessary for
their normal growth and development" (§4.1). Since many
exploited children live on the streets of America's cities
and are forced to commit delinquent acts by their exploiters,
this "right to services' provision becomes central to their
protection. Too often in my career as a juvenile defense
advocate, judges were told that welfare or youth services
agencies had "nothing to offer" the 15 year-old prostitute

to keep her from selling her body.

S
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1 am sure you know that adolescent services are frequent-
ly cited by child advocates as inadequate. Reductions in the
Juvenile Justice Act, Runaway Youth Act, Child Welfare Act,
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, and Title XX program
funding will make it even less likely that abused and neglected
adolescents and sexually exploited children will receive
adequate help from either the child Protective, youth services,
or juvenile justice system. Moreover, with juvenile justice
programs at the federal and state level mandated to concentrate
more on "violent offenders," strong political leadership and
effective advocacy for adequate budget appropriations will be
necessary to target aid for exploited children. Good child
protective laws are simply not enough.

I have been asked to comment on the link between child
maltreatment and subsequent acts of delinquency, as this link
relates to exploitation of children. The empirical data, as
contained in a 1980 report of the National Institute for

Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (A Preliminary

National Assessment of Child Abuse and Neglect and the Juvenile

Justice System: The Shadows of Distress), does suggest that

there is indeed a significant interrelationship. It is also
well known that many abused, neglected, and exploited children
are mislabeled as delinquents or status offenders, thus

depriving them of the protective services of the state.

However, I do not want to suggest that inadequate
services are the only problems affecting an appropriate
response by government to the needs of exploited youth. For
example, the federal Child Sexual Exploitation Act fails to
address the problems experienced by the viectimized child.

That Act, Public Law 95-225 (18 U.S.C. §2251 et seq.) contains
no specific funding authorization for child victim assistance
programs. Although the Congress did for the first time, in
FY 1980, appropriate $4 million for "sexual abuse" programs
under the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, most of

this money went to the states and private providers for
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training and treatment related to sexual assault or "incest."
Only two small research grants and no demqnstration projects
related to the sexual use of children for commercial purposes
were funded under that Act. Although the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act has been reauthorized in Title VI of the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (p.L. 97-35), there
is no longer any special authorization for sexual abuse or
exploitation programs.

The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, which
administers the Act's programs, is the only federal agency
which focuses expertisé and funding on the victims of child
maltreatment. However, its budget constraints force it to
deal almost exclusively with intra-family abuse and neglect.
Given proper resources, 1 believe.that this agency has the
potential to help us learn much more about the problems of
exploited children. 1T urge you to provide additional and
specific funding for this agency in order to address the
needs of this group of children.

State child protective laws are also in need of improve-
ment in this area. Although state statutes dealing with
some forms of child abuse and neglect have increased dramat-
ically in the past decade, statutes related to sexual exploi-
tation have simply not kept up with this pace. Laws regard-~
ing mandatory reporting responsibilities, the required
responses of child protective service agencies, and child
abuse program authorizations need to be re-examined to see
how they can better serve child victims of commercial sexual
exploitation.

Indeed, only nine states include '‘sexual exploitation”
within the definition of abuse and naglect under their manda-
tory reporting laws. Only about half of the states have speci-
fic offenses related to child prostitution, including severe
penalties for causing or abetting the prostitution of a minor.
Even fewer states have specific criminal sanctions against

parents who permit their children to become involved in pros-

titution.

s
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The Association hopes that this hearing will help to

focu i ithi
S new attention both within the federal government and the

stat i i
es on the exploitation of children. We support new laws

which will protect minors from participation in the production
of pornography as well as prostitution. We also strongly urge
that they be drafted, so as to assure appropriate assistance to
children who have been victimized by such activities. Finally
we believe, as a deterrent to such activities, that federal
and state law enforcement officials should more aggressively
utilize the stringent criminal child sexual exploitation
statutes which have been enacted throughout ‘the country since
1977.

Without these efforts, more hearings like fhe oné today
in the state legislatures; and the special earmarking of funds
to combat the incidence and effects of sexual exploitation, I
regret to say that this subject is never likely to be ade-
quately addressed by the states. For thisz is a highly
controversial topic, and one which people are generally uncom~
fortable dealing with. ‘

Much of the information that we have gathered on this

subject to date is contained in a new Resource Center mono-

graph, entitlgd, Child Sexual Exploitation - Background and

Legal Analysis, copies of which are being made available to

the Subcommittee today.

We want to thank the Chairman, the Subcommittee, and the
Subcommittee staff for permitting us to express these views.
The Association, the Ydung Lawyers Division, and our Resource
Center will continue to explore the legal ramifications of
this subject, and we stand ready to assist the Subcommittee in

actions which will help provide new protections to these

highly vulnerable children.

A
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(APPENDIX)

/ABR\ AVERCAN BAR ASSOCIATION

1800 M STREET, NW. @ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 & (202} 331-2260 v

RESOLUTION OF THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES
OF THE
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION
ADOPTED AUGUST, 1981

BE 1T RESOLVED, that the American Bar Association
encourages individual attorneys and state and local
bar organizations to work more actively to improve
the handling of cases {nvolving abused and neglected
children as well as children in foster care.
Specifically, attorneys should form appropriate
committees and groups within the bar to help develap
petter state legislation, court rules, and administra-
tive regulations related to all stages of these
proceedings; should participate in multidisciplinary
teams and other community activities in which they
can interact with members of other concerned

professional groups; and should work to assure quality

: legal representation for children, parents and child -

welfare agencies.

e

R s e oot

99-

The recent passage of the Adoption Assistance and Chiild
Welfare Act of 1980 (P.L. 96-272) highlights the need to improve state
Taw concerning intervention on behalf of abused and neglected children.?
Supported by the American Bar Association in an August, 1980 resolution
of its House of Delegates, the Act includes a comprehensive package
of systemic reforms designed to prevent the unnecessary and unnecessarily
prolonged placement of children in foster care. The reforms required
by the Act should not only improve the handling of dependency and
neglect cases by child welfare agencies, but also juvenile court and
administrative proceedings.

State legislative changes are required because many state
statutes still incorporate previous federal requirements and do not
include the reforms required by the Act. Further, more than technical
compliance with the new changes is needed. Because the Act incorporates
broad system reforms, and because many of its requirements are flexible,
a thorough review of relevant state law is called for to assure a
cohesive incorporation of the spirit of the reforms required by the Act.
Active involvement of the bar in the process of legislative reform is
therefore needed to assure that new state legisiation embodies the

reforms included in the Act, establishes sufficient procedural
protection for children and parents, and establishes an appropriate
role for attorneys and the courts in implementing the reforms.

The American Bar Association has demonstrated continuing
commitment in this area through its support of the National Legal
Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protection, a program of the
Young Lawyers Division which has as its primary focus the improvement
of the legal process related to these proceedings.

1"Neg]ect and dependency” proceedings include child abuse and neglect
cases and other juvenile court (and ancillary) actions related to
these cases, including termination of parental rights.

2institute of Judicial Administration/American Bar Association, Joint
Commission on Juvenile Justice Standards, Standards Relating to
Counsel for Private Parties (1980), §2.3(bY.

3Bross. Bonald €., "Multi-Disciplinary Child Protection Teams and

" Effective Legal Management of Abuse and Neglect," in Protecting Children

Through the Legal System, ABA National Institute Manual, National Legal
Resource Center for Child Advocacy and Protection/National Association
of Counsel for Children (June, 1981) at 506,

4 . . ‘s
The Act was responsive to a variety of studies critical of the
previous federal role in the foster care system.
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REPORT *

This resoiution is prompted by two recent developments related
to child neglect and dependency cases:! The United States Supreme
Court decision in Lassiter v. Department of Social Services .
___u.s. (Decided June 1, 1981) and the enactment of the Adoption
Assistance and Child Welfare Act of 1980 {P.L. 96-272).

In the Lassiter case, the Supreme Court held that the Constitution
does not always require the appointment of counsel for indigent parents
in every judicial proceeding to terminate parental rights; but that courts
must decide on a case by case basis whether appointed counsel is
constitutionally required.

The American Bar Association has concluded that the profound
interests of all parties in the outcome of neglect and dependency
proceedings and the possibility of error in these cases requires that
qualified counsel always be available at all stages of the proceedings.2
Without adequate legal representation for all parties in these cases,
the flow of complete and accurate information to the court 1is impaired.
The result may be children left in dangerous living situations,
unnecessarily separated from their families, unnecessarily spending
their childhood without benefit of a stable home, or unnecessarily losing
all contact with their natural parents.

The legal profession can help assure that parties are represented
in these cases by supporting legislation to that effect at the state Tevel.
Such legisiation should provide for a level of compensation for
representation which is commensurate with both the difficuity and time
involved. At present, there are many states in which statutory changes

in these areas are needed. In addition, attorneys can work at the state
and local level to establish better education, training, and standards
for practice to assure that counsel are adequately prepared for an area
of legal work which is extremely complex and subtle,

Many states and communities have child protection teams,-councils
-and committees in which social workers, physicians, and mental health
professionals participate in individual case planning and child welfare
system improvement. It is important for attorneys to be involved with
these groups in order to assure that “the entire protective service
process is informed by legal judgement, {ncreasing the chances that
' good prevengive law' and ethical practice in the area of child protection
will occur.” Further, the educational efforts of the bar in this area
,can be enhanced by collaboration with other professionals involved with
these matters.

*This report was submitted to the ABA House of Delegates along with the
proposed resolution., Although the Report is included here for informational
purposes, only the approved resolution is the official policy of the Association.

U.S. Department of Justice
National Institute of Justice

This document has been reproduced exacﬂfy as recegﬁ% rf]rsogtwaigi
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lrr;;?r]elassem the official position or policies of the National Institute of ;

Justice.
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PREFACE

This monograph is one of a series of publications devel-
oped by the National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy
and Protection as part of its Child Sexual Abuse Project. The
Resource Center, a program of the American Bar Association's
Young Lawyers Division, has received funding from the National
Center on Child Abuse and Neglect to produce materials on the
legal, statutory, and programmatic aspects of child sexual
abuse. These materials have included Child Sexual Abuse -
Legal Issues and Approaches, an introductory guide to these
complex 1ssues; Child Sexual Abuse and the Law, a comprehensive
book containing an analysis of state criminal child
offense and incest statutes, other related laws, and legal
issues related to proof of sexual abuse; and the forthcoming
Innovations in the Prosecution of Child Sexual Abuse, a report

on innovative approaches in the legal system's handling of
these cases.

sex

I would like to express appreciation to several people
without whom this monograph, the Resource Center's first
on sexual exploitation, would not have been possible. First,
for the initial research and first draft of this publica-
tion, I want to thank Daniel Nash, a student at the University
of California - Hastings School of Law and Summer, 1981 intern
at the Resource Center. Dan was also the author of a condensed
version of this monograph, entitled "Legal Issues Related to
Child Pornography," which appeared in the Summer, 1981 issue of

the Resource Center's newsletter, Legal Response: Child
Advocacy and Protection.

Second, I would like to thank Resource Center intern Mary
Startzman and research assistant Jane Hammitt for their help in
further research and writing, as well as preparation of the
charts and bibliography. I also appreciate the assistance of
Ann Wolbert Burgess, Kee MacFarlane, and Robert Horowitz who
reviewed drafts of this monograph. Finally, I want to express
deep gratitude to Attorney Josephine Bulkley, the director of
the Resource Center's Child Sexual Abuse Project. This pro-
ject's success is really due to Jo's hard work, careful scho-

larship, and sensitivity to the issues concerning sexually
abused children.

As with all Resource Center publications, we welcome
your comments which will dssist us in making appropriate
revisions for future printings of this monograph.

Howard A. Davidson, Esq.
Director,
National Legal
Resource Center for
Child Advocacy and
Protection, American
Bar Association
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I.  INTRODUCTION

i increased public and

he ast five Yyears haYe seen s nd

rofezsiongl concern apout an insidious fory of cplldasﬁuzzm_
Ehe exploitation of children for sexual stimulation

i i le y h Ch i g
merc .]_al ai e Medla attentlon to the prob A rﬂ' b the i1cago
Tribune Time Magazine and the CBS televlslon Program "60

’

hic and alarming
3 "3 “among others, have produced grap
?:ngﬁizlabout agsituation too disturbing to fully'ca?prehi:?;
Adgitionally, Congressicnal hearings oD the sub;sg ‘ ;ﬁ%lem
nating in new federal legislation, have given e p
national attention.

Children are being sexually exploited throughﬁfzdtgg
untry in a variety of ways. Most commoqu, they are us  2°
;gostfzutes or models for the production of pornograp

i is is distinguishable from another
pho?ogi?pgida?ilgiiif.pr;€¥;m-—sexual gbuse of chll§ren by
serlo: and guardians. Sexual exgloitation usually 1nvolYes
B or Zrcialgelement: children selling themselves oOr bs;ng
Zofgmgs prostitutes or models. Sexual abuse, on the other

hand, 1s generally perpetrateq by an adult the.i21ﬁ1t£2§¥z§
t often by & parent, guardian or a person wi 2 oriyy
ove the. child, and generally has no commercial elemen . hil
z;:rtwo problems are interrelated (;.e., parents yhils?xuthig
abuse their children may also exp101§ them coTFercliOi{a;ion.
monograph will be concerned only with sexual exp
. . w s _
i raphy, also known as "kiddie porn, is gen
eralfguégffﬁggogs %gams, photog;aphs, @aga21neii bzgkiiigg
i ictures which depict children in sexually exp ieit
motzonbgth heterosexual and homosexual.? Producﬁﬁon,buSi_
isibdtion and sale of child pornog;aphy is a iéci? ::Eremely
ness, making a determination of 1its full e;lgnen xtreme s
i ffcult. Estimates of the number of childr It A
e from the thousands to the hund;e@s of thousan s.t The
Zigiistics cannot be accurately verlfliigi?%i;:ﬁtii;&ir gf
i hing is clear: @&
i;??giznviiﬁ'Qﬁ?;;xﬁliﬁalf; exploited throughout the country.

The availability of child pornqgraphy is a gooidﬁﬂﬁ;issgi
£ 3its nature and scope. A relatively obscure ah s
;roduct as late as the 1960's, child pornography has

at least 260 dif-
3 singl opular. In 1977, there were at 1
;pc2§iat&%é;l§ amgazines published in thf Pnltgd Eti;ifswaﬁg
siih names as "Torrid Tots," "Night Boys, Lolita, Yy

Love Bovs," and “"Children Love."8

Congress has concluded that child Pornogfighytafssczﬁii
prostitution have bécome higﬂ;y ;igin;ziiegne:siggted “hat
n a nationwide scale. t ha : .
2£Z§:tzné;rprises may gross a half—bllllon(;o a ;SQé;g: 2Zit:§z

a year.l To date, police have uncovered pro

in Los Angeles, New vork, Chicago and several other large

105

cities.ll But production is by no means limited to these
areas. Police have also discovered child pornography and
prostitution operations in suburban and rural communities.l2
Moreover, since such photographs or films can be taken in
private homes, discovery of their production is very difficult.

Child pornography is a lucrative business; the costs of
sexually exploiting children are minimal and the profits enor-
mous. A magazine that retails for $7.50 to $12.50 per copy can
be produced for as little as 35 to 50 cents. Similarly, a
cheap home movie camera can be used to produce films that sell
thousands of copies for $75 to $200 each.l3 These prices are

considerably higher than for similar materials featuring adult
pornography.

A. Child Pornography and Child Prostitution

Several authorities have found a close relationship
between child pornography and child prostitution.l4 Fre-
quently, a person hiring a child prostitute will also film

their activities. These films are then reproduced and sold to
distributors.

There have also been cases where c¢child pornography
and prostitution operations have been organized into "sex
rings."l5 For example, a Tennessee minister who operated a
home for wayward boys encouraged the boys to engage in orgies.
He then filmed them with hidden cameras and sold the films.

Also, he arranged for "sponsors" to come to the home and have
sex with the boys.l6

However, child pornography is generally a "cottage indus-
try," with production occurring surreptitiously in private
homes and motel rooms. Consequently, combatting the probism
and protecting the children can be very difficult.

B. Profile of People Who Sexually Exploit Children

The rapid growth of child pornography reveals a demand for
the material by people who are stimulated by sexual activity
with children. They are known as "pedophiles"--people who are
predisposed to sexually use children or who turn to them as a
result of conflicts or problems in their adult relationships.
Some have organized and become vocal about what they believe is
their right to sexual fulfillment. For example, the Rene Guyon
Society in California purports to have 5,000 members who claim
to have each deflowered a ~*ild under eight. Their motto:
"sex by eight or it is too ~ate."l7 In May, 1977, the first
meeting of the Internationa. Pedophilic Information Exchange
was held in Wales.l8 It advocates a change in the laws to
permit sex between adults and "consenting” children, although

such permission is a legal impossibility since children are not
capable of consenting.

89-254 0 -~ 82 ~ 8
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The pedophile's sexual access to children is gained by
either pressuring the child into sexual activity through en-
ticement, encouragement, or instruction, or by forcing such
activity through thresat, intimidation, or physical duress.
However, pedophiles usually seek to control childrén rather
than injure them. '

The research of Dr. Nicholas Groth, Ann Wolbert Burgess,
and their colleagues forms an essential basis for understanding
the phenomenon of pedophilia.l? Reports on their observa-
tions and clinical experiences have helped separate myths from
realities concerning those adults who sexually victimize
children.20 They have found that pedophiles are not “dirty
0ld men" but are rather at the younger end of the age spectrum.
Many may commit their first pedopliilic offense while in their
teens. Generally, they are neither retarded nor psychotic.

Surprisingly, pedophiles frequently have adult outlets for
sexual gratification. Many are married, and many have on-~going
sexual relationships with adults at the same time that they are
carrying on sexual activity with children. It is alsoc commonly
believed that child sex offenders are often violent and that
children are usually physically injured by the cffenders. This

is rarely the case. Few incidents of sexual abuse are marked
by excessive force or brutality. Nor do most offenders become
increasingly violent over time. Indeed, most offenses involve

activity in which there is no physical contact (e.g., indecent
exposure) or which stops short of penetration:

Although it is commonly believed that children are at
greater risk of sexual victimization from homosexual adults
than from heterosexuals, this is not true. Dr. Groth's re-
search not only found females victimized almost twice as often
as male children, but where child sex offenders had a -predom—
inant sexual orientation toward adults, they largely 1led
exclusively heterosexual lives. Another myth is that pedo-
philes are often alcohol or drug-addicted. Not only is this
false, but their sexual behavior is likely to be highly repe-
titive, often to the point of compulsion, rather than the
product of a temporary lapse of judgment while in a state of
intoxication.

c. Profile of the Exploited Child

Child pornographers have little difficulty recruiting
youngsters. Typically, the victims are runaways who come to
the city with 1little or no money. A recent U.S8. Senate
Committee report estimates that between 700,000 to one million
children run away from home each year.2l Adult exploiters
pick them up at bus stations, hamburger stands and street
corners and offer them money, gifts or drugs for sexual favors.

b
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However, not all exploited children
Many seem to live normal lives with their f:;fl;:iﬁawiiz;
quently, they are children who have been abused at home or come
from brok?n homgs or live with parents who simply don't care
about their activities. The Senate Committee Report suggested

the following characteri i i
Ploited bou: g : ristics as typical of a sexually ex~

~ Between the ages of 8 and 17
= An  under achiever in school or at

home
- Usual%y without previous homosexual
experience

- Came from a home where the parents
were absent either physically or

psychologically

- Had. no strong moral or religious
obligations :

- Usu§lly had no record of previous
delinquency : ‘

- Suffered from poor éociolo ical
development. 22 : ?

Often the parents are unaware of what their children are doing
bu? there have been cases where parents have sold their owé
children for sexual purposes.

The effects of sexual exploitation on chi
devastating. Many children suffer physical harm a;h;1§Z:Sltagg
the premature and inappropriate sexual demands placed on them
Perhaps more serious is the disruption of emotional developmen£
Although the psychological problems experienced by children who.
are sexuall¥ exploited have not been extensively studied, there
1s ample evidence that such involvement is harmful. One'recent
study suggests that children who are used to produce porno-
graphy sgffgr harmful effects similar to those experienced b
incest v1ct1ms:23 Such effects may include depression, guilz
and psychologically induced somatic disorders.24 Often
thesezghlldren grow up to lead a life of drugs and prostitui
tion. @ore tragically, children who are sexually abused
are more likely to abuse their own children.?2

D. The Need for Effective Child Sexual Exploitation Laws

) In the past four vyears, Congress and
leglslatyres have played a crucial rolZ-in the figgteagzzizi
the répld}y growing problem of child pornography and child
prostitution. Prior to 1977 there were few laws either
fe@eral or state, addressing the sexual exploitétion of
children. Today, virtually all states and the federal govern-

ment have enacted laws which specifi ;
problem.27 pecifically deal with the

T
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i i ivi 1ted from a belief
jurry of legislative activity resul ) :
that 22i ixiséing laws used to prosecute chllq gxP101tegi i;g
i from these activities.
not adequately protect children ; S e
ty statutes prohibilte
federal level, the general obscepl Bt e 3
114 28 importation29 .and interstate transp
gzlééggéne maté;ials. while these statuges co:eg'iég ::ﬁ:fazz
hy, they o no iffe
legally "obscene" ‘pornograp . itiat
i i i dults and material depl g
petween material depicting a r i cting
i do not specifically prohibi
children. Furthermore, they Hoally Pro ily
uction of child pornography. _Also, i g
:;: iéZitice of the federal authorities tq lgve§t;gi;? zgi{
istributors. - Combined wi e
large manufacturers apd dis - lned with K ucted
ch of the business of child pornograp Yy :
E:izugﬁ interstate commerce and the %alls, Congress determined
that specific legislation was needed.

Several types of state statutes have indirectly addres§ed
child sexual exploitation prior to enactment of the n%r)lgg}id
1ation. These include: 1) sex offense_statutes; chi a
abuse laws; 3) contributing to the delln%?i?i?sof é;;:yzz

i : ity statutes. '

: 4) child labor laws: and 5) obsceni _
iiﬁi tQQUgh these laws address the problem 1n one ﬁ;rﬁaiz
another, many state legislators found them to be 1nadeq
for reasons discussed below.

1. Sex Offense statutes

All states have sex offense statutes_which prohiblg
certain sexual acts such as incest, sexgaitanegc;gizisan
adults an .
forms of sexual contact petwegn . m C
;ﬁzsg laws have several limitations 1n their application to

child sexual exploitation. First, while they may :u:lag tti
actual production of child pornography, they do no sfgtﬂtes
its distribution and sale. gSecond, sex offense

i i hild is forced to
do not address situations where a ¢ s

gizifiifgne or is depicted with other ihlggreg:niﬂgf iﬁitz

i i bused by an adult. i , the

only when the child is a Finally, Toren
: f: usually, the abus

laws present problems of proo e ey
if£i i i locate. In the even

are difficult to 1den§1fy anq e ey R nesges:

4, the victimized children are oIte p
;;Eyfssz Loo young; frightened or emotionally attached to the

perpetrator.

2. Child Abuse laws

Child abuse laws may also be used in re§pon§e'totghlld
sexual exploitation, but they also have cirtaingé;géizn;onzé
i ly parents, ega ’
Most child abuse laws pover onlj : s eg S mildren are
in loco parentis. Considering ! X
Eir?ﬁfzed by strangers, these laws are cleirly 1£adeggiz?s
Algo these statutes focus on the "fitness of.tté 3e;e s
pareéts and the responsibility of the state to 1inter

e e e b £ S e
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behalf of the caild allegedly receiving inadequate parental
care. They are not designed to deter all categories of child
pornographers. Moreover, while child abuse laws may in some
cases apply to the production of child pornography (i.e., if a
parent uses or permits his or her child to be used for the
purpose of producing child pornography), they do not speci-
fically cover its distribution and sale. :

3. Contributing to the Delinquency of a Minor laws

Statutes which make it an offense to "contribute
towards the delinquency of a minor" may also be used to pros-
ecute exploiters of children. However, they may onliy be
applied to persons who use children for prostitution or for the
production of pornography. They can not be used to prosecute
distributors and sellers of child pornography who have no
direct contact with the exploited children. Perhaps more
importantiy, they usually provide weak criminal sanctions.

4. Child Labor laws

In an attempt to curb child pornography, child 1labor
laws have been amended in several jurisdictions. These amended
statutes are diverse; they target different aspects of the
problem and impose varying degrees of punishment. Because no
one statute deals comprehensively with all facets of child
pornography, their ability to combat the problem is severly
hampered. For example, California Labor Code § 1309.5 imposes
a recordkeeping requirement for persons engaged in activities
‘related to the sale and production of child pornography. Its
scope 1is therefore limited to retailers and distributors of
the finished product, and it does not pertain to those persons
in direct contact with the exploited minor. Conversely, Idaho
Code § 44-~1306 is a general proscription against all theatrical
employment of children which is dangerous to their 1life and
limb or which is for "any obscene, indecent or immoral pur-
poses." However, it does not address itself to those who sell
and distribute a finished printed or filmed product. Failure
to comply with both statutes is only a misdemeanor. A further
example of a state child labor law aimed at eradicating child
pornography is Massachusetts Gen. Laws Ann. ch. 149 § 1043,
which makes it a felony to employ or hire a minor to pose nude
or to participate in sexual conduct for purposes of visual
productions. Massachusetts, like Idaho, focuses upon the
person who actually employs the child.

The federal child labor law, 29 U.S.C. §212, is a
general proscription against any oppressive child labor, which
could be construed to include minors employed for pornographic
purposes. It also is limited, however, by the fact that its
provisions only pertain to producers, manufacturers, dealers
and employers, and not to those persons who enlist the services
of the minor outside of an employment relationship.
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5. Obscenity statutes

. Obscenity statutes proscribe the production and
distribution of visual and printed material which is legally
obscene. While most child pornography is generally considered
obscene34 and falls within the purview of these laws, they
still have several weaknesses. First, obscenity statutes
have generally failed to differentiate between pornography
involving adults and material depicting children, although this
has changed with the advent of the new laws.35 fThe tradi-
tional obscenity laws have never underscored a concern for this
particularly offensive form of pornography. Second, the
obscenity laws apply only to material which is determined to be
legally obscene. More importantly, these laws are aimed at the
finished product and not at the actual harm done to the child
in the process of production. The production of pornography
can be harmful to the child without the finished product being
considered legally "obscene."

IT. NEW LEGISLATION

A. Federal Statutes

Serious legislative attention to the problem began in 1978
when Congress enacted the Protection of Children Against Sexual
Exploitation Act (Public Law 95-225, 18 U.S.C.§$2251~53). This
law, a result of extensive hearings in both the House: and
Senate, extended the federal government's authority to pros-
ecute both the producers and distributors of child pornog-
raphy. In addition, the law prohibited the transportation of
children across state 1lines for the purpose of sexual
exploitation.

Signed into law by President Carter in February, 1978, 18
U.S.C §2251 now provides punishment for persons who use, employ
or persuade minors (defined as any person under 16) to become
involved in the production of visual or print material which
depicts sexually explicit conduct, if the producer knows or has
reason to know that the material will be transported in inter-
state or foreign commerce, or mailed. Punishment is also spe-
cifically provided for parents, legal guardians, or other
persons having custody or control of minors who Xknowingly
permit a minor to participate in the production of such mate-
rial. Distributors of the material are also covered, as
Section 2252 prohibits the shipping or receiving, for the
purpose of distribution, of "obscene" child pornography through
interstate or foreign commerce or the mails. Finally, the new
law amends the Mann Act (18 U.S.C. §2423) to extend protection
to males who are transported across state lines for the purpose
of prostitution and additionally prohibits the causing of a
minor to engage in sexual conduct for commercial exploita-
tion. Previously the Mann Act only prohibited the transporta-
tion of females for use in prostitution.

.
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The sanctions provided by the new law a i )

; i : : re stiff. Both
production and dlsFrlbutlon carry penalties of imprisonment up
;Z tig'years ang fines up to $10,000. In addition, the maximum

nalties are increased to 15 years imprisonment
for subsequent ‘offenses. i and §15,000

Drafting Public Law 95-225 proved to be a difficult task.
Sexual exploitation of children bresents legislators both on
the federal and state levels with two distinct but interrelated
problems: 1) the use of children in the production of porno-
graphy; and 2) the distribution and sale of the material.
While the most disturbing part of the problem is the actual use
of the children, it is obvious that the industry could not
flour1ﬂ1*w1thout the various distributors and retailers, Qho
are said to retain as much as 70% of the profits.36 gGiven
tha? producers can rareiy be found or identified, Congress
bellevgd that effective legislation must prohibit both the
Productlon and sale of child pornography,  and it accbrdingly
included separate provisions making each aspect illegal.

Child pornography, like child abuse, is generally a state
concern. However, based on the federal government's constitu-
tional power to legislate under both the commerce and the
postal power clauses, Congress was able to exert significant
control over trafficking and production of child pornography.
Furthermore, given the gravity of the problem and the lack of
resources to combat it on the local level, it is appar znt that
the leglslétlve reform movement in this area arose piimarily
fyom a desire on the part of the local law enforcemtnt offi-
cials to obtain federal assistance and the resources of federal
law enforcement agencies. As the legislative history of the
new federal law states:

W? perceived a need to not supplant or
discourage state and local response to those
practices, but to respond in the areas where
the states turned to the federal government
for assistance.

B. State Laws

The states have responded, and with a fervor‘e
ual
to that of the federal government. Prior to 1977, gnly
two stat?s had laws which = prohibited the use of
Zgllifen in obscene materials or performances.38 Today,
states have enacted statutes which s ecificall
with the problem.39 i ¥ deat

State legislative approaches to the problem vary, but
generally address both the production and distribution of
child pornographic materials One. common approach has been to
amend the existing obscenity statutes by including penalties
for both the use of children in the production of obscene
materials, and for its distribution or sale.40
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A few states have dealt innovatively with Fhig problgm.
For example, Idaho has -dincluded provisions-ln its child
labor laws which' prohibit the employment of children in pro-
ductions which depict sexual conduct.4l Other states have
amended their child abuse laws to include provisions which
prohibit using or permitting a child to perform in a s?xgally
explicit act.42 Some have even gone beyond the traditional
notion that child abuse laws apply only to the parents or
guardians of a child. For example, Hawgii dgscrlbes Egg
distribution of child pornography as “promoting child abuse.

Most commonly, however, the states have followed the lead
of the federal government and have created separate offen§es
within their criminal codes which specifically outlaw child
sexual exploitation.44 These laws are similar to the qb-
scenity laws, but many omit the requirement that.thg mateylal
be obscene. Instead, they prohibit using or permitting child~-
ren to be filmed or photographed in specifically def%ned'sexgal
acts. Additionally, they generally prohibit the distribution
and sale of such materials.

The vast majority of these new criminal offenses are
felonies.43 Prison terms vary, but are set around tgn years
in most states and range from one year to life imgrlsonment
in others. Fines also vary, the most common being about
$10,000 , but ranging from $1,000 to $50,000. A.few states
consider the crime a misdemeanor and provide penalities of less
than one year and §1,000.

III. THE "OBSCENITY" ISSUE

The Supreme Court has long held that obscenity does not
enjoy protection under the First Amendment's freedmon pf speech
and expression provisions.46 Consequently, there is little
question that the state may criminally prosecute the producers
and distributors of obscene child pornography. But what gbout
materials which do not meet the legal definition of obscenity?
Can they be regulated?

In answering this gquestion many legis}ators have distin-
guished producers from distributors. ‘Wlth respect to the
latter, Congress and many state legislative qules have opted
for an obscenity requirement.48 This reaction follows the
response of the United States Justice Department to a propo§ed
amendment of the original federal act which would have elim-
inated obscenity conditions. The Department commented that a
motion picture like "The Exorcist," which contains a scene
where a minor simulates masturbation but which, taken as a
whole, "is clearly not obscene," could no longer be distributed

even though the scene is merely a small part of the film. The

letter continued, "[t]his would be a clear statement of public
policy by the Congress which would un@oub@edly.create severe
problems for the courts, particularly in SLtua§1ons wher? the
offensive material is a small part of what is otherwise a
socially acceptable product."49

wn
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In short, unbridled regulation on distribution was viewed
S constitutionally suspect, since it would affect non-obscene,
socially permitted materials. Producers, however, have faired
differently.50 The federal statute and most state laws do
not contain an obscenity requirement for restricting the
production of child pornography. Unlike distribution, the
production provisions address the actual making of the illegal
material. This activity gives way to a constitutional bypass
of the obscenity issue. Production involves elements of
conduct. Admittedly, First Amendment protections encompass a
wide array of activities (e.g., strikes); however, when trad-
itional speech is entwined with elements of  non-speech, the
scope of this protection may diminish if the state has a
substantial interest in regulating the non-speech or conduct
elements. As the United States Supreme Court has stated:

We cannot accept the view that an apparently
limitless variety of conduct can be labeled
'speech' whenever the person engaging in the
conduct intends thereby to express an idea.S5l

With respect to the production of materials depicting children
in sexually explicif conduct, the state, under its parens
patriae duties to protect the health and morals of its minor
citizens, can, akin to its child abuse and neglect intervention
authority, regulate such production regardless of the legal
obscenity requirement.

Although the Supreme Court has never ruled on this issue,
it is analogous to the facts raised in Prince v. Massachusetts,
321 U.S. 158 (1944). There, the Supreme Court sustained the
conviction of a nine-year old girl's guardian, a member of the
Jehovah Witnesses, for violating the state's child labor law by
permitting the girl to sell the sect's religious tracts on the
streets of Boston. Although the guardian argued that the
conviction violated her First Amendment freedom of religion
guarantee, the state's interest in protecting the minor, as
identified in the child labor law, prevailed.

The states are divided in their treatment of the obscenity
issue.52 Almost half have distribution clauses which follow
Congress' lead and require that material which depicts children
in sexual conduct be legally obscene. Fewer require that
obscenity standards also apply to producers. The rest omit any
mention of cobscenity for either class of offender.

This last grouping, statutes where no obscenity require-

ment exists, meet the favor of two groups: prosecutors and
those who believe that the products of child sexual exploi-
tation are obscene per se. The former group vociferously

opposes 'obscenity requirements, as they raise a difficult
element of proof and are viewed as a hinderance to effective
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enforcement of the law.53 This is particularly true of those
who look upon these laws as a form of child abuse legislation,
placing the emphasis upon the protection of children and not
the suppression of obscene materials.

The suppression of "obscene” materials is not the only
permissible exception to the First Amendment; other infringe~
ments on protected expression have been allowed. Most import-
ant for our concern is the case of Ginsberg v. New York, 390
U.S. 629 (1968), where the Supreme Court upheld a statute
banning the distribution of "girlie magazines" to children,
even though access to the magazines by adults could not be
prohibited, as the magazines were not legally obscene. Whether
the Court will create a new exception to the First Amendment by
allowing a prohibition against the distribution of nonobscene
materials depicting children remains to be seen. The few
existing lower court decisions thus far have refused to re-
cognize such an exception.

A. Graham v. Hill

In Graham v. Hill, 444 F. Supp. 584 (W.D. Tex. 1978), the
appellant challenged the constitutionality of Texas Penal Code
Section 43.25, which made it a felony for a person commercially
to possess, exhibit, distribute or sell any motion picture or
photograph showing a person younger than 17 observing or
engaging in sexual conduct. In striking down the statute, the
Federal District Court noted that the Texas law failed to
require the material proscribed to be obscene, and concluded
that:

the statute clearly is overbroad, and, that its
deterrent effects on protected conduct is both
real and substantial, especially considering the
severe sanctions for violation of the statute.53

Thus it appears the Court was more concerned with the
precision and clarity with which the statute was drafted,
rather than taking an absolute stance that such statutes must
require that the proscribed material be obscene.

B. People v. Ferber

- People v. Ferber, 52 N.Y. 24 674 (198l1), is a more recent
and controversial case than Graham. It presents a troublesome
set of facts and illustrates the difficulty encountered by
prosecutors in litigating these cases.

The appellant, the owner of a Manhattan bookstore, sold

two films to an undercover police officer. Both films showed
naked boys, some as young as eight years old, engaged in solo
and mutual masterbation. The appellant was indicted for 1)
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Promoting an Obscene Sexual Performance by a Child (N.Y. Penal
Law §263.10); and 2) Promoting a Sexual Perfomance by a Child
(§263.15). The jury, after viewing both films, acquitted the
appellant of the obscenity charges, but found him guilty of
Promoting a Sexual Performance by a Child. On appeal, the N.Y.
Court of Appeals held that Section 263.15 violated the First
Amendment and dismissed the indictment. The Court stated:

We merely hold that those who present plays,
films and books portraying adolescents cannot be
singled out for punishment simply because they
deal with adolescent sex in a realistic but
nonobscene manner.357

This decision may not, however, have settled the issue, as
it is currently being appealed to the U. S. Supreme Court
(Petition for Writ of Certiorari No. 81-55). But the case does
illustrate the difficulty of using obscenity laws to prevent
exploitation of children. The Miller standard of obscenity,
with its requirement that proscribed material be judged by
"contemporary community standards, taken as a whole," allows
for a variety of interpretations. However, 1t does not
seem to allow a legal prohibition of sexually explicit material
based merely on whether a child is actually being harmed in its
production.

In an amicus curiae brief filed with the U.S. Supreme
Court in this case, Convenant House, a New York City private
program which operates a children's crisis shelter in the Times
Square area of Manhattan, has raised several important addi-
tional arguments for the validation of Section 263.15. It
suggests that the First Amendment guarantees of free expression
do not protect the non-consensual invasion of children's
privacy through public display of their engagement in sexual
activities. It further states that the promotion of such
activities, through distribution of child pornography, is part
of a course of conduct illegal from its inception and thus
subject to criminal penalities.

IV. ANALYSIS OF STATE CRIMINAL STATUTES

The criminal offense of child sexual exploitation involves
several issues requiring detailed analysis. Most important
are: 1) the class of offenders covered by the statute; 2) the
definition of proscribed sexual conduct; and 3) the type of
performances and - visual materials prohibited. In addition,
many statutes have varying definitions of the age of minority
and special provisions to aid prosecutors in gathering evi-
dence, while other states have a requirement that the child .
sexual exploitation must be for "commercial gain."
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A. Class of Offenders

» i » tutes impose criminal

Generall the various state.sta > 1

liability on igy or all of four different categories Ff‘gfd

fenders. Drawing from the descripton of offenders provide
under the new federal law,>8 they include:

1) producers - any person yho employs or
‘ uses any minor to engage

in, or assist any other

person to engage in, any

sexually explicit conduct

for the purpose of pro-

ducing any visual or print

medium depicting such

conduct.
2) Coercers .- any person who persuades,
induces, entices, OT

coerces any minor to
engage in, or assist any
other person to engage 1n,
any sexually explicit
conduct for the purpose of
producing any visgal.or
print medium depicting
such conduct. ‘

‘D1’ i - an erson who sells,
3) bistributers loar}/s,pgives, distribu_tes,
transports or receives
material with knowledge
that it depicts minors
engaged in sexually
explicit conduct.

4) Parents - any parent, legal gua;d~
ian or person having
custody or control of a
minor who knowingly
permits such m%nor to
engage in, or assists any
other person to engage 1in,
sexually explicit conduct
for the purpose of pro-
ducing any visual or
print material depicting
such conduct.

the sexual exploitation laws impose c§1@1nal
liab;?fiyoin producers.59 Coercing a.chlld to Partlci?:;:
in the production of materigl deplgthg sexuallxzex%o .
conduct has been outlawed in a majpglty Of'sgéd:s.arents
significant number of state laws specifically 1zctus dzscribe
as possible offenders,®l although many other state
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117

offenders in a more general sense as "any person who knowingly
permits (sexual exploitation of a child)," whi¢h could be
construed to include parents.®2 Finally, a majority of
states follow the federal law in specifically imposing criminal
culpability on the distributors of child pornography.

Currently, eleven states have comprehensive laws which
specifically cover all four classes of offenders.® Combined
with the states that include people who “permit" children to be
sexually exploited, almost half of the state child sexual

exploitation laws can be considered comprehensive in terms of
offenders.

It is important to stress that while all child sexual
exploitation laws prohibit production of child pornography, not
all ban its distribution. As previously noted, child sexual
exploitation cannot be successfully combatted unless both the
production and distribution of child pornography is prohibited.
Accordingly, it has been urged that these states amend their
statutes to include distributors as a class of offenders.65

B. Prohibited Sexual Conduct

All child sexual exploitation statutes prohibit the
depiction of children engaged in certain forms of sexually
explicit conduct. The majority of state lawg actually provide
a definition of the illegal "sexual conduct." An example of a
detailed definition can be found in Section 2253 of the new

federal law,; which defines "sexually explicit conduct" as
actual or simulated -

A) sexual intercourse, including genital-
genital, oral-genital, or oral-anal,
whether between persons of the same or
opposite sex:

B) bestiality;

C) masturbation;

D) sado-masochistic abuse (for the purpose
of sexual stimulation); or

E) lewd exhibition of the genitals or pubic
arear of any person.

Many of the states have defined sexual conduct similarly
to the federal statute. In fact, a number of states have
adopted definitions which are virtually identical.®6® Others
include variations such as "erotic fondling" and "passive
sexual involvement.' The depiction of a naked child is
prohibited in several states; however, there is usually a
requirement that the nudity be depicted for the purpose of

sexual gratification or stimulation of any person who might
view such depiction.67
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A further constitutional 1limitation in drafting sexual
exploitation statutes is the requirement that the language used
in defining the proscribed sexual conduct is not vague or
overbroad. This problem is more evident where a state seeks to
Lutlaw the distribution of child pornography without requiring
that it be obscene. The United States Supreme Court has held
as a general rule that a criminal statute which would reach
both protected expression and obscenity is void on its face for
overbreadth. See e.g., Erzonzik v. City of Jacksonville,
390 U.S. 629 (1968). Therefore, a statute ‘which prohibits the
depiction of children engaged in any sexual conduct without
requiring that the conduct be obscene, or specifically defining
exactly what conduct is prohibited, may be struck down as
overbroad. For example, the term "sexual conduct” in such a
statute could be construed to include two children hugging or
kissing each other, activity obviously not intended to be
prohibited by child pornography laws. Accordingly, defining
the proscribed sexual conduct should be done with care and
specificity, focusing on conduct which is harmful to the

child.68

c. Type of Production Prohibited

Statutes which regulate child pornography must describe
the type of production prohibited. Most laws prohibit the
production of any "visual or print medium" which depicts
children in prohibited sexual conduct. Visual or print medium
as defined by the federal law means "any film, photograph,
negative, slide, book, magazine, or other visual or print

medium."6

Children can also be sexually exploited by their use
in live performances. Consequently, a majority of states also
prohibit the production of live per formances_which depict
children engaged in prohibited sexual conduct. /70 While the
use of children in such performances is certainly not as
pervasive as other forms of child pornography, these states
have found the situation serious enough to afford children this
protection. The use of children in live sexual performances is
not prohibited by the federal law, except where the children
are transported across state lines for use in such shows.

D. Victim's Age

Child pornography statutes generally prohibit the
exploitation of children below the age of majority, but the
upper age limit ranges from 16 to 18.72 fTwenty one states
only protect minors under 16,73 four states protect those
under 17,74 and 22 states set the age at 18 years.75 In
addition, a few states define a child as one who "appears
prepubescent.“76 This latter category, while helpful to
prosecutors in overcoming their burden of proof, appears vague
and may be unconstitutionally broad.
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E. Evidentiary Problems

Prosecutqrs face several evidentiary obstacles i i
;s;;al e;p101gatlon cases. @mong themyis the proségu:g;}g
b enfo proving that tye child was actually a minor at the

ime of the offense. This is particularly difficult in child
pognography_cases because the identity and location of the
child depicted are usually unknown. To overcome this
obstacle, the use of expert testimony to establish the child's
age bas begn allowed in some states.?? Also, several states
p;rﬁ}t the‘Jury.to mare a subjective judgment regarding the age
ﬁ he chl{d without the aid of expert testimony.’8 Others
.ave.establlshed-a rebuttable presumption that a child appear-
ing in pornography is under the age of majority.?79 ppe

, Several states have included other provisions withi

;;Zl%;¥?zgjgfawzt:tuiSSli; prosecutors in gathering evidence?
C e, for example isi i

requlres'adult bookstores to keé; éeg§f3:azggzg:;§no¥h;§?
transgctlpns from wholesalers and distributors of sexual
materla} involving children.B80 ' Failure to keep these recorz
is a mlgdemeanor. Louisiana has a provision stating tha:
possession of three or more items of child pornography i
prima facie evidence of intent to sell or distributg.8§

V. CHILD PROSTITUTION LAWS

Virtually all of the new child sexual e i i
fcgus solely on pornography. Yet, as already 5§%§%ﬁti§éfzsiag§
ch%ldren for sexual purposes is not limited to pornography;
Ehl%dren are also commonly exploited by their use in prost{i
b222$2. ,xn fact, many children engage in prostitution before
oo %%t;:vzlisd in pornography. Thus, child prostitution,
e pornograph;ferunner, may be a more serious problem than

. More than half of the states have sepa
child prostitution under their general prosggéiifngiizgiiisfgg
Under.theFe laws, it is uswally illegal to cause or abet éhe
pro§t1tutlon of a minor.83 Some states specifically provide
punlshmept for pgrents and guardians who permit their child to
engage in prost1;ution.34 Others prohibit the solicitation
of a minor for this purpose.85 As stated earlier, the federal
%aw specifically ogtlaWS the transportation of any minor in
tgterg%ate or fogelgn commerce for the purpose of prostitu-
ion. Encouraging child prostitution is generally a higher
degree offense than for adult prostitution, with correspgnd-
;gg;ypggsizir pena}:}f;ies,f and it is often included within the
on as e offe i i i i
any pereom by use of force.gge of inducing the prostitution of

o 4
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Some child prostitution laws appear to be out of date.
A few outlaw the prostitution of only female minors.88 This
is similar to the situation found by Congress before it amended
the Mann Act (18 U.s8.C. §2423) to include males as well as
females. As previously noted, vhe prostitution of boys is
often just as or more common than Jemale prostitution. Accord-
ingly, these statutes should be amended to prohibit the
encouragement of the prostitution of any minor.

It is important to note that while virtually all states
have banned child pornography, only about half of the states
have specific offenses relating to child prostitution. Even
fewer states have criminal sanctions against parents who permit
their children to become involved in prostitution.

VI. LEGAL PROTECTION OF THE VICTIMIZED CHILD

Few child sexual exploitation laws address the probleus

experienced by the victimized child. All states have child
abuse and neglect laws which require people who come into
contact with children (e.g., teachers, doctors, social workers,

police officers, etc.) to report suspected child abuse to the
appropriate child welfare agency or police department.
However, these laws do not adequately protect victims of sexual
exploitation.

Under the reporting laws, each state defines abuse
and neglect, setting out the type of abuse which must be
reported. Often sexual abuse is included within these de-
finitions, but sexual abuse generally connotes only actual
sexual contact between the child and the parent, guardian, or
person responsible for the child. "Sexual abuse," as defined
(if at all) in state laws, usually does not include photo-
graphing or filming children engaged in sexually explicit
behavior.

To £ill this gap, states have been encouraged to include
sexual exploitation (clearly defined) as a type of abuse which
must be reported. Proposed rules issued by the U.S. Department
of Health and Human Services on May 27, 1980 suggested that for
states to be eligible for funds under the Child Abuse Pre-
vention and Treatment Act, the statutory definition of child
abuse in their manadatory reporting law would have to include
sexual exploitation. These proposed rules defined sexual
exploitation as:

allowing, permitting, or encouraging a child
to engage in prostitution, as defined by State
law, by a person responsible for the child's
welfare; and allowing, permitting, encouraging or
engaging in the obscene or pornographic photo-
graphing, filming, or depicting of a child for
commercial purposes as those acts are defined by
State law, by a person responsible for the
child's welfare.89
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This proposed regulation was intended +to implement
changes in the original federal Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act20made negessary by 1978 amendments to the
Act.%91 Neither the original language of the Act nor the
current regulations governing state grants under the Act
include any reference to sexual exploitation.92 Indeed, the
original regulations define child abuse merely in terms of
"harm" or "threatened harm" to children and state that it is
not necessary for states to adopt any particular definition of
child abuse.

The 1978 amendments to the Act added "or exploitation”
after the words "sexual abuse” in the definitional section.
They also included a new authorization for special state
grants related to sexual abuse.?3 1Interestingly, "sexual
abuse" was here specifically defined®4 to include, in addition
to rape, molestation and incest:

the obscene or pornographic photographing, filming,
or depiction of children for commercial purposes
...prostitution, or other forms of sexual exploi-
tation of children under circumstances which in~
dicate that the child's health or welfare is
harmed or threatened thereby, as determined in ac-
cordance with requlations prescribed by the Secre-
tary (emphasis added) .

In fact, neither the May 27, 1980 proposed regqulations nor
any other new regulations were ever approved. Although the Act
has been re-authorized by the present Congress,95 there is no
longer a special authorization for sexual abuse programs and
projects. However, the Reagan Administration may issue new
child abuse regulations which make reference to sexual exploi-
tation of children. Therefore, it is possible that there will
be further federal encouragement for states to include "sexual
exploitation" in their child abuse laws.

It has been recommended by Dr. Densen-Gerber that state
cnild abuse laws be amended to include sexual exploitation.26
However, to date, ‘only nine states have included "sexual
exploitation" within the definition of abuse and neglect under
their mandatory reporting laws, statutes which help assure that
child protective agencies are involved in cases of abuse and
neglect.97 An additicnal five states have included "exploi-
tation" of a child, without a sexual reference, in their re-
porting laws.98 These could, of course, be construed to
require reporting of sexual exploitation, as could other
reporting laws which merely include the term "sexual abuse" or
the allowing of "the commission of any sexual act" upon a
chilg.®9

One possible amendment to child abuse reporting laws is to
require the reporting of suspected abuse when any person, not

89-254 0 - 82 - 9
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just a parent or guardian, is suspected of exploiting a child.

Many children are exploited by non-family members or even total

strangers, but could still use help from child protective

agencies. However, a caveat must be added here. Under the

current child abuse reporting procedure, the reporting of
suspected abuse is an intimation that the parent is at fault.

While the involvement of a child in sexual exploitation may be
an indication that something is amiss in the home and should be
investigated, it may not necessarily mean that the parent is at
fault or even aware of their child's activities. This should
be kept in mind during any child welfare investigation of this
nature. A family faced with this serious problem needs support,
not accusations and further disruption.

In the event that the child is identified and located
in a sexual exploitation case, the criminal justice system
should be sensitive to difficulties encountered by the child
witness. The use of an exploited child as a witness in a
criminal prosecution can cause severe emotional problems for
that child. He or she may be forced to relive the experience
all over again, and endure the guilt and pressure imposed by a
court proceeding. To prevent this, innovative techniques
developed to protect sexual abuse and incest victims should be
used in sexual exploitation cases as well. The system, in its
zeal to prosecute the criminal, must not forget the purpose of
these laws--to protect children. [For a detailed discussion of
sensitive intervention techniques to protect child witnesses in
such cases, see, J. Bulkley and H. Davidson, Child Sexual
Abuse: Legal Issues and Approaches, National Legal Resource
Center for Child Advocacy and Protection, American Bar Assogi-
ation (1980) pp. 10-15; and J. Bulkley, Child Sexual Abuse and
the Law, National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy and

Protection, ABA (1981).] -

The new sexual exploitation laws also fail to provide for
treatment of the victimized child. Programs which provide
counseling and other services to treat the serious emotional,
psychological and physical harm suffered by these children
should be established. Federal funds have been available for
these programs under the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act and the Runaway Youth Act {42 U.s.C. §5701, et seq.). It
is critical that the states recognize the importance of these
programs and continue to provide support for their improvement.

A number of excellent programs have been developed during
the past few years which provide linkages between the criminal
justice system and treatment-related programs f£or victims and
offenders in intra-family child sexual abuse cases. [see,
J. Bulkley, Innovations in the Prosecution of Child Sexual
Abuse, National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy and
Protection, American Bar Association (1981).1 However, pro-
grams are just beginning to emerge which focus on the needs of
child victims of sexunal exploitation who are identified by law

enforcement agencies.

One of these is the D.H.S .
: : «H.S. Exploit Chi : : R
ville, Kentucky, which was establigged :g a ;id Unit {n Louis~

i \ . . .
ng service delivery organizations dealing with chilg Prosti

in July, 1980, as an ar
: . m of the county's De
?Sgg;;:ﬁé %t is, however, housed inythe Hgisﬁ?ept i aan
Jus enforgzmlsilon ofﬁlce in order to work more %ﬂosel with
sentativesn??omagsgc;if' The Task Force consists of iepre—
! man services agenc
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+ and the County ang Commonwealth's Attorney's gzgiégn

Fo i i i i
Forec iis:;ggsi gas51ve public information campaign, the Task
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progran SV 1nformat10n/?eferral network and research
progrs éh created @ special Police-Social Work Team t
ese cases. Child-victimg of sexual exploitationmarg

the 1 ;
childazgezfgrqeient.ang social services community, assists the
legal rigrrs interviewing process (while assuring that his/her
CUStodySzrdejgefggztigfed)' h:lps Secure necessary protective
. g e cour and establi
relationship and ra : ! . ablishes a 1
pport with the chilg i
enable successful brosecution of the explo;?:1 family so.as to

VII. CONCLUSION

Notwithstanding the obscenity controversy, child sexual

ox Child porn

adifz g:;g;;a fey years ago was readily availagle 335i§2§é

ool ores, is lncreasingly difficult to obtain A
ging as this news may be, there is still more whicﬁ ca:

be done to bProtect chi
. l £ i
fts otfacd ldren from both actual expleoitation and

Hopefully, the initial s . i
) ) L Success experienced i i
child sexual exploitation will not draw attenti;; igﬁg?tzigg

thi i i
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continde ne t;gbt to protect children from this abuse wil1
rive, States with inadequate 1laws should
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oroviaio ] Witgrag Y. Also, gll states should have separate
Frostitors., Mhlghgr penalties for Persons promoting child
Phostitut. . ost 1mgortantly, the legislatures, as well
cement and child protective agencies, must now tn?s

their attention to tn icti
) e v 3
children. ictims of this form of abuse--the

a s s



124 .

FOOTNOTES

iss, ' i ny: Sick-
Bliss, Moseley, et al., Child Pornpgrap ]
:gssdéor Salé and éther articles, Chicago Trlbung.
May 15-17, 1977.

Child's Garden of Perversity, Time, April 4, 1977, p. 55.

Kiddie Porn, 60 Minutes, Vol. IX, No. 33, May 15, 1977.

i of Children Against Sexua; Exp101ta§10n:
Egziiiiianefore the Subcomm. to Investlgatg QUvenlleggsi
linquency of the Senate Comm. on 'l:he.Judlc1ary,tction
Cong., 1st Sess. (1977) [herglnaﬁter cited as ?ro e tion
of Childrenl]; Sexual Exploitation of Children: Hear tge
Before the Subcomm. on Crime of the House Cqmm. gnfore
Judiciary, 95th Cong., lst Sess..(1977); Hearlngsc;;m
the Subcomm. on Select Education of the Houi;) .
on Education and Labor, 95th Cong., 1st Sess. (19 .

For a detailed analysis of the prob;em of segual abusi
see e.g., J. Bulkley and H. Dav1dsqn, Child Sexua
Abu;e: Legal Issues and Approaches, Natlona% Legal .Re-
source Center for Child Advocacy and Prgﬁgiglgn;uiTenggg
iati ; ley, i e

Association (1980); and J. Bulk . _
gig tie Law, National Legal Resource Center for Child Advo
cacy and Protection, ABA (1981).

An i i hild pornography
lent collection of articles on c¢ . >

ma eziezound in L. Schultz, The Sexual xlctlmology of

Yogéh Section V, "The Child Sex Industry” (1980); See,
! . — -

also, Appendix (Bibliography).

%

el e,

125

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

7.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

See, A. Burgess, The Use of Children i
Sex Rings, in Legal Response:

atiorn, Summer, 1981); and Burgess,
Child Sex Initiation Rings, 51 Am. J.

It was estimated that between January, 1976 and June, 1977
as many as 300,000 children were subjected to sexual ex-

ploitation nationwide. Child Pornography: Outrage Starts
to Stir Some Action, U.Ss.

the Los Angeles area alone.

dren: House Judiciary Hearings, 657
Martin}.

(testimony of Lloyd

S. Rep. No. 95-438, 95th Cong., 2nd Sess. 5,
in [1978] U.S. Code Cong. & Ad. News 40,
cited as Senate Report].

2=late feport

reprinted
43 [hereinafter

Senate Report, su ra, note 8, at 42.
o s JEPOrt, supra

C. D. Baker, Preying on Playgrounds: The Sexploitation

of Children in Pornography and Prostitution, 5 Pepperdine
L. Rev. 809, 813 {19787.

Senate Report, supra, note 8, at 43.

See, R. Anson, "The Last Porno Show, "

in The Sexual
Victimology of Youth, supra, note 6, at 275.

Senate Report, supra, note 8, at 44.

Senate Report, supra, note 8, at 44-45.

n Pornography and
Child Advocacy and Protec-
tion, Vol. 2, No. 4 (National Legal Resource Center
for Chila Advocacy and Protection, American Bar Associ-

Groth and McCausland,

Orthopsych.110
(1981).

Senate Report, supra, note 8, at 45,

graphy: Medical, Legal and Societal

J. Densen-Gerber, Child Prostitution and Child Porno-

Aspects of the

Commercial Exploitation oF Children,

of Children: Selected Readings,
Abuse ‘and Neglect 78 (1980) The
Prostitution].

in Sexual Abuse
National Center on Child
reinafter cited as Child

[t YR,



126

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32

Id.

fender
hology of the Of
who Rape ~ The PsyC

A. N. Groth, Men

(1979) .

14. at 141-164.

Senate Report, supra, note 8, at 45.

I4. at 46.

’ Xpl lt tion: Study Of Chlld Porno-
S(!“()ettle Ch.lld B [o] a O A

. e d . ( ) .
gl’aphy ] 19 J Am jicad CI‘lld 5 Sic“ 289 1980

: i 1 Abuse:
idson, Child Sexua
ey and H. Davi ] ol

e T 2;32ndyApproaches 3, Natloni} nLe%;mrican Ice
 TraE Child Advocacy and Protection, T O e
Center Ior {1980); and Summit and Krysoﬁn S
Aisgﬁ}ig;22- A CGlinical Spectrum, 48 Am. J:
o] Lnl H
237 (1978).

Id.

Summit and Kyrso, supra, note 24,
i i Laws) -
i Exploitation
i t of Child Sexual
See, Appendix (Char
18 U.S.C. §1461.
18 U.5.C. §1462.
18 U.S.C. §1465.

Senate Report, supra, note B, at 43.

ee Clllld Sexual jkbuse alld th-e Lai"l supral Ilote 5I
2 1 .

at 1.

ot T
a5

. s gy s taget s et e
e i ey

127

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

Child's Garden of Perversity,
55.

supra, note 2, at

34. Senate Report, Supra, note 8, at 47.
35. Id. at 48.
36. Baker, Supra, note 10, at 813.
37. H.Rep. No. 95-696, 95th Cong., 1lst Sess. 9 {1977).
38. N. D. Cent. Code §12.1-27.1 (1976); W.va. Code §61-80-2
(supp. 1980).
39. See,

Appendix (Chart on Child Sexual Exploitation Laws) .

40. See, e.g., La. Rev. Stat. Ann. §14:81.1 (west Supp. 1978).
4l. 1Idaho Code $§44-1306 (1979).

42. See, e.g., Md. Code Ann. Art. 27, § 35A (Supp. 1980).
43. Hawaii Rev. Stat. §§707-750 to 751 (Supp. 1978).
44. sgee, e.9., Ariz. Rev. Stat. Ann. §13-3552 (Supp.41980).
45. See, Appendix (Chart on Child Se*ual Exploitation Laws).
46.

Roth v. United States, 354 U.S. 476 {1957).

47. over the years, courts have struggled with framing a legal
definition of pornography. The most recent de
forth by the Supreme Cou

finition put
rt is found in Miller v.

413 U.S. 15 (1973).

obscene if: (a)

California,
Under the Miller standard, a work is
the average person, applying contemporary
community standards, would find that the work, taken as a
whole, dppeals to the prurient interest: (b)

the work

axrpdon



128

FOOTNOTES  (cont'd.)

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

depicts or describes, in a patently offensive way, sexual
conduct specifically defined by applicable state law; and
(¢) +the work, taken as a whole, lacks serious literary,
artistic, political, or scientific value.

18 U.S.C. §2252; See, also, Appendix (Chart on Child
Sexual Exploitation Laws).

Protection of Children, supra, note 4, at 77.

18 U.S.C. §2251; See, also, Appendix (Chart on. Child
Sexual Exploitation Laws).

U.S. v. O'Brien, 391 U.S. 367, 376 (1968).

See, Appendix (Chart on Child Sexual Exploitation Laws).

Statement of New York District Attorney Robert H. Mor-
genthau (May 14, 1981).

See, e.g., Hawaii Rev. Stat. §§707-750 to 751 (Supp. 1980).

444 F. Supp. 584, 593 (1978).
Id. at 592.

52 N.Y.2d 674, 680 (1981).

18 U.s.c. §§2251, 2252..

See, Appendix (Chart on Child Sexual Exploitation Laws).

e o e A S T T s
g o e T .

129

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

62. 1Id.
63. 1Id.

5, 64 . Ark., Cal.,

Conn. I1l. .
W.Va., Wis. ' o Me-r N.T.,

N.¥., Okla., Tex.,

65. . .
5 See, e.g., Protection of Children, supra ,note 4, at 333

66 .
éz%g,si.%., Ga. Code Ann. §26-9943a {(Supp. 1980); Me
Ann: §§B:6-ﬁnnk tit. 17 §2921_(Supp. 1980); N.M. état:
Supp. 1980); Wis. Stat. Ann § 940.203 (1980)

67.

7]

|

ee, e.g., N.J. Stat. Ann. §2C:24- H
5 5 enns (Stats §2c:24-4 (1981); Pa. sStat. ann.

+

y

68. See, Protection of Children, supra note 4 at 321

69. 18 uU.s.c. §2253.

70. See, e.g., Alaska Stat. § 11.41.455 (1980).

71. 18 U.S.C. §2423.

72. See, Appendix (Chart on Child Sexual Exploitation Laws)

73. Alaska, Ark., cal.,

Conn., Haw, I11.
Ky., Mo., Md., Mont., Neb., N.J., N.M. Igdé' e
Okla., Ore., Penn., S.D. ot NeCl
74. Ala., La., Mo., Tex.
75. 3;;5.,bﬁzio.,mgel.,Nﬁla., Ga., Idaho., Iowa, Mass P
.y .y sSs. ev., N.H. .D. i c
Tenn., Utah, Va., w;sh., w&sc. r N:Des Ohio, R.1., 8+C-

76. Colo., Ill., Neb.

EreAsar.



130

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

78.

79.

80.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

21.

92.

See, e.g., 18 Pa. Cons. Stat. Ann. §6312(4d) (1981).

See, e.g., Ala. Code 7-233(b) (Supp. 1980); N.Y. Penal
Law §263.25 (1980).

3
N.J. Stat. Ann. §2C:24-4 (1981).
Ccal. Labor Code $§1309.5(a)-(b) {(West Supp. 1980).

La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 14:81.1 (Supp. 1981).

Ala. Alaska, Ariz., Ark., Conn., Del., Fla., Haw.,
Idzho., Ill., Ky., La., Me., Md., Minn., Miss.,
Mo., Ment., Nev., N.H., N.D., Ore., Tex., Wash., Wyo.

See., e.g., Ark. Stat. BAnn. §41-3004(b) (1975).
See, e.g., Ala. Code §13-7-3 (1975).
See, e.g., Minn. Code Ann. §609.322 (Supp. 1981).

18 U.s.C. §2423.

See, e.g., Alaska Stat. §11.66.110 (Supp. 1980) (prostitution
in the 1st degree).

Ala., Code §13-7-3 (1975): D.C. Code Ann. §22-2705 (1941);
Idaho. Code §18-5609 (1979) (female of "previous chaste
character"); Nev. Rev. Stat. §201.360(i) (1979).

45 Fed. Reg. 35796, §1340.2. !
42 U.s.C. §5101, et seq. (P.L. 93-247).
P.L. 95-266 {enacted April 24, 1878).

P.L. 93-247, Sec. 3; 45 C.F.R. §§1340.1 -2; 1340. 3-3(b}.

——

131"

FOOTNOTES (cont'd.)

93.

%4.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99. -

P.L. 95-266, Sec. 5(b)(1).

Id., Sec. 5{b)(3)(n).

P.L. 97-35 (Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1581
Title VI, Chapter 7, Sec. 609, 610. )

Child Prostitution, supra, note 17, at 80.

Colo. Rev. Stat §$19-10-103 (Supp. 1980); Fla. .

(d)(3)(1977); Me. Rev. Stat., aﬁx. 22,)§ 4oozéff7(23é;?
1980); Md. Code Ann., art 27, §35A (Supp. 1980); Mich.
Comp. Laws Ann. §722.622(B) (Supp. 1981); Mont. Rev. Code
Ann., §41-3-102 (1979); N.H. Rev. Stat. Ann. §§169-C:3
{Supp. 1979); N.M.. Stat. Ann. §32-1-3(L) (1979); Utah Code

Ann. §78-3B-2 (Supp. 1979); Va. §63.1-248.
1981) . ' PPe 22 §63.1-248.2(A)(4) (Supp.

Ariz. Rey. Stat. §8-546(A)(2)(1974); Del. Code Ann. ti
: . . tit.
16§902(Supp. 1980); Kan. Stat. Ann. §38-722(A)(Supp.

1980): Ky. Rev. Stat §199.011(6)(Su
A . . pp. 1980);  La.
Rey. Stat. Ann. §14.403(B)(3)(Supp. 1981).

See; e.g., N.C. Gen. Stat. §7A~517(1) (Supp. 1979).

LR



PUBLIC LAW 95-225 (5. 1585); Feb. 6, 1978

PROTECTION OF CHILDREN AGAINST SEXUAL
EXPLOITATION ACT OF 1877

AR Act to smend titie 18 of the United Gtates Code retating to the ssxiaj sxe
ploitation ef minors, and for other purposts.

Be it enacted by the Senafe and House of Representotives of the
United States of Americain Congress oxsembled, That this Act may be
ei‘u‘%ns the “Protection of Children Agninst Sexus] Exploitation Act
of 19777,

Sr.cl‘. a2, (a) Title 18, United States Code, is amended by inserting
immediately after chapter 109 the following:

“Chapter 110-~SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF CHILDREN

—hec.

~2251, Bexun! exploftation of children.

-8, Ccruln‘ activities relating to materia) invalying the Eeyxual wapiciiaticn
minors.

«7233 Definltions for chapter.

“4 2251, Sexual exploitation of children

“(a} Any person who employs, uses, persuades, induces, entices, or
coerces any minor to engage in, of who has a minor assist sny other
person to vngige in, any uxunﬂ_\‘ explicit conduct for the purpose of
no:lnciu{: any visual or print medium depicting such conduct, shall

unished as provided under subsection (c), if such person knows
or lies renson to know that such visual or print medium will be trans.
ported in intersiate or foreign commerce of mailed, or if such visual or
print medium hias artuslly been transported in interstate or foreim
conimerce or mailed.

“(h) Any parent, legal guardisn, or person having custody or con.
10l of & minor wlio knowingly permits such minor Lo engage in, or to
assist any other person to engaye in, soxually explicit conduct for the
puepose of produring any visua) or print médinm depicting such con-
duct shinll be punished as provided under subsection (¢} of this section,
if such parent, legal guardian, or person knows or hes reason to know
that such visual or print medium will be transported in interstate or
lun:iﬁn commerce or majled or if such visual or print medium has actu-
ally been transported in interstate or foreign commerce or mailed.

“(c) Any person who violates this section shal] be fined not more
than $10.000, or imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both, but, if
wuch person has & prior ronviction under this section, such person shall
be fined not more than $15,000, or imprisoned not less than two years
nor more than 15 years. or both.

“§ 2252, Certain activities relating to muterial involving the e2xual
exploitation of minors
“(a) Any person who—

“(1} knowingly transparts or ships in interstate or foreign
commerce or miails. for the purpose of ssle or distribution for
sale, any obscene visual or print medium, if— 5

() the producing of such visual or print medium
involves the nse of » minor engeging in sexually explicit
conduct ; and

“(B) such visual or print imedium depicts such eonduct

om
+(2) knowingly receives for the purpose of ssle or distribution
for sale, or knowingly sclls or distributes for sale, any obscene
visusl or print mediutn thot lins been trunsported or shipped 1n
interstate or farcign connneree or mailed, if—
L Y(A) the producing of anch visunl or print mediun
involves the use of a minor engaging in sexually esplieit
contluct; and |
“(B) surh visunl or print medium sdepicts such conduct;
»hall he punished as provided in subsectinn (b) of this erction.
“(b) Any person wha vinlates this section shall be fined not more
than 10,000, m imprisoned not more than 10 years. or both, but, it
mich person has a prior convietion under this section, sich person shall
e fined not more than $15.000, or iniprisaned hot less than two years
nor more than 15 years, or both,
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~$ 2253, Definitions for chapfer
“For the purposes of this ehapter, the term—
“(1) ‘minor’ theans any person under the age of sixteen vears:
u(2) ssoxunlly explivit conduct' means actual or simninted—
G(A) sexual intorvourse, iucludinf genital-genital, oral
genital, anol-genito), or oral-anal, whether Letween persons
of the same o opposite sex;
“(B) bestiality:
“(C) masturbotion:
(1) sado-tasochigtic abuse (for the purpose of sexual
stimulation) : or ,
“(F) lewd exhibition of the genitals or pubic area of any

person
“(3) ‘producing’ means preducing, direefing, manufacturing,
issuing, publishing. or advertising. for pecuniary profit; and
4(4) *vianal or prinl uiedinm® means any film, phot:ygnph,
negative, stide, boak. mingazine, or other visug] or print mediu A
(b) The table of chapters for title 15, United States Code, and
for part T of title 18, United States Carde. are ench amended by inert.
ing immediately after the iten relating to chapter 308 the following:
“130. Besuoi ex] ton of chilid ==
Ste, 8. (2) Scction 2423 of title 1R, United States Code, is amended
to read as follows:
«§ 2423, Transportation of minors
“qn) Any person who trausports, finunces in whole or pait the
transportation of, or oflierwise causes ar favilitates the movement of,
any minor in interstate or foreign commerce, or within the District
of Coluni:bin or any territory or otlier possession of the Tnited Stetes,
with the intent— .
“(1) that sich minor engnge in pmilutinn:or .
(D) fhat such minor sz in prohibited sexual condnct, if
mich peraon o transporting, nancing, causing, ot {acilitating
movement knows or has teason fo knosr that such prohibited
sexual canduct will he commierciatly exploited by any person;
shall be fined not more than $10.000 or imprizoned not more than ten
years, or both,
“(b) Asuscd in this section—
*{1) the term Yuinor' weans a person under the age of eighteen

T8
”:(2) the ternt*prohibited sexua] conduct’ means—

“(A) soxual intercourse, including genital-genital, oral-
genital, anal-genital, or oral-anal, whether between pereons
of the same or opposite sex ;

“(I3) bestiality;

“(C) masturbation;

“(D) sado-masochistic sbuse {for the purpoes of sexual
stimulation) ; or .

4(E) lewd exhibition of the genitals or puhic area of any

rsont; and

#(3) the feris ‘conunercial exploitation’ means having as & direct
orindirect groal monetary or other materis] gain."

(b) The talic of sections for chapter 117 of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by striking out the item relating to metion 423 and
inserting in lieu thereof the following
“2423. Transportatica cf minona”™,

Stc. 4. ¥ any provision of this Act or the application thereof 10
any person or circumstances is held invalid, the remainder of the Act
anil the application of the provision to other parsons not similarly
situstesd of to other circumetances thall not be affected therebly.

Approved February 6, 1978,
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

CLASS OF OFFENDERS

REPORTING LAWS '
STATE CiTATION "“‘(&‘m{"“ OBSCEMITY | ojuge Serua PENALYIES
PRODUCER COERCER DISIRIBUTOR PARENY REQUIREMENT Exploitation)
2ys. < Wyrse =< HI0,000
Alabams . (Purent permitting child)
M. Code w 1 X X T 10ys. 5 Life, = 520,000
qsmu:s ”1; 2308 - (Produciion)
(Supp. 1980} by = 10y, < 35,000
(Distribution)
Nulsy < 10 yss..
Alasha Stal. " g in, s
§H1 41455 * b 4 yr. min. . 2nd offense
(0] § yr. min, -3rd offense
Mizeas
::;ag's'é\s't'u":sss u 1 1 X “permits” R348 (AN 7 ys.
{1980) .
o
Rihaazas
b Sl Ama
§4414201 10 4205 1 t ' t t o Iyrs. S Wy,
(Supp. 1980}
Calltoraly N
ey y ' ' ' : o
2104 -3 y1s.
West Supp. 1980)
Colonads "
::e:sn‘:] Stat. - % 3 1 “parails” §19-10-1010) Syis, = 40 yss.
{Supp. 1980) “Fiepubescant”
Coamacticut
e " ' : ' ' ” =
(West Supp. 1979)
< 4

-
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

SYATE CIATION

AGE OF MINORITY
{Lass Than)

CUASS OF OFFENDERS

PRODUCER

COERCER DISTRIBUTOR

PARENTY

OBSCENITY
REQUIREMENT

REPORTING LAWS
{Inciusde Seruat
Explailation)

PENALTIES

Delawais

Del. Code Ana. fit. 11
§61103 w1010
(1979

UL, 16 9620

Iy < Woyn,
(Production)

2 yis. = 2wy,
{Distribution}

ist. of Calumbia
#Ho Sesuat Eeplontation 2w

Flaida

fia Slat Asn.
SHLDIE (Hest 1331

§X22.0708b)

= 1S yrs.

| Gaongia

G Code Ane,
§26 4540
(Supp 1580)

1

Ly, = 10 yis. < 510,000

Cupm
Ho Seaual Explaatation Law

Hhwll

Haw Rev St
§§702-250 (0 251
{Supp. $880)

= 0y,

fdaho

Idaho Code {Labor)
§44-1306 (1972)

-

Misdemeanor

Gel
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

CLASS OF OFFERDERS

REPORTING LAWS
swecmnon | 168 SRR OBSCENINY 1 nctuds Sessal PENALTIES
PRODUCER COERCER DISTRIBUTOR PAREMY REQUIREMENY Exploitation)
Ty, = Yy, $25,000
Hilinels " (Distribution)
1 Ans. Stat X 1
€8 38511200 . 3 t ro
Smilb-Hued Sipp. 1981) “Pregubncaar” 4yrs. = 1S yrs. $50,000
tProduction)
lndiany "% e
tndiana Code “ ] X 2y S A yes
3354244 ro
(131 “Sppaans to be” = 510,000
fowy = 10 yr1s.
tama Code " 1 X “permits”
28121919 < $5.000
Kaatm -
Kaa Stat Ana. [ X ] K224 A
§213816 (Supp. 1919} ' RIKT2AAY Ly = Sy,
lyr, & $ yrs. (Minor =
Kentucky . “coayaly 5 yrs. = 10 yes. (Minor << 14
Xy Rev Shat, lmx:. uw x X % - FI9.01 16 vs, 5= )
$431.300-370 ty 10 yos,
Sepp 1380) autborires” ¥, < Zﬂlyrs.. N
{if Minor is injurcd)
Lowisiziy
ta R!el- Stal, Aen, " X 1 X §14.40000 215 = 0yrs,
148).1 {Supp.
§ {Supp. 130 $10,000
Maina Syrs. < [Oyrs,
Me Rev. Stat. Ann. % X t 1 t o it 22 G420
ul 47 §2922 Oyrs. S 20 s,
{Supp. 1980} (2u0d aftense)

-
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS
AGE OF MINGRITY CLASS OF OFFENDERS REPORTING LAWS
STATE CITATION (Less Thaa) Oascewiry (sclose Serusd PENALVIES
COLRCER OISTRIBUTOR PAREWT REQUINEMENT Euplaitation)
Mysed < 10yrs.
Md. Ans. Code s 1 “pemity” ] O §IRE)
ut. 20§15 (Supp. 1980 = 315,000
Wansachusstts Syrs. & Tyns,
Mass Ana Laws i H H
b 272 §829 10 1 (1980 $3000 < 35,000
) = 20y < 520,000
lluhﬁ:: e 18 . ‘ {Production)
Mu b p s Ann
§150 14 CSorp. V980) Bl Emuncipated Mazbaty Ty, S 510,000
{Distribution)
¥ . Felony (Productinn)
Muia Stat Ass, " X 1 “permits” ro
§617 246 {Supp. 1981) ‘ Misdemeanor
imributiony
Mississippl 2yts, K 2 yrs,
Miss Code Ana, n x X “permity”
§975:37 (Supp. 1880) 25,008 = 550,000
Missaur
Mo Ann. St " 1 Class D Felony
§568 050 (1929
Meatang ” ‘ ' = 20 yrs.
Mont Coge Ana, “pumint 13100200
$855825 1919) w = $10,000
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

CIASS OF OFFEHDERS

REPORVING LAWS
siiEcmmon | A 0F T OBSEEMTY | it Senen PENALTIES
PFRODUCER COERCER DisTRIBUTOR PARENT REQUIREMENT Expladlation)

Nabraska ': Ly, € s, = $25,0xx}
Neb Rev Stat - - 1 X Y}

$578:146 fo bisd Piapsbescen ! Lyr. < Sy, < $50,000

tSupp 1378) {20d ofiense)

Nosda “

Kev Rev. Staf. 1 M - v Ly, = 6y,

5200504 pumis

(larg = 55,000

New Hompshion

. Rev. Stad. Aok u 1

W01t 7 ! 1 ro LI Clss B Felony

tSupp. 1979

LT

WA Stal Ann F Iy & Sy,

024 098 " ' ¥ t

Syrs. S 10y,
Hew timaken . Vyr. = §yrs. < §5,0m
U St ke & X X "pssis” 14
$106 ) tSpp 1580 pered WUA - S soys. s siom0
£ chitd is harmed)
New Yeik
NY Penil Law
826100 1o 2 (1340 1 ! ! t ! ro < 15y,
Noctk Caroling
:I’i .@B"af's'»'pp 1979 1 X X ¥ “pumil o Misdemeanur
t

e
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

STATE CITATION

AGE OF MINONITY
{iass Thas)

CLASS OF DFFENDERS

PRODUCER

COERCER DISTRIBUTON

PARENT

OBSCENITY
REQUIREMENY

REPORTING LAWS
{Include Sazual

[xpleitation)

PENALTIES

Nerth Dakela

RO Cent Code
13121221 10 83 11926)

“pumils”

= Sy,

= 35,000

Ohie

Quia Ree Code Aaa
§42919 22, 2907 32
(Supp. 1980)

Sultaven’

£

6mos, < Uy,

-

Dilshoma

OMla. Stat Amn
120 4510201 10
(Supp. 1981)

< W0 yrs, - << 310,000

ergon.
Or Rev St}
{83 b

5 yrs, $2,500

Pennsybania

Pa St Ann
W18 48112 19ayy

“permis”

= Iy,

Puerto Rica
No Seaudd Laplotatca Law

fhode liland

K1 Cen Laws
§159 0 (Supp 1980)

parmits”

1A

Wys. = SI000

< isys.  Ssis00
(Subsequent pffense)
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS

) ASE OF MINORITY OF OFFENDERS REPORTING LAWS PEMALTIES
STATE CITATION fass Thas) OBSCENITY {laclode Sexual
PROMUCER COERCER DISTRIRUTOR PARENT REQUIREMENT Capleitation}

Sausth Caunlias \ )

$C. Code Ans u . . v = Sym.

§§16-15.360 to )80 “peomily' ?

{Supp 1540) SLO00 88,000
stk 16 yrs,  SI0,000
50. Compied Laws Ana. 1 M “ {Pronduction)
e " ! ' parmils
(Supp 1980} Ty,  S2008

{Disuribution)

Teenesssa " . Iy = 2y

Tenn. Cooe Roa. 1 'Y “preemite® )

§35-1018 (Sepp. 19509 " ? = 510,000
Tus
Su Pan. Code Ass 3] 2915 = 10yis.
£50323 10 .25 (Sups. 1981} b B X ¥ ) y

$5,000
Utah
Utah Codde Aunn i X
§6 0017063 (Supp 1380 ! 1 83820 .0 1y S USyrs.
Yermonl
Mo Seual Eiplotalica Law
Yiegin klanda
K Suael hohl_tlm Liwe

-

=
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CHILD SEXUAL EXPLOITATION LAWS
AGE F MINGRITY CLASS OF OFFENDERS REPORTING LAWS
STATE CITATION {Less Thaa) Dasceny {includs Seruad PEMALTIES
PRODUCER COERCER DISTRIBUTOR PARENY REQUIREMENT Taphoilation)
:‘“ dﬁ: is 1 ¥ X “pusits” ] ch 12,1 Ly, < Sy,
£4Q.1100 (Supp. 1980y v §63.1-2483 $1.000
Waikisgien . < 10y,
Wash Ree Code A 1 X X
5; ‘suo';u {Sepp l!l“sn) 510,000
Wast Visginla = 1Dy,
WV Cods " X 1 1 1 v
§618C2 (Supp, 1988) = $10,000
Wiscoesia = 10 yrs.
Wis. Slal Asn s X 1 1 x = s1000

§340.203 (Supp. 1950)

Wyoming
Ko Sexeal Eaphetation Law

-

171
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Senator SpecTer. The work ing i
( . £ you men are doing is certainly i -
ngllt. 113 a;ipremate your coming today, especially all the w};;nil’xl‘):;
& ag ?1‘ am sorry we do not have more time. I can assure you
ter: lo en and the staff have given very close attention to the ma-
shl;ilﬁ Sé iggum};age ‘Af)rgwded and I ha.ve given some attention and
Sor v mucll;.' nd we are in motion on this problem, so thank

hereupon, at 2:30 p.m., the sub i .
vene upon the call of the Cﬁair.] committee adjourned, to recon-
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VINTON OFVANC LIDE CHIEF COUNSEL
QUENTIN LN, dn., STAFE

October 30, 1981

Honorable William French Smith
Attorney General of the United Sta
U.S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530

RSN

tes

¢
H

oy : Dear Attorney Genefa
i ; The Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice is holding hearings
beginning next week on the exploitation of children. We are

interested in your Department's. involvement in this area since
: : the enactment of P.L. 95-225,

which amended chapters 110 and
117 of the United States Code. Specifically, I request that
you provide for our hearing record a report of the number of
investiqgations, cases and convictions obtained under 18 U.S.C.
sections 2251-53, and 2423 since their amendment in February
1978. -

We would greatly appreciate receiving your Department's
written response in advance of our first hearing on Thursday,
November 5, 1981, if at all possible.

H
i

bt

AS/jec o

(147)
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i U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

i i .C. 20530
Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C, 205

Nov 05 1981

Honorable Arlen Specter, Chalrman
Subcommittee on Juvenile Justice
Committee on the Judiciary

United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated

October 30, 1981, requesting information concerning enforcement of
Public Law 95-225.

n defendants have been indicted under 18 U.S.C.
2251—§§§§?t§3 Tenn defendants were convicted under these statgto?y
provisions.f Two defendants were convicted under other pre-existing
obscenity statutes. 2/ WNo defendants were acquitted. As of the
present date cases involving four defendants are pending.

The above figures do not reflect the ;ull extent of the
Department's enforcement program in ?he.chlld porpoq;aphy‘area. ‘ghe
Department initiated a program of priority emphasis in this area in
May of 1977 before Public Law 95-225 was enacted. Since that time
forty-three defendants have been indicted under all available statutes
including 18 U.S.C. 2251-2253. Thirty-four de?endan?s haye been
convicted, no defendants acquitted, and cases involving eight
defendants are pending as of the present date. The use of 18 U.S.C.
1461-1465 has been mandated in a rumber of child Eornograppy cases
because 18 U.S.C. 2251-2253 is limited to Prodgctlon and dl§tr1but19n
for commercial purposes, and many of the dlSFrlbUtOFS of this ma@erlal
are involved in consensual exchange of material, which is violative of
the pre-existing obscenity statutes, rather than commercial
distribution. .

I/ One defendant committed suicide before trial. -

2/ Some of the cases brought under 18 U.S.C. 2251-2253 included
Charges under 18 U.S.C. 1461, 1462 or 1465 as well.
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Data concerning prosecutions under 18 U.S.C. 2423 is obtained
from monthly reports.by United States Attorneys to the Department.
However, this data is reported by the United States Attorneys only
by reference to the principal statute involved in the case. There-
fore, the following data concerning prosecutions under 18 U.S.C.
2423 is limited to only those cases where 18 U.S.C. 2423 was the
sole or principal violation, With this limitation in mind, we can
report that during fiscal years 1978 through 1980, charges were
filed agaimst fourteen defendants under 18 U.S.C. 2423, eight
defendants were convicted, one defendant was acquitted and clarges
against one defendant were dismissed. As explained above, there
may have been additional charges filed and dispositions obtained
under 18 U.S.C. 2423 which were reported by United States Attorneys
under other statutes and which, therefore, have not been picked
up in our statistical reporting system. Data for fiscal year 1981

is not yet available but should be available in the near future if
the Subcommittee desires to have it. -

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has investigative
jurisdiction of wviolations of 18 U.S.C. 2423, and the Bureau
shares investigative jurisdiction with the Postal Service for
violations of 18 U.S.C. 2251-2253. The Bureau is presently
compiling information concerning investigations in response to
your inquiry, and this information will be forwarded as soon as
it is available. You may wish to contact the Postal Service

with regard to child pornography investigations that have been
conducted by that agency.

I trust this satisfie¥ your inquiry.

s Sincerely,
{Signed) Rabert A. McConned

ROBERT A. McCONNELL
Assistant Attorney General
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@ DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES Office of the Secratary
""'mu

Washington, D.C. 20201

UEC | jgg|

The Honorable Arlen Specter
Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
washington, D.C. 20510

pear Senator Specter:

Secretary Schweiker has asked me to thank you for your
letter requesting a written statement to be included in the
hearing record for the hearings held by your Subcommittee
on the exploitation of children on November 5.

Bnclosed 'is a statement describing the bepartment's
programs, projects, and studies dealing with juvenile prosti-
tution, abuse and sexual exploitation of children.

Please let me know if our office can be of further
assistance.

Sincerely,

Assistant Secretary Legislation

Enclosure
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Responsibility for programs within the Department of Health
and Human Servicega(DHHS) addressing the sexual exploitation
of children is located within the Administration for Children,
Youth and Families (ACYF), Office of Human Development
Services., Two units within ACYF have lead roles: the Youth
Development Bureau, which administers the program authorized
by the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act and also conducts
related research authorized by Title IV-B of the Social
Security Act; and the National Center on Child Abuse and
Neglect, within the Children's Bureau, which administerg.the
program authorized by the Child Abuse Prevention and Treat-

ment Act.

In response to the Subcommittee's request, this statement
addresses the studies, demonstration projects and programs

and related activities concerned with juvenile prostitution,
aguse and sexual exploitation of children, both boys and

a

girls, that are conducted by these two units of ACYF.

CURRENT PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED UNDER THE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS
YOUTH ACT AND RELATED RESEARCH

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act does not contain any
specific references to juvenile pro- titution, sexual abuse

or sexual exploitation of children or adolescents. However,
these issues are directly related to running away or homeless-

ness, because abuse or the fear of being abused frequently

[ e
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1s a reason that young people leave home, and, once away
from home, many of these youth turn to prostitution as a

means of survival.”

Runaway Shelters

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (Title III of the Juvenile
Justice Amendments of 1980) authorizes the provision of
grants to States, localities, nonprofit private agencies and
coordinated networks of agencies for the development and/or
strengthening of community-based programs of service which
provide temporary shelter, counseling and aftercare sersices
to homeless youth and their families in a manner which is
outside the law enforcement structure and the juvenile
justice system. In addition to this core set of services,
the shelters provide a broad range of other types of assis-
tance, e.g., medical services, transportation, assistance in
locating alternative 1iw?ﬁg arrangements, recreation and
titoring. These services are offered either directly by the
shelter programs or through referrals to more comprehensively

address the needs of the young people whom they serve.

During the competitive funding cycle conducted in Fiscal
Year 1981, 169 shelters received funding under the Act.
These shelters are located in all 5¢ States as well as the
District of Columbia and Puerto Rico. Approximately 45,000 -

young people received ongoing services from the shelters in

89-254 0 ~ 82 -~ 11
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Fiscal Year 1981, either on a residential or on a nonresiden-
tial basis. An additional 133,000 youth received assiztance

either over the telephone or on a drop-in basis.

Research

The Youth Development Bureau (YDB) is currently completing a
two-year research initiative, entitled "Adolescent Male
Prostitution: A Study of Sexual Exploitation, Etiological
Factors, and Runaway Behavior." The study has been conducted
by Urban and Rural Systems Associates of San Francisco, Cali-
fornia. The purpose of this research has bheen to develop an
in-depth demographic and descriptive kncwledge base on adoles-
cent prostitution, with a special focus on juvenile males,
and to determine the relatedness of this phenomenon to youth
involvement in pornography and to runaway behavior. The
overall goal of this research has been to identify the
special needs of these youth (both males and females) and to
use these data in identifying and developing realistic an?
viable social service strategies (including prevention) for
addressing the needs and problems of these youth. The major
products of this study will include: (1) an annotated
bibliography on adolescent prostitution (both male and
female); (2) a report on adolescenF males involved in
prostitution, which includes descfiptive demographic and

behavioral information on juvenile male "hustlers" based

ear,
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developed to serve them. These differences include
reasons for entering prostitution, age of entry,
sexual preference, lifestyles, reasons for prostitu-
ting and self-image.

Despite their differences, there are important
similarities between adolescent male and female
prostitutes, including socioeconomic backgrounds
{many are middle class youth), race and ethnicity
(primarily white), single-parent or non-intact
nuclear families, education and employment histories
{(both characterized by negative experiences and
poor achievement), and extensive runaway histories
or involvement with law enforcement agencies,
Ju&eniles involved in prostitution have a wide
range of needs which are dependent upon their back-
grounds and the circumstances which characterize
their involvement in prostitution. Such needs
include survival and independent living skillé,
legal advocacy, health care, crisis intervention,
drug and/or alcohol dependency, treatment, employ-
ment training and placement, sexuality counseling
and mental health services. Many of these youth
have been physically or sexually abused.

There appears to be little relationship between o

juvenile male prostitution and other forms of
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sexual exploitation, including child pornography.

8. Although every metropolitan area probably has youth
involved in prostitution, few communities have
coordinated efforts to address this problem. Law
enforcement intervention has typically not been
successful in deterring individual prostitution
or reducing the incidence of this phenomenon.

9. A comprehensive, multiservice approach is considered
to be the most effective approach to working with
juvenile prostitutes. Such approaches should
include coalitions of community agencies (runaway
ghelters, mental health, health and other service
aéencies), community education, extensive outreach,
and the provision of services specific to the needs

of these youth.

Demonstration

TIn 1978, YDB awarded one of seven demonstration grants
under the Youth Demonstration Grants Program to The Bridge
for Runaway Youth, located in Minneapolis, Minnesota to
implement and test social service approaches targeted at
adolescent females involved in prostitution and to provide
alternatives in life styles to these youth. The overa%l
ijectivesﬁand activities of this i;b—year demonstration

project included: {1) the establishment of a safe shelter

Y add
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program for these youth (and their children); and (2) the
improvement and expansion of community services to youth
currently involved or vulnerable to involvement in prostitu-

tion through increased interagency coordination, the develop-

ment of community training models and the development of

information resources for other agencies working with

similar youth.

In summary, the outcomes of this demonstration project

included the following:

1. The New Bridge successfully implemented a wide
range of social and support services, including;
48-hour emergency crisis services with food, shelter,
clean clothing and medical care, if needed; a
three~month in-house program, providing individual
and family, counseling, educational and vocational
training and medical and dental care; and outreach
ana follow-up services designed to support the
young women in their independent living or return
to their families as well as in pursuing realistic
vocational, educational, social and recreational
alternatives that discourage a return to pfostitu-
tion.

2. During the first ten months @f operation, 35 young

women were served by The New Bridge. The majority
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were white (69 percent), were aged 16 or 17 and

were residents of the Minneapolis-St. Paul area (73
percent). On the average, they had been involved in
prostitution for slightly over two years.

A main concern of the staff during the residential
period was the provision of physical security

against abuse from pimps. The demonstration project
was successful in establishing a safe shelter for

the adolescent female clients (and their children).
The development of a specialized program of prevention
and intervention services for juvenile females
involved in prostitution can be successfully imple-
mented within a larger program of services to runaway
éhd homeless youth.

Former prostitutes appear to be essential service
providers with such a program, as they not only

give it credibility in the eyes of potential clients,
but also understand the specific needs and service
requirements of the target population.

Flexibility is reguired in working with adolescent
prostitutes, not only in terms of such activities

as the scheduling of appointments, but also the
willingness to accept the fact that young peop}e

i “p i i d then
may, for a time, return to prostitution an 1

come back for services.

=
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WORK OF THE NATIONAL CENTER ON CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

The 1978 amendments to the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act, contained in Public Law 95-266, expanded the
definition of child abuse and neglect to include "sexual
abuse or exploitation."[Section 3] "Sexual abuse” is
further defined in the amended Act to include "the obscene
or pornographic photographing, filming, or depiction of
children for commercial purposes, or the rape, molestation,
incest, prostitution, or other such forms of sexual exploita-
tion of children under cirumstances which indicate that the
child's health or welfare is harmed or threatened thereby .

. " [SBection 5 (b)(3)(A)] Because the basic definition in
the Act circumscribes child abuse and neglect to include

only harm or threatened harm by a person who is responsible
for the child's health or welfare, the National Center's

programmatic involvement with child sexual abuse has princi-

pally focused on its intrafamilial and child protective

aspects.

The following brief descriptions of research, demonstration
and service improvement projects, technical assistance to
the States on legislative changes, publications and Federal
coordination provide the overview of the National Centg;'s

work in this area, as requested by~£he Subcommittee,

PN
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Research Proiects

The National Center has supported four research proijects

over the past two years. Two projects deal with the use of
children in pornography. Their purpose is to generate new
knowledge and understanding about the problem of child
pornography and to contribute to the development of remedial
programs and provide insights into neQ approaches to prevent-
ing and reducing the problem and its consegquences. These
projects are being conducted by researchers at Boston
University and the Washington School of Psychiatry, and each
has received $100,000 over a two year project period. Final

reports are due in September 1982.

The other two research projects focus on intrafamily child
sexual abuse. One seeks information about the nature and
dynamics of sexual abuse of young boys by family members.

It is being condﬁcted by the Child and Family Services of -
Knox County, Tennessee, and has received grants totalling
$100,000 over a two year project period. The other is now
completing analysis of data gat-ered from a large sample
population of adult women who were sexually molested as
children. It is being conducted by the Wright Institute of
Berkeley, California, and has received grant support amounting

to $85,000. ) -

- F
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Demonstrations and Service Improvement Projects

Beginning in 1980; the National Center supported two-yearx
demonstration proijects to test ways of preventing child
sexual abuse and molestation through the eduction of school-
age children. The specific objectives of this demonstration
program are: (1) to design and implement education programs
for school-age children which are aimed at helping to
prevent or reduce the occurrence of child sexual abuse by
incréasing awareness of the problem and ;ts conseguences;

(2) within the context of specific program models, to |
develop and test methods of imparting information to children
concerning sexual abuse and assault, as well as techniqués
for dealing with and avoiding sexually abusive situations
and information on where to get help; (3) to develop education/
prevention program models which can be adapted to reach
ghildren of all ages and which can be tested on diverse
populations such as inner city, rural, minority and handi;
capped; (4) to demonstrate ways of gaining the acceptance

and cooperation of school systems and/or other organizations
with access to large numbers of children in implementing and
institutionalizing education prevention programs of this
type; (5) to develop and test mate;ials, curricula and other.
teaching aids which can be used to replicate these demonstra~

tion efforts; and (6) to work closely with local child™

P
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protection agencies, law enforcement agencies and available
sexual abuse treatment programs to insure that the local
investigationvand treatment resources are sufficient to meet
‘the needs created by any case finding which occurs during

the course of the education/ prevention programs.

-

Six projects, located in North Carolina, Indiana, New York,
Massachusetts, Washington and Minnesota, have been carrying
out this demonstration program, with funding of $50,000 each
year. One project has also carried lead responsibility for
technical assistance and evaluation and has received an
additional $50,000 for those purposes. The projects are due

to terminate in September, 1982,

Five demonstration projects have been funded for three year
periods for purposes of designing and carrying out interdis-

ciplinary training on child sexual abuse intervention and

treatment. Theée five projects meet the legislative mandate -

that a minimum of three such centers be established to
provide treatment and professional training on the subject.
The five projects are located in Washington (State), Califor-

nia, Illinois, Tennessee and Pennsylvania and are designed

éo recruit trainees so as to provide access to their training

programs from all parts of the country. Funding ranges

between $200,000 and $400,000 per year for each projegt.

£ < .
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Though the principal focus of these projects is intrafamily
child sexual abuse, they also address issues of treatment

and intervention for sexually exploited children.

In addition to the demonstration programs, the National
Center has supported since 1980 fourteen service improvement
projects. Six of these projects, receiving $80,000 each
year, are improving intervention and treatment capacities by
instituting interagency teams, composed at a minimum of
representatives from child pr “tective services, law enforce-
ment and judicial/ legal agencies within their communities.
The other eight, receiving $50,000 each year, have developed
specialized child sexual abuse intervention and treatment
units with public chilg protective service/social service
agencies responsible for receiving and acting upon reports
of child abuse and neglect. These projects are located in
Louisiana, South Carolina, Texas, Michigan, California,
North Carolina, ﬁisconsin, Kansas, Florida, Arizona, Maryland;-

Oregon, and Washington, D.C.

Technical Assistance to States on Legislative Changes

During Fiscal Year 1981, the National Center provided
intensive technical assistance to State social services
agencies on analysis ang amendment of State child protection
legislation to effect inclusion of sexual exploitation as é

reportable form of child abuse and“~neglect requiring child

-
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protective, as well as law enforcement, intervention.
Meetings were held with State officials in all ten Federal
regions to determfne those States for which legislative
changes would be necessary in order to cover sexual exploita~-
tion in child reportiﬁg legislation, those States needing
only Attorney-General opinions and those which already
covered sexual exploitation in their child abuse and neglect
reporting laws. It was found that virtually.no States had
legislation covering the child protective needs of sexually
exploited children. Even in cases where criminal law did
address sexual exploitation, legislation was found to be
inadequate to cover such situations as Jjuvenile male prosti~
tution. Often children in the age range from 14 to 18 were
not protected by the States' criminal law, in contrast to
protection of children up to 18 under the child abuse and
neglect reporting laws of virtually all States. Continuing
technical assistance has been available to the States frog
the National Center's staff, Regional Office staff and
expert personnel of the National Legal Resource Center for

child Advocacy and pProtection, sponsored by the American Bar

Association and funded by a grant from ACYF.

Publications

The National Center has addressed the issue of sexual abuse .

and exploitation of children by publishing two documents for

£ i
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broad dissemination to the field. They are Child Sexual

Abuse: Incest, Assault, and Sexual Exploitation (1979,

revised 1981) and Sexual Abuse of Children: Selected

Readings (1981). The National Center is in the process of
completing a curriculum on intervention and treatment of
child sexual abuse, which focuses principally on intrafamily
child sexual abuse issues. In addition, periodic newsletters
of Regional Child Abuse and Neglect Resource Centers and the
National Legal Resource Center for Child Advocacy aéd
Protection, funded by ACYF, have carried articles on child
sexual abuse, the use of children in pornography and juvenile
prostitution, in efforts to increase professional awareness

of these problems,

Federal Coordination

The National Center is mandated to provided coordination of
Federal programs‘related to the prevention and treatment of e
child abuse and neglect. Since 1978, the child protective
issues related to the sexual exploitation of children have

been ipcluded in that coordination mandate. Currently, the
National Center is working closely with the Center for
Communicable Disease Control in efforts to insure that

children who have contracted venereal diseases receive child
protective as well as medical atteq&ion. The National.

o .

Center's specialist on child sexual abuse issues is participaﬁing

in November with the Center in a workshop for public health
professionals to increase their awareness of the child
protective ramifications of childhood venereal disease. In
addition, the National Center.has consulted on an ad hoc
basis with the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP) in the Department of Justice to coordinate

efforts related to sexual assault against children,

o








