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SUMMARY

1. In recent decades, most Western countries have seen considerable
controversy about the nature, causes and extent of sexual assault, and the
capacity of criminal justice and other agencies to ensure both that those
responsible are punished and that additional trauma for the victim is kept
to a minimum. This report is a contribution to the debate from a South
Australian perspective. Using statistics from Police Department records,
it examines the backgrounds and characteristics of 450 alleged offenders
apprehended during 1980 and 1981, and measures success-rates in
prosecutions. Trial outcomes and procedures also are discussed, and

amounts awarded to victims under criminal injuries compensation schemes
reviewed.

2. From an initial overview of the alleged offenders, it became clear
that the term "sexual assault" encompassed a much wider range of
individuals and incidents than media discussions may suggest. Although
the ovérwhelming majority were male, and mainly from disadvantaged back-
grounds (40% unemployed or pensioners), ages ranged from nine to seventy-
seven.  Just under half of those arrested faced charges of cindecent
assault, forty percent rape, ond the remainder were accused of offences
ranging from attempted murder to acts of indecency. Similar diversity was
found among the victims, with one in seven being a male, and almost half
being under fifteen. Finally, the figures helped dispel the stereotype
that sexual assaults are perpetrated only by strangers. Although forty
percent of alleged assailants had been unknown to the victim-and twenty-
seven percent mere acquaintances, three out of ten were relatives, close
friends or neighbours. '

3. In view of this range of offenders and victims disclosed, data were
further divided into four categories: group offenders (17%); lone offenders
(31%); offenders against children (45%) and individuals accused of sexual
harassment (7%). Strong contrasts emerged - not merely in the nature and
circumstances of each type of offence, but in the likelihood that those
arrested would be found, or plead, guilty.

4. Group offenders - persons accizad of takipg part in serious pair or
group attacks on adult victims -were involved in the most violent and
brutal incidénts. Generally, the data provided strong support for
researchers who have argued that the primary motivation for this type of
offence is not sexual gratification but to degrade the victim. Although
few alleged group offenders made admissions to police, more than six out of
ten eventually were found guilty. The penalty most often imposed was a
gaol sentence - terms ranging from two months to ten years.

5. Lone offenders ~ persons accused of unaccompanied assaults onadults -
were less often found guilty, and one of the most important factors in
determining whether a prosecution would succeed‘was the initial
association between alleged attacker and victim. Of the offenders alleged
to have forced their way into the victim's company ~ for example by
breaking into a house, or attacking someone in the street - seven out of °
ten were convicted. This was more than twice the rate of pleas, or
findings, of guilty in cases where the victim initially had consented to
be with the offender.




é. The largest category of offenders comprised those accused of sexual
assaults on children. Two hundred and four individuals were.orrested,

in relation to incidents involving two hundred and twenty chlldren. Just
under ten percent of these suspects themselves were under Flftee?. The
remainder were adults - either relatives, neighbours or close friends
(44%) or strangers/mere acquaintaces (39%). Overseas res§crch hgs .
suggested that adults responsible for sexuc} 9Ffences.ogolnst children in
family or other close relationships are ind1v1duc%s w1th.low self-esteem
and a limited capacity for normal social interccﬁlon, whlle’§trongers who
molest children may be involved in "career paths" of §scolotlng v1o}ence.
Current data were only partly consistent with these views. The socially
disadvantaged were overrepresented among those orrested.foF 1nc§st and
similar offences, but there was no evidence thet the majority of the '
"stranger" group posed a threat of physical injury, or that they had been
involved in offences of increasing gravity. Regardless of degrees ?f
force used, however, it does seem that sexual and other obyse of chlldfen
can pose a threat of long~term psychological trcumg. In v%ew.of the high
percentages of alleged child-molesters making outrlgh? odm1551o?s or
pleading guilty, it is essential that South Au§trcllo s correctional
systems develop more adequate programs for their treatment.

7. The final category - sexual harassers - involved thirty-two
individuals arrested for incidents such as an ossou%t bY an employer onan
enployee, customers molesting stoff in a lofge retail store, and attacks
by youths on women in public streets, shopping-centres and cur—pcrks:

Half these offenders had prior convictions, but only one h?d.been guilty
of a sex offence. In terms of final outcomes, it was 519n1f1ccnt that
juveniles were far more likely to plead, or be found, gu1lty.. Every'pgrson
aged less thaon 18 who was arrested for sexual harassment received some
formal penalty from a court or aid-panel, but only three out of sixteen
adults were convicted.

8. The low rate of convictions for adults on 'minor' charges, and the
relatively infrequent findings of guilty for lone ottacks where consent
could be raised as an issue, suggested that there may ?e room for
legislative change - for example introduction of a series oonffences,
with penalties graded according to the degree of V1ol?nce and the nature
of the sexual act. Other potential areas for reform include cross-
examination rules, and the requirement on judges to %ssue spe?lo} warnings
on corroboration. The report also reviews comPe?sot%on for.v1ct1ms, and
suggests that the existing system may have deficiencies. Finally, tbe
research has helped highlight the criticaol rule ploy§d by such agencies
as the Sexual Assault Referral Centre, the Rape Enquiry Unit, Rape
Crisis Centres and Child Protection Panels in dete?ti?g sexual assault
and helping reduce short-and long-term trcuwo to v1c?1ms. As awareness
and visibility of these offences grows, it is essential that such
nrganisations continue to be allocated the resources they need.
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PREFACE

This report, on sexual assault offenders in South
Australia, is the third in a series of special projectsunder-
token by the Office of Crime Stotistics. Like its predecessors,
on robbery and homicide and serious assault, the study is
intended to enhance public awareness about the nature and
circumstances of serious crime, and of ways the Criminal Justice
System deals with persons apprehended. Possible improvements
to legal and other administrative procedures have been
canvassed, but it should be emphasised that views expressed
do not necessarily reflect policies of the South Australian
Government or the Attorney-General's Department. Our main

purpose is to provide a research basis for informed discussion
and policy-formulaticn.

In compiling the statistics, the Office received generous
assistance from the South Australian Police Department.
Particular thanks are due to Fred Richardson, Michael Keen
and Carole Winter of Special Projects, and to Clara Szlabo who
coded much of the data with help at verious times from Maria
Anayo, Jenny Budd and Lily Swann. We must also acknowledge
informal advice and comment received from a number of other
organisations concerned with the problem of sexval assault -
in particular the Sexual Assault Referral Centre, the Adelaide
Rape Crisis Centre, the Office of the Women's Advisor to the
Premier, Child Protection Panels, the Child Protection Team
at the Adelaide Childrens' Hospital and the Departments for
Community, Welfare and Correctional Services. Without the
background information which they and legal officers from the
Attorney-General's Department provided, it would have been
most difficult to interpret the information obtained,

As usual, the final task of analysing the data and
preparing the report was a team effort by the Office, withall
four members of staff making significant contributions

iii
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OFFENCES” REPORTED

INTRODUCTION

Of all the issues in contemporary society, the incidence
and effects of sexual assault must rank among those causing
most concern. Undoubtedly, one of the major reasons is that
most Western countries are experiencing rapid increases in
cases reported to police. South Australia is no exception:
rapes and indecent assaults becoming known to authorities seem
to have increased significantly in the past few years. Even
more importantly, and no doubt accounting for ai least some of
the change in- statistics, however, victims and other members
of society seem no longer prepared to remain silent. Not only
are women and children more likely to report incidents, even
when these have involved supposed friends or close relatives,
but there has been increasing demand for changes ir relevant
law and administrative procedure.

FIGURE 1  Sexual Assault Offences Reported or Becoming’Known to Police,
Financial Years Ending 1944 to 1981

700 . SEXUAL
ASSAULTS

INDECENT
-+ ASSAULT
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64 65 &6 &7 &8 &9 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77 78 7% 80 81

FINANCIAL YEAR ENDING

Note: Dotted band represents changes to laws regarding sexual offences in
1975 and 1974. (For details of offences included within 'rape’ and
'indecent assault' in each year, refer to Appendix A, Table 3).

In 1977, the Community Welfare Act was amended, to require relevant
professionals to notify Child Protection Panels of possible child
abuse. This may also have affected figures for subsequent years.

RAPE AND .
ATTEMPTED RAPE
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In South Australia, the most positive response to these
pressures occurred during the decade of the 1970's. There was
extensive reform to the legislation, and both the Police
Department and some hospitals introduced major changes aimed
at improving procedures for sexual assault victims. However,
although this state was among the first in Australia to
introduce such measures, which at the time caused widespread
discussion and debate, there have been relatively few attempts
to monitor their actual effects through empirical research.
This report attempts to remedy the deficiency. Using data on
all persons apprehended for alleged sexual assaults during the
calendar years 1980 and 1981*, it addresses such questions as:

who are the offenders, and are existing provisions for
their punishment and/or treatment adequate?;

how many cases actually are prosecuted, and why do some
charges drop out before or during the court stage?, and

can more be done toassist sexual assault victims?

It must be emphasised, however, that the study does not
purport to provide a comprehensive picture of sexual assault

in this state. Our major source of information has been Police
Department records and innumerable studies have shown that only
a small percentage - perhaps fewer than thirty percent - of

sexual assaults ever come to the attention of law-enforcement
agencies'” From those cases, we have further selected the sub-
sample of incidents which resulted in the apprehension of a
suspect. The study, then, concentrate- on one aspect of the
problem of sexual assault - namely the community response to
those cases which have been formally reported and resulted in
an arrest or summons. Before examining the data, moreover,

it is important briefly to document existing law and procedure,
and to contrast South Australia's approach with other
jurisdictions. Only then can the figures clarify whether the
stated objectives of reformers have been achieved, and whether
anomalies or apparent injustices still do exist.

*

See Appendix A for a list of offences included in the collection.

* %

See, for example, Sparks et al (1977); Wilson (1978);
Young (1983); Braithwaite and Biles (1980).

< W

Law and Administration Concerning Sexual Assault in SouthAustralia

A. The Law

South Australian legislation identifies four mojor'bpesof
sexual offences:

Rape - sexual intercourse with a person without consent;
Unlawful Sexual Intercourse - sexual intercourse with a

mentally deficient person, or someone under the prescribed
age of consent;

Indecent Assault - sexual molestation other than
intercourse; and

Incest - sexual intercourse between people in proscribed

relationships.

In addition, various Acts - for example the Police Offences
Act, the Kidnapping Act - define associated offences such as
performing an act of indecency and kidnapping with intent to
have sexual intercourse. These categories exist in most
countries which follow English legal tradition. During 1975
and 1974, however, South Australia introduced reforms which
although not dismantling the common-law framework, modified it
extensively.

The major changes concerned definition of offences and
trial and committal procedures. The following issues were
included:

. Types of non-consenting intercourse defined as rape
For centuries, rape has been viewed as "a heterosexual
activity involving penetration of the female vagina by
the male penis” (Sallmann and Chappell, 1982:50). 1In
1975, however, South Australian legislators effectively
"de~sexed" this definition by also categorising forced
anal intercourse with a man or woman.as rape. A further

amendment in 1974 resulted in non-consenting oral intercourse

also being included. Previously these acts had been
classified as indeggnt assaults.
= ‘

. Categoéries ofkpéaple who could be charged with rape
Ever since the 1T8th Century, judges in common-law
jurisdictions have assumed that marriage denotes consent
" to sexuval intercourse, and that therefore no husband could
be guilty (as a principal*), of raping his wife. In 1976,
however, the South Australian Criminal Law and Penal
Methods Review Committee (Mitchell Committee), which had

* Husbands could, however, be guilty as occessorig§/ff they
assisted another person in the rape.

3



been requested by the Attorney-General to examine this
and other questions, recommended that where husband and
wife had been living apart, protection of law should be
lifted. The government of the day went further, and
proposed to remove spouse immunity regardless of living
arrangements. After widespread controversy and debate*
Parliament assented to a compromise, whereby husbands
could be convicted of rape or indecent assault only if
the offence had been accompanied by:

(a) assault occasioning actual bodily haorm or threat of
such assault; :

(b) an act calculated seriously and substantially to
humiliate, or threat of such an act; or

(c) threot of the commission of a criminal act against
any person. '

t the same time, Parliament implemented a recommendation
that there no longer be presumption that a person under
14 was incapable of rape.

Requirements cn the alleged victim to attend the
preliminary (committal) hearing

Prior to 19764, victims of alleged sexual assault
could be cross-examined both at the preliminary hearing -
held in a Court of Summary Jurisdiction to determine
whether there was sufficient evidence to commit the
defendant for trial - and at the trial itself. The
Mitchell Committee recommended that a victim who had
furnished a written statement accompanied by verified
affidavit should no longer be required to attend
preliminary hearings unless requested to do so by the
presiding justice. Legislators adopted this recommendation,

with minor amendments.

Introduction of evidence concerning the victim's prior
sexual experience or morality

Many bitter criticisms of the criminal justice
approach to sexuval assault cases have concerned admission
of evidence on, and defence cross-examination about, the
alleged victim's prior sexuval experience. In response to
these comments, and after recommendations by the Mitchell
Committee, Government introduced the Evidence Act Amend-
ment Act of 1976. 1Its major objective was to protect
complainants in sexual assault cases "from cross-examin-
ation about prior sexual experience (where) the topic of

* See Sallmann and Choppell (1982)- Chapter 2.
4
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cross~examination beg
allegation that is at
purpose of the cross-e
character of the prose
prejudice the jury against her."*
Section 34i(2), which provides
the sexual experience or morali
cannot be adduced
must consider such evidence

Other as

and victims an

current law and penalties.

cutrix and

unless by le

. pects of law which have been sub
include newspaper rights to publish names of

d, most recently,
a defendant can make in an unswor

n statement.

rs no direct relevance to any
issue in the proceedings. The
xamination is merely to blacken the
thereby to seek to

The key clause is
that evidence concerning
ty of the alleged victim
ave of the triol judge who

: : “"directly rele t
"justified by all the circumstonces"? ven and

ject to amendment
alleged offenders
the types of allegations that

Table 1 summarises

TABLE 1 Sexval Offences in South Australia The Law and
Penalties as at 1 May, 1983
o ] Criminal L
Classification Offence Maximum Penalty Consolidotiozmmt,
Section
Rape Vaginal, oral or anal |Life Imprisonment Section 48

Attempted Rape

Indecent Assault

Unlawful Sexual
Intercourse

person without their
consent

Attempt at the above

Indecent assault of
person under the age
of 12 years

Indecent assoulf of

intercourse with a
person under the age
of 12 years

Attempt at the above

intercourse with another

person aged 12 or over

Vaginal, oral or anal

Twelve Years
Imprisonment

Ten Years
Imprisonment

Eight Years
Imprisonment

Life Imprisonment

Twelve Years
Imprisonment

Section 270(A)

Section 54

Section 54

Section 49(i)

Section 270(A)

* Hansard, House of Assembly, October 19, 1974 Page 1614,
Speech) - also quoted in Eyre, 1981

5
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Classification

Offence

Maximum Penalty

Criminal Law
Consolidation Act,
Section

! lUnlawful Sexual

Intercourse
(continued)

Gross Indecency

Incest

Vaginal, oral or anal
intercourse with a

a person of or above
the age of 12 and
under 17

Vaginal, oral or anal
intercourse with a
person under the age of
18 by a guardian or
teacher

Vaginal, oral or anal
intercourse with a
person deemed to be so
mentally deficient as
not to understand the
nature or consequences
of the act

Attempt at the above

Commission, incitement,
procuring or being
party to an act ?f
gross indecency in the
presence of a person
under 14

Vaginal, oral or anal
intercourse between
persons reloted either
as parent and child or
brother and sister

Seven Years
Imprisonment

Seven Years
Imprisonment

Seven Years
Imprisonment

Four Years and
Eight Months
Imprisonment

Three Years
Imprisonment
(First Offence)
Five Years
‘Imprisonment
(Second or
Subsequent)

Seven Years
Imprisonment

Section 49(3)

Section 49(5)

Section 49(6)

Section 270(A)

Section 58

Section 72

s R
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Administrative Procedures

first states to review procedures for hand
and other sexual as.ault. Over the past d

.for Police, Health and Community Welfare all have
significant initiatives,

as one of the
ling victims of rape
ecade, Departments
introduced
Major changes include establishment

As with the legisIation, South Australio w

Mixed (ie. male and female) police patrols
Introduced in 1973 . :

- A specialised Rape Enquiry Unit

Started in 1973 with a complement of four

assault victims, inform them of procedures to be followed
during the enguiry, and accompany them throughout the
investigation and subsequent court Proceedings*,

The Adelaide Rape Crisis Centre

Founded in T197¢, this womens' collective - some
members themselves former victims -
longer term counselling and support for adult
subjected to rape or other sexual agbése, The Centre also
carries out research and disseminates information, with

particular emphasis on the Prevention of offences, and
conauets classes in self-defence.

ises such as parent/
child conflict, sexual abuse and assault. After initial

action by Crisis Care, cases generally are referred to :
.ty Welfare workers for longer-term ;

The Child Protection Team and the Drop-In Centre at
Adelaide Childrens® Hospital

Appointed by the hospital administration in 1976, the
Child Protection Team's function is to prevent, assess and
treat child abuse of all types. Coordinated by a sociai
worker - who also is available to the general community
as consultant and educator - it contains representatives
of the medical, social work, occupational therapy,
psychology and physiotherapy departments and has a .
dietician and g speech therapist available for consultation. 2

* For further details, see Sallmann and Chappell, 1982:85. %



The Child Protection Team works closely with the Department
for Community Welfare and Child Protection Panels (see
below). The Drop-In Centre was initiated in 1978 to
complement the work of the team, which had become
increasingly aware of the relationships between child
abuse and the lack of extended family support. Operating
on an open-door basis, the centre uses a combination of
community resources, self-help and professional expertise
to import basic information to those who use its facilities,
and to enhance their general feeling of security.

Visitors to the centre may participate in a variety of
educational, craft and relaxation programs and receive
information which may promote awareness of potentially
cbusive situations. Under Section 94 of the Community
Welfare Act, the Childrens' Hospital and other hospitols in
South Australia have the power to keep an abused child for
up to four days.

The Sexvual Asscult Referrol Centre at the Queen Elizabeth

" Hospital

Established in 1977 this is a specialised unit,
headed by a medical practitioner and comprised both of a
full-time social worker and a nurse-coordinator, which
can call upon a panel of specially trained doctors of both
sexes, and a consultant psychiatrist to provide a 24-hour
emergency service for male and female victims of sexual
assault or abuse of all ages. Facilities provided by the
Referral Centre include medical treatment, collection of
forensic evidence and routine follow-up on possible
medical and emotional problems.

The Child Protection Panels of the Department for

' Community Welfare ‘ . .
Commenced in 1977, this program aims to protectil .

children from physical or sexual abuse. Legislation! -}
(Sections 86-94 of the Community Welfare Act) requires .
teachers, police, employees of child or community welfare
agencies and other professionals to notify the Community
Welfare Department of cases of child maltreatment. Each
case is immediately investigated by a welfare worker and
reported to a Child Protection Panel comprised of a
senior Department for Community Welfare officer,
professional and community representatives. Within 28
days the panels will review, and if appropriate endorse,
a program for intervention by the welfare worker.

As the preceding brief history shows, the decade of the

T e R T

alleviating subsequent trauma for victims. Achievements indeed
have been significant. Before becoming complacent, however,
it is important to remember that it is now almost a decade
since some initiatives were introduced, and that in some
respects this state could no longer be described as the inno-

vator. Both in Australia and overseas, for example, some
legislators have rejected common-law - which still forms the
basis of the South Australian approach - in favour of a separ-

ate Act which identifies a graded series of offences and
penalties. Only this approach, it has been argued* can effect~
ively ensure that attention is properly focussed on the actions
of the alleged offender, rather than on the victim, and avoid
the difficulty of persons accused being unwilling to plead
guilty, and juries being reluctant to cenvict, on rape charges
because of the severity of the penalty. Another legal tradition
which South Australia has retained, but which has incurred
adverse comment, is the requirement that judges in sexual
assault trials, or trials involving child complainants, givea
special warning to the jury about the dangers of accepting
uncorroborated evidence. Such provisions are based on an
assumption that it is relatively easy to make unfounded accusa-
tions concerning sexual assault, and that children may be more
liable to distort the truth. Little scientific evidence has
been adduced for either view, and a number of commentators have
argued that 'special cautions' may confuse or unfairly bias the
jury against the prosecution. (For discussion see Young, 1983:
137-144; Miller, 1982). Finally, not even administrative
measures are beyond criticism. Although the quality of services
provided undoubtedly is high, there must be doubts about its
quantity and geographical distribution. Facilities such as
the Sexual Assault Referral Centre, the Rape Crisis Centre and
the Rape Enquiry Unit all are centred in Adelaide**, even
though police statistics suggest that sexual offences occur
throughout the state.

In reviewing data on sexual assault, then, it is important

to avoid being self-congratulatory. Sexual assault is a .
massive social problem. There is still a great deal to bedone.

* See G.D. Woods, 1981.

** Note, however, that in November 1982 a Rape Crisis Centre

also commenced operations in the Northern Districts.
70's saw a wide range of legislative, other government and ‘
community measures aimed at detecting and :dreventing sexual
assault, punishing and treating those responsible, and




ALLEGED SEX OFFENDERS APPREHENDED IN SOUTH AUSTRALIA, 1980 and 1981

A. Overview - Identifying the Problem

During the calendar years 1980 and 1981, @ total of 450
individuals were arrested in connection with alleged sexual
assaults in South Australia. Of these, only eight were women,
of whom three were accomplices to male offenders. Major
charges levelled were indecent assault on @ pevson aged 16 or
less (158 cases, 35.1%); rape of .a person aged 17 or over (110
cases, 26.4%); indecent assault of a person 17 or over (é4
cases, 14.2%) and incest (17 cases, 3.8%) - for full details
see Table 1, Appendix A.

,Agés of the alleged offenders ranged from 9 to 77, with

the average (mean) being 28 years.

TABLE 2 Age and Sex; Persons Apprehended for Alleged
Sexual Assault 1980 and 1981

Age Male Female TOTAL

Number Percentage
Under 14 29 1 30 ﬁ,y 6.7
14-17 81 1 82 18.2
18-19 42 - 42 9.3
20-24 60 3 63 14.0°
25-34 104 2 106 23,6 :
35-44 63 - 63 14.0 -
45-59 51 - 51 11.3
40 Plus 12 | 13 2.9
TOTAL 442 8 450  100.0

The employment status, occupations and racial bockgrounds'

of those apprehended all tended to suggest that, like most
other individuals. charged with or convicted of criminal
offences, sexual offenders were predominantly from socially
disadvantaged backgrounds. More than forty percent were

10
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unemployed or on pensions, and of th i j
vast majority were in unsﬁilled work?Se vho did hove jobs, the

As might be expected with a relativel oun ion
. . L3 » - O
gozégplflgant proportion were students. P:rZonsgf?ogué;;iggécl
withgtﬁ:n s (351coses, 8%) were overrepresented in comparison
with : gen?ro population, but under-represented when
rasted with numbers appearing in court for other offences.

TABLE 3 Employment Status and Occupations of Persons
Apprehended for Sexual Assault, 1980 and 1981

| Employment Status Number Percentage
Unemployed 154 34,2

Pensioner 29 6.4

Student 84 14.2
Professional : é4 5.3

Skilled Trade 63 14.0

Labourer 109 24.2‘

Not Stated/Not Known | 7 1.6

TOTAL 450 100.0

arrested alrosty ra chortion - Fecord: "and sinset ohothose

had b i i i
- Déen 1n prison. However, convictions for offences against

the person '
r Property or 'other' offences
were -
than for sexual offences. far mere common
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TABLE 4 Prior Cornvictions and Iép&isonment; Persons
Apprehende&'for Alleged Sexual Assault, 1980 and 1981
, . . : % of all
Previous Convictions Number | Offenders
No Previous Convictions 159 35.3
Previous Sexual Offences 78 17.3
Previous Offences Against the Person 119 26.4
Previous Property Offences 215 47.8
Other Previous Convictions 222 49.3

Persons Apprehended for

TABLE 5 Previous Imprisonmént;
Alleged Sexual Assault, 1980 and 1981
- . % of all
Previous Imprisonment Number Of fenders

Never Imprisoned 350 77 .8
Imprisoned - Sexual Offences 24 5.3

- Offences Against the Person 30 6.7

- Property Offences 62 13.8

- Other Offences 47 10.4

For each of the 450 alleged offenders apprehended during

the two years under study, details on victims also were .
collected. In total there were 457; the majority being the}

sole victim of a lone offender.

Number and Type of Victims; Persons Apprehended

TABLE ¢
for Alleged Sexual Assqult, 1980 and 1981
Type of Victim & Offender Number éiZi;ﬁi
Sole Victim of a Group of Offenders 56 12.3 &'
Sole Victim of a Lone Offender 307 47.2
One of Multiple Victims of a Lone Offender 94 20.6
TOTAL * 457 100.0

12
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Alth i
M Soug:lng:guiicgfzsstmqy givebthe impression that victims
,Oimost invariably are
the current data indicate a wider range.yoxggo:guizlgezglfz’
e

exuyu

victims actually were children (ie. aged fourteen or under)

e

wi
ith the alleged of fenders, socio-ecd.\omic backgrounds of

victi

";: ;?:kﬁugﬁsztth:hot some segments of society are far more
C rs: one in ten was

ot o unemployed, -
ght percent were students, Occupotionalpca{egorgzg zzzﬁycs

n .
Professional" accounted for less than four percent

TABLE 7 Age and Sex of Alleged Victims

Age of Victim Male Female TOTAL

| Number Percentage
Under ¢ 10 ]8; 28 6.1
é6-11 29 77 106 23.2
12-14 | ' 8 é4 72 | 15.8
15-1¢ 14 51 65 14,2
17-20 - 63 63 13.8 ?
21-25 . - 43 43 9.4 i
26-30 - j27 27 5.9
31-40 | ', - /¢?f15 15 3.3
41-49 e \\L%&%k 4 5 1.1
50-59 o 4
60 Plus : - ] T z::
Unknown . 1 27 28 6.1
TOTAL 63 394 457
Percentage 13.9 | 86.1 100.0
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TABLE 8 Oé@upqtion of Alleged Victims
| : :

Occupa?}gioﬁ okf"k Victim Number Percentage
Unemployed | 55 12.0
Pensioner - | 14 3.1
Housewife‘v | e 20 4.4
Pre-School 21 4.6
Primary School | 125 : 27 .4
Secondary School 94 ' 20.6 |
Professiohcl ' 14 3.5
Skilled Trade , 25 5.5
Unskilled Trade 33 7.2
Other SR 3 7 0.7
Unknown 51 11.2
TOTAL 457 100.0

Also of importance is the relationship between alleged
assailant and victim at the time of the offence. Although' a
substantial proportion of those apprehended were classified a¥%
strangers, a signifi‘cant minority (thirty-one percent) of ;
alleged assaults were.by relatives, neighbours or friends.

Most victim surveys have suggested that the closer the relation- °
ship between offender and victim, the less likely a case is to
be reported. Thus, the current data provide substantial i
grounds for believing that many victims are sexually assauvlted
by those who are well-known to them, and whom they have every

reason to trust. '
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TABLE 9v Relationship Between Alleged Offender and Victim

Relatidnship ' Number* Percentage

Stranger . L 216 . 41.§

Mere Acquaintance 139 27.0

Husband - Separated 2 ” 0.4

Ex-Husband 4 0.8

Dé?Focto 2 0.4

Boyfriend 4 0.8

Ex-Boyfriend é 1.2

Father : 28 5.4

Stepfather 21 ” 4.}

Other Relative : 24 | 4.7

Family Friend 36 ’ 5.8 “

Friend “ : 9 |

Teacher - B , ” 1 ‘ 0.2‘

Flat Mate 5 ‘ 1.0

Close Neighbour‘. 13 2.5

Work Associate ' : 1 2.1
LTOTAL ' \515 - 100.0

* Total relationships not equal to total offenders or
total victims because one entry is recorded for each
relationship between an offender and a victim. Thus
there would be six entries for a group attack by six
offenders against one victim, but three entries if a
lone offender had attacked three victims.

Final points to emerge from an overview of the sexual
assault data concern admissions made on apprehension and
subsequent conviction rates. Legal debate, which has concen-

trated on ways @ victim's credibility can be attacked during

15




the criminal justice process, may seem ‘to suggest that most
people arrested for sexual offences contest the charges and
that guilty pleas are infrequent. Police records, however,
indicate that almost forty percent of alleged offenders made .
full admissions ‘'on arrest, and a further four percent made
partial admnissions. Less than one in five alleged that the
victim had consented and of these seventy-seven cases, twenty-
three involved children who, in any case, were below the legal
age of consent. -

TABLE 10 LAdmissions'Mode by Alleged Offenders on Arrest

Type of Admission Number Percentage
No Denial 174 38.7
Partial Admission 20 4.4
Consent Alleged 77 17.1
Alleged that Offence Never Occurred 114 25.8
‘Declined to Answer/Conﬁot Remember - 37 8.2
Not Stated/Unknown 24 i 5,8
'TOTAL | 450 100.0

: .y "
More than half (58%) the alleged offenders eventually %
were found guilty by a Higher Criminal Court, a Childrens Court
or Childrens Aid Panel. A further 15% reached the stage of a
final hearing, but were acquitted. One in four cases dropped
out at earlier stages: 9.1% after apprehension but before any
court hearings; 10.2% during committal proceedings;.and 4.2%
at the final court hearing stoge. . : :

-
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FIGURE 2 _Outcome of_Chargg;; Persons Arrested for

Alleged Sexual Assault 1980 and 1981
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g In light of variations in the seriousness of charges
. + of ten F levelled, this diversity of penalties is not unexpected.
Of the offenders who were found guilty, four out of do b Nonetheless, it is a useful reminder that although discussion
were committed to prison and °.f“rfher one 2N Flvebregilvznd . tends to concentrate on rape, the term "sexual assault" in
suspended term. Other penalties 1nc}ud?d fines, bonds, - fact encompasses a variety of incidents ranging from harass-
counselling or warning by a childrens aid panel. . 3 T:nt to extrgweiytbrgtoldottiiks.d Bigorg proceidingbfurther,
y s ns Convicted of Sexua ; it was essentic o0 divide alleged offenders into sub-groups
FIGURE 3  Major Penalty for Persons. - 1 1981 I based on such criteria as the nature and circumstonces of the
Assault Following Apprehension in 1980 anc _ incidents they had been involved in and the age of the victim,
Once this had been achieved, the data provided far more useful
perspectives both on offenders and broader legal and social
N issves. |
/// Imprisonment \\\\ ?f Four categories were identified:
/ " (N=109) %n roup offenders : 76 cases -~ Individuals who allegedly
B ad taken part in attacks with one or more co-offenders,
SUSQaﬁkd g where the victim was fifteen or older, and where at least
Imprisonment : [ 1 e 6ne offender had attempted or intended intercourse orsome
\ ; > serious sexuval attack;
! ' vf lone offenders : 138 cases - These alleged offenders had
A £ been sole aggressors in alleged attacks on victims 15 or
\ ‘ over, and had attempted or intended sexual intercourse
or some other serious sexual attack;
child assaulters or molesters : 204 cases - Anyone
vision allegedly involved in an oftence where the victim had been
(N=26) under 15 years of age, or who was the father, stepfather,
or other older relative of a victim; and
FIGURE 4 Duration of Imprisonment forPersons Convicted of ﬁ . sexual harassers : 32 cases - Offenders who allegedly had
Sexual Assault Following Apprehension in 1980 and 1981 g touched or assaulted a victim in a sexual way, but who
— ] . g had not attempted or intended intercourse or other serious
]4} . i sexual attack. : '
13 1 — [
N : i Group Offenders é
10 ¢ L i Whether measured in terms of the violence used, the extent i
0 A , : : S of injuries, or the types of intercourse and other indignities !
7] ] . . -to which victims were subjected, group offenders seemed |
- 81 , . : . clearly to have been involved in the most serious assaults. B
’ 7 —7 ) C it " From Police Department records, it seemed that more than half R
6 - / ) , z 5 { , of these attacks had involved a weapon, excessive violence or §
5 ‘ intentional physical injuries, and a much higher proportion of 5
i& || victims had been made to undergo multiple forms of intercourse. 3
Y = | | ‘ | B %
5 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 (years) | L
Duration of Imprisonment , ; ‘ ‘g - ) ‘ "
Vs {é-month intervals) , : 0 g 17 S ‘ . 4




Qualitative data from court-files also confirmed that these
were often brutal incidents - strong support for researchers
who have argued the most important motivation for the group
of fender is not sexual gratification but to humiliate and
degrade the victim. It should be noted, however, that not all
group offences were of the same extreme nature: generally,
degrees of violence and brutality seemed to increase with the
number of offenders. Some attacks involving only two co-

of fenders were characterised by minimal vieclence or indignities.

TABLE 11 Wecpoﬁ and Violence Used by Alleged Group Offenders*

Weapon and Violence Used Group Offenders All Others
No. | % No. | %
Weapon and Violence 19 24.7 20 4.7
Weapon - No Violence 2 2.4 11 2.6
Bound 4 5.2 21 . 5.0
Violence 18 23.4 55 13.0
Other 34 44,2 | 317 74.8
TOTAL 77 100.0 424 100.0

TABLE 12 Type of Intercourse by ‘Alleged Group Offenders*

. y * )y
Type of Intercourse Group Offenders All Others
No. | % No. | %
Vaginal Only 31 40,3 87 20.5
Oral Only é 7.8 22 5.2
Hnal Only | - 0.0 7 1.7
fMultiple Intercourse 32 41.6 37 8.7
'No Intercourse 8 10.4 271 63.9
TOTAL i 77 100.0 | 424 100.0

.

* Total in group offender column is one greater than persons
* apprehended because one individual allegedly wes involved
in two group attacks.
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Further support for the view that group atta
l}kely.to be violent emerges from data gn pgior citéiggi nere
histories. Among those apprehended for sexual assaults, the
alleged group offenders more often had previous convictions
and had been imprisoned. Moreover, the record was far more

likel i i i
oéf:nze:? have included violent or property crimes than sexual

TABLE 13 Prior Convictions of Alleged Group Offenders

. Frior Off : P
Type of Previous Convictions Sees [ Zercentoges of Totals

, Group Offenders Others

(N=76) (N=340)

No Previous Convictions 26.3 35.46
Previous Sexual Offences 13.2 19.4

Previous Offences Against

the Person 4é'] 23.9
{Previous Property Offences 64.5 45.8
Other Previous Offences 61.8 48.1

TABLE 14 Prior Imprisonment of Alleged Group Offenders

Prior Imprisormment:
Type of Prévious Imprisonment Percentages of Totals
Group Offenders Others
(N=76) (N=360)
Never Imprisoned . 65,8 o 79.2
Imprisonment ; .
- Sexual Offences 5.3 6.4
- Offences Against the Person 10.5 6.9
- Property Offences o : 23.7 - 12,5
- Other Offences o 18.4 , 8.6
2]




At an average age of twenty-one, offenders allegedly
involved in group attacks generally were younger than other sex
offenders (average age twenty-eight). A high proportion -
almest sixty percent - were unemployed, and of those who had
found work, eight out of ten were in the unskilled category:
furthar support for researchers who argue that social factors -
resentment at low status in society, a culture of violence,
and a need to find scapegoats on which to vent frustrations -
may be the most importont factors behind many of these
incidents. Police records also suggested that many victims
were strangers or only casuval acquaintances of the alleged
offenders, and initial contact often occurred at discos,
hotels or other public places, or when the victim accepted a
1ift. Not infrequently, ottacks seem to have been carefully
planned - for example one of the alleged offenders gained the
confidence of the victim and took her to a loccation where the
others were waiting.

TABLE 15 Relationship Between Victim and Offender;
Alleged Group Offenders
Relationship Number* Percentage
Stranger 41 53.2
Mere Acquaintance 28 36.4
Boyfriend/Ex-Boyfriend 7 2 2.6
Relative ! \ lt} 1 1.3
Family Friénd 1 ]f?
Flat Mate/Friend 2 s 2.§ :g
Work Associate ‘ 2 2.6 ?f
TOTAL | 77 100.0

* See Note (page 20) for reason why total
is one greater than total group offenders.

TABLE 14 Place of Initial Contact; Alleged Group Of fenders

Place of Initial Contact Number Percentage
Victim's Place - Invited In 4 1¢.5
Mutual Home 1 : 2.6
Offender's Place 3 7.9
Outing by Victim & Offender 3 7.9
Shéiter or Institution 2 5.3
Break Into Victim's Place ) 1 2.6
Hitchhiking 1 2,6
Accept Other Lift 9 » 23.7
Party, DiSco, Hotel 10 26.3
Other Public Place 4 10.5
TOTAL 38 100.0

* Table is based on group-attack incidents, not the
number of alleged offenders or victims involved.

In light of these findings, it is not difficult to under-
stand why crime prevention programs should put emphasis on
ways women and young girls can reduce their vulnerability: not
hitchhiking or accepting lifts, being wary of strangers, etc.
There are at least two reasons, however, for being cautious
about placing too great an emphasis on the role of the victim.
First, official statistics almost certainly underrepresent the
number of attacks involving friends, relatives or other
apparently trustworthy individuols. Second, if researchers are
correct in arguing that group offenders are acting out
aggression and resentment on selected targets considered "less
worthy" than themselves, ‘campaigns which emphasise the "proper"
ways women should behave may unintentionally help potential
assailants to reinforce prejudices and even to rationalise
antisocial behaviour.

Data on events subsequent to arrest indicated that

- compared to other categories, alleged group offenders were
less likely to make full or partial admissions, and more likely
* to deny that the incident had occurred, allege that the victim

had consented, or simply refuse td respond®to questions.
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Court files also gave the impression that these offenders less
often expressed remorse, and maintained that victims had
consented even when the nature of the case made this a most
unreasonable belief, Despite this, alleged group offenders
were more likely te be found guilty than "lone" offenders, and
more than one in four alleged sex offenders who eventually
were gaoled had been involved in pair or group attacks.

TABLE 17 Admissions Made to Police; Alleged Group Offenders
Admission on Arrest Greup Offenders Other
No. l % No. %
No Denial 23 30.3 151 40.4
Partial Admission 1 1.3 19 5.1
Consent Alleged 12 15.8 65 - 17.4
Alleged that Offence Never Occurred 24 31.6 92 24,6
Decline to Answer/Cannot Remember 7 9.2 30 8.0
I Not Stated/Unknown ' 11.8 17 4.5
TOTAL 76 100.0 374 100.0
TABLE 18 Penalties Imposed on Group Qffenders Convicted
Penalties Imposed Number Percentage
Imprisonment - 10 years or more 2 4.2
- 5 to 10 years 5 10.4°
- 2 to 5 yaars 20 41.7 4 |
- Less than 2 years 4 8.3 _ﬁ
EImprisonment - Total \ 31 64.6
Suspended Imprisonment. 7 14.46
Bond With Supervision 3 6.3
Bond Without Supervision 4 8.3
Fine : 2 4.2
Counselled and Warned 1 2.1
TOTAL B © 48 100.0
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FIGURE 5

OQutcome of Charges, Alleged Group Offenders

Apprehended in 1980 and 1981
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SLone Offenders

The stereotype of the lone offender is that these are
predatory males who attack strangers. However, current data
on those apprehended for unaccompanied sexual assaults on
adults suggest that lone offenders are a far less homogeneous
category than the popular image suggests. Persons arrested
ranged in ages from under seventeen (ten percent) to over
forty (fifteen percent). Although a minority - about four
percent ~ were arrested for a series of attocks (one individual
faced charges arising out of six separate incidents), most
agllegedly had been involved in only one assault. In about two
thirds of cases, the main offence alleged was rape, the
remaining offenders facing charges of indecent assault.

Characteristics of vie¢tims clso showed considerable
variety. Ages ranged from fifteen to eighty-eight and seven
percent were males. In many cases, offender and victim first
met at a party, disco or hotel (twenty percent) or some other
public place (twelve percent), but for a significant proportion
of victims and offenders, the initial contact had been at the
home of the offender (eight percent) or the victim (thirty-
five percent) - more than half of the latter being after a
break-in. More than fifty percent of the 'lone' offenders
were complete strangers to the alleged victims, and a further

one in four was a "mere acquaintance". Again it should be
emphasised that the number of offenders in other
categories - friends, relatives, ex-husbands and so on - may

well be understated.

TABLE 19 Relationship Between Alleged Offender and Victim; Lone Offenders*

* Table is based on victims, not offenders,

26

To further clarify the nature of incidents i i
offenders allegedly had been involved, and to ca:: :Zgzhlig;:
on relevant legal issues, this broad category was divided into
two sub-groups: thosewhose first contact* with the victim
appeared to-hove been of a voluntary nature (eg. an outing
t?gether, victim accepted a lift) and those where the associa-
tion was completely involuntary (eg. a breakin). As Tables
20 to 23 show, the "involuntary" group generally seemed to
have been involved in more violent offences, and there wos some

tend?ncy for them to have a more serious record of prior
convictions.

TABLE 20 Violence and Weapons; Alleged Lone Offenders*

Weapon/Violence Involuntary Voluntary TOTAL
Weapon and Violence 13 3 16
Weapon - No Violence 5 1 6
Bound - 4 7 11
Violence 11 11 22
Other | | 26 69 95
TOTAL 59 91 150

TABLE 21 Type of Intercourse; Alleged Lone Offenders**

Type of Intercourse Involuntary Voluntary TOTAL
Vaginal Only 24 40 5 64
Oral Only 5 | é | 11
Anal Only “ . 1 1 2 S
Mﬁltiple Intercourse 7 10 17
No Intercoursg‘ | 22 ” 34 56
| TOTAL | 59 | 91 " 150

Victim-Of fender Relationship| Number Percentogeﬁ .
Stranger - 77 51.3 . Q
Mere Acquaintance 37 24.7 4
‘Husband-Separated or Former é 4.0
Defacto 1 0.7
Boyfriend/Ex Boyfriend é 4.0
Fathef/Step-Fother 3 2.0
Relative 3 2.0
Family Friend/Friend 5 3.3
Flat Mate/CléSe.Neighbour 7 4.7
Work Associate’ 5 3.3
TOTAL | 150 100.0

¥]
** An entry appears for the type of weapon and inter-
course between each alleged offender and the victim.

* First contact does not refer to first 'life contact' but refers
to the contact leading up to the sexual assault incident. :
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TABLE 22 Prior Convictions of Alleged Lone Offenders - ;f TABLE 24 Admission Made to Police by Allegzd Lone Offenders
- - ! e
% Percento?es Percentages of Totals I Percentages of Totals
; Involuntory Voliuntary : - ¢ Adfast Acres Lone Offenders Other
Type of Previous Convictions (N=48) " (N=90) Ypeq mission on Arrest Involuntary Voluntary Of fenders
‘ Association | Association (N=29¢)
No Previous Convictions 16”.7 22.2 (N=48) (N=90)
Previous Sexual Offences 22.9 23.3 No Denial 41.7 17.8 44 .6
: Partial Admission 6.3 2.2 4.7
Previ Off Against the Person 35.4 34,4 ’
reviens sneesne ' ! Consent Alleged 14,4 - '37.8 12.2
Previous Property Cffences 68.8 53.3 Alleged That Offence 27 1 25. & 25.3 -
¥ Never O d ) N ‘
Other Previous Offences 62.5 63.3 { ccurre | | | “
2 Decline to Answer/
TABLE 23 P I t of Alleged Lone Offenders . Cannot Remember 63 M- 7.4
Z i isonment o ege =
TRof TR . - Not Stated/Unknown 4.1 5.6 - 3.7
Prior Imprisonment|Percentages of Totals TOTAL* 100.0 100.0 100.0
A . Involuntary Voluntary 5 -0 . .
Type of Previous Imprisonment , B L - T
(N=48) (N=90) % Dato on the flncl outcomes of cases, moreover, h:.ghl:.ghted
; 77.8 1 that despite legal reforms during the mid 1970's, consent still
‘Never Imprisoned 70.8 ’ is a critical issue. About half the lone offenders were
. " 3 found guilty, but the likelihood of a conviction was far
Imprisonment ‘ 3.3 greater if the initial contact, between adlleged offender and
- Sexual Offences 7 8.3 . i victim had not been on a voluntary basis, and there was
- Offences Against the Person 6.3 7.8 evidence of violence, weapon: or injuries. :
- P ty Off 22.9 12.2
ox;o:er )(l.)”. snees 14.7 8.9 TABLE- 25 Outcome of Charges : Alleged Lone Off'enders
- il Fnres — * Apprehended in ]980 dnd 1981* 
‘;‘ Kk .
~ & . iati
Court papers also suggested that « s:.gnlflcont proportion % " Outcome : T’,pe o‘f Assoc:.at;on :
of the "sudden attack" group - younger, on average, than other ‘ = , Involuntary’ | Voluntary
lone offenders - were psychologically disturbed. Those whose } , ~ (N=48) o (N=90)
initial contact with the victim had been voluntary seemed more V ; - : ) ; —
likely to exhibit cultural problems: acceptance of violence as Guilty - - 46.7 7 31
| iczzrrg?xcgzgznzf interaction, inability to perceive or accept | . Acquxtted . ,~, v 14.6 - 30"0
: ‘ S Withdrawn or Nolle Prosequ: 14,4 T 21
, Compared with other types, the alleged lone offenders less ‘ ’ ' - o
often maSe admissions and were’fcr more likely to contend thot‘ £ Dropped out Before Court | 2.lv 14.4
the victim had consented. This was particularly true for - Case Not Finalised 2.1 3.3
: those whose initial contact had been on a voluntary basis. ‘ . - ;
. * See Tables A6 and A7 (Appendix A) for complete
[ - L ' ) . P - breakdown of outcomes for 'lone offender' charges.
; i . :‘:
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TABLE 28 Penalties Imposed for Those Convicted; Lone Offenders

Involuntary and Voluntary Association With Victim

Type of Association
fenaliies Impossd ‘ Involuntary Voluntary
Imprisonment - 10 years or more 4 -
g - 5 to 10 years é -
- 2 to 5 years 7 5
- less than 2 years é 3
‘ 8
Imprisonment - Total 23 ;
Suspended Imprisonment 5 :
Bond With Supervision 1 X .
Bond Without Supervision ) 1 .
Fine 1 !
Counselled and Warned i
TOTAL | 32 28

For all lone offendtrs, moreover, chances.of,admis§iens
and of a subsequent conviction were improved, if the miéﬁ;Aa
charge was indecent assault rather than rape (see Tables

Appendix A). N : : : 1

\ i : ded the removal
light of the controversy which surroun : Mo\
of spi:seigmmunity, the research gave special attention tgﬂtgg
outcomes of arrests where partners or ex—portners.wer? accaﬁ W%
In all, two husbands - both living apart from their wzges & T
the tiée of the alleged inciden; - wgre opprjhgggﬁd&ereT;Jz;:d
accused of breaking into his wife's home, and | were dlleged
' ' violence. Neither was found guilty, a g
2§s20x:n:s:g ::ial. The four formeg ?;;?onis agddt¥§ ggizizs_
f ' ing also had the B
defactos apprehended during 1980 an d oS
ismi i In fact, the entire history o
dismissed or were ocqutted, A ‘ ] Ire histety of.
"p in marriage" legislation, since its in ro i ’
?;;6 ::gsslzhat bnls one husband has ever been found guxltx of
raping his wife. . : ‘ o v

i
1
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“Assaults on Children . :
- In reviewing the data on alleged offenders against

children, one of the most striking points is the sheer number:
204 cases or more than four out of ten potential sex of fenders

apprehended. These individuals had allegedly assaulted o
total of two hundred and twenty children, whose ages ranged
from two to sixteen and of whom one in five was c male,

There are good reasons, however, for believing that even
these statistics may significantly under-represent the real
extent of this problem, Children are particularly powerless
members of society. When assaulted by older relatives or
fomily friends, they can easily be intimidated into remaining
silent. Even when the offender was unknown to the victim,
children may be reluctant to report the incident because of
fears of chastisement for “talking to strangers", or parents
may be unwilling to Press charges for fear of further trauma.

Although it is often assumed that sexual molestation of
children is by adult strangers, the current data indicate o
far wider range of offenders and circumstances. Just over
half (54.7%) of the victims of alleged.child abuse offenders

ad been assaulted by strangers or mere acquaintances, but
the remaining assailants were relatives, neighbours, friends
or other close associates. Moreover, the ages of those
apprehendgd;ranged from very young - eleven percent under
fourteen - to the late seventies, '

In light of these figures, it was clear that further
distinctions needed to be made. Three major sub-groups were
identified: offenders who were themselves children (that is
under 15); adult offenders who were relatives or otherwise
closely associated with at least one of the victims; and adult
offenders who were strangers or mere acquaintances,

N

* See Department for Community Welfare Working
Party ‘on Child Sexual Abuse (1983). . Department

" for Community Welfare, Anriual Report . for

Year Ended 30 June, 1982. .
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TABLE 27 Alleged Child Abuse Offenders Apprehended During

1980 and 1981; Type of Offence and Number of Victims ™

: Offenders Number of
Type of Offender Victims
No. %
Child Offender ’ 36 17.6 23
Adult Relation or Other

Close Relationship 87 43'6“ 105
Adult Stranger/Mere Acquaintance| 79 38.7 95
TOTAL - 204 100.0 223

Offenders Who Were Themselves Children

The average age of these alleged offenders was twelve and
a half years and victims generally were about three years
younger (9.8 years). Two of the victims were males and about
nine out of ten had been strangers to the alleged offender.
In all, these children allegedly had been involved in twenty-
three separate incidents: ten group assaults mainly in schools,
playgrounds and other public places; four indecent assaults on
infants aged six or less; and nine lone attacks where the
victim was at most four years younger than the offender.

Generally, even the group assaulis were far less violent

-than those by adults: most could be‘ described as severe sexual

harassment.: However, four of the alleged group offenders, and
one of the alleged lone attackers, were stated to have had
intercourse with the victim. All but three alleged child
offenders were charged with indecent assault, and two thirds
admitted the offence. The vast majority were found guilty by
a court or aid panel (sse Figure é). In at least one case,
the Police Department decided not to prosecute on the grounds

that the offender was mentally retarded and parental supervision

would prevent further incidents.
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FIGURE ¢ Outcome of Charges and Penalty Imposéd;
Alleged Child Offenders and Child Victim
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Cffenders Closely Associated With Victim
] és Table 28 shows, the main categories of relationship
in this sub-group were family friend, fa*her, step-father and
other relative'. Eighty-nine individuals were alleged to
hgve assaulted one hundred and five children - twenty males and
eighty~five females - whose ages ranged from three to sixteen.
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Relationship Between Victim and Alleged .Offender;

S Adults Related to,or Close Acquqintonces of, Child Vict’im*
- |Victim-Of fender Relationship|.  Number P Percentage
Father ' 26 24,5
Step-Father ‘ 20 o 18.9
{Relative | 15 14.2
Family Friend/Friend " 34 L3217
Teacher : 1 0.9
Flat Mate/Close Neighbour 9 8.5
Work Associate 1 0.9
TOTAL . 5106 100.0

-* Number in table nét equal to total qffenders or
total victims because table is based on‘?ocb
relationship between an offender and a victim.

i ' to have
ters of the assaults did not seem
i volzzge:eggg;s or excessive violence, but.forty percen?tﬁihe
;aose apprehended were alleged to have had §ntercou§se W;'th
ictim, and one in six appeared to be chronic offgn eistyl "
vrior éonvictions of g similar nature. Although.o re E‘i{edy
ﬁigh percentqge were either unemplgyeg (21%} 3; ;ntzgi 1v e
% one must be cautious about concludin ]
g?:tnézgg)égoinst children who :;e relategc:il;lgziqgsz:%zged
i ' trated amorg e econom 1y di. taged.
gilendssgéslsog:e:hct these families are more liable to lntg:
venngn by outside agencies. Whate;er :he co:se, abiu::::?lz
i exua
f adults apprehended f?rpt is type of s ; ;
Szize?:ugd guilty, and almost fifty percent allegedly made

admissions to poli;e.

A
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TABLE 29 Admissions Made to Police by Alleged Adult
Of fenders Closely Associated With Child Victims
Admissions on Arrest Number Percentage
No Denial 42 47 .2
Partial Admission 3 3.4
Consent Alleged 8 9.0
Alleged that Offence
Never Occurred 22 24.7
Decline to Answer/ 8 9.0
Cannot Remember )
Not Stated/Unknown é 6.7
TOTAL 89 . 100.0

In many respects, sexuval assaults on children within the
family or in other close relationships still are "unknown
ground" for researchers. Nonetheless, a number of studies®
have contributed a broad profile of these of fenders, Gen%rolly,
they are individuals with low self-esteem and q limited '
capacity for interacting with adults. Not .only do they feel
more secure with modes of sexual behaviour learned early in'
life, they derive a sense of power and control from their
relationships with children. Severe penalties ~ for example
long gaol terms - may only add to their problems by further
lowering morale and reducing opportunities to establish more
normal sexual relationships, According to De Francis (1971),
being forced to testify may also be detrimental to the victim,
by magnifying and prolonging the trauma of the assault itself,

o

* For example Summitt and Kryso (1978), and Groth
et al, (1982).
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FIGURE 7 Outcome of Charges; Alle eged “Adult (15 yearsand over)

Of fenders Closely Associated With Child Victim
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TABLE 30 Penalties Imposed for Those Convicted;
"Adult Offenders Closely Associated With Child

Penalties Imposed ‘ Number Percentage

Imprisonment - 5 to 10 years | .6 10.0
: - 2 to 5 years 5 8.3

- less than 2 years - = , 13 21.7

Imprisonment - Total o 24 40.0
Suspended Imprisonment - v 27 « 45,0
Bond WIth Supervision ) 1 1.7
Bond Wltﬁout Supervision 5 8.3
Fine e 2 3.3
Counselled and Warned 1 1.7
"TOTAL , : 60. 100.0

Nonetheless, it is clear that some intervention is
required - if only to break the pattern of the relationship.
Child sexual abuse can have adverse psychological repercussions
not only for the immediate victim but for subsequent generations:
several researchers have claimed thot unusually high proportions
of adults admitting to this type of offence themselves had
been assaulted as children. In the light of these findings,
the South Australian approach ~ which puts emphasis on close
ligison between such agencies as the Police Department, the
Sexual Assault Referral Centre, Adelaide Children's Hospital
Child Protection Team, and Department for Community Welfare
Child Protection Panels - clearly is appropriate. However, it
should be emphasised that the number of cases coming to the
attention of these organisations undoubtedly represents only
the tip of the iceberg. As awareness and concern cbout the
problem grows, they will be subject to ever-increasing 'demand.
It is to be hoped that they will continue to be allocated the
resources they need to confront the challenge.

Offenders Who Were Strangers or Mere Acquaintances

From the literature on ogults who sexuvally assault children
who were comparative strangers, it is apparent that the majority
of psychologists and psychxatrzsts do not consider that they

pose a threat of severe physical injury to victims. Overrecent
years, however, this assumption has incurred some criticism.

o
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A number of researchers - for example Marshall (1982(a),
1982(b)); Groth, Longo and McFadin (1982) - have argued that
interviews with offenders themselves, cross-checked against
police records, reveal entirely different behaviour. Not only
are there confessions to far more intensive patterns of assault
than the "official" statistics seem to reveal, but there are

suggestions that successive attacks involve escalating degrees
of violence. : :

In light of this debate, the South Australian Police
Department's data on the 79 adults apprehended for this type
of sexual assault during 1980 and 1981 were reviewed with
particular interest. According to the records, these individuals °
allegedly had assauvlted 95 children whose ages ranged from two
to fourteen years (average 9.7), of whom one in four was a male.
Of course, the information collected could not give the
complete "career path" of the offenders, but tables 31 to 34 -
on ages of offenders, types of intercourse and prior offence
histories - do reveal some patterns.

TABLE 31 Type of Intercourse and Age of Adult Offender Where

Alleged Offender is a Stranger toor Mere Acguoihtance
of, a Child Victim

Type éf Intercourse 15-19 |20-24 |25-34 | 35-44 | 45-59 60+ | TOTAL
Vaginal Only 6 2 2 1 - - n
Oral Only 3 - 3 .- - o= 6
Anal Only - - ] - ] - 2:,

N
Multiple Intercourse 1 2 1 2 - - & 2
No Intercourse | 13 1. 13 11 16 é 70 | ¢
TOTAL 23 15 20 14 17 é 95
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TABLE 32 Weapon and Violence Used by Age of Offender, Where

Alleged Offendir was a Stranger to Chil@ Victim*

Weapon/Violence  [15-19 | 20-24 | 25-34 | 35-44|45-59 | so+ |TOTAL |
WecponcndViclencé - 3 - - 1 | - - 4
Weapon - No Violence - - - - - - 0
Bound 1 1 - - - - 2
Violeﬁce 3 1 3 1 1 3 12
Other 19 10 17 12 16 3 |77
TOTAL 23 15 20 14 17 6 |95

**Tables 31 and 32 are based on number of
victims, not number of offenders,

TABLE 33 Previous ConLictions by Age of Offender, Where

. Alleged Offender was a Stranger to Child Victim** -
' N o 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45~59 40+ | TOTAL
Previous Convictions |(N=18) [ (N=14)] (N=17)](N=14)| (N=12)] (N=4) | (N=79)

, NoPréQiousConvictions " 2 5 3 8 3 32
Previous Sexual Of fences| 2 5 5 4 3 - 19
Previous Offences | | | _

Against the Person 2 4 5 é ! 18

Previous Property ' _
Offences 6 Q n 4 2 31

Other Previous Offences | 5 10 9 "8 2 1 35

** Column totals in tables 33 and 34 do not equal
number in each age-group because some offenders
had prior records/imprisonment for more than
one type of offence (eg. conviction/imprisonment
for a sex and a property offence).
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Previous Imprisonment by Age of Offender, Where

TABLE 34
Alleged Offender was a»Sfranger to Child Victim
. ] 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-34 | 35-44 | 45-59 | 60+ | TOTAL
Previous Imprisonment | (N=18)](N=14)|(N=17) | (N=14){ (N=12) (N=4) |(N=19)
Never Imprisoned 17 11 16 14 10 4 72
Imprisonment |
- Sexual Offences - 3 _ 1 - 2 - 6
- Offences Against _ _
the Person 3 ! 2 ! 7
- Property Offences 1 2 i 2 1 - é
- Other Offences - 3 1 1 1 - é

Generally, the statistics suggest that although some of these offenders
- about twenty-six percent - may have posedaphysical threat

to victims, the majority of sexual assaults by adult strangers

on children did not involve violence, injuries or attempts at.
intercourse. A significant number even of the "non-violent"
offenders had a prior history of sex offences, but there was

no indication that seriousness of attacks increased with the

age of the alleged offender. About half the strangers arrested
for sexual assaults on children made admissions, a similar.
percentage was found guilty and one ir four were imprisoned.

Admissions Made to Police by Alleged Adult Offerilers

TABLE 35
‘ “ Who Were Strangers to Child Victim S u'
, - - u
Admissions on Arrest Number Percentage )
No Denial " 38 48.1
Partial Admission N 3 3.8
Consent Alleged SN 3L
Alleged that Offence \\\8 22.8 ‘ Y
" Never Occurred ‘ o oERe
Declined to Answer/ 8 : 10.1
‘ Cannot Remember "
Not Stated/Unknown ° 1 : S1L3
TOTAL | 7% 100.0
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TABLE 346 Penalties Imposed for Those Convicted; Adult

Penalties Imposed Number Pgrcentage
Imprisonmént - 10 years or more 1 . 2.9 ‘
- 5 to 10 years 1 . 2.0 /
21.6
- 2 to 5 years 1 .
- less than 2 years 10 19.6
Imprisonment - Total 23 45.1
Suspended Imprisonment ' B 21.6
Bond With Supervision ‘ 6 11.8
‘|Bond Without Supervision 4 7.8
Fine ' 5 9.8
Counselled and Warned 2 3.9
TOTAL 51 100.0

Offenders who Were Strangers to Child Victim

When confronted with a topic as emotive as sexual assaults
on children, a natural reaction is to_coll for harsher 4
penalties. However, from preceding dxscussxon.of offen eis
who themselves were children, and of OSSOUltS.anOlVlng ? ose
relatives or friends, it is clear that an entirely punitiye
approach by no means provides the solution to all.problemsio
Similar conclusions can be drawn about olleged.chlldfmoles ers
who had been comparative strangers to the victims. Of these,

. i . :
a significant percentage (55%) made admissions, and about'a

i eceived gaol sentences. Rather than”sim?ly“1n515{1ngi$‘
:E:idt;éy are dgtained for longer periods, the important i
priority is to ensure that while incar?erated or undergoing
some other form of sentence, the minority who may pose a
significant physical threat to victiims and.the larger group
of non-violent but chronic offenders, receive some form o )
treatment. At present, there are very few.programs for traﬂnqg
sex offenders who have come into contact with South Australia's
correctional system. More programs must be developed and

evaluated.
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Sexval Harassers

Determining whether an alleged offender should be assigned
to this category involved not merely an assessment of the

~nature of the alleged assault, but the intention., It seemed

clear, however, that at least thirty-two arrests related to
incidents which could not be classed as more serious than
physical harassment. This group included a wide range of
age-groups, and two of thealleged offenders were women.

TABLE 37 Age and Sex of Allgggd Sexual Harassment Offenders

Age Male ‘ Female TOTAL
Number Percentage
Under 14 3 - 3 9.4
14-15 -9 - 9 28.1
16-17 2 - 2 6.3
18-19 3 - 3 9.4
20-24 - - -0 0.0
25-34 5 1 é 18.8
35-44 é - é 18.8
45-59 1. - 1 3.1
60 Plus 1 1 2 6.3
TOTAL : 30 ) 2 32 100.0

‘Circumstances leading to these apprehensions included a
small businessman who allegedly assaulted a female employee,
two customers in retail stores who were accused of molesting
staff, and several inc¢idents where youths ~ acting either
singly or in groups - had harassed women in public streets,
shopping-centres, car-parks, etc,. All but one of the victims

- were female - ages ranged from fifteen to fifty-nine.

Confirmation that these were "less serious" offenders than
others emerged from the data on previous convictions. Although
just under half had prior records, only one had been found
guilty of a sex offence and only four ‘had been in prison.

The main point of interest, however, related to final outc¢omes:

juveniles accused of sexual harassment seemed to have a much
greater chance of being found guilty than adults. Of the
sixteen persons under 18 arrested for this type of offence,
twelve eventually appeared before a court or panel and received
a formal penalty. By contrast, although fourteen of the
sixteen adults went before a higher court, only three were

.found guilty.
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FIGURE 9 Outcome of Charges; Alleged Sexual Harassment ‘Offenders
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DISCUSSION
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Sexval Assault Within the Family

Another difticult issue highlighted by the current research
is that of sexual assaults within the family. Undoubtedly,
statistics on persons arrested grossly underrepresent the real
extent of this problem. From data which are available, however,
it is clear that prosecution can at best provide only a partial
solution. Research has shown there are immense difficulties
and psychological dangers in forcing victims to testify against
fathers, step~fathers, or other c¢lose relatives. Ultimately,
the Child Protection Panels, with their emphasis on social
worker rather than law-enforcement intervention, may provide
the best possibility of an immediate resolution of problems.
In the longer-term, however, these cases re-emphasise the
importance of continued support for such community facilities
as Womens Refuges and Rape Crisis Centres, which provide at
least some victims with an avenue of escape.

Effectiveness of Legal Amendments

One of the main objects of this research, however has
bzen the law itself: in particular whether current legislation
always is effective in ensuring that while due process is
observed, those responsible for sexual assault cre found
guilty and punished. Unfortunately, at the outset of the study
it became apparent that one type of information of critical
relevance was not available. Of the 450 alleged sexuval assault
offenders apprehended during 1980 and 1981, one in six didnot
subsequently appear in a criminal court, or appeared only at
a committal hearing where no evidence was tendered. 1In only
eight of these cases was it possible to ascertain why the
case was not pursued. Knowing what led to the other cases
being dropped - for example whether it was because allegations
hed proven unfounded, the victim would no longer assist police,
or the victim seemed unlikely to make a "credible" witness -
could have been of immense benefit in alerting researchers to
possible anomalies in legislation or procedure. It is
imperative that a system to monitor these "pre-court"
decisions be developed.

In the absence of such data, however, attention has
turned to the cases which do result in hearings. Here, court
files provide infeormation relevant to a number of important
questions - for example whether amendments to law are ,
achieving their stated objectives. One of the most significant
legal reforms has been Section 106 of the Justices Act, which
provides that victims of alleged sexual assault should not be
required to appear in person at committal hearings unless the
justice is satisfied that there are special reasons. According
to Sallmann and Chappell (1982), Section 106 incurred
considerable criticism when initially implemented, on the
grounds that it could be unfair both to defence and prosecution.
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In practice, it seems to be working smoothly: the
Crown Prosecutor's Office estimates that at least ninety
percent of committals now are heard on declaration,

Changes to laws regarding evidence and cross-examination
on a victim's alleged morality or prior sexual experience do
not appear to have been so effective. In 1981, the Women's
Advisor's Office in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet
carried out a comprehensive survey of seventy-seven files
relating to rape prosecutions in 1979 and 1980. According to
this study, applications to introduce such evidence still were
being made in about seventy percent of trials, and almost
nine out of ten defence applications* had succeeded. Although
reasons for granting leave were not always documented, it
seemed that very often the judge considered the information
relevant to the issue of consent. Thus, although it may be
providing some barrier to the use of tactics designed merely
to "blacken the victim's character”, Section 34(i)2 of the
Evidence Act has not fully realised the legislators’' intentions.

A more recent amendment which the Women's Advisor's Office
could not consider concerned the unsworn statement. In April
1983, following persistent criticism of the system which
allowed defendants to maoke assertions which ere not under oath
and cannot be tested by cross-examination, the government
enacted legislation to:

(a) prevent unsworn statements containing evidence which
would not normally be admissable; and :

(b) allow the prosecution to tender information rebutting
unsworn assertions concerning the character or prior
- record of the defendant or other witnesses, and to
refute any other statement which, if made on oath,
would have been liable to rebuttal.

To assess the possible impact of these changes, researchers
examined every sexual assault trial in the South Australian
Supreme and District Criminal Courts during the finonciolfﬁcr
1 July 1981 to 30 June, 1982. Seventeen defendants made
unsworn statements, and it seemed that the vast majority
contained assertions that would now be inadmissable or liable
to rebuttal. Certainly, it is hard to imagine that the two
cases resulting in acquittals would not have been affected -
although even this statement must to some extent be
hypothetical since it is impossible to know precisely how the
prosecution would have reacted. Perhaps more importantly,
these data help put the issue of unsworn statements
into some perspective, As Table 38 shows, even in rape trials
the majority of defendants do not employ this type of defence,
and of those who do, a very low percentage are ocquitted.

* 30 out of 34 cases - for further details see Eyre (1981).
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TABLE 38

Type of Defence Evidence and Outcome, Persons Triad

for Sexual Assault in South Australian Supreme and

District Courts 1 July 1981 to0 30 June 1982 *

vt Rape/Attempted Rape Other Sexual Offences’ TOTAL
utcome Unsworn Sworn Unsworn Sworn Unsworn Sworn
Statement Evidence Statement | Evidence Statement | Evidence
Guilty N 1N 3 7 14 18
Guilty tolessen 1 1 - 3 1 4
Not Guilty 2 é - 18 2 24
TOTAL 14 18 3 28 17 44

* Table excludes accused who pleaded guilty, or where anolle
prosequi was entered. Two cases where the judge directed
the jury to acquit have been included in sworn evidence.

+ Other sexual assault includes indecent assault, incest, and
act of indecency.

Further Changes to Law?

In conducting research on sexual assault, however, it is
important not merely to monitor the impact of changes which
already have been made, but to address the broader issue of
whether the entire philosophy of the law is appropriate. As
mentioned earlier (page 9), three fundamental criticisms have
been made of the traditional common-law approach to which
South Australio still adheres:

that by defining major sexual offences in terms of consent,

too much emphasis is put on the actions of the victim,
rather than the offender;

that prescribing relatively severe penalties for every

form of sexual assault, rather than having a graded series
of offences and penalties, may actually reduce numbers of

guilty pleas and jury findings of guilty; and

that undue emphasis on corroborative evidence throws the
balance of proof too much in favour of the defendant -
particularly if the alleged victim was a child.

A crude measure of justification forthe first criticism
is to determine whether defendants had been acquitted - or
"nolle prosequis" entered - because although violence and injuries
had occurred, there were doubts about consent. Table 39contains
the relevant figures.
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Sexual Assault Trials and Nolle Prosequis in South

TABLE 39 =2
Australian Supreme and District Criminal Coyfts
Between 1 July 1981 and 30 June 1982 : OQutcome and
Nature of Injuries to Alleged Victim*
Outcome Alleged Offence and Type of Injury**
of Rape Other Sexual Assault TOTAL
cose Serious J Minor jLANone Seriousg1i Minor 4[47None
- . 32
Guilty 12 5 5 2 8
Lesser Offence , - N
Guilt - é - - |
e e i + 3 6 - - 6 16
Nolle Prosequi 1
| 7
TOTAL 14 15 13 2 2 33 9

* Prosecution withdrawn because victim unwiLling to testify.

* Table excludes defendants who pleaded guilty.

e injuries is based on statement by medical officer
tﬁ:eixgﬁi::éuiiziim. "Serious" injury iqcludes concussions,
fractures, lacerations, bleeding'nese, bites, extﬁqigve
bruising, black eye and vaginal injury to young child.
“"Minor" injury signifies isolated bruise.

N ical evidence
as a handful of cases where med;;o. _
su el::getxqt the victim had suffered some injury, but tze o
de?gndont was not convicted. This may provide some groEn s, for
believing that the emphasis onhcogs:ntdma{ belgusgzng:Ae
i m
balance too far in favour of the defendant. ] ;
§ mall percentage o
acknowledged, however, that ?hfs was a s : centage of
that the visible injuries were o suc _
izzezéf:::e cguld present a plausible alterno}ive explangzlg:
igi i i rosequi ‘
heir origin. Most cases fe§ul?1ng in nolle p ‘
zzgu;t:;is hog no evidence of injuries. As Young (]983) has
pointed out, in such instances it is difficult to see how

consent could fgil to be a central issue.

14

i ider
i ard to the second issue - the qeed fpr a wi
rongewzzhs:iSQI assault offences and penalties - data olrquy
considered, on the profiles of alleged sexual.horossment g%
lone offenders, seem highly relevant. Juveniles arrested for
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sexual harassment were far more likely to have made admissions
and to have been found guilty than adults, and among lone
offenders those charged with indecent assault were more often
convicted than those where rape was alleged. 1In both cases,
it is reasonable to assume that the severity of penalties

More research would
be needed before q restructuring of offence~categories could
be justified. Nonetheless, these statistics do suggest that
it is « possibility worth considering.

The third question - concerning corroboration - was
extremely difficult to research. As mentioned earlier,
information on rzasons for dropping cases before prosecution
were not available, and this is the stage where the problem of
lack of independent evidence is most likely to become apparent.
Table 40 however, on the outcomes of indecent .assault trials
and the ages of victims, does suggest that cases involving
children may be less likely to result in convictions because
of lack of corroboration. Perhaps this is another aspect of
law requiring attention.

TABLE 40 Indecent Assault and Unlawful Sexual Intercourse
Triols and Nolle Prosequis in South Australian
Supreme and District Criminal Courts Between
1July 1981 and 30 June 1982: Outcome by Age ofAllgged Victim
Outcome Age of Alleged Victim (years)
of ,
Case Under 10| 10-12 | 13-14 |15 and TOTAL®
: over
Guilty st 1 2 2 10
Guilty of _ i - 2 ’ 3
Lesser Offence
Not Guilty 5 3 5 5 18
Nolle Prosequi - - 2 4 é
TOTAL 10 5 .9 13 37

* Table excludes defendants who pleaded guilty,
Rape cases also excluded because only one
alleged victim of rape was under 13,

In two of the five indecent assault cases : ‘
involving victims under 10, severe physical S
injuries corroborated the victim's account,
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Compensation for Victims
Throughout this study, an overriding objective has been Type of Assault NUZ?“ %ec,zogte Bri
to assess whether current law and administrative procedures H Cases Awardned rief Summary of Injuries
achieve the best possible balance between ideals of justice ¢
and the need to minimise additional trauma for victims., From ! Category | cont, . .
data collected, it seems that although South Australia has ) ~S225) ) Thgeﬁtand with firearm. Severely beaten
made significant progress, further refinement to law, and ¥ Xn & af extensive ?cthh?s and abrasions.
extensions of victim-support services and offender-treatment dc"’ e fear of reprisals, is constantly
facilities, may well be possible. To round off the study, g tepressed, distrusts men and cannot relate
however, it is useful briefly to consider an issue which v t° sex. Currently undergoing psychiatric
relates only to victims - namely levels of compensation for % reatment,
injuries received. Accordingly, statistics were collected on . b
all twenty claoims made by sexyal assault victims in South e : Category 2:
Australian Courts between 1 January 1981 and 31 December 1982, . i: Weapon used. no ) §7215 :
Although issuves of confidentiality made a precise matching _ 3 . St T ' .00 |. Change in personality -~ i
difficult, it seemed that only seven of these cases related to R i Eh{smol injuries totally wighdrown onc):l, uggissg:gomgéc:oxf
the 455 victims of assaults by offenders included in the & tU psychological reprisals. Marriage breakdown féllowin
current study. Over half the claims resultedfrom incidents where rauvma rape, 9
a stranger had broken into the victim's home, and these 1]
"involuntary association” incidents seemed to result in the . Threatened with knife. Severe anxiety and
largest amounts of compensation awarded - particularly if the ? depression. Change in personality
victim could cite evidence of subsequent breakdown in sexual g Victim's family also suffered emoti..onolly
or other social relationships, or mental suffering. Cases Victim now avoids relaticpships with men
where initial contact between the offender and victim had been 4 > and has no interest in sf .
on a voluntary basis (eg. met at hotel, flat-mate, etc.) < . .
generally resulted in lower awards - even when the victim had 4 8 C
suffered physical and mental trauma. The data also suggested - [Category 3:
that claims resulting in larger amounts of compensation i . |[No weapon used . ; ..
generally took less time to be finalised (eg. time between { i |both pf\ysicol énd > $7198.00/. Eru:.ies ond scratching requiring fpedicol
offence and settlement averaged 15.4 months for awards between 5 . |psychological Sr?]cg men;. Contracted venereal disease.
$10,000 and $11,000; 15.3 months for $7,500 up to $10,000; f . |trauma v erj rom nerves. No longer able to
17.0 months Fos $5,000 up to $7,500, and 20.2 months for L respond sexually,
to $5,000). . )
N ; ' perin S sitishes o cpproeted o
s - N - » ) £ em.
TABLE 41 Criminal Injuries Compensation Awards to o ; further Gttocks,punable to 2:;e03;t::e§;i:;
Victims of Sexual Assault, 1981 and 1982 1 left alone.
Number | Average ] N . Bruising to most of body. Slight facial
Type of Assault of Amount Brief Summary of Injuries scars and requires medication for sleep and
Cases | Awarded nerves, No longer enjoys sex. Unable to
Cat | 5 cope with relationships with opposite sex.
ategory 1: 'é;
: . . : . B ‘ - Medical treatment for extensive bruisi
Weapon Used, ‘ 3 $8972.00 |. Stabbed in chest with knife. Medical ‘] . " . ruising.
Extensive physical attention required for extensive bruising. i ﬁ;z:gitrfhtlonsh;p offected. Loss of
; ; . . . : n sex. Constant fear of being alone
and psychological Severe depression and personality change, 3 Personality ch Feeli eing c .
trauma requiring psychiatrié¢ treatment. Fear of re:rgsggge. eeling of being dirty.
. Threatened with knife and beaten. Medical s
attention required for extensive bruising. - + General bruising, cuts and abrasions.
Suffered change in personality, now :
distrusts men, has problems sleeping and 5
has total loss of interest in sex. Ve
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trauma only

Number {Average o
Type of Assault of Amount Brief Summary of Injuries
Cases |Awarded
Category 4:
No weapon used, 9 $5380.00 |. Nervous complaint and trouble sleeping.
psychological g

. Personality change - now withdrawn. Loss

. Depression.

. Psychiotfic treatment for nervous complaint,

. Loss of concentration and sleepless nights.

. Unable to cope with relationships with
opposite sex. "Self imposed social outcast”.

. Undergoing psychictic treatment for fear

. Undergoing psychiatric treatment. ¢

of concentration, insomnia, vomiting.
Loss of interest in sex. Bredkup in
relationship.

Strained relationship in
marriage. Considerable gain in weight.
Sex life and relationship with child has
suffered.

sleepness nights, fear of reprisals and of
being alone.

Suffered trauma at time of attack, but no
mental or psychiatric problems. :

Emotionally unstable. Sleepless night§.»
Recurrence of epileptic attacks resulting
in the use of drugs. :

of reprisals,
help sleeping problems.

Taking drugs in order to‘

Personality change. Disturbed sleep.
Loss of friends. Fear of male strangers.

Feelings of disgust and revulsion.

Note: Excludes one case in which offence occurred before

1 July 1978 when maximum Criminal Injuries Compensation
was increased from $2,000 to $10,000.

I
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From Table 41 it is clear that relatively few victims of
sexual assault even apply for criminal injuries compensation -
although one cannot be certain whether this is because they
are not aware of this avenue, or because they are
unwilling to become invelved in further criminal justice
procedures.. The relatively small amounts received may be
another factor:/awards in 1981 and 1982 seemed considerably
lower than, tay, compensation allocated to victims of vehicle
or industrial accidents. Perhaps this was because victims of
sexual assault were relatively unlikely to suffer physical
injury (twenty-seven percent of victims in this study) -
some researchers have argued a financial response is
inappropriate for psychological trauma*, Certainly, the courts
and the South Australian Government could hardly be accused of
taking o miserly approach: amounts paid out have been
increasing steadily®* and the $744,870.00 granted under the
compensation scheme during the first nine months of 1982/83
was 63% higher than the preceding financial year. Nonetheless,
there does seem to be a case for comprehensively reviewing
systems for assisting crime victims. Currently, an action
through the criminal courts offers the only real chance of
recompense, since even if offenders can be located they
generally lack financial resources to pay civil damages. A
successful criminal injuries claim, however, generally involves
the government's paying the amount awarded, then trying -
unsuccessfully in almost 90% of cases - to recover from
offender. In many respects the system can be seen as a carry-
over from the trial itself, where the needs of the victim
often become incidental to a contest between the state and
the offender. The paradox is heightened by the fact that in
an injuries claim the government, which in the eyes of the
victim may have seemed an ally in prosecuting the offender,
now can appear to be 'in opposition', as a respondent. As
Kelly (1982) has shown, being treated in this way - ds a mere
adjunct to an "adversary" process - can be most distressing
for sexual assault victims.

* For discussion of this issue see Grabosky (1983).

** In 1981, the total amount awarded under the Criminal

* Injuries Compensation Scheme was $525,446.74. By
1982, the amount had risen to $642,836.33. Note also
that on 1 July 1978, the South Australian Government
increased the maximum which could be awarded from
$2,000 to $10,000.
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APPENDIX A

TABLE Al Most Serious Offence Charged : Persons Apprehended

for Alleged Sexual Assault in 1980 and 1981

58

Most Serious Offence Number [Percentage
Attempted Murder 1 0.2
Rape -~ Female under 12 years 12 2.7

- Female 12-16 years 44 10.2
- Female 17 years and over 110 24.4
- Male under 12 years 6 1.3
- Male 12-16 years 6 1.3
Attempted Rape _
- Female 12~14 years 2 0.4
- Female 17 years and over " 5 1.1
Assault With Intent to Rape - Female 2 0.4
Unlawful Sexual Intercourse
~ Female under 17 years 4 0.9
- Female - mental defective 2 0.4
- Male under 12 years 1 0.2
- Male 12-146 years 1 0.2
Incest
- Female under 12 years 4 0.9
- Female 12-16 years 11 2.4
- Female 17 years and over 1 .2
- Male 12-16 years 1 2
Indecent Assault 1
- Female under 12 years 63 14.0
- Female 12-16 years 67 | 14.9
- Female 17 years and over 62 13.8
- Male under 12 years 15 3.3
~= Male 12-146 years 13 2.9
- Ma%e 17 years and over 2. 0.4
Gross Indecency ‘
~ Female under 16 years- é 1.3
- Male under 14 years 7 1.6
TOTAL 450 100.0

//‘
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TABLE A2 Final Court Outcome and Offence Charged for Lone Offenders*

5 T
: ' Assault Urilawful
FINAL Attempted| Rape Rape [|Attempted| With Incest Sexval | Indecent]| Gross TOTAL
COURT OUTCOME | Murder |of Female|of Male Rape Intent Inter- | Assault |Indecency
to Rape ' course
Guilty 1 28 3 5 - 1 1 20 1 40
Acquitted - 23 - ] 1 - 1 8 - 34
W
© |INolle Prosequi - 10 - - - - - i - A
No Evidence _
Tendered - 8 - - 1 - o 4 13
No Prima _ _ _
Facie Case - ! - - B ! 2
TOTAL 1 70 3 é -2 1 2 34 1 120
* Eighteen cases which dropped out before court
or were not yet finalised, omitted from table.
§ -
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TABLE A3 Type of Admission on Arrest and Offence Charged for Lone Offenders
Asséult Unlawful
- FINAL Attempted| Rape Rape |Attempted| With Incest Sexual | Indecent| Gross TOTAL
COURT OUTCOME { Murder |of Female| of Male | Rape Intent Inter- Assault | Indecency
to Rape course
No Denial - 18 1 3 - - - 14 - 34
PaftiolAdmission 1 1 - - - - - 3 - 5
Consent Alleged| - 2% - 1 - - - 1 - 41
Alleged thzt ‘ !
Offence - 17 1 - 1 1 - 15 1 36
Never Occurred
Decline to
Answer/Cannot - é 1 2 - - 1 3 - 13
Remember
Not Stated/ - 4 - - 1 - 1 1 - 8
Unknown
TOTAL 1 75 $ 3 é 2 1 2 47 1 138
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TABLE A4 Sexual Assaults Reported or Becoming Known to South Australian Police, -
and Alleged Offenders Apprehended, 1 July 1979 - 30 June 1981 5
B
M
Offences Reported RAPE_AND ATTEMPTED RAPE I‘&IPAEL INDECENT ASSAULT
or Becoming Known TOTAL 5
Du:in;ﬂngnciul Yown Female Victim Male Victim AND l\'NOClFASLr Female Mole INDECENT TOTAL &
Rape AttRe;n::ed TOTAL Rape Aﬁi:.:rpnql):ed TOTAL A”REA“PPEIED Victim Victim ASSAULT 5
1980 - 1981 . o
Offences Reparted 224 32 256 29 ) 29 285 24 292 51 343 %52
Alleged O{fenders: ,
Adult Male 79 9 88 " - 1 99 9 43 10 73 181 i
o~ Adult Female ] - 1 - - - ] ] 4 - 4 I3 :
- Juvenile Male 19 1 20 4 - 4 24 - 37 2 3y 8
Juvenite Female 1 - 1 - = - 1 - - - - ]
Total AllegedOffenders | 100 10 10 15 - 15 125 10 104 12 1s 25)
1979 - 1980
Offences Reported 171 1 202 18 2 20 222 12 238 45 303 537 :
Alleged Of fenders: . .
Adult Male 45 7 52 4 2 4 58 5 50 18 86 129 :
Adull Female 2 - 2 - - - 2 - - - - 2
Juvenile Male 14 2 e 7 - 7 25 2 14 2 16 - 43
Juvenile Female 1 - 1 y - < < 1 - [} - 1 2
Total Alleged Offenders s4 9 73 1 2 13, § a4 7 45 18 83 176 “
—
. O |
¢
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TABLE A5 Sexual Assaults Reporied or Becoming Known to South Australian Police, 1 July 1943 - 30 June 1981

Offences Reported RAPE AND ATTEMPTED RAPE zﬁaqg INDECENT ASSAULT 1OTAL
or Becoming Known Female Viclim Male Victim AND l‘{N(;:IEAsLI ‘Female \(:;llul Male Victim | INDECENT TOTAL
During Financial Year Rape AllRuvpted 1OTAL Rape Mémp(ed TOTAL AI;E:?IED lpdeceﬁ‘ lntecre-n Indecent Jnanaturall AS?AULT
ape ape Assau. ference | Assault |Offences
1980-81 224 32 254 29 o 29 285 24 292 REP 51 REP 343 452
1979-80 171 n 202 18 2 20 222 12 238 REP 85 REP 303 537
1978-79 112 3 145 19 1. 20 165 14 209 REP 59 5 273 . 452
1977-78 HC NC 172 NA NA NA 172 5 137 0 40 o | 77 354
1974-77 NC e 1+ NA NA NA 149 2 176 47 NA 27 250 401
1975-76 NC NC 1 NA NA " NA 13) ¢ 128 83 NA 42 253 350
1974-75 NC NC 91 NA NA NA 9 5 125 8) NA 64 270 264
1973-74 NC NC 100 NA NA NA 100 17 151 106 NA 73 328 445
1972-73 NC NC 52 NA NA NA 52 14 154 107 NA 1] 322 388
1971-72 NC NC 60 NA NA ‘NA 80 13 147 145 NA 7 383 iss
1970-71 NC NG T 3 NA NA b NA 3 23 160 14 NA 83 339 393
1969-70 NC NC 2 NA NA NA 24 20 198 145 NA &8 41 455
1948-49 NC NC 34 NA NA ;§NX 3¢ 10 140 ay NA 52 301 347
L 1947-68 NC NG A hA NA NA 49 22 s 124 NA ¢ 343 414
1966-47 NC NC 23 CNA TSR BT 24 4 156 104 NA 60 320 350
1945-66 NC N2k ‘éﬁA HA { NA 25 1 164 108 NA 28 297 335
1944-85 NC NC 20 QNA HA T NA 20 13 157 91 NA 49 297 330
1943-44 NC NG, 24 NA NA NA 24 17 147 109 NA 93 | 349 390

NA = Not Applicable - offence did not exist ot the time

NC = Not Collected - offence grouped in brooder catebof,y

REP « Offence Repealed

Note - Before 1978-79, Rope ond Attempted Rope was only given
for female victims, Mole victims were included in
Unnatural Offences.

= Indecent Intesference was a lesser offence to *Indecent
Assault® but was Incorporoted into Indecent Assault in
197¢.

~ Unnatural Offences included indecent assault of males,
indecent interference with moles and buggery.
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TABLE Aé Qutcome of Charges by Initial Associatior; Alleged
Lone Offenders -.Involuntary Association with Victim 2
c =
TOTAL : ;
ALLEGED :
OFFEHDERS P
ug | .
. B
. T A
I 1 |
: ' T (ASE
GUILTY FOUND NOT
QILTY ~ FINLISED
32 15 1
!
1 ' 1
Withdrawn Dropped
Acquitted or Nolle - out Before
Prosequi Court
7 7 1
Supreme Supreme Supreme R.Nu::" Warrant
Court 1l Court Court Stated Issued
14 3 4 ! ! i (g /
i ¢ {;
1 ‘ y
i 4
| : J
Summary v 4 “
E District District v .
o Jurisdic~- . gy
Ly ?oust ) U Court ) X tion = K
15 4 k] ! N
ey
No No
T Prima
Evidence F
Childrens acie
Aid Panel Tendered) |Caa
z 1
u 1
] ] v
. \
: o ¢
¥ 63 ‘ ' °
y .
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TABLE A7  Outcome of Charges by Initial Association; Alleged | T ,
Lone Offenders - Voluntary Association with Victim Sexual Assault Offerider Questionnaire :
TOTAL E . Questi;nnoire Now e D:D
ALLEAED 1a 2
OFFENDERS s ' Microfilm No.
1[ . 2. A/P Numbers . . . . . e e
: 30 ' . i !
: ] SEIE O OO O
T g | i .
T ,
L - . (ASE | . 3. C/R Numbers . .., ..... ED] l ] l llng , l I*I l
fot ]
QLT | oam s | A L OTTTOOI ]
) , 59
28 ' — ,
r - A - THE A/P REPORT
Withdrow Dropped
Acquitted or Noiie: Quéoauerr:u OFFENDER DETAILS
Prosequ 5.  Most serious of fence chcrged (see of fence list)
27 Y 19 13 (@) Written description . . . . ... ...,
. (e.g. rape, indecent assault on female, etc.) D] D:D D
: (b) Act and Section Number . . . . ., . . . .
} Act  Section Part
6.  Total offences charged (enter number :
note total offence not equal to total charges) . . ., ., ., ., ..
4 d
. Supreme Insuffic compae e 7. Sex of Alleged Offencer . . . . , . (Enter code I=Male; 2<Female) . . . ]
reme L] . e M
| Sgpreme L eourt H “Court Evidence Triol K , 8. Dote of Birth (enter 999999 if not ‘stated)
: . 1 1 ‘ of Alleged Offender . . . . ., ., ", . . . u ] T—]
lo 15 ‘ - . Lay Month Year
; Int t:— : | 9. Raciol Appecrance of 1 = White
Reason nterstate v Alleged Offender 2 = Aboriginal D
District District Pistrict IR H Srateer” g " . 3 = Other ;
L " Court g Court " Court State — 4 = Not known/not stoted . . . . . vl e
- : 2 ! 12 i LV 10.  Usual Occupation 1=Qualified Profession = 4=Styudeni
—_— Loy s 2=Skilled Trade 5=Pensioner D
v 4 3=Unskilled Work/ é=No occupation
) Symmory Warrondt < " Labourer $=Unknown/not stoted !
s Chcioludrrtens 1 Jvrt?::“" : - Tssue ‘ 1. Enployment Stotus (1=Employed; 2=Unemployed; 3=Not applicable) . , . . D R
12 . " 1 12, Maritel Status (enter code) of Alleged Offender
2 ) ‘ ‘ 1=Single 4=Divorced
" T . : 2=Morried 5=Widowed D
’ No Prima . ) 3=Perranently é=Defacto :
. $::S:r;:§ ?:3: Separated ?=Not Stated . . . . ., . . :
ild 2 5 ; . . :
i;‘:‘, p:::I : 11 1 - . 13. Whether most serious alleged of fence was denied or ¢
] : contested ................ e e s e e e
1 . . 1=No denml i
2=Consent alleged D i .
3=Alleged that cffence never occurred !
4=0ther (specif‘y) i
14. Number of Alleged Victims (enter number) . ... L L L D
o ‘ ¢ R )
: é5
- 64 : :
' : A\ *
A
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Questionnaire NO. « . v @ v @ v v bt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Djj ' : QuestionmaimNo. . . . . . . . .. Lo D:]]
B - THE C/R B = THE C/R h ' °
VICTIM DETALLS I ALLEGED OFFENCE DETAILS
15. Morital Stotus of Victim ot Time of Offence (enter code - if ! 22 Relg‘]t:‘.g:ship of offender to Victim (fnter .‘:Od?)
no details specified deduce from name) o : OZ:H rg:gzr 08—Ex—boyfr§end
I=Mr. or Mrs. {no nore specified) é=Divorced o . 03;Dusf nt O?i—Close nelgi‘.\bour ..... e e e e e s
. 2=M/S or Miss (no more specified) 7=Widowed I { [ ! O#Ee_hccbg d 'IO:Work Associate ' T ED
i 3=Single - never married 8=De facte =~ "~ " " " o 5 x=husband 11=Flat mote
“Morzied =Unknown/not stoted 13 05=Other Relative 12=Other relationship (specify)..... ey
5=Permanently Separated Oé=Family Friend 13=Mere acquaintance
> ] 07=Boyfriend 99=Not Stoted
16. Age of Victim (enter years - put '99' if not ovoilable) . . . . .., e e 24, Use of alcohol by alleged offender at time of offence (enter code)
17 Occupation of Victim (at time of offence) 1=None ’\Q 3=Drunk Crr e D
g;ignengloyed :§>=gho:f>_ As§istcint . o 2=Moderate ’;‘)’\w 9=Not known/stated
OB;H:::::';:: ' IZ;E::e:i:;::g ‘ . = N 25. Use of drugs by a; {egeo offencer at time of offence -
04=Factory Worker 13=Nurse - (1=yes; 2=No; 9 MNot stated) . . . v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e
. 05=Domes tic 14=S tudent/Primory []j o 26. Number of co-offenders as stoted by victim (i.e. co-offenders, principals
0é=Clerical . 15=Student/Secondary ' T T T T T T o or accessories other than cccused) - enter number . . . . . . . . . . . E[:]
C7=S -1é= i = - . .
08=R:§:::?.:Z\ist ;;zg:::is"'(tﬁ;::tg;)' o L 27. Most sericus use of violence by offender/s (enter code)
. 0T eseher S9tiot KnoupoexiY) eersecrees IR E 1‘-—:Verbal only (Threats) 5=T9ta].. use of force
: 2=Roughness . é=Victim drugged  ° ° ".c vt ote e D
3=Non~-brutal beating 7=Victim bound
: #Brutol beating g:?thei (specify) v evereerinennnnnns
g ot known
Details of Alleged Offence : 28. Other serious use of violence by offender (enter code as 27 D
. in e e e
19. Time of First Offence (hour and mirute - use 24 hour system) . . . = = f g 29. Types of Sex Act (enter code) Leave blank if no other cttcc‘()
20. Initicl contact between victim and offender in b o (o) Vaginal (li-Yes; ZNO) e s e e e T e T e
tial contact between e (b) Oral " (1=Yes, 22Mo) . . ..o
‘01=Victim's ploce (break) 08=Outside disco/hotel ’ 3 ((Z)) /,:2?‘ - !t]t Yei ZENO)]' L 2 """"""""""""
02°Hitchohiking 07=0ther public ploce ] (9 Othe Act enr;_ Ion y {(I=yes, 2=n0) © v & v v v v e e e e e e e |
03=Accepted lift - from disco 10=Victim's place (offender . o ‘ er Acts of ‘Incecency (specify) oorviviiiiiiiniinn, 5
Od4=Accepted 1ift - other invited in) 5 5 30. Injuries to victim (enter code)
05=Private gothering/friend's 11=0ffender's plage * ° = * = * B & ‘ 1=Minor (no medical) 3=Hospitalisation
place 12=0uting by offender ond victim g 2=Medical treatment required 4=None ... .. L0 e e e e D
0é=Inside o disco 77=Not relevant e . s
07=Inside a hotel 88=Other (specify) «.vvenernvnn.os W‘ 3. Looc(::;.ogh:;x?ijz;::s/ggﬁ:?s . ) 1
99=Not stoted . o e , P) rre e -
21. Was initicl contcct between offender and victim in relotxon }fu men (1=yes, 22M0) . . . Ll .
to incident voluntary or forced . . . . . . . . 0 o U0 0 e e 0 e e 0 e e e s i (c) Head (Imyes, 2=M0). & v ¢ v 4 v 4 v v e vt e e e e e e e e e e e Bl
‘ T=Forced (e.g. break-in, cbduction, etc.) he i P _ —
. E e e e ted TiFt, ate) —it o (d) Bock (l=yes, 2=n6) . . . vt i e e e ‘
9=Not stated ) : e (e) Neck (T=yes, 22n0) . . v v v v v v b v v vt e e e e e e e e e R
22. Vhere clleged offence occurred (enter codej . . « « « v v ¢ o 4 4.0 e e e e B (f) Shoulders (l=yes, Z=no) . . « . % v v & v v v v v w e RN /
Ol=Plaoce of friend of victim 08=Victim's cor = (g) Vaginal (1= 2=n0) : — i
02=Place of friend of alleged 09=0f fender's cor L9 9/ Vog TYES, LEN0) ek e e e e e e e e e e . - ‘
of fender lO=Other(privcte)place Gl i , (h) Anus (l=yes, 25n0) .« « « & v v viv v v e e h e e s e e e N
03=Victim's place after breck-in specify) Liiiiiiiiiiieiinn : ) { 3 1= - —
04=Victim's place ofter }1=Other public place ’ Dj (1) Legs (l=yes, 2=no) . . . . . . SLrnr e e R S
invited in (speci™ ) ... .iiiieiiiias X (3) Arms (T=yes, 2=ro) . . . . L v v o e e e ..
: 05=Alleged offender’'s place 99=Not stoted : ESR - ' / e
5 i ) Oé=House of victim & offender ' i ) ; (k} Other \SPCC?W) """""""" TrorTnirriTramreeae
07=Public road, footpath, etc. ; . i 32, Use of weapons by alleged of fender/s :
. ¥ (a) None (l=yes, 2=No} . . . . . . ., . P e e e N
N . (b) Firearm (l=yes, 27n0) . v & & v v v i v h v e e e e e e e e e e e
XY s () Knife (J=yes, 22M0) « © v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e
: x (d) Other blunt object {l=yes, 2=n0) . . . . ¢« . v v v v v v u ue s
i : (e) Slapping, punching, kicking, etc. (l=yes, 2=npo) . . « . . . . . .
: {f) Other (specify) ........... A
§ .
. t il
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Questionnaire No.

C - AP REPORT/CRIMINAL RECORD CARDS
DETAILS OF FINAL COURT APPEARANCE

33. (a) Dote of fimal oppearance, this charge

{c) Main Cffence Charged (enter code) . . .

{(d) Total Charges Laid (enter number} . . . . . .

(f) Outcome {enter code)
1=Guilty
2=Not Guilty
3=Guilty Lesser
4=Case Withdrawn (victim won't cooperate)

IF NOT GUILTY ON MAIN CHARGE

(g) Major offence found guilty . . . . v o v « v o v v

{h) Penalty for main offence {enter code)

1=Prison 4=Bond without supervision
2=Suspended sentence 5=Fine .. -t ronr Coe [:]
3=Bond"or Supervision §=Cther (specify)...........

(i) Duration of Penalty for main offence . . . .. . . .

{j3) Total Sentence. . . . . .

Lt

(b) Court (1=Magistrates; 2=District; 3=Supreme; 4=Juvenile) ° °

oo ol

5=No prima facie case found . . . . . e e
§=Other (specify) .....

...........

Act  Section _Part

Years Months

D -, CRIMINAL RECORD CARDS

34. Previous Offences
; Number
(if over 90 put ?0;
if not known put

99).
Sex Offences - - « « =
Offences against Person - - .« + + « »
Property Offences - » « « « + '+ « =«
Drug Offences » « + + « « - e e e e
Other Offences

Imprisoned
(1=yes,
2=no)

(Remove-beforevsending to Crime Statistics)

OFFENDER'S NAME

(Surnome)
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(Giyen Nomes)
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e

e
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Court Sample Questionnaire

1 (a) Court File Number

(b) Crown Prosecutors File Number

................................

L ———

.............................................

HEEREERENREEE

Court Year Month Number

HRERERREEREER

2 Type of Case (Enter Code: 1=Trial 2=Nolle Prosequi) secvevesrenscononens [:]

3 (a) Main Offence Charged

.........

(b) Total Offences Charged

.....................

Counts

(ll) ﬁjj [s]ec:nﬁ Pﬁ cﬁnjs Veicjxcc COEllfc]ea
@ O 0o O m o
@ oo oo o oo
© oM. oo o O o
© [0 0O 0O IO O

4 Age of Alleged Offender (ENLEr YEAES) «essssssessecsrnrneesesmnenamenens 1]

5 -Age of Alleged Victim (enter years)

6 Relationship between Alleged Offender and Vietim .oce.eiiiinniineirenonnens [:I:]

0l Stranger

02 Mere Acquaintance
03 Husband

04 Ex-husband

05 De-facto

06 Boyfriend

07 Ex-boyfriend

08 Father

09 Stepfather

10 Other Relative (spécify)..
11 Friend/Family Friend

12 Neighbour

13 Flatmate

14 Work Associate

15 Other (specify)..... Chevevas teeerienes

69



Consent and Violence

(a) Whether corroborated evidence of violence ( l=Yes 22N ) son.n.. .......[::]

(if yes, specify) cecvevvvrennnnnnnnnn, Cheetieeeeas Ceresaceteeeserens
et te et re ettt e e e sas e
R teeiseesttasireatensansh

(b) Whether corroborated evidence of injuries (1=Yes - medical report ........[::]
Z2=Yes - no medical ceport
3=No)

(if yes, SpPecify) .evverrvnerunannnnns P e eeerietsaneretnanas e
(¢) Key elements of defence

(1) Consent by victim (15Yes 2=NO) +evunvvererereorvnnnssonenss -
(2) Denial of incident or involvement (l=Yes 2=No)..............[:j
(3) Other (SPEcify) t.ov.ivruierenneersenerecennnnsn Cetesessirecieanins

i

D R I R T S S A )

Unsworn Statement
{a) Whether made (l=Yes 23No) ....................................;.:......[::]
{b) Issues covered
(1) Defendant's Prior Sexual Experience with Victim (1=Yes 2=No).,.[:]
(2) victim's Other Sexual Experience/Reputation (l=¥gs 2=No),f..s
(3) Other Aspects of Character of Alleged Victiwm (1=§es 2=N;5k:...[:]
LY O SN

R A R R N R R AR

seab e

(4) Defendant's lack of prior convictions/prior relevant [:]
convictions (Note if yes, also complete question 9)

(5) Other Aspects of Defendant's ChHATACLET +uuiesorevitoresenness
(specify) vvevrivinnenns e bebeesiaarieas erinserersetaiannann

R A I R R R R R I IR I SR SR Ny P S S AP R S

(6) Character of Witness Other Than Alleged Yic:im or Police".....[:]
(SPECLEY) ttnitintt s irs et isnsannrasasasessrannnerennernns

R R R N I R R N A S I T I IR IR A AR P

R
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(7) Allegarions about Police

R R R T P,

(specify) .......

“es e e ettt aaaas

(8) Other rebucrtal of prosecution cases ......... (leave blank) [:]

(specify) .......

L R

A R T YR SR

....... siesesne
AR N sieeear e iede e
L R R I A I Sresasee e ses
L
et iaaea. .o
e L
..... B R ..
b
Nl
o
o
“
©
W
X e
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