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The purpoé‘e of the stu;ig is to. qsqeftqin whether the ped:phile;g.sent tothe

" Forensic Unit of the Royal Ottawa Heapital for &msmeﬁttand treatment cé_nsutﬁto

| hormogeneous or heterogeneoixs groups.

This study divided the pedophilen first into the two groups of hfamomuafland

heterosexual pedbphil;éi and then into the t.hree grmpe—of qddlesoent. middle aged |

- and sanasoeht p_ggiophj%es in an q;.t;mpt to azcertain whether or not these podopr?ilea
Q%nétitute more Lha.n‘one gmﬁp on the bazis of seiuol'pmferenc.e and age.

o A post sample stratification was made first on the basie; of !-.he sexual Fxﬁf'ervence
of the offe;nder. ﬁus pt‘eferex';ce was mudé on the bﬁs;is of ‘t-..heir charge [w‘hen tﬁeu' A
were charged) or on the Wis of the disclosure or their @al i:reference to their |

psychiatrist. These preferences were later substantiated by the various testa which

]

were administered in the Farensic Unit. On the basis of the sexual preferonce it was

found Lﬁat the sample: could be divided into two groups. heterosexial pedophiles and
» o L.

4

homosexual pedophilea. There were no cases Id]ling into the biserual group. Twenty l

one (40.4R) of the chlldémolesters. were heterosexual pedophiles and thirty one (58.6%)

were hornosexual pqdophjlea.
A second post sample stratification was made on the basis of the age of the

offenders. The ages of the men at the time of their admission ranged from fifteen to

3



seventy five years. The poat sample stratification resulted in the division of the
sample into three pfdophiiié groups, gdol.escept,' mid&lq_ aged and sbnggoept
pedophiles. There were seven {13.58) ad?leboent padoplules who ranged in age from
fifteen to ninteen years, thirty seven (71.1X} middle aged pé;iop}ﬁl;a whose ages :s
-mnged from twenty to l'wrtg nine years o.nd exght {15 42) senesoent pedoplnles

whose ages ranged fmm fifty to aeventg Iwe gecxra

_ e variables whichwere used in this smdg inctude:
CJm (1) Characteristics of the offence:
(a) The sex of the victim
(b) The age of the victim
(c) The victim's relationship to the accused
(d) The arnount of wolqnoe used
(2) Bocial and demographic characteristics of the offender.
(a) The occupation of the pedophiles
* (b) The employment status of the pedophiles L
N (c) The education levels of the pedophiles '
~ {d) The marital status of the pedophiles .-~ " ' IR
{e) The number of dependent children of the pedophlles . \
(f) The age of the pedopl'uloa

(3) Psychiatric assessment of the offender.
{a) The patient status at the time of admission
(b) The psychiatrist's perception of the level of dnngurousneas
{(c) The offender‘'a mental state at the time of the offence
(d) The psuchiutric illnesses of the pedophiles
(e} The likelinss of the offence to re-occur
(f) The lack of guilt or remorse

(4) Psychological assessment of the offender, -
() The Wechsler Adult Intelligence Test (WAIS-R)
(b) The Wide Range Achievemnent Test (WRAT)
(c) The Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MINPI)

' () Biochemical assessment of the offender,
- (a) Testosterone . .
- {b) Polhcle-stimulatmg Hormone (FSH)
" (c) Luteinizing Hormone (LH)



(6) Psychosexual assessment of the olfendler. ' s ~
_ (a) Penile Tumescence Test - slides and qudio tapes : - '
. > (b) Derogatis Sexual Punctioning Inventory (DSF1) o s
(c) Buss Durkee Hostility Inventory B <

(d) The Sexual Attitude Score o o L
y . '
o -
The statisticd] method chosen far this study was Asaocx;ntion Analysis whichig

| a divisive groupln technlque using a summated distancd function (the chi-aquare
{_test of statistical mgmf icance). The chi-square test isused asa meqsmr‘ement of
_ similarity or djsmmllcmtg in order to prc'vide a criterion for divldmg grmps For
this studg ‘the mmple was divided first on the basis of the sexual preferance and \’1 “' A

then_ on the basis bl.u[\e age of the oﬂendar. The groups were then compared relative
tothe af o_rgmpnﬂone& variables to aeterm‘;‘ne whether these variables mppcﬂ. the
division. o ' L

TN . . 7 . .
- When the sexual preference of the affender based grvupingé ware congidered, it
was found that: 1) the sex of the molested child, . e
g 2) anxiety neurosis, ' ' '
3) the hypornania scale of the mmm
.and 4) Lhelr' attitudes about’ homosaxualitg in the Sexual Attitude Scale

would dxfferenhoto between homomuul and hetm‘mexual pedophilia.

When the age of the offender based mplngs were oonsidered it was Iound

that: - 1) the occupations of the pedophiles
2) the employment status of the padoph)les
' 3) the spelling variable of the WRAT v
4) the “Drive" subtest of the DSFI,
S) the “Affect” subtesat of the DGF],
6) the "Resentment” scale of the Buss Durkee Hostility Inventory,
7) the "Assault” scale of the Buss Durkee Hostility Inventary,
8) the "Verbal Hoatility"~ scale of the Buss Durkee Hostility Inventory.
9) the “Exhibitionism® scale of the Sexual Attitude BeorS,
10) the “Voyeuriem" scale of the Sexual Attitude Soore,

and  11)the child initiate-arouse, phyaical coercion-arouse and
\ 4



BRI B sadmm Qrouse hetemsexuo] pedophlhc tupes of the Pemle
mmeacence Test o Lo ,
would dﬂ[mnhato batween the t.hma qge groupa

Whﬂé t_here was a wide varicmoa wit.hln the total group ot pedophlles on the

y

variables Qnalgzod these dlfforances were mt related to the dlshnchons of theage.
‘and gexual preference which were examined in this studg ‘Despite the few

Bto.tmtxoallg mgmficcnt dlfferanoea that emengod the overcl]l naaults 1nd1cu|'.e t.hut

“the groups examined were legajlg.. climoqllg and sociologica]lg similar. -



. Table Tumber

1.

2

10

11
12

13

I4

- 18

.Preference of Offonder ‘

\ VI |

LIST OF r;gl.rs
Title

i

Age and Sexual Preference of Offender .

- Sex of Victim by Agé of Offender
Sex of Victim by Sexual Preference of Offender *
_Age of Yictim by Age of Offender

* 'Age of Victim by Sexual Preference of Qffender

Victim-Offender Relationship by Age of
Offender

s _ 4
Victim-Offender Relationship by Sexual
Preference of Offender

. Violence Against Victim by Age of Offender_

Viclence Against Vielim by Sexual Preferehce

of Offender -

Occupation of Offender by Age of Offender

Occupation of Offender by Sexual Preference
of Offender .

Employment Status of Offender by Age
of Offender . ‘

" Employment Status of Offender by Sexual

Preference of Offender

Education Level of Offender by Age of Offender

o “Education Level of Offender by Sexual

Preferencg of Offender-

1 -

Iarttal Status of Offender by Age of Offender
Marital Status of Offender by Sexual .

Ll

)

101
101

102
102

103

103

104

104

105

108

106

107

107 -



18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

28

29

3l

32

Tumber of Dependent Ch.lldren of Offender
by Age ofOffender

Number of Dependent Children of Offender by _
Sexual Preference of Offender

Patient Status of Offender by AgA'B of Offendm-'.

Patient Statug of Offender by Sexual

~_ Preference of Offender .

.

Level of Dangerousness of Offender by -
Age of Offender

Level of Dangercusness of Offender kg
Sexual Preference of Offender

Mental State at Time of Offence - Alcohol - bg
Age of Offender -

Mental State at Time of Offence - Drugs “by
Age of Offender

Mental State at Time of Offence - no Influence -
by Age of Offender

Mental State at Timcfbf Offerice — Alcohol - by
Sexual Preference of Offender -
o~ ._ i
Mental State at Time of Offence - Drugs - by
Sexual Preference of Offender

%

Mental State at Time of Offence - Io Influence -

by Sexual Prefarence of Offender

INental Illnesses of _Offendér by Age of Offendar

Mental llinesses of Offender by Sexual

Preference of Off ender

- Mental Retardation by Age‘of Offender

-Mental Retardation bg Sexual Pref&rence of
Offender

108

100

109

110

110

111

111
112
1z -

112

113

115

117

117



5 8

41

44

47

49

51

< 92

Likeliness of Offence to Re-occur Q}ge

5

of Offender

leelmess of Offence to Re—occur by Sexual
Preference of Offender

Lack of Guilt ar Remo}"‘é‘é by Age of Offender

Lack of Guilt or Remorse bg Sexual Preference
of Offender .

Full Scale IQ by Age of Offender

N
L

Full Scale IQ by Sexual Preference of Offender
‘WRAT: Reading -Percentile by Age of Offender

. WRAT: Spellirig Percentile by Agéof Offender

-

. WRA'I‘: Math percenme bg Ageaf Offender

WRAT: Reading Pertentlle by Sexual
Preference of Offender

-

~ WRAT: Spelling Percentile_ by Sexual
' Preference of Offender

WRAT: Iath Percentile by Sexual -
Preference of Offender

INIMPI Scales by Age of Offender

INMPI Scales ky Se Preference ofgOffender .

Testosterone Levels by Age of Offender

Testostemne Levels by Sexual meerence
of Offender

FSH Levels by Age of Offender

¥ -

- FSH Levels by Sexual Preference of -Offender

LH Levels by Sexual Preference of Offender

118
118

119

118

120
120

121

Jz1
121

122
YR

122

123

127 -

127

128

128 -

126

125



57

59

61

62

LH Levels bg Sexual Preference of Offender

‘Derogahs Sexual Functioning Inventorg bg
Age of Offender ‘

, Demgatis Sexual l‘\mchomng Inventory bg

Sexucd Functioning of Offender

Buss Durkee Hostility Inventor-g bg Age. /

. of Offender -

»

Buss Durkee Hostility Inventory by Sexual
Preference of Offender

Serual Attitude Scores by Age of Offender

Sexual AttitudeScores by Sexual Preference

of Offender

I's
v

High Levels of Arousal of Penile Tumescence
Stides by Age of Offender

High Levels of Arousal of Penile Tumescence’
~ Slides by Sexual Preference of Offpnder

High Levels of Arousal of Penile Tumescence

Heterosexual Pedophile Tapes by Age of Offender

High Levels of Arousal of Penile Tumescence
Heteroserual Pedophile Tapes by Sexual

" Preference of Offender'

Hi'gh Levels of Arousal of Penile Tumescence

Homosexual Pedophile Tapes by Age of Offender

High Levels of Ar‘ouaul of Peﬁilq Tumescence
Homosgexual Pedophile Tapes by Sexual

~ Preference of Gffender

-

129

130

132

134

136

135

140 .

142

142

144

145

146

a¥



X1l

Title.

Levels of Significance of Penile

Tumesence Slides T

- L

"Levels of Significance of Penile
Tumescence Heterose‘m.ol Pedophile Tapes

Levels of Significance of Penile
Tumescence Homosexual Pedophile Tapes

Page

70

‘o



. The German peuchlutnst Rlchard von Km.fft—Ebmg comed the term * pe;d;:ﬁprulm . .‘
in the late 16th century to dest:nbo a pervermcm in wl'u an t in erohoallg .
. attracte_d to children. Literallg translated, pe_dophilia means “love of c}dld_r'en'. Tm:a
' is an unIortgﬁutqlg ironic tex_'r;: sm.celt is recognized that ulthoué;h a pe;ic;pmle may
- be motivated by love, iha impact o{ ﬁis or ‘her befxcrvian{on the victimized child
rarely is experienced as lo:ro. In common parlance, a pedopl;zile is refm'ed toaza . C
child molea;.;r.
Pedﬁplij__liq has.been ‘defiried as a sexual cont.uct ofa hetmmexgo.l m_‘.homv;':;t;x':ml . '
nature mth a p:*.ephbex;ta] cﬁild lu‘ngﬁx‘ﬁ'm age of t-welve by an aduit who is m;t
nela‘tecl to thle child. The age diétincﬁdn of twelve geu.rs old ar gounger- has been -
arbitrarily set a5 sexual behaviour with pubertal youngsters - tho_ée botween the
agea of_timu{eén and sixteen ~ iz mdre properly, although not legally referred to as
hebopﬁiia (love of youth) and has origins and dynamics deerant from those of
éedophilio (love of children) Glueck (1952). In apite o{ these distinctions, there does
not seem to be consensus about the uqe'limit |
“In recent tirnes, thm has been a surge in the coverage of Chlld molestation in
the media, and qrowing pub!lc and academic interest in the phenomenon chever.l
the actual extent ¢ itz incidence ia undetermined. The mqg 14, 1984 publication of
Newsweek Il:ldgozine estimated that between 100.00 and 500,000 An;eriedn cl'uldren '

" would be molested in 1984. Studies which have investigated tho problem also



mdlco.te that it iz moare extenanre than commonlg ossumed Among the 4441 women
interviewed by Kinsey et al. (1963) 9.2% napcrted having been upp\rmched sezually by .
an adult befare reqchmg uge thirteen. In a survey of college students. Landis (1956) |
found that 308 of the males and 35X of the females had been aexuollg'moleatecl du;'ing
their cmldhood. 'émhdérsma ( lgmifi:& that 138 of the males and 18% of the
férnales of Dutch Univeraity atuaentz. had been @dlg molested during their
chlldhood Summitt and Kryso (1678) administered a ques’tianaﬁé to 450 female and
412 males college att_:c;entz. Almost 8% of the female btﬁdenﬁz‘ond oer;ost 5X of the
_male studqntz reparted having been saxuung_opprm;:héd in childhood. According to
e ’ o | 7
le'le: Badgley repart (1964.).’ at 8:.::$fxet.ime during thei:T livea, about one in two females

and one in three males hq\'re been victims of unwanted sexual acta. About four in five

of these incidents flat‘ hqppeh'dd tg-'th\ese persons when they were chil&mn or
youths. In the District of éélumbig. Green (1970) reparted the cccurance c}r 1.000
sexual offences against !child:ren each year while, 'Del.’roncils {1969) egtj;mated that ;_he '
number of child molestation cq.ées per year in New Yark City alone wcls m excess of
3.000. This estimate is believed to be “conservative®. ince most cu.sesl-d child
molestation are unreported or undetected., 'théa known incidence of &ém cases is
per.hupa a very armall fraction of the actual number. |
Although theoret.lcqllg pedophiles could be elther mole or female, it appeors
" that with almost negligible uxceph'on, theg are all men. Thereis nq rghable
R - .
 documentation of it. but if female pedophilia does occur, it ia extremely rare (Freund

1882). Righton (1981) suggests that this may be due to the fact that ih our society,

-
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~‘his ar her child being a victim of sexual assault. Consequently, whena sgé:ual

women have much greater licence than men to ex]:ress a.ffechon for children

—

phgmcollg eapec:mllg boga =zo that qmta different aocnal meanings are attributed to
male and female intimacy with a child. Kissing, hugging and cuddling. which
cqQuse no eggbrcrw to bc raised when engaged in by a woman would in other than
cor‘efu]lg.pmasa*ibed c;munstances. be interpreted as signé of "unhealthy” zexual
interest if practiced by a man. He goes on to state Lhutﬁ d wom&n- i:; sexually
attracted to childfeh. she has many moreloppodumties than @ man similarly

mchned to ezpresa her feehnga phgsxouilg thhout risk of being lahelled a pedopmle

' In short then podophjlm is eonsidered to be a oondluon afflicting only males and,

5

if it does occur in Iemalea 1t is rorulg documentod in either clinical ar legul dutu thut .
lit_t.le isknown of it.

In 1652, Guttmacher and Weihafen stated that there is doubtless no subject on
which we cun‘ obtain mare definite opinioné and less déﬁmte knowledge. Accarding

to Bancralt (1963) the one tl'ung t.hqt pedophlloa hove in common is their sexual

“attraction to childreh, in other mspects they area hetemgenews group and we (
" should therefare allow for a vcrietg of causative facters. deYoung (1982) found that in ,' :

the mind of the public. ’t.he child molester is many things from 6 dahgerous

onongmoua psgc.hopoth who snatches unauspectmg cmldmn from plqggrounds and -

gn:ba heodlmes in newspopers to a leacherous d1rtg old man®. Likeany Btereotgpe

these perceptions are only pa}?tiu]lg true. Perhaps as is auggeated by Sgroi (1975).' the

Loy Do o
stereotyping resulta from the problem closer to home. lo parent relishes th,e'/idea of
.- - /

I
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assaqult does occur, it is usually attributed to sﬁme “perverted stranger”. The data

however, indicate otherwise. According to mdthis {:19‘72}.90 child ia well known to’

the affender in almost three-fourths of the reported cases.. In 758 {188) of the 250
_cases selected for intensive study by DeFrancis ( 1969), the offender was well known to
the victims. méhr_, Turner and Jerry (1964) cite a atudy in which the victims were

familiar with the offender prior to the sexuaql experience in 808 of the casesa. Ina |

Danish study. Voight ( l§72) found that;"m ofa som'ple of men convicted of, ar under
h:eatmen{ for engaging in auxrwit.h c:hildrv;n had be-an well known to the child a‘rid
his or her family for a considerable time before sexual activity began, and that most
o the remainder, while they were strangers to the child‘ when they firat approached
| hlm ar her, did not make the first sexual overtures, untii the dccjuuintanoe was

f

already well established. In the 1653 California Sexual Deviation Ressarch cited bg "
Mohr et.atl. ( 1_964). S1R of the 144 child mbl;aaters were acquainted with the ﬁcﬁm.
30% were related. and in only 198 were they strangers. According to the Badgley
Repart (1984) most of the child molesters they studied had known their vil:tirr;a pnor

! . .
to the offences, and only 26.98 were strangers. This was found to be mare cornmon

‘

with male victims than female victims. Davis (1962) reports from a study in Florida

that two out of every three victims knew the offender prior to the affence. In hix

4

~ N,

.- classification. 20% of the victims were relatives, 38% neighbors. 6% casual

acquaintances, and 358 strangers. Revitch and Weizs (1962) also stats that they

| ks . '
gained a stong clinical impression that there was a frequent involvemnent of
neighbara, family friends and relatives as offenders. Similarly, Mohr et.al. {1964)

4
N

[ ']



found that oontr{;r'g to the common public conception, the victim is ;ée;do;n atotal
aﬁﬂ.ngur_ to the offender.. They found this to'be ezpacially true for heterosexual
associations where m the great ma jm"il!ij of cases the oifender came from an '
environment closer to the ch-ild:_“in homosezual pedophilia, casual associations

v

tended to play an'*e\_ren larger role. Finally, the findings of the four surveys studied in

.the Badgley Report ( l984) show that in”genaru.l _the types of association reported in
the National Populahon Survey cmd t_ha I]atlonql Police Farce Sur'veg are
appmnmotelg aunilar hut that both dxffar zmbatonhullg from those reparted in the
National Ijospital Surveg qnd the I'lqbonul Child Protection Survey. In the first two |
suFrgs betwoon c;imrd_und a hul;_& the au.spectad assailants were friendsor
acquaintances, i;bout a qu;rter wére st@bars and the remaining were fcumlg
members. In contrast, abmt_huif'or the ussojlqﬁts of children examined in hospitals
and slightly leas than Arnjm;in ten guspected otfenderg of vicﬁms known to child
. protechm wcrkers were family me;niamﬁ. About c'une in five pqtient-a exarnined in

hospitala had been sexually assaulted by friends or acquaintances, and the

' A : :

_ propartion of victims falling into this catagory known to child protection services -
was laboﬁt one in fourteen. In the latter public service, only 1% of the assailants were
reptrted to have been strangers to the children. Hence, lone fact that has been

- emp:rlca]lg estabhshed is that the molester iz not usuu]lg a strunger but iz known to
t;le child. in apll.e of this, parents frequent.lg teach their children to be wary of

stmngers and to avoi_d belnqalone with unknown men. This may be good generul

advice, but, as Mathis (1972) étatea.. Btnl:istioullg it iz of little value-if p"otecﬁon of

+
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the chxld from sexuol molestation is the ocbject.

Accord&nglg this information has 1mphcahons for the placea where the

“offences occur. 1t is generqlltj believed that child molestation occurs in secluded

~ out-of-door places such as parks, laneways, movie theatres, qutcrﬁobiles,

plaggrounds ond school gards Donovan (1978) pmnt.s out that if one considers the - :

dgnqmlcs of the victim-offender relahcnshlp ﬂ. can be expaded that the ma _]ontg of

offences occur in an environment familiar to the victim or th&offender due tothe
‘ N , .

" fact that if the abuser iz a family friend or an acquaintance of the child, it is not

a . g,

difficult for him tofind privacy in such an environment. Empirical studies refute the

classic belief and suppert the latter logic. This was demonsirated in the Eadglqg

Repo'rt (1884) which stated that well o‘vei- half (85:48) of the molestations occured in
b
the homes o{ the victims or the otféhders .Inthe Toronte Forenmc Clinic Study cited

-

/

bu Thohr et.al. (1964) the majority of the offences occured m the closer envxronment of ‘

the va.chm Similarly. in the DePrancis {1%9) studg 628 o{ the semual assaulls -

t

occured in the victim' 5 homes, and 28% occured inthe offender 8 homes Dcms (1962)

&

also fou:nd thct the residence of the offender raned l'ughcst and the horne of the
4 .

vlchm ranked second as the place of the o{fence He adds thclt oontrarg 'to pubhc

opinipn, mmne theutros and autcmobﬂqs were poor third und fom"th choices of plucea

for pedophilic offences. | - . -

von Krafft-l’:’.bmg. when he first deacnbod the phenomenon pointed out t.hut

-

pedopl‘ules could. be hetemaexuollg hom&sexuallg or b1aexuollu ariented.

nevertheless until recentlg the ma Joritg of repa‘t,ecl cases hqva involved

L4




heterosexual pedophiles (man attracted towards little giris). Th ituu ion seems

now to he chcmgmg In the study conducted by Mohr at Ql ( l%‘l) it was found that.
onlg 108 of their sub jects would molest hoth sexes while the heterosexual and

‘ hprﬁoamu.l pedophiles zeem to appear in rather equal numbers. Rese ers have

variously estimated the occurance of homosexual pedophilia as 19% of repopt

' moleamumm"(nmtci'x lcul'xd wéig;a 1962), 25% (Bwanson 1968), and 33X (Swift 1977). In
deYoung's (1882) clinidal sam‘ple}bf 45 child molesters, 12 (26.7) were homosexual
and 53 (73.3%) were heteraserual molesters, The rite is almost 34, similar tothat
found in an earlier studglbg Gibbens and Prince (1963). As weil. the Baflqleg Repart ':
stated that the 685 convid.ed't:hild molesters that were studied, had rlndleated 129
male childmn'_dm‘i 545 female children. Contrary to U‘us Bernard in Hoiignd &ngS) :

‘and O'Carreol (1 980) who mm members of the p&edbl;mle Infmnation_:ﬂ;chongé
lln Britain. found unovewhelmmg preponderance o{ :bo'g-lbvarsf among their .
samples. Whgtévur the ﬁwefmnca may be, all the studies ind.jcuta cm invﬁr’-iance
whlch" permlt:a thé divisiqn of pedophi;es from the point of vike\xs of the chiid involvec;
into t.hm cotugw-xea homosexual, heterosexual, und undzf fmnhated or hxsexuul

The lxtamture on pedophiles identifies the 'tgpmul hetemaemal pedophlle as an

.mdwiduul who is mterparson.ullg awkward, pegchoseu:uullg unmature thh o.

childhood histary of physical and sexual ubuse They have been found to com;:msa

’Lhree tgpea The firat called the fixated, o 1mmotm~e het.eroae:tuul pedopl’ule |

_ conahtutes the group whoee psgchoeuuol development appears to hcve been

J’

omstad in childhood and who has been mamlg interestsd in ch:ldmn since _

-



.. must be noted that‘these pedpph’ilés are not incapacitated by their fixation and they

ddqle_s&gnoe. Burgess e't.qlh. (1978) described a firated chi!ﬁ molester as a person |
suffering from a ternpcrorg or permanent. ar’ﬁstmeni of psychosocial motﬁmtion c
resmtmg from unresolved formative issues that persist and underhe the

orgummtxon of aubaequent phaszes of dmlopment Aoccrdmg to deYoung ( 1932) 17 of
the 33 hetercsexual pedophiles in her clinical Bomple fell into this group. Along with
thiza, itis generullg felt thut because he i is emohonallg and sexually still a child, he

iz therefare hkelg l:g:?evI more comfortable oround chlldran t.hcm mth udulLs Az well,
becauze d‘ ’L'nenr 1denhhcuhon with theu‘ victim= and t.heu‘:yarn imrnature rlml of -
psgcl'msexual funcbomng the fixated pedopl'ules are usually conte\t with the

fondlihg, klaamg ‘and cumsmg of their victims. Acomdmg to'Cohen qnd Seghc;rn |

(1969). and Groth and Birnbaum (1978)., these pedophiles are passive, dependent

' persons who are noticeably socially awkward with adulta and heterosexually anxious

with adult women. Similarly, deYoung (1982) found that in their adult relationships. .

i +

these pedophiles typically seek dominant ar nurturing persons who gratify their ' T

. needs to be dependent and protected. They may have adult sexual relationships. but

P

they are usually passi\m'in those relationships and do not l;nhate them. Finally, it

b7

are not 8o childlike that they cannot aasume adult x:gspdnaihilities such as holding

. jobs. getting married and raising children.

The secand and equally common type of heterosexual pedophile is described as

the regreased offender. Accordjnd' tq derf:Q (1982). these are men who turn to

- children for comfort and sexual satisfaction when thair aduit relationships have

-



ceased, diim'hished. or have become cornplicated, unsatisfying, streaaful. ar
anxiety laden. In her sample of 33 heterosexual pedophiles, 14 fell into thig catagory,

L]

and all had achieved somie degres of adult interactional success befare they had
e;puimmd the setback that led to the m;lestquox{ of a child. Burgess e{ul (1978)
defined these individuals as t.mea who criginqll;_; pe!mvd. age-mates and who turn
to chxldren for sexual gr'ntiﬁoétion when peer'ae'zual relations becoine conn;cuve.' As
'walj. he .c;stat;es that this conflict mth Li'ne peers usually cdr%ﬁtutes’a c:ha.lienge to the
person's sexual adequacy and may involve a situational crisiz of @ non-sexual nature
w?uch m@ anxieties and inadequate feelings to surface. Geiser (ii:J’?Q) defined Uﬁs J
type of mm"x asx usuallg q passive and em;t-i.onqllg dependent husband or lover. J
Accarding to deYoung (1962) it is clear that a divarce, séperuﬁor;. ar-dissolution of G
relationship for such a pclsawo ‘dependent person Md resurrect MMRM |
dependencg needs, justasthe cieath of a I@ilg member ocm]d She concludes by
stating t.l'.mt_ for someone wht; i= also MWdlg immature, sexual problems
which chdllenge hizg adult gexual role oan alzo be tmumuhc Finallg; it must also be
noted that gemuse the regressed pedophile iz mare qciult in hi= behﬁviazf‘ than the
fixated type. and because he has \isually achieved some degree of interpersonal and
seual mucoezs befare the molestation gocured, he is also more likely to ;ttemp;; (but .
rarely ;:ompieta) intercourse with his victim.
" The third and least common group of hetsrosexual pedophilea iz the sadjgt.lc
group for whomqggresaion is Wg an issue. According to Groth and Burgess {1977j.

gex appears to be in the service of the need for poww Phyzical aggression becomes "

El



arjoucm;d for these individuals and sexSal aqti;'mction‘ iz achieved only when the

- child has been hurt and humiliated. deYoung (1982) stated that the sadistic

. hetm@ pedophile sees the child victim as a representation of évergthing he -
hates about himself as well as the dreadful memaries of his own childhood.
Unfortunatly, because of these feslings, this Puttern of -podopl'lilicl can regult ;n the
death of a child. Despite the fact that such cases grab a great deal of met;liu and
public attention, they are c:ctuallg rare occm‘ancea stqhstlcalg speaking. Sw:gerrt
et.al. (1978) uncllgzed 444 homicides committed between 1955 and 1973 and found that

’ | w *

o‘nly,five t of that total were sexual homigides and onlg one of those five had as its

victim a child\Iln o,ddlt:on in dt_aYouﬁg‘s (1962) clinical sample of 33~heteroséxucl
o suchcases weré gvident. )

Homosezual pedophilia, a ;:onditioﬁ in whmh a chlld of the same sex is the
preferred object. i2 just as common aafhatemsmol pedophilia. but more
unaccaptuble in our culture. As such it may be termed a double deviation due to the
. homosexual nature and the-pedophilic act. Just as the literature identifies thre-a -

tgp-;-s of hetmmdl pedophiles. 20 too doea it clusifg three tgpea of homosaxual
pedo;":hnés. The first, called the socially inadequate had, accarding to Hammer and
Jacks (1955) abusive and aopiﬂng early childhood experiences which have mnderq;l
_him dependent passwe and eszentially helplesa in the face of life's demanda This

. group was furthur' divided Iz deYoung (1982) into Lwoauhgrw!n e firat is the {\J
withdrawn hoﬁmééexual pedophile who ia the most noticeably passive and inadequatg

of the child molesters. He is also the most likely to have experienced a significant

-




degree of re jection and deprivation in his childhood as it is these experiences which
j have rendered him withdrawn and ineffectual as an adult. Accarding to deYoung 9
‘ o~

(1982) these men céme from cruslly depriving and re jeci.ing home environments

which have rendered them so inadequate that they have trouble holding responsible

'

Mbs for any period of time if at all. Theg are alzo unable to maintain adult

relqt:onsh)ps Thoy see adult wormnen as ttlu'eatemng, ma_mtmmng this pemcéption
by vesting them with all kinds of seductive ohd manipulative powers which VlVOl_lld

early use; Lh?m to be helplésa"and inadequate sh::uld they bn? _Icrced to interact
wi ese women. Even femolehchildmn are ived as powerful by these
pedophiles. Cmmequentlg, t.tl'_m;irxserual qttmction is channelled towards gouncj boys.
de.‘fou‘ng (1982) also a.‘tatés that these men do pot see themsstves 03 homosexualsand =
are very uhlikél; to engage in homosaxual relation_ai‘xipa with me'r.x their own age.
-This is -proboblg true as ang adult, fegdrdless of gender is perceived as too .

.tl:ml.emng tothem. Thi tgpe of hc\moaexual padoéhile is not very inclined to hﬁx;t

/r_) .. his vxctim Parhaps because he 1dentmes with the child ar, becquse he has fixated

himself at the child's level of peychosexual functioniung, he is usuqng gentle and,

o

- according tothe literatura appears to be content with fondling and mutual

a masturl:ntion They do not generally engage in fellatio and anal intercourse. This
seems to be the "typical” pattern as. hurting the child or even engaging in more

-active forms of sexual behaviour mquirea a certain degnea of ozaer:t.iveness and power
. -

-~

. that mag be lnconsish{t with the dgnumms of this molester :] personalltg

The: d aubgmup\ mprises the conforming socially madequate homoﬁexual
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pedophne These men have a facade of oooeptubilxtg which may be mmollg

mxsleadmg Accon:hng to deYow.mg (1982) they are usually a slightly oldér molester

——

in t_halr twenhes or thirties, are married. may have at leust one child, and are B
emploged, In her clinicul sarnple of 12 hom al pedoptulus three fell mto this
catagary. and ull. thnee led \«;']';at is commonly referred to as a “double life". From

. outwqrd appearunces they were all socmllg occapt.oble, but-under closer acmt.ing
thﬂgppeomd to be isolated individuals. Her chmcul sample su?gests that this tgpe
of pedophile iz not inclined to hurt his victims.. His sexual behaviour is likely to.be
more sophisticated t.l:xan that of the withdrawn ;aociallg inadequate type. He is more.
llkelg to engage in Iellaho un\d\c&iempted anal mtamourse The second Lgpe of
homosexuul pedoptule is Lhe mtruswa type. He isan mdnnduol who surrounds
himgelf with goung bogs According to deYoung 8 tgpolologg ah.ls ia the pedophile
who knows how to oommum;ct.e and interact with boys and because of these sﬁn?_ns
able i.o persudde the boys to engage in sexual o.cts with him. It doea not. apéecr that
persuasion is the primary tact usad to acc.pmphah the moleatutxon since ferce ia
somehmea though rarely used. Since the victim usuallg has an engoing relatlonsh:p
with the molester, heusuaily does not initially resxat the ‘sexual advances and does

_ nd immediatly diaclos'; the amolexpenmoe to another person. Th;"intrum'vo type

" of homogexﬁal pedophile doed not appgu;r to eng‘ug}a in homosexual behcmour with
adult males more frequentiy {hqn the socially inadequate type, yet he is more likely
to label l'umself a homoeexual a label which most pedophiles actively resist. In

deYoung s (19862) clinical aumple three of the twelve homoaexuul pedopmles fell into
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"this catagory and none o{ them appeorad to have any great anxiety about being

, lubollod achild molester' mchxghg (l%?) accounted for these feelings by stclhng

that it ap]::gcu"g that mung homosexual molest'ers have previouslg qccepted a
homosézual role which in itself represents a drastic depnr.hn-e frotn ;.he sexual
~ norms of conv_en.t__idncti society. Being accused of molesting does ﬁot oonstih;’ce a
) threat to‘thei;' present self concepts as BGX‘IJQI. deviants.

The third and final type of homosexual pedophilé isthe aggreasive type whose

8er.'cual asatisfaction is achieved through violence and the feeling of power he has over
_ thecHild. Acoordmg to Groth and Birnbaum (1978) and Groth (1079) tiase

chara ics conform to the ster‘eotgped peroeprtim of the homosexuul pod.ophile

but they do niot appear to represent the "typical™ homosexual molester as violence iz
4 :

infrequently a feature of homosexual molestations. According to d.eYoung (1982] these

-~
= -3

mdi%ducﬂs are more likely to be str'cngers to the victin sand drem hkelg to
uttempt orto cxcl'uwe anal mtercoun;e Slnce the aggreamon is pred
feature of their personahhes theg are also more mc in to threaten the. chm

after 't.he molestation 1tsalf {. Finally. in derng 8 (1982) sample ‘Ehree of the twelve

~ homosexual padqpl"ules fell mto this catagory and ull three had extensive records of

.

viclent behaviour in their backgrounds.

" The third catagory of pedoprﬁlea is the ﬁndif[ermtiqted group where thé sex of
the victir appears inconsequential in the offender's M'ch for sexual aatisfuctibn.
N _
According to Miohr {1964) the sex of the victim is pweimméd and @r'{vcﬁc‘mt in
rﬁoat oam of Lpodopl'ﬁl.iq #0 {hat tlhe undifflerlenliutod group rﬂp';amia onlya sr;'xcxll
oo _ ‘ . N :

-

T
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minca:-itg. Due to the small num jﬁf these pedophiles little research has been done
on thet%. v .

Child molestation covers a wide range of behaviours with a sexual connotation.
Thia can be qhgthing from touching and kissing to rape. However adults who rapg
children are classified differently than adults who fondle ar expose themzelves to

children. Inthe first case the adult ia arapistara sedual offender while in the other

G

" instance he is; respectively achild mpleéterq‘ an exijUOnist. Gibbens (1963).
Mohr (1964), Gugnon (‘1%5). Gebhard et.al. {1965), Eg]intml:\ (1971). Ingram (1977},
Brongerasma (1977). Rossman (1979). Righton (1881). and Bancroft {1883) reveal that
the mbet char:d;:.t'.eﬁst.ic pedophilic activities are cuddling, caressing @d genital
fondling. usuojiu _wit.h the child's willing compliance and in many instances on the

- child's initiative. In addition to t:hjs. .in some cases vaginal, oral and anal”

' panetmtion are known to have occured but are éitmmelg rdre, as are buggery

vu
B

_ and violence in any form. Mohr (1964) found that penetration and intravaginal
coitus are rare among sexual acts with chiidren, not only because the act is
" anatornically unfeasible with the ma jority of the victims, but it is clearly not the

int t.ion of the vast ma jority of pedophiles as they do not usuallg"wi_sh to harm the

an

i d._' Genital inm occurs only in those whose pn:fmncé is for a child who is
almost physically mature. As such, thess acts are not based on a genuine f;edoplfulic
deviation, and, according to Mathia {1972} when this doss occur., it frequentty

" represents a symptom of a paychotic illness such as miopmmo or 9? a

dumaged brain. Mohr (1962) moint.oins_ that the great majority of 5qzuol acts in



.

heteroserual pedophilia. and the expressed desire for immature gratification with a
prepubertal child consists of behaviour like locking. touching. fondling, kissing and
showing of the genitals similar to that whiéh can be observed among children

themselves. Mathis (1972) ugréea with Mohr's ﬁndihgs az he states that, moat N
frequently the pedophile wishes to caress the child.or to have him ar her caress o |
admire his'genatilia ar both. Ocousionallg he mag wish to foﬂdle the chjld's genital

region whﬂe he masturbates or‘nimag uttempt to gel the child to st.lmulate him
monuollg or orally. An exl:remelg small percentage attnmpt to lnaurt. a Imger into

the vagina or anus, and even fewer (far less than 05%) may al.ternpt intercrural _

intercourse. Finally, Mohr (1964) points out that in assessing the nature of the

~ sexual act, two things have to be considered: the act it.gelf . dnd the intentionality or

direct:mn_of the act. For example, the exposure of the genitals of the adult male can
have various intentionalities: it can be the final aim of gratification, in which caseit , _

would be exhibitioniatic; it can be done with the purpose of being fondled as the final

. preferred aim”, in which case he would consider it as truly pedophilic: anditcanbea

preliminurg stage to ooital_ activity. _
Smoa the noture of the act differs in regard to t.he two sexes, t.heg must be

v

conaidered sepernt.elg Thereisa g'enarul comunzua .among the raaaarchera of

homosexual pedophjlia that the sexual acts seem to be the same as those of adult

- partners. Accarding to Gebhoml et.al. (1965), genital touching accounted for 498 of the

sexual activity, and dral-genital contact accounted for 38%. As well. Mathis (1972)

~ found'that the hmnoa&mul pedophile is mare apt to enémmge cn'nl-gemtol contact,

-
E



immoturitg.

offender. According to Mathiz (1972) and Mohr et.al. (1964) there ia nothing magical e

R lmpotance In addition to thia, it hcm been found thet the middle-age group

P ot l

and it is generally assumed that he represents a more severe degree of psychosexual
2y

" Apart fmm the sex of the victim, Inohr et.al. (1964) found it poss:ble to closau'u |

o

. . pedophiles. uoccrdlng to the uga at which_ the pedop}uhc activity begun He clnaamed .

them as cdolesoant pedophilia, rmddle—uge pedophilia, cmd aenescent«pedopmno In o

aclchhon Yo theze three groups, ‘t.here wqa q small group of chromc offenders who

remain prone to pedophilic ucts.' As such. we are dealing wi.th four forms.q[ the

about these ages. they simply represent times of increased emotional stress during

the male life span. Mokhir et.al. (1964) ‘hypothesized the geheral causes of the different

age groups and stated that the adolescent period represents detayed sexual

o~ ' -~

~ explarations with u'gmn"ger object whereby the age of t.hv; victimas is significantly

-

younger far this grioup than for the others. In the middje-d?;ed period, it geems to

~_ representa r’egx‘asaion after failure of sexual relutjona with an equivalant'-agod .

ob Ject cmd in the older age groupit is predommant]g an escap&from lonliness anfd

o

_ i'oonsiatentlg emerges as the largest one. and the seneacent group wh:ch is olten

thought &f aa the predominant one is actually amd.ll in compunson as are-the
adoleBcent padophilea. Finally. uocon:linq to Inot.hia (1972) as there are mang chronic

pedophxlea who momfest the oondatmn conhnuullg from childhood to old age, these

e

=

ages may represent gett.i ng cuught‘ rather than the inoephon ot‘ achvltu In order

tomore fully mmpmhend the make-up of these gnoupa, a more detailed analysia of

T e
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them is needed.

The age hpecific tgpeu l;hovmd omr‘ﬁmdMaum‘ aa well. Iiohr (1881) found
that the adolescent g:roup is predominantly characterized by a lag in psuchsexual
maturation, where the average age of children involved with this g:rmp is Qhout 6.5

‘years. and that the offenders have Bo experiences with adult sexual relotlonshxpe
nar dc:es there seemn to be any desire foi such. Shocr et.al. (1966) have made ane of
the most t—:omprehensiv.e sty lies todate of t;dolescent chilc! molgstara. They studied

" 80auch cuaets“qnd drew the following profile of the adolescent: he is sexually naive

and suffers from 4-panomaiuritg_‘ in that he is socially naive as well. Heisa loner -

-

who preferas the company of children becatse he iz not intimidated by them azheis

by adults and peers. He is an academic undérachiever and is likely to identify most
- . o . "t
with his dominant mother. deYoung (1982) had 4 adoleacent child moleaters in her

Iy

clinical eample. Their mé_an age wasg 16.2 years and the mean age of their victima

" waa 5.1 years. All of ihe yourrg men in qﬁersf.ion were profoundly pegchosmollg

'\ A

lmmuture and one was psgchot.lc None of them had had a sexual expenence wﬂ.h an

‘ age—mate Qnd she felt that in mcmg ways their molestation of little gu-ls repmesent,éa
a 'NheI‘BCI.l "[QI" later adult zsxual encounters.

le!hcm& gfmp".’ the middle aged pedophile is characterized by mg:'vzait;n o

, . L “

rather than lack of progression ar fixation which is characteristic of the form‘er _
gi'oup. mohr (1962) atates that most of theze puoég‘ are, or have besn morned -or at
least had aigniﬁoa;xt adult sexuol experiences, and have experienced severe marital
and zocial digtmga.n.iml.ibrx'. with alcohol plaglng a major role. Thiz.group he found to

-

-



. . } ’ Fit
" .

-18-

‘be the largest of the three groupa in inatitations, partly because of their age whieh
_ deprives them of the gpecial considerqtions afforded to the young and the oid, or:xd:
partly it seems, because of their generally disc::rgmﬁmd situation. Gigercif et.al.
(l- 969} at.t_.ribﬂ;.\e this state to marital -pt'oblems ag well ag social and economic
stresses which maﬁ initiate a regressed pedophilic redction in iaersons'ao disposed.
de;i\wfigislgaz_) was uble to substantiate INohr's findings that this gr;)up represents
" the lar;yeat number of hetercsexual pedopﬁiles as her clinical sample had 78R of the
chxld molesters batween the ages of 27 and 40. ’ - N

The third group involves the aged ar sereescent offender. Bryant (1962) found

that t;his molester is ueuollg retired from an unskilled or semi-skilled job. and thare
may be a biol_ogical factor _ipvolved such as.impotencg or brain deterioration. In
most cases however, the individual has few adult friends cmd simply comes o
identify cloaelg with the chxldren he sees ‘ona frequent busis Mathis (1972) observed.
_ that the senile changes of aging oombmed with the loes of self-esteem that
frequentlg comes with fa‘ced@rehremant und old age mug produce reg:%amon in the

man. As such, he may see hxmself as becoming childlike and dependent in many

ways, wherebg one of the eurlieat manifestuuons of this may be in the sexual aphere.
Iy

-\\ 2

In addition. Mathis stated t.hat his failing mentul and phusical powers includlnq -
serxuul powers, mqg lead him to upprooch a child in a seductive manner slm"plg
because he unconsc:iouslu pemelves hxmself to be the zame age on an emotional
le‘vell He uauq}l‘g becomes fnenda wzth the child \:rith no thought of overt 5ezuahtg
ond he may be mare shocked more than anyone else when he {finds himseﬁ 80 deeply

R .
R I
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involved. In deYounq s (1832} 3c|mple of 47 pedophﬂes four were over the age of 60,
— | : and this uppom‘cd to be tgploul in oll st.ud.ms of that age group. Gigerolf etal. (1%8)

4
suggests that these individuals typically have led impeccable livea and the child

2

Jfolestation occurs within the context of play and isinot likely to involve farce. This

was substantiated by deYoung (1 882) who stated that most senescent pedophiles are

gentle with their victima and are usually content with fondling and kissing rather

- than intercourse ar attempted intercourse. Their goal in molesting children is the

- gratification of needs {far companionship and affection; the gratification of sexual
needs appears to be of secondary concern. Finally, with the majority of tﬁosé men.

" court appearance is a sufficient shock to prevent further occurences of acting out.
<

<7

Pedophilia is a deviance which can be identified as such only if thereisa

angmfioant age difference hetween the offender and the ob ject. Acca‘dmg to the third |

o

edition of the Dlagnostxc and Stutlsucnl Manual of mantol Dlam*ders (bsm 111} (1980)

" the dil'fg'enoe in age with the adult with thig paraphilic disarder and the prepubertul

aurxuul niuturitg of the victim. mbhr et.al.{ l?ﬁ‘i) in the Farensic Clinic Bt.udg took the

=t

noturnu:areak off point to be the onset of pubertg determined by the presence or

’ .absence of secondm-g sex chomc!mstics In chnmo.logloal barms. the onset of
pubartu not onlu dﬂfera qenemllg between the sexea but o.lso with mdividuol
children. Daap.lte this, t.hog found thqt it does not preaenta ma jor chffxcultg in’
heteroeexual pedophilia where the majarity of victime fall batwean the ages of 6 and

‘12years. In homosexual pedophnio it does maento l:roblem aince the number of

Eo.

_ childis arbitrarily set at ten years or more. However, the deviation is related to the



ﬁcﬁMs_ increasss right into pubertu resulﬁing in a statistical overlap with edul)t
" homesexuality. In dn—edrlier study, Mohr (1962) found the fouamhg trends: 't.‘he
preferred objct of the heteroserual pedophile ig between the age of six toeleven,
with the.p.euk u*; el&en and ahqrplg decrmin-g (i.he_ meo.n age of victimas for t.i'm
adolescent group of offenders l;eing around six gee}s and for the 'o:dér Lv}o grbupa .
arcund ten gears) The age of ob _]ecbs of homoaexuo.l pedop!ules cloes not. show the

same decrease of distribution but increases mght up t§"the legal hr‘eok off pomt of
 mixteen. The peo.k intheageof the 'ncbr% cornes conmst.entlg between twelve and -

' fifteen, and thus coxncndes mth pubertg He elso noted that the pubertg of bogs

| occurs ata lut.er do.te tnan that of girls, but this wculd only occwnt for one to two .
-gears of the difference in peaks of frequency ip the two pedophilias which actually is’
arcund four years. In accordance with thm Righton (1981 ) found that the most
‘fréqﬁentlu mentioned age ot‘wﬁich children have their .qmuteet sexuel appeal for
Apedophiles ia 13 far bo;gs‘and 12 for girls wljljcﬁ ag';:ain wmm mgrﬂg wit.l: the
arrival of pubertu in both mes Ina ;n.qjor Amemcan stude.rﬁebhend otal (1965) .
 found ;.hat amang 224 men eenieﬁoee'r&- eexgcd qquiueg V{ilt.e‘cl'ﬁldren underthe o
ageof 11, only ‘:t.w.o preferred propubertal cxﬁlgimi{aé sexual partners. Of a further

' m‘convicted for otfences ogujnst goungstm dgee between 12 and 15 no more thcu:x a

17 had oommxted the olfenoea becuuse of their ]rreferenoe for t.his age group. Hayman
andLanm(lQ’ll) whou;rvugodil 190wcumuormomnoea ianahxngttmDC ¢

between l% and 1869, mptrt.ed that 13X wemggeumoldtr gounger and that 23%

were 10 to 14 years old. Accarding to the Badgley Report (1984) 458 of t.he mole
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victims and 35.9% of the female victims were under 12 years of age. Finally. 0'Carrol
) N A3 '
(1880) substantiated these findings when he syr-veyed the Paedophile Information -

. kchcmgé in Britain and found that the members were most att;acfed togirls age 8

toll.qndbc;gaqgodlltol‘;‘igmold,_ | " .
. : o
Thus far, it has been demonstrated ;;hqt pedophiles form a group which
encompasses mdng»individuula who all possess individual reasons, causes and
preferences with regard to theu‘ deviation. Because of this, perhape cnmmologlccll
and soc:olog:oul research ezhxbﬁa controversy over the concepts, measures cmd
explanations of deviant behaviour. There is also the question as towhetheritis
Jastifiable t; oonmdar a pcr;ticulqr group of oﬁenc?ers cm a mea.mJngIUI érwp who are
d.eemed to be the same becauss of their crime. Legally. ﬁng regearch 9n_this -

phenomenon is faced with a problem of a lack of a definition, as there is no offence in

the crimihal code mesponding tothe cutugor; of pedopl‘u’lia."'Prior tothe

= umendments to tho Canadxcm Criminal Code in 1884, heterosexual pedophlhc acts

|

: could be charged under Indecent Asscrult Female {sec: 149(1)) Groes Indecencg {sec.

157). Induccnt Assault (aec. 169) or, Contributing to Juvenile Delinquoncg (erarnilo

"‘

Delmquent Act sec. 3'6) ln the rare coges mvolwng hetercaexual mtercom*se chcu*gea
could be laid under 8sec. 146(1) Serxuul mtercmn'-se witha femule under 14 and sec,
146(2) Sexual intercmr-se with a female between 14 and 16. Also, before 1084,

homosexual acts could be charged under, !ndecant qasault male (sec 156) Gross

- Indecency (sec. 157), or Corntnbuhng Yo Juvenile Dalinquerncu (Juvemle Delmquent

* . Act-gec. 33). According tothe Canadiun Criminul Code as of 1964, any o{fonce'of this

B
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nature would fall under the catagory of Sexual Assault (sec. ‘246.'1).» Sexual Assault
with ‘n'u"oata Weupon or Causing Bochlg ch-m (sec. 248.2), Agg'nvatod Sexual Assault
(se;: 246 3). Buggery and Beoshal:tu (sec 155}, Sexual Intercme with Step—daughter
Foster Daughter or Female Ward (sec. 146(1)), Sexual Intercourse with Female under 14
" or 15 (sec. 146(2)). Parent or Guardian Procurring Defilement (sec. 168}, CorTupting
' Children (sec. 188), Gross Indecdnt;:g (sec. 157) and Indecent Assault (sec. 160). The
greatest probl;m facing cu;g charge of thié natimre is the legislative usamnpti.dn that
all offendgrs are the same. The law does not make a distinction with roi;m:q tothe
aée aifferenoe beiween the accused and his v:ctxm The DEM 11I states tl"tat for d
_pedophilic act to occur, there must exist a difference in ages botween of[ender and
victim. arbltrunlg get at 10 years. This is to differentiate between sexual acts
im@hn‘ng a 10 year old girl and a 13 year old boy, and between a 10year old girl and a
20 year old man. Nonsetheless. in the prevention of the alfence u‘rvui the treatment of
me-dfend&, prnble'm;s are encountered becauae.,r lurn ped Logether.ux_mdar an all
encomposa;nq definition ahd labet are a multitude of phenomena. There are many
instances where people conaide;'eci a single group because of the generalityof

)

definition really constitute a number of distinct and different groups. Durkheim

(l%l) for example, has shown that suicide, people-who kill themselves,
pred&hinaﬁtlg indulged in by old gingle maies, 'constlt{ued not th; s;ngle
pheriomenon of suicide but three marphologically and Qhuol@oallg distingt

' phenomena. According to Jayewurdene (1976) who cited Okasaki [1973) Tsunenari

-

aet.al. (1971) and Ranasinghe and Jagewm-dene (lmﬁ) the recent findings that in

o

Ar
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some sociei;iea. the predominant characteristics of suicide - old single rnc:ﬂe;a - do not,
prevail, tend to suppart the view that the once considered homogeneous
i)henomén;n of suicide is in reality a heterogenem_us Qne. Similarly, Jq_t_;ewqrdene _ oy
(1960) has shown .that ho;'nicido. though by and hl:u'lge a hiéhlg peraonolmd act and
considered a homogeneous phenomenon, mainly because of its definition of the
.kl'lling of an individuai by andther individual ia‘;omlrisaq of several types w.,r_hiéh |
could be placed on @ conti:-'mt}n; reflecting the type of vialence involved, when the
vi'c:tjm:otfendm* mlou@mp is considered -to be discriminant. anullg. Mohr (1964)
has shown that the exploration of the primary phenomehologii:m factars
determining the concept of Regxop:iilia - the mex of the victim chosen, the age of the -
ol’fenﬁer. his personal and social ch(hrqcteﬁstics, as well us the type of activity
indulged in, reveala pedophilia to constitute not a single pﬁ;naq;gnon but @ number
of them and pedophiles not to be a single group but to constitute a number of
morphelogically and a&_.iologioullg distinct Q;id different groupa

One way adopted by the courts o dealing with pedophiles iz to send them to a(
psychiatric institution Icr aaaeaarﬁent qnd)m*h-ec;ﬁme'nt. In U'leaa imﬁtuﬁ@,

hopefully. the investigations to which the pedophiles are subjected. permits the

seperation of the various groups that constitute the large legal catagory of

-~ N -

pedophiles. The identification of their different marphologies as well as astiologies
and the different therupies‘qdoptea az best suited for them asa meansof - o o '
determining whether such is really the situation is the purpose of this study. As =

such, it entails a retrospective and descriptive survey of pedophiles at the Farensic



'Unit of the Royal Cttawa Hospital in arder to sse if those who are lumped together and
labelled pedophile=s do not in fact constituts a number of morphologicollg and

aeticlogically different groups.
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The survey of the literatur'e indicates that while pedophile= have in common

their gexual attraction af;d,actions towards éhildr'en. in a number of other respects
there ensts m'.rl.fficienll‘. sin;ileﬁties and dit;similc:r'ities for them te beregarded as, a
heterogenecus rather than asa homegeneoue group. The ltleterogenei’cg suggeets.':j- :
differential cqumuori and consequently the need for differential treatment. The
pur'poee of this study i8 to ascertain whether the m—patlent and out—puhent
pedopl'ulee at the Royal Ottawa Hoepttcxl constitute a homogeneoue or heterogeneous
group o.nd whether they have been treclteq thereasa Eomogeneous or heter‘ogeneous

: group. This determianion ‘ipvolvee the aﬁalgsis of :dutu collected at the Forensic i/lgﬁt
of the Re:ual Cttawa Heepital. This .uriit' proﬁdes the.services of assessment and
treatment ‘to.;xgcl-ﬁet‘ric offenders whio are referred pre-arrest, prefiyreliminer'g.
pfeftrial. pre-sentence, befcre aplfeal. or without a charge.' Once ;ml.offender is .
ereitted as an mt—petient or as an in-patient in the open orrnedmm gsecure unit,

an- eesessr_nen;. is"conducted' by the attending pegcl’lietriet. _Thia entails an outline of .
" the offence, a full aet- of biochemiee.lztests.. and a psychiatric history from childheod G
up to the time of admittance. In addition to thls a social workerr cmd a pegghologlst

- sach cxmduct an assessment, wl'uch entails a fumllg and somql mstorg of the

offender as well as a battery of psychological tests. For the puh'ents who dre’ sexual

offenders, a further set of tests are conducted through the Sexual Behaviour Clinic

. .
.



* ona nurhber of varidb-i'es falling into six distinct areas: .

court.

pedophilia _cmd hermnoserxual pedophilia;

" continuum ranging from no violence to excossive ﬁolence through some _violem:e,

' cxnd include a series of psgchosemal and physiological dsaessments_‘, With"t.his ‘

lnfor'mahon the psychiatrist ob’t.alm a complete pxcture of the of f ende'r and is able

. todecideona treatment plan and if necessarg gubmit qrepor-t to the

“ *

Perusal of the dockets of the pedophiles indicates the existence of information

+

.

(1) Chamctenshcs of the offence,  “» -
{2) Social and demograchic characteristics of t_he offender,
(3) Psychiatric assessment of the offender,
(4) Psychological assessment of the offender,
(S} Biochemical agsessment of the offender, and
(6) Psychosexual assessment of the affender.

. .

For thepurpose of this study, only the variables identified ag relevant in the

. literature were examined «

Pertaining to the characteristics of the offerice, the'folldwing four variables

[

were considered:
{1) The sex of the victim, whidh enables-us to apeak of heteroserual -

[y
i

(2) The age of the victim, divided for the purpose of this study into

three groups (a) under five years old; (b) five to ten years old; and (c) over'ten years

r

"old;

-

L5

(3) The victim!s relationship to the offender catagorized as (a) nil;

L]

(b) casual acquaintance;, and (¢} good friend;

.and, (4) The amount of violence used against the victim rated ona



moderate violence and severe violence. o

sgeriousness of the digorder and the strength of the pedépmlic urge. Thé -ammnt_of :"

&
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* The sex of the victim is considered important because the segual preference of the

e

offender, previous research has indicated. servesto differentiate three distinct

types of pedophilia. The'age of the victim and the victim's relationship to the

offender give an indication of the premeditation involyed as well ag of the resistence
i . . )

which the offerider perhaps encountersd, and consequently they indicate the
. = : . I"

violence used could, of course, be considered an indication of the dangerousness of

- J 4 T
tha offender. .

- The second group of variables relates to the social and demographic:
4

< ’ b

characteristics of the offender. The six variables examined are:

(1) The oocupqtmn of the pedophiles cutagonzed as a)no occupqtmn

‘b] ma jor professional i.e. I-hgh axecutwe posgition, Propmetor ofa lurge concern.

Doctar, or Lawyer, c¢) minor pnofessmnol i.e. Proprietor of a medium concern, or

business manager, d) Administrative Personnel, i.e. Small Business owner, -

" Foreman, orSuperwsor, e) Clerical, Sales Worker, or Techmcnan f) Skilled Manual

Worker g) Semi Skilled Worker or Machine Opemtor h}) Unsldlled Warkerie. Farm :

Worker, Laborer, ar Housernaid), l)Homemaker Housewife, j) student, and
k) "other®.

(2) The employment status of the pedophiles which ig catagarized as

' uneniploued. part-time employment. full-time émplogment.'dhd retired;

. (3} The education levels obtained by the pedophiles divided for the

i
t o,
t :

[
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purpose of this study into ten groups: (a) gradudte profegsional training i.e.'de';

-

"Medicine; (b) college/university graduote; (c) partial university training:; (d)

d1ploma/oert1ncute {e) grade 12, high school, or equ.walent (£) grqde 11;
{g) grade 10; (h) grade 9; (i) grade 8; (j) less than7 geqrs of schoolmg and (k) nil.
(4] The marltul status of the pedopmles catagomzed as (a) single;

(b) married; (c} seperated (d) diverced: (e) widowed and (f) common-law,

(5) The number‘ of dependent children of the pedophlles catagorized

-

according to the actual numbers,

and, (6) The age of the pedophiles at the time of their admission divided

’ ~

for the purpose of this study into three grou.ps; (a) less than nineteen years old;
{(b) twenty to forty-nine years old: and {¢) fifty to seventy-five years old.

These variables have been included in previous studies in an attempt to differentiate
' 4

pedophiles from the general population and to differentiate the different types of

pedophiles from each other. The infarmation obtained from the pedophiles’

- occupations, education levels."and emploument status’ indicates whether or not

their sexual cﬂsonder -becomes an inhibitory factar in th_eir day to day living ax;d

theif achieveme:‘ii:s. Their marital status and the nu-mber of dgpende?t children

indiccfte ‘whether or n.ot thqir pedophilic tendencies pré:ent them from engqging in

what is socially cc:mnsidered normal réprodﬁctive ac_tivitg. Their age has enabled

their division into three groups - adolescent, middle agéd and senescent pedophiles.
| The third gr.oup of varigbles relates to the psychiatric assessment o'frthe

offenders. The six variables analyzed are:




' (1) The patient,siutus at the time of i.;1dm1'381“6n i‘}hich is classified as
(a) m-puhent in the medium aecure unit; (b) m-pahent in the open unit; and
(c) out-patlent status. . - | o .
{2) The psychiatrist's pérc;ption of the level of c!angarmmne.?._s of thg
S .
pedophile. ratedona ;:ontinuu_m from (a} not dangerous: (b) cond.itiohculg
dupgerous: to (¢) unconditionally dangurous. _

(3) The offender's mental state at the time of the offenoe catagomzed _ .'
as (a) nil; (b) olc:ohol (c:) drugs: {d) mentql dzsorder othccr than intoxication:

(e) epilepsy: (f} qutomatism: (g) dissociation i.e. psgcholog‘icql causes; (h) sleep ar ;
‘hypnosis; (i) delusion; ( j).hdllucinutioh; (k) "irresistibleimpulse”; or (1) "other".

(4) The apparent paychiatric illnesses of the pedophiles which are
ci‘xtagorize-d as (a) .mental retardation; (b) anxiety neurcsis; {c) hysterical neurosis;
(d) obse:isive @mpﬁsive neurcsis; (e) depressive neurosis: (f) porano;d pen;oncuitg
disarder; (g) explosive personality disorder; (h} hgstericqi personality disorder; (i)
asthenic personalitg disorder; (j) onhsoc;o] p;jarsonalitg disorder; and (kj inadequate -

| pler-sonqlit;g disorder.

{5) The -likeliness of the offer;se to m—@m ratedona ézbntinuum‘from
not likely to re-occur to highiy likélg to re-occur through zormnewhat likely to
re-occur, mildly likely to re-occur and fairly likel'g to-ra-;ocmr.

and (6) The pedophile's lack of gﬁilt or remor#e wlﬁch has been
cutaqorized for the purpose of thig studu as (0} no guilt or remorse; (b) little degree of

guilt or remaorse; (c) mild degree of gmlt or remarse; (d) moderqte degree of gullt or



remorse and te) @ high degree of -_guilt or remorse.
The pahe-nt status at the time of admms:on and the psgchmtnst 8 perocpbon ‘o( the
degree of dangermsness indicate the gecurity level needed wrule under ussessment
The offender’'s rnentol state at the time of the offence gives an idea of the possible
eﬁmd ihﬂﬁenqe-a which mc:g have Eeen iny_olved in the pedophilic activities of
| _ ihése men, while their psychiatric illnesses provide an indication of a possible
r‘elati‘ohstﬁp‘beiween pedﬁpl’u‘lia and rr}ental disorder. The likelinese; of the offence tg
" re-occur indicates whether ﬁue pedophiles are habitual o circumstqntiai offendeg*a.
'I'he lack of @lt oI remorse prowdes some mmght into the nature of, and their
attitudes towurds their pedopl'uhc activities. |
- The, fourth group of vamables reflecting the results of the battery of "
standardized psychological tests indude the ?oll,owing:
(1) The Wechsler Adult Intelligence Test - Revised (WAIS-R) which ia
composed of eleven sub-tests, six verbal and five performance. The verbcll
;cole includes (a} information; (b) digit span: {c) vbcubul;:lrg: (d) arithmetic; [q)
comprehenaion and (f) similariﬁes'. The perfonhance scale includes (g) pictufe -
completion; (h) picture qrmngement (1] block deslgn (i} ob ject assembly and
(k) digit sgmbol Based on th; test score, the sub Ject is catagomzed as (a) mentally
retarded; (b) borderlme retarded {c) low average 1ntehgenoe (d) avecmge
ingtelligence; (e) high _avmge intelligencé; (f) auparior in_telligenoe or
(g) very superior intelligence

¢

- {2) The WideRange Achievement Teat-Reﬁ'ﬁS‘ti:‘(}ifRAT-R) is composed




of three subtests which include {a) reading: recogm-zihg‘and naming iette}s and

pronouncing words out of context; (b) 8peliing: copying marks resembling letters

and writing single wards to dictution and (c) qrith.fnetic:' ‘counting, mding number

'

£

sgmbols solvmg cral problems cmd peﬁ'ormmg wntten oomputahons ) °

L

(3) The mlnnesotu Inu.ltlphamc Personahtg Inventorg (MmPeI) isa

teat oompoaed of pnnted statements to which one mag answer true' 'false or
"cannot say” {undecided). These statements Have been sorted into ten clinical scoles ’

: .und,_three validity scales. The clinical scales include (a) hypochondriasis:

' (b) depreséion; (c) hgsteriu: (d) psychopathic deviance: (e)iﬁﬁsaﬂimtg/femininitg:‘

| N pomnom (gj pcgchaathemu (h) sc}umph.rema (i) hgpomamu and (j) socml

" introversion. The t.tmee valichtg scales 1nclude (k) the L or he soale wlnch is 1ntended

-

to identi!g persons who are deliberately tr-ging to qv_oid angwering frankly and

h‘onestlg: (1) the K scale wﬁ&huis intendecf .to indicate)‘ defensivex;ess in the form of
presenting o;'leaelf ina m‘m"e socially desi.rablq way and (m) the F scale which seeks
o : "
to detect unusual ar ati_;picul ways of answering the test items. -
SR :
The WAIS-R has been deaiigned to measure ma jor mental abilities. It provxdes
iAformation mgdrdinq t.l":ie diyersiﬁcation of tﬁe.int;el'ligence levels of the population
in general and in this'inatcmce. the pedophiles in particular. Thé WRAT-R has bégnn
2
designed az an ad _]unct to tests of mtelhgence and behaviour ad _]ustment It vemnes
and compliments the results and classxhcahons of other mtelhger;ce tests Qnd isa
_verv aomuute mmment of -the three basic uoqdemic codes. The ININPI has been

' designed to deliver a symptom/personality profile of the pedophile which provides
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in!pi;fﬁation on the level and pattern of psychological symptoms. Itis'impartant to
note that although sexual dgsfunctionz; or diserders may not reveal p.niqué mmei

profiles a3 such, it is. accarding to Derogatis (1980) the most useful psychological test
in work with sexual digarders. )

The fifth area of variables includes the determination of the levels of three sex
hormones. Theseare: . ' L.

(1) Testosterone rated on a continuutn from fa) a low reading of _

T 01099 nmol/L; (b)an average reading of 10 to 27.9 nmol/L to (c)a High reading of 28

&

to 50 Amol /L. | y | e

a
[

(2) Follicle-stimulating harmone (FSH) rated on @ continuum from (a)
alowreadingof Oto 49 I'UfL: (b) an average reading of 5 6 24.9 IU/L to (c) @ high
. FA - .. -
reading of 25 to 50 IU/L.

and (3} Luteinizing hermone (LH) rated on a continuum from (a) a low =

reqding of 0t 591U/L; (b)an average reading of 6 to 20.9 IU/L to (c) a high reading of

30 t0 100 [U/L. ; | ' e

Theze hormones provide information on the biochemical make-up of the pedophiles

" with reference to biological factors WMc;h_mag influence their actions. Testosterone-

in males regulates spermatogenesia and is responsible for the dévelopment of
gecondary sex characteristics. Bradford (1883a) states that the pfesent state of

knowledge suppdrts qa correlatioh between plasma teatesterone and sex drive.

'According tol(%‘dwood (1979) and the Merck Manual (1082) FSH is a glycoproteinand - . *

is neoeééorg for normal puberty in both sexes. In malea, it causes the development



»

of the sernimferous tubules and spe;xhatozoa. I.H stimulates the sue-cr‘etion of
teﬂtoctmne by thc teshc:.ﬂor interatiti=l (Legchg) cells This occurs when LH
| sgnergizes with FSH to increase testoetemne secretion. Finally, a lack of t.he latter
two gonudotropic ho;mon:s. FSH and LH leads toan izppairmqnt in both the

-

reproductive and the steroid secretory functions of t_hb gonads which would in turn

inhibit or cdtse an overproduction af testostercne.
'I'hesixth and fma.l group of varmbies relates to the psgchosexual ossessment of

~ the pedophile and 1nc1udea two series of penile tumescence tests, and three

psychosexual tests. The penile tumesc:ence' tests include |

‘(1) P;éseritqtion of'eight slides of nudes consist{ng of an

(a) adolescent female, (b) female child {10 - 11 years old). () ériﬁle.child (11 years old).

(dl:ldolescent male, (e) male child (7 - 8 years old), () udtlﬂt fernale, (§) adult male
‘ anc?(‘_fl) ll’emcﬂe child (4-5 years old): : : ._ -

dnd (2) Audip'tt;i)ed narrations of l;eterosex;.{al i:edophilic acts and

homosexual pedophilic acts. The heterosexual tapes include eight narratives which

[N
-

" depict situations of () child initiated se{ual acts; (b) mutually @menﬁné sexual

“uc'ts with aci‘n.ild: {¢) non-physically coercive se-xual dcis: (d) sadistic sexuoi acts:
‘(u) nonsexual assault: (f) heterosexual aduit mutuullg conaenbng sexuul acts; and
(g) incest with a femqle child. The homosexucu tapes are compriged of nine

normtim which depict mtuahons of (h) child initiated sexual acts; {1) mutuczllg '

consenhnq acts with a child; () non—phgsicculg coercive sexual acts:

(k) physically ooercive,sexual acts; (1) sadistic sexual acts;. (m} nqnsexuu.l assault; -



- (n} hete;‘oséruui adult mut;mllu consenting s.exuul acts: (o) homosezual adult

vmutuallg consenting acts and (p) incest. In these teats the subjects are seated

ina soundproo{ room and each sub Ject receives two gets o!_'-instnictioi;s_ prior to ti'ne
pream'xtation of oucﬁ.stimu'lus. 6ne set of 1m‘truchcms requires the aub Jject simply to
listen to the tape in order to prcmda an urousu] condition. The second set instructs
the subject to zup}ress his arouzal. Thiz iz done in order to mxmmnm the poas:bxhtg A
of false negative reodingg which would occur if the mentried to auppress t.he'u’*' .
arcusal in the ﬁrs-:t Beriesof l:ésta. '-Provious.mseomh indicutl.;a thqt the-ﬁuppress.;
condxhon cixscnmmates hetwesan 'dmnqnts"l and ncrm‘uls more cleorlg thcm the ;
arouse condition (Abel 1978) The subjects’ reaponaes are calculated as a percentuge

" of their full erection wh]ch when the actual maqsure cunnot be’ obtcuned itis
" estimated as 20 mm. o.bave baseline, Pe.mle-circu-mference is' meusured bg a
mercury- m—rubbar atroin gouge and js mcorded in mlllwolts The msponse to eq-ch .
| tape gmlds a percentage whlch is de;amgd to be sngmﬁccnt if @ minimumn of 5.0% of full_- . |
erechon is obser\red Finally, p-adopl'ule and assoult md.\ces are oalculatod in bot.h
arouse qnd auppresa cond1hona to nsceu*t.iun whether the individuul ia more qrousod ‘
'bg pedophilic and ussaulhve acts than bg mutuallg consented adult sexuul acts The
pedophile index is calculated by tuklng Lhe hxgheat msponaea Yo elt.hm" Child Imh@s -
‘or Child mutual and dnndlng it by the Adult mutuul {heteroJ msponse The ossoult '
index is oulculated by taking the hxghest reaponse to non phgmccﬂ Coemon
1

Physical Coercmn Sadism or Assault and dwxdmg it bg the mqhest response to

. either Child Initiates or Ch.ild Mutual. Any index gheot.er than 1 indjoutaa



tendencies towards pedopruhq or cussault respe-ctwelg but an index exceedmg 15ig

‘considered hzghlg Engmhcant

(3) The Derogatis Sexual _P\mcfioning lnv_e_ritor‘g (DSF 1} whichisa

salf -repart inventory includes tensubseta. These are (a) Infarmation, designed to

measure the under'stﬁnding and appreciation of the individual as to the fundomento&

facts about qnqb:;in.'g.' phgaiélogg. psychology, and genero.l hgﬁiene regurding sexual

functmmng (b) Expemence which is designed to aszegs the spectrum of behuvmur‘s
exl:nnenoed bg the 1ndw1dual (c) Dnve which meaﬂures the level of interestor ~

investment in sexual relationships. usually referred to ag libido or sex drive: (d)

'At{itude which relates to the individual’'s attitudes toward =zexudl matters, which

¥ - Bl

affect the quality of sexual behgviour:_ (e} Gender Role Identity which reflects the -
gender role integration, that is, the ,ddapﬂﬁri‘zﬂ.é what constitutes the standard for
male and fgmdle sexual behaviour; (f} Fantasy which iz the catagory designed to

assess the hatur_e and range of an individual's Smal fantasy; (g) Body Image which

Al

"ig designed to measure the individual's attitudes towards his body: and (h)

Satiafaction which iz designed to aasess the level of zexual satisfaction the individual -

experiences. In addition: tcv-t'h?E efight subsets there ar two other distinct
\ c .

pagé;hdxneh‘ic iﬁtrumenta, (i} The Brief Symptom Inventary which Bradford (1983b)

statesisa measure of psychaloglcal sgmptoma and reﬁects psgchopothologg viaa

nine aymptom dimension scare and three globo.l scares; and {j) 'I‘he AIfect Balance
Scale which accorﬂing to Bradfard (19831 is a measure of mood and affect and pmvides

a préﬁlo of four positive and four negative affects plus three gobal measures. With



| .;: this then. w6 dre provided witha multidimensional test that measures the current
‘;- sexual functioning of each sub ject.
(4) The Buss-Durkee Hostilitg Inventory is a self-report test which
. is deaigned to measure amnsubdozaes of h;tilitg. Each subject is p;nsented with a
set of sixty-six _;:;uastiops_ ond isasked t'é decide if each of U'-le'stat'em.en_ta are true or
false as they pertain to them. Tht; subsets ilnc.lude (a) I'legutiviam'(oppositionul
. behaviour, usucxllg du‘&cted at authontg) (b] Resentment ( _reolousg and hatred of
others); (c) lndmect Hoshhtg (rounduhout and undirected aggression); {d) Assault
(phgsxcul vxolence qgcunst ot.hersj (e) Susplmon (pro _yection of hostility onto others);
| {f ) Irntubxhtg (u readiness to ezplode with negutwe offect u; the alxgheat provocation) |
and (g) Verbal Hostility {(negative affect expressed in both the style qnd content of
spégch). In addition to these seven aubsets w.hig:II; are combined for a measure of
overall hostility, ‘the Sexual gehﬁyiouré Clinic has added a Guilt catagary consisting
" of nine it:ems and Whgch is scoredxndependentlg
(5) The Sexual gtﬁiﬁda Soare consists of a list of 25 concepts each of )
which .t.hé subject rates oﬁ four conl.ilnuums .:.'onging from (a) seductive t9 repulsaive ;'7
(b) exciting todull: (c¢) sexy to si;xlass. dnd} (d)Aerc;t.ié to frigid. The re'spongaé to thezs
concepts in-this test are analuyzed clnﬁ tht; acores in each of the following catagories )
are analgzed (e) Heterosexuality: {f J\liémosexudlitmjmmdl Pedophllid: :(h)
Homosexual Pedophilia; (i)Fetishisms; (j) Transvestism; (k) Exhibitioniam; (li ] .[
Vogeurism:h {m) Frotteurism: (n) Sudismﬂﬂaséclﬂsm and (o) Neutral. |

The penile tumescence tests are considered impurtant in the assezsmént of sexual

v

I3



measzure of sexual arousul andRoaun and Kopel (lQ?Bldu.im that the correlation

—41-

s

29

offenders as they aid in differentiating sexual arousal from other ernotional stﬁtes

. (Quinsey 1677, Freund 1971). Bradfard (1983c) states that. in man, penile

tumescence {plethysmography) has been established as a specific and reliable - -

PP

between penile tumescence measures and the sub jec:tivé assessmant of sexual
or;msul iS high and hcu_: been reported in the range of 055to 0.74: According to
Ave;'g—Clark 11984) recent rg’se‘ur;h rdults suggest'that recarding sexual offenders’
erection responses to audiotape deacri[?‘\._ims of diﬂ'er‘ent types of aexual and

aggressive activities r%presents a very new and potentially useful azsezement and

treatment monitering procedure that poses few of the difficulties of the tradit{onul

approaches and which. if used in con junction with the familiar schemes. may -

provide a maore accurate classification and management of these offenders. This was

 also confirmed by Abel. Barlow. Blanchard, and Mavissakalian (1975)." Abel and
Blanchard (1976). Abel, Blanchard, Becker and Djendered jian {1878), Bancroft (1971),

Bancroft, Jones and Pullan (1968}, Barlow {1974), Barlow. Becker, Leitenberg and

Agras (1970), Freund (1967), and Law= (1977). Finally, Abel et.al. (1075) atates that

i:ivesti;gutors have used these measurements for three purposes. First, todiagnose

-

heterosexual and homosexual pedophilic arousal patterns, confirming validity and

reliability of erection in diagnogis. Second, as an integral part of treatment. and

third, to evaluate results of experimental tireatment. The three psychoseruat teats ”

are considered impm‘tunf.'because techniques of farmal psychological assesament of

o S

=

sexual behaviour are vital in underatanding normalities and abnormalities in the

F

5



sexual functioning of pedophiles. Itis impértant to note though. that in themselves
they d;: not farm a complete psychological ms;ment. but in conjunction with the
afaremsentioned pl:xgsiologioul'tea'ts they form a psgchosexual overview of the sexual
activities. characteristics, and attitudes of obn_o.rmo.llaaxual functicning.
The DSFI i..lc.i designed £o measure thg qcniequacg.of_ sexual Iunch’o’ning. According
t§ Eradford (1083b) it i# an omnibus-type o:‘scé;e which provides a profile of the
7 individual's sexual fugcuONng and also contributes to a global scare. the Sexual
Functioning Index. This index combined \vnth the profile iz useful in determining
whether or not pedophiles aiffer from each other ar from the general populahon in

sexual functioning. -

(d

The Buss-Durkee l-.lost_ilittj inventorg iz also an‘ important test in analyzing
pec;lophil‘es as it proﬁdeé an indication of the levels of hostility of individnui
pe?lophiles dnd- compares them toa tjlobal'score taken from the gengral po'puh-ntiqn.

TheVSexuul Attitude Score is designe-d. to measure the meaning of certain a_exucnl‘
acts and concaptz}o the respondents by hqviﬁg then.n indicate their firat
impressions using a series of desc:‘iptiﬁ acales.

o, _ ,

For thig study. a~tech_nique had to be found which would enable us to ascertain
whether the pedophiles studied constituted a homogonm o heWﬁm group
. T o
;nrith reference to the variables. A review of the literature on grouping techniques -

utilizing quantitative data used in criminology (Maxim 1075) suggests the"'qxiétmme |
| of two popular methods. One of these wué tﬁe Wt;'lr;l's Hierarchical grouping |

technique which iz an agglomerative tectuuque that _uées_g general distance function

.
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as its a’itér‘ion‘for similarity. The Ward technique finds the difference between the

. values of two subjects on eachvariable, squares it, thefvsummates the values

across each variable. The distance between sach group is then made proportionate to |

the fumber of individuals within each group. Those pairs with the least distance or

error value are then combined. one pair at a time to form a group. If the error value

is 0.0, then the pairs are identical and consequenty form a totally homogeneous

group. o . y _ .

o

The second method was Association Analysia which is a divisive gfmpjng

. technique using a summated distance function (the chi-square éiqiish'c). The

'chi-aquurﬁ statisticisusedasa mmummént of sirmilarity or dissimilarity in order

to provide a criterion far dividing groups. Accarding to the SPSS Manual. tHe

o chi-square ia algo a teat of statistical significance, and ig used to determine whether

r~

. a s'ustamdtic relhtionship exists between two or more variables. This is done by

computing the cell frequencies whxch would be expected if no relationship is present

' between the variables given the existing rows and column totals. The expected cell

&

fnrquénciea are the‘n compared to the actual vqluea found. .Thua, the chi-squore .
h;w‘dicates whether the variables are stutisti;u]lg independent orrelated. - '
F;r this atudy, -waﬁon Analyziz was considered, th; preferred technique.
Earlier research hud indjout.ed that pedophiles could be divided first on the basis of
the sexual preferonce of the offender into three diatinct groups and second or; the

basis of the age of the cffender again ;nto three distinct groups. What is mare,

earlier reaoordm has also indicated a relationship between the three gxmpa based on

L}

@
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&
sexual p&'eference and the three groups based on age. Foréthis study the sample was
divided firat on the basis of the sexual preference and then on the basis of the age of
the offepder. The groups were then compan?d relative to the variables discussed to -

S

determine whether these variables suppart the division.

@
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Dq;.a obtained from thg Farensic Unit of the“ Royal Ottawa Hospital provided

' ihformﬁtion on the 52 pedophiles who were admitted for assessment during the t\ua;o
year period between Marchl, 1983 and murcl.} 15,1685, Of these 52 men; twenty
three f44.23} were charged with Sexual Assault, sirteen (32 .73) with Indecent Assault.
two'(3.88) with Gross Indecency, two (3.88) with INurder, one (1.98) with Common | .
Assat.ll_t. one (1.9%) with Indecént Exposure, one (1.9%) with Kidnapping and Forcible
Confin;meni. one tlI.QX) with Arson, and four (7.78) had not been chcmged Ten (19.28)
weré referred to the Forensic Umt bya ‘ Jjudge, “four (7.78) were referred bﬁ a justice of
the peace, nineteen (36.58) were referred by f.heir defence éounsel, two (3.88) were
referred by their probation officar. one (1.9%) was referred by his parole officer.
another one (1 .98) bya social agency, six (11 .535 were refm‘qd bya psiir:.lﬁut.rist, ‘ ‘
one (1.9%) by a general pfactitioﬁer, and eight (15.48) were self refernals. .

A post sample stratification was made first on the basi of the sexual preference
of thg offender. The sexual preference of the offenders was established bn the basis of
their charge A{wl-mn they were churged)“.o'r on i;_he basis of}tha diaclosure of their
sexual preference to their pagcl'lidt;‘ist. These preferences had been i;iter

, = .

substantiated bg the various tests which were administered in the Forensic Unit. On

3 L] .
o+

the. basis of the sexual preference it was found that the sample could be divided into

two groups, heterosexual pedophiles and homosexual i:edophiles. There were no /

P



. offenders. The ages of the men at the time of their qdmisaiob ranged from fifteen to

. . . \ - Lo, 3o o
and not all of the homosexual pedophiles victimized boys in the alleged offence which

cases falling into the bisexual group. Ner;tu one (40.4%) of the child m.olesters were
heterozexual pedo];;hiles and thirty one (59..633) were 1:1;;moaex.ual l;edophiles.

- Asecond poat-sample stratification wq; made on the basis .of the age of tl‘ie ./
seventy-five years mth a mean age of thirty-five years. The post sumble
stratification resulted in the division of the-sample into three pedophilié groups,

a} adolescent. b) middle aged,' and ¢) senescent pedophiles; There were
seven (13.58) ddolesc:ent'pedophi‘llgs who ranged in age from fifteen to nintaex.l yearsa
with a mean age of 17 years. thirty-seven (71.1%) middle aged pédophiles whose dges 3
ranged froxﬁ twenig to{our‘tg—l::in;lgm with d mean age of 34.]1 years, and Bight
(15.4%) senescent pedophiles whose ages ranged from fifty to seventy-five years with-
a mean age of 60.1 years. When the sexual preference was also taken into
consideration, the 21 heterosexual pedophiles included 4 (778) adolescents, 12 (23.18)
rmiddle aged, and 5 (9.68) senescent offenders. The 31 homosexual pedophiles included
3 (5.78) adolescent offenders, 25 (48.1%) in the middle aged rc'l-nge. and 3 (5.8%) in the
senescent @up. (zee tallnle 1

The pedpphiles studied here wené responsible foz' thé victiﬁmilzation of 61

~

children - 37 boys and 24 girls. There were more victims than offenders as there

were gome éaaes of multiple victimization. When the sex of the victim was

considered it was found that not all of the heterosexual pedophiles victimized girls,

f

' . o
resulted in their referral to the Forensic Unit of the Royal Ottawa Hespital. However,
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homosexual pe‘dophﬂee_ .pr-edominant.Ig victimized bogs, and heterosexual peeophi'les
pnedominaneg victimized g'ixl-ls. The analysis of the sex of the victim resulted in a

' statlstjddlle significant differeece in the sex of the offender based grouping '
X%(1) = 5293 p<..001]. In the comparison of the dge of l:l"le offender based grouping

though. it was found that the actual sex of the victim did not differentiate between

."

them [X*(2)=120, nsl. (see tables 2 and 3)
The age of the v1ct1m did not differentiate betwe-en either the age of the offender
"based groups D'C}'(‘i) =327, ns. ] or uﬁ% sexual p@éference bosed groups |
Y _
[X*(2) =5.06, ns. ] As far as the age of the offender bqsed groupa are concerned, it was
found that in the o.doleaoent gmup 4 (80. OX) of the victima were between five and ten
. T .
years of age, and 1 {20.02) betweep ten and fifteen years of age. In the middle aged
group 4 (8.5%) of t;he_victims were g.nder five years of age. 25 (53.28) between five and
ten years of age. and 18 (38.3%) lbemreen ten and fifteen years of age. In the seneeeent _
gmep S (55.6%) of the victims were between five and ten gee}éﬁbf age, o;:d_ 4(44.4%)
between ten o.nd fifteen years of age. As far as the sexual preference bes'edlgroubs
"are concerned in the heteroaexual pedopl'nhc group 2 (B SR) of the victims were under
 five geqrs of aqe 17'(70.8%) between ﬁve and ten years of age. and 5 (20.8%) batween
ten and fifteen years of age. In the homosexual pedophihc group 2 (5.4%) of the
.v1ct.1ms evere,under_ﬁve years of age, 1_7 (45_98) between five and ten geqrs of age.
and 18~(48.7R) -between ten and fifteen years of-ag';'e. (see tables 4and$) ] |

'I'he t.hxrd vamqlble in t.he chcmuctemsttce of the offence group of vano.bles that

S of the wchm s.relationship to the accused qlso did not dlfferenhate between the

"



three age of offender based groupings £X*(4) = 2.14, ns.] or between the two B&_:U.(ﬂ
preference based groups D(2(2) =5.75, na.]. When the age of the offender based groups
were consgidered, 4 (57.1%) of the adolescents, 5(13.58) of the middle aged group, and

1 (12.58) of the senescent group offended or would offend against strangers. Casual

' /cquaihtances. were molested by 3 (42 9%) of the adolescents. 27 (69.2%) of the middle

"

aged group, and 6 (TS:QX) of the senescent group. Good friends, were not found to
have been molested by the adolescents but. 5 (12.8%) of the middle aged group. and

1 (12.58) of the senescent group did so. When the sexual preference based groupings

were considered, it was found that 6 {27.3%) heterosexual and 4 (13.3%) of the :

£
homosexual pedophiles would molest children wha were strangers to them. Gixteen

(72.78) of the heterosexual and 20 (66.7%) of the homosexual pedophiles would molest a -
casual ucqucxintuﬁce and 6 (20.0%) of the homosexual pedophiles would molest
someone who was well known to him. (sée tables 6 and 7).

-

The use of viclenice was found only irva few cases when the age of the offerider

based grouping was odnsidere;d. Five (83.3%) of the adolescent pedophiles did nd} use

any violence against their victims and 1 (18.78) used a moderats amount. In the

middle aged group, 28 (78.4%) used no violence, 4 (10.8%) used some violence, 2 (5.48) —

[

uged a moderate amount of viclence, and 2 (5.4%) used an excessive amount of

-‘ ~ wiolence. None of the senescent offenders used any violence at all. When the

. consideration was on the basis of their sexual preferences, it was found that in the

" heterosexual group, 18 (85.7%) did not use any violence against thetr victims whﬂq :

2 (9 .58) used some violence, and 1 (4.8%) used a moderate amount of violence ' In the-

-
i
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N : .
“homosezual pedophil;icﬂ group, 24 (80.08) did not use any physical ﬁolence _qécu’nst
,‘their victims, 2 (6.73) used some- violence, '2-(6.;12): used a moderate amount of
violence.‘ and 2 (6.72) u‘;ed an excessive amount of violehce. The use of viole'nce.
therefore dld not help to diff, erentilate f.ietween the three agé of offender based groups )
Lﬁ&ge) =4.32, ns.) or between the t\;ro sexual preference based groups [X* (3)= 165, ns.. -
‘(so;cv tables 8 and 9).., T . -
V‘I'he,dat‘q collected on the second set of variables ple{‘tair;s to the social and
demographic chqractel;istica- of the ot’fenders. The analysis of the cccupations of the

pedophiles, ihdicuted that 2 (28.8%) of the 7 adolescent offenders were unskilled

. } N 't‘ 5 "
~workers, and 5 (71 4%) were students. In the middle aged group,” 6 (16.2%) of the 37

PPN L
RS PRI R Rt

men didn't lhdve a profession, 2 (5.4%) were major professionals; 1 (2.7%) was Q minor
professional, 3 (8.1%) were administrative personnel, 5{135%) were clerical workers,
sales workers or technicians. 4 (10.8%) were skilled manual workers, 7 {18.9%) were

3 ) . @

semi-skilled workers or machine operators, 7 (18.9%) were unskilled workers, 1 (2.7%}

o . . )

wasa student, and cmotherl'l (2 .;I'R) fell into a catagory not mention?d abofe. -Inthe
genescent group. 4 (S0%) were involved in administrative personnel wor‘l;. ‘l {12.5%)
wa; a E:leﬁcal worker. 1 (1'2.5%.) wasa ;killed manuql worker, and 1 [1é.52] ;ell intoa,
catagory not mentioned a.bove. Tl'_ie occiupqti.onql: distribution of pedopi'li—l.ea inthe
“three dge of offerider based groups shoﬁed a statistically significant.d.iffer‘enca
' {){2(18) = 4558, p<.001:.]. The o.halgsis of the dccupqtiondl digstfiblrution ;)f the two sexual _-
preference based groupings Thdicated thaf;l i4'.82) had no ogcﬁp&tibn. 1 (;!.821 of- the

heterosexual pedophiles was a major professional, 2 (9.58) were involved in
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administrative personnel work, 2 @52] were either clerical workers, sales workers,
ar technicians, 3 (14283 were skﬂled ma.nual warkers or chhme opcrutora |

4 (19.18) were sem1-skllled ‘workers, 4 (19.1%) were u.nskxlled workers 3{14.28) were

students, and 1(4 62] fell into the "other" cqtagorg In the homosexual pedopl'uhc

group 5 [16 1%} hod,no occupation.. 1 (322) was a major protesmonal 1(328) was a:
; o
.minor profesmonal 5 (16.1%) were involved in adm:matro,hve peraonnel work
L
" 4(12.98) were clerical workers, sales wquers or technicians, 2 (6.52) were skilled

manual workers, 4 (12.9%) were semi-skilled workers or machine operators, 5 (16:1%)
were unskilled workerg, 3(9.78) were students, and 1 {3.2%) fell into the "other™ .

catagory. The differences in thesé dls’cnbuhonawelje notl étatiﬂticcﬂlg significant . . _

X4(9) = 416. na.). (see tables 10 and 1

Lo
i

Informqtmn on the emplogment stqtus was obtained on 50 of the 52 pedophiles
in this. studg When the age of the offender based grcupmg was consxdered it was

found. that 8.(85.7%) of the 7 qdolescents were unernplcgod cxn'd only 1(14.38) had a

r

. pqx;t-iime job. The middle aged group indicated 18 (51 A4%) unemployed, 1 {2.9%) withd .

-

pqri-time job and 16 (45.78) with fuﬂll-time _joba. The senescent grcup conto.inod

1(12 5%) whowas unemploged 1 12.58) who had @ par:-tlme Job 4 (503) who had |

_full-time jobs, und2 (25%} who were unemploged This analysis 1nd1<:atod a .
statistically SIgnmcant dlfference D(Z(Bl 19 7‘5 p<.0S}). The unalgsns of the sexual -

- preference bo.sed grouping indicated that amonghthe hete'roae'xuul group 8 (40%) were
ur_lemplpged. 2 (10%) had part‘-tlme jobs, 9 {453} had Iull-tin_xe jobs, and 1 (58) waa_ ‘
rehred Among the hbmgexual group 17 (56.7%) were unemploged.l 1 (33%) hada,

: g ] . ‘ [ S . ) . L »

'_f_l



part-time job, 11 (36.7%) had full-time jobs, and 1 (33%) was retired. The differences.

i

‘ in these dwtnbuhons though were not found to be thShcqllg mgnlﬁcant

. -
~

x*(4)=2.13; nal. (see tables 12 and 13).

. When the educational achievements of the pedophiles were considered with

respect to the age of the offender based grquping: it was found ;chct 1(143%) of the
Qdolegcerﬁt pedophllea had comple;ted grade il, 3 (42.82):h0.d completed grade; 10,
1(143%) had c.omp.letéd' grade9. 1 (1438) had completed grade8”and 1 (143%) had
less thana g'rqde 7 educohon 'In the middle aged group 2 (5.6%) had no eduoahon at
qll 1 (2.8%) had completed a graduute degree 5 (13.9%) were college or umversutg |
'-‘.graduates 4 (11 IX) had cornplo’ced grade 12, 4(11.1%8) had completed gradell, 9 (25%)
had completed grade 10, 411 1.1%} had comple_ted grade 9. ‘and 7 (19.4%) had leas ’r.han
4 .
a g'mda 7 educatlon wl-ule in the senescent group 2(25%) had a- pcxrhul umvermtg
education. 1 12.5%) had completed grqde 12. 2 (25%) had completed grade 10, 1 (12 58)
had completed grude 8. and 2 (?58) had less than a grude 7 education. The differ. ces
: inthe diéﬁ*ibm.ioi; were not statisticullg sigﬁﬂicant X°(18) = 22.63, r;s;].»i'lri tﬁe
analyzis of tha sexual preferanoe based groupmg. it was found that 1 (58) of the |

heteroeemal pe-dopl’ules had no education at all. another 1 (58) had oompleted a

,graduqte‘ progrcun. 1 (580 had completed a univeraitg degree, 1 (5%) hada pclrtml

univaréitg education, 1.(5%) more had completed grade 12, 2 (102) had éompleted ‘ =

grudo 11, 7 (35%) hqcl oc:rnpletod grade 10, 2 (10%) had cornple’ced grade 9, 1 (5%) had

-

oopmpleted grade 8, and 3 (158} had less than a grade 7 educatlon One (322) of the

L’Jhomosexual pedophiles had no education at all, 4(12.98) had mmpletack%c;itg .

o
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or lezzs. The differences in t-his distribution were also not statistically significant

-

degree. I (3.2%) had a partial university education. 4 (12.9%) Kad completed grade 12.
3 (9.7%) had completed grade 11, 7 (22.6%) had completed grads 10, 3 (9.78) had
completed grade 9. 1 (3.28) had completed grade 8, and 7 (22.6) had completed grade 7

.

X*(9) = 4’.4;. ne] (sse table_sl 14and 15} )

Tl'.;e variable of :tile‘m'drital status of the offenders ;hg not differentiqte between
th'e“{hree .age of ':nflfer@r based groupings IX&(él =1397. ns or between u{e two_
sexual preference of offender based groupmgs [XZH) =1 8‘7 ns.l In this zmmple only
25 (49%) of the 51 pedophiles who were asseased in this area had been prewouslg
morried ar'were mcu'ried at the time of their admission. In the age of the offender
bo.sed grouping, none of the aclolescent pedopl‘ules hCld ever been murned

Seventeen (47.28) of the middle ctged men were smgle 8 (22.22) were man"led 3 (8 3R%)

were seperated, 6(18.78) were divorced,‘ g_nd 2 (5.62) were li\ring ina common-law

relationship. Two (258) of the aenescent men war'e single, 5 (62.5%) were married,

and 1 (12.58) was divorced. In the sexual prefereno_e of offender based grouping.

" information was collected on all of the homosexual pedophiles and on only 20 of the

teroserual pedophiles. Nine (458) of the heterosexual pedophiles had never been

married, 6 (308} were married at the time of admission, 2 (10%) were seperql.eé;.

" 2 (108) were divorced. and 1 (5%) was Iiving ina cofnfnon—law relationship.

o

' Seventeen (54: 92) of the homoaexual pedopmles were mngle 7 (22 6%) were married at

“the time of admission, 1 (323) was seperuted 5 (16 1%) were mvorced and 1 (3.28)

was livingina common-law relqtionship. (see tables 16 and 17)

o S



The last variablé {n.the characteristics of the offen.der group of variables, that
o the number of dependent children, ‘iﬁéo did not differentiate be’h:reen thg three age
of offender based grcubings [XZ(S) =13.85, ns.)or bet*;preen the two sexual preferenceof «;
the offender based groupings [)é‘(q) =381, ns.. Asfar as the'age of the offerder based
grouping is concerr'ned.l_ none éf the € adolescent }iedoprﬁles who were assessed—ih‘ltfﬁs':

-

area had children. Thirteen (41 9%) of the 31 middle aged pedophiles had one ai- more

-

chlldren 4 (12 93) had thr'ee children, 6 {19.4%) had two cl‘uldr‘en 3(9 73] ho.d one .
child, ond 18 (582) didn't have any c;uldren Ons {12 SR) of the 6 senescent pedophﬂes
. who were assessed in this area had Iour children, 3 (37.5%) had three children,
1 (12.’5’!) had one child, and 3 (37.5%) were childless. In the se'xuul preference of the |
offender based gr'orupmg 2 (10; 5%) of the 19 heterosexual pedophiles who were
asgessed in thls area had one Chlld 4(21%) had two children, 3. (15 8%) had three
~ children. 1(5.38) had four children, and 8{47.4) had no ¢hildren. Of the 26 _
homosexual pedophiles who were assessed in thi.a arect 2 (7.7%) haad one chi.ld.
2(7.71%) I;ad two cl';ildren. 4 (15.4%) had three children, and 18 (69.2%) were childless.
-(Bee tables 18 and 19) - | 3 |
i‘hb third area which was investig&ted pertcuns to .thé pstquairic assessment
of each difender. Upon referral ‘tb the Farensic Unit, each patient was given a st;ﬂ.us
depending on the needs of that individual gs well as the pmteéuox'; of society cus a
- w‘hole. The patient statua though did not differentiate betwesn ﬁhe three age of: )
- offgnder baged drouplnqs [X*(4) = 4.;49. ns] or the two sexual preference of the offender

l_aqse&'groupinga [X*(2)=3.10, ns.]. In the age of offender based grouping, 2 (28.6%) of



"
the _adolggoents were plqce& tn tﬁe medium gecure umt and 5 (71 4%8) had the status .
of out-patients. In the mid-thirties group, 25 (67.6%) were out-patients, 1 (2.7) was
in the open unit and 11 (29.7) were in'the closed medium secure umt Seven (87.5%) of ', |
the senescent affenders were out-patients and only | (12.5%) was admitted into the
unit as an in-pauér;t in the open unit. When the sexual p}eférgncé of the pff.eﬁdef '
based groupirigs were considered 2 (9.58) of the hetbrosexual pédc;pmles were plqcé&
in the open unit. 5 (23.8%) were placed in the closed unit. and 14 (66.7%) were livihqf‘in
ﬁme community while under dssessment. In t!'m homosexual pedophile group o
8 (25.8%) were in the closed unit, and 23 (74.28) were out-patienits. ,‘

(see tables 20 and 21) | |
| The status of the pahent is also. implied by the level t.o which the psgchiatrigt o ‘-
deemns him to be dangero;..w;.rw-hen the age of the offender Wm grouping was - )

_considered it was found that 4 (57.1 #} of the 7 adolescerits were not considered to be
dangerous, while 2 (28.68) were comidered.to be conditicnally dcm.ggmuz and,

1 (14.38) was considered to bo unconditionally dangerous. In the middle aged group. .
25 (67:6%) werq'noi considered to be dangerous, 11 (20.78) were thought to be
N

conditjonuilg dangerous, and | (2'.78) was considered to beuhcén@itiénal_ly

-

dangerous. All {100%) of the senescent offenders were believed to be not dongerogs‘sr.

_ .\'h'.hen. the mnsidéi';uti;n was on thé gexual preferen;:é of the foffender based grouping,” )
16 (782:#) of the heterosexual pedophiles were not considered to be dangerous, |

.4 ..(19.‘0%) were thought to be conditionally dqu;mus, and 1 (4.8%) was considered to .

' be unconditionally dangerous. In the homoéeru_al group, 21 (67.88) were not '
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oomldmd to be dangerous, 9 (29. 02) were considered to be conditiona.llg dangerous,
clnd 1 (328) was considered to be unconditionally dangerms The levela of '
dangerousness were not stat.istioallg significant for either the three age of offender
based groupings [X (4) =§.88. ns.} or for the two sezual preference of &fen;igr based
groupings [X;(Z') = 0.70; na.l iee tqi:les 22 and 23)

' When one look_ﬁ ut.::he mentdl state of theliaedoph'iles at i'_heltime of the_ir offence,
there arises the possibility that they were i}nﬂuenoed by eit_ﬁer drugs, alcohoi. or by
other medical cquses. In uﬁs _a:cu'nplb though, only drugs,' alcohol and their own ﬁ]l
were evident as inﬂuénc'es in their moleétaﬁons. The age of 't.he offende; based
groupinga did not show aiatiéiioallg significant differences for either alcohol
[22(2) =1.83, nz;.] or di'ug D(?;(Z) = 079 ns.] intoxication. In the adolescent group. 'none
(0%) of them werse influenced by clcohol or by drugs. ' in the middle aged group, it was
lfqund that 7 (18.93] w_ere‘il"lﬂﬁenc.gd by aleohol and, 2 .(5_:;!%} wefe influenced by df_ugs.
_andinthe amesoefxt group, 2 (25%) were imiuenéd by alcohol arid there were n§

cases of dmg. intoxication. The sexual p;jeferenoe of the orfendér based grouﬁings'olso
_‘did not show statistically signifi;unt dlfferencos for either alcohol (X(1) = 0.93, na]or
‘ drug[X (1}=0.07. ns.) intoxication.. Five (23. 82) of the heterosexual pedophiles were
mﬂuenoed by alechol and 1(4 88) was mﬂuernced bg drugs, while 4 (13.38) of the
homesexual: pedopl'ules were infulenced by olcohol cmd 1 (3 3%) was influenced bg
drugs (see tables 24.to 29) .
Included in this 3eqtion on the psqchiatr‘ic assessment éf f.he bhild molesters, is

_ their possible psychiatric illnesses. Pedophilic offenders rarely suffer from psgchoti&
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mental ilinesses. they do howsever, tend to demonstrate several of the neurcses and
personality disorders defined by the DSIN IIl.f: Asx far as t.he‘.cgé of :t}.'le-offend;r based '

grouping is concerned, the adolescent offenders demonstrated only 1 (14.3%) case of

depmssive ne_ur.oeia and the senescent group demonstrqted onlyl (12.52) cuse of -

annetg neurcgis: The middle aged gmup though. demonstr‘ata/ (5.4%)-cases of

'o.nnetg neurosis, 1 (2.78) case of hgstemcol neurcsis, | (2 78) of obaeaswe oompu}sxve

neurosis, 4 (10 8%) cases of depressive neurosis, 1 (2 78) case of paranoid personahtg

disorder, l (2 78) case of explosive personality disorder, 1 (2 7%) case of hysterical -
personal1tg disorder, 1 (2.7%) case of asthenic personahtg disorder, 1 (2 7%] case of
antisocial personqhtg disorder, and 3 (8 1%) cases of madequute per'sonuhtg disorder.
As fqr as t.he sexual pmference of the offender based grouplng is cbncerned t.he

heterosexual pedophxlea demonstruted 3(14.3%) cases of annetg neurosis, 1 (4.8%) case

" of paranoid personahtg dlsorder and: 1 (4.8R) case of madequate personolltu

disorder. The ‘homosexual pedophxles though. demonstrated 1 (3.2%) case of

hgstericdl'neuroaié "1 {3.2%) case of obsesfélve'compulsive neurbsis', 5 (lG.lXJ cases of

e

depressxve neurosis, 1 (3.28) case of exploswe personahtg dxsorrder. 1{3.28) case of

hgsterical personctlitg digorder, 1 (3 23) case of asthemc personahtg disordnr. 1(3.2%)

" case of o.nhsdcml personahtg.dxsorder and 2 (6.5%) cases of madequate perscnality

disorder. The follomng chqrt demonstrates the levels of stuhshcal sxgmhoance

-Qmongst qll the pedophiles who demonstrqted 'cqses of neuroses.
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Mental liness Totaln Total & By Age By Sexual Preference
' ‘ ' : of pop. ot

58 [X'(2)=158, ns) [X'(1)= 468,p<01]
19 X'(2)= 39.ns) X*()= 689, nsl
Obsessive Compulsive Neurosis 19  [XT2)= 39, ns] IX’(1)= 60, ns)
Depressive Neurosis 96  [X32)=106, ns] [X*(1)= 372, ns]

Anxiety Neurcsis 3
1
1
5
. Paranoid Personality Disorder 1 19  [IX'(2)= 30, nsl] [X¥1)= 132, ns]
1
]
1
1
3

Hysterical Neurosis

- Explosive Personality Disorder 19 X*{2)= 39, ns. [X"(l] = 89. nsj
Hysterical Personality Disorder 18 [X*2)= 39, ns] [X’(1)= 69, ns.
Asthenic Personality Disorder 19 (X(2)= 39, ns} X'W)= 69, nsl]
Antisocial Personality Disorder 19 X*2)= 30.ns) [X° (1)= 68, nsl
Inadequate Personality Disorder 58 [X12)= 128, ns) X'(1) = .05. ns}

This information therefore, indicates that a ‘sta’\ciahcallg Significant‘difference :

< .
in the sexual preference of the

' occured only ‘in-t‘he cases o[ qhx_;gtg peuroms and only
. offender based grouping (s_e:e tables 30 cmd 31 ) The oiher tgpe of mental illness
which was evident among ’theéef pedophileé w;ms mental ré’tafdatioh. Intheage of
'thé offepder based grouping, 1 (14.38) of the adolesk:énts was diqﬁnose_d as Being
- borderline retarded. 4 (10.8%) in the mtddle aged gi‘oup were borderline and 3 (8.1%)
B wér;e-’mildlg rétarded while only 1 (12.5#) of the senescent offendérs .was borderiine
retarded. In the sexual preference of tﬁq offender- based g}roﬁpgnc:; 3 (143%)
'hete.yros_eiuq] offenders were borderliné re.tqndef:.l and 1 (4.7_5&) we're milcilg retctrded |
'.\;rhlle. 3 ‘(.9.7#) of _thé hqmose;:ual offenders were borderline retarded and 2 (6.4%) were |
. mi‘!dlg retarded. Neither the‘age of the offer;der based .g‘rouping X*(2)= 1;28. .ns.] nor
thg_sexucl preferepc;e of the offender based gr‘t;uplng b{"(l] = 23, ns.}indicated
statistically signiﬁcani q_‘irferénoes. (see tables 32 and 33) - | |
The variable of the nkeunesé to re—ooc_dr was categorized by each attending

p»sgehi&trist depending on the offender’s past history and on their degres of -

’



%

pedopl'uhc tendencies. This variable though did not differentiate between either the

age of the offender based grwpmg [X"(8)=832, nalar the sexual preference of t_he .

offender bosed gr'oupmg [X*(4}=5.17. ns.]. As far: az t.he age of the-offender based

grwpmg is concerned 3 (SO0R} of t.he six odolescent podophlles who were asgessed in
thls area were deemed somewhat' likely to re-offend, cmd 3 {S0R) were “fairly™likely
tore-offend. In the middle aged group, 6 (16.2R) were not likely t.o re-offend,

12 (32.58) weare 'somewholt" likelyto m.—,on’ehd; 2 (5.4%) were 'mildlg" likely to.
re-oifend LO (27, OR) wm'”é *fairly” hkelg to re-offend, and 7 (18.98) were “highly" likely
to re—offend In the senescent gmup 2 (25, ox) were not, likely to re-offend, 5 {62.5%)
were -'some'what' likely tore—offend. and 1 (12.5%) was Tl'uirlg' I_i}_:elg tora-offend. As
far as the 3e:xualrpreférenc"e of the offe;'xder based grouping is concerned. 5 {23.8%) in
the heterosexual group were not likely to rle-offénd.l 10 (47.68) wem_'somewhat'l;k‘elg
tore-offend, 1 (4 .éx) was “midly" nkel‘g' tore-alfend. 4 (19.0%were “fairly” likelyto
re=cffend, and 1 (4 BR) was 'hlghlg hkelg tore-cffend. In the homose:ruul group

3(10.08) were e not likely to m-oﬂerh\lo_[ﬁgisxl were somewhat likely to re-affend.

1 (3.38) was “midly” likely to re-offend, 10 (33.38) were "lairly” likelg to re-offend, and. .
6 (20.02) IWGF”G 'hidhlg' likelﬁ to Ije*offend.;'faée tables 34 qnd 35) |

Tl'ie| sixth variable in the psychiatric aasesament of the offender group af

-variables that of tﬁe lack of guilt or remorse did not différentiata batween thé three

age of offender bused g:mpmga D("(B) 10 97. na.] or between the two sexual

.pmferenoe of the offender based grwpmgs £X*(4) =240, na). Of t_he six adolescent

pedophuas‘ on which there was information, 2 {33.3%) felt no guilt or remorse,
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2 (S;.Sﬂ)._hgc; a “small” degree 1(16.7R) had a “moderate” degree. and } (IG.?#) l-‘zod a
3 'm}.;h' dogree In the middle aged group. 5 (13.5%) experienced no guilt feelings. |
"I‘(l"B'.Qﬁ) had a “small” degres,  8 (21.6%) had 0_"1;1i!d' degree, 5(13.5%) hada
;i;hodez‘ute' de'ghee Qﬂd 12 (32.5%) expe‘rienc‘:‘;ed a 'high' degres of duilt. In the
senescent group, 4 (S0 OR) expenenoed a “little” degree of guzlt or remoarse, and

4 (50 0%) more upanenoe-d a “l'ugh" degree. In the comparison of the two sexutﬂ
pmfar'epce of the affender based gn:upings. 2 (9.58) of the heterosexuat pedophilaa ,
Jexperienqed no g{mt feelings. 4(19.0%) experienced & 'nltue' degree, 4 (19.0!:) a “mild” o
degm 2 (9.5%) a 'moderotq; degree, and 9 (43.9!!) a-“high" degree of guilt c‘rmmorae. -

: Inﬂt_he homosexual .pe;:lophili.c groupon 5 (16.7%) of Lhe 30 \-fho,\;fere assesse::! in this :
area had no guilt feelings. 9 (30.0%) _hac'lcl; 'littie' degrweef 4 (13.3*1 had a “mild" de-g:mec\,‘
4 (13 38) had a “moderate” degree and 8 (26 72) expemenced a "high* degree of guilt
Ieehnga (sa-a tables 36 and 37)

In the fourth section oﬁr this study, 'Uu-ee ;Jsumdoaicdi tests wm fxtiuzed inan

“ ottempt to establish differences arnongst the various grmpa The msultz of thia testa
mdmoted that the WAIS - R did not. mveol statistically sngnmcant dm'emnces for f -
either t!m ugq.of.offencler based gl‘cnapiﬁg [X {10)= 14.02, na_.] ar the sexual preference
of the cffender i:;az;ed-gmupi'ng (5 =37, ns.). In ihe adolesoénf‘ pe;dophilic group.

2 (3\;: 38) were holow average in mtelhgence and 4 (68.7%) had a low avm-aga level of

: intellxgance Inthe mxddle aged group, 1 (3 Bx) wus deemed tobe’ mentallg retarﬂed

6 (21 .48) were of below average intelligence, 7 (25.08) were of low average 1ntellxgance. '

11 (39.3%) were of average intelligence, 2(7.1%) hada high average level of ‘



intelligence, and 1 (3.68) was of a supeior level of intelligence. In the senescent
_group, 5{833 %) were fi. average intelligence, and 1 (16.7%) had a high average 1m_r§1 of
intelligence. As far asthe sexual pre.t'erence of the offanﬁer based groupin:; is
: ooncerned. the heterosezual grcup contained 1 (62%) who wus ménl.ﬁllg mtorded
3(18.28) who (\below.uvexugve intelligence, 5 (31.3%) who had a lowlﬁveroge levei

of mtelhgence 5{31 33) who were of cwerqgu mtelhqance. | (622) who hod a high .

" average level of mtelhganca ond | (8_23) who had qa supanor level’ o[ mtelhgence ln

- - the homose::uu,l ;ndop}ulxc group, 5 (20.8%) had a below avu-uga lml c{ mtelhgencu

6 (25 (0%) had a low average level of mtemgence 11 {45 88) who were of a;emqe
mtelhgance and 2 {8 38] who hud a hxgh leve! of mtelhgnnca (see t.oblea 38 cmd 39)

- In the Wide Range Acl’umment Test—Rmnsed it was found thut the mdmg
' _ perﬁanﬁle did not gleld stqhahcullg sxgmf u:.unt dlffemncea Ior axther tha age 0[ the.
o.ffender' bu.ae-d groUpmg [X (4] 7 7 na.)or. for the sexual prafemnce of the offender‘
based groa.xpmg ix? (2) 01, na.]. The mat.h pm‘canhle also did not stuhaucallg differ
. for either t.he age or the offender based grwpmq X*(4) =7 8 ns.) crfor t.he saxuol
- preferance of the ‘offender- based grmlpmg {X {2)= 13, ns. z.]. The spellmg paroenhle |
‘though was sxqmﬁcantlu different for the age of t.he offender based grouping
[X*(4)= .02, p<.06.] but not far the sexual pre!emnoe of the offender bazed groupmg

x%(2)=.01. nal. (Beétubleaéoto‘ﬁ)

In the Ninnesota ml.l.lhphcalc Personuht.g Inventcrg (mmp;) it wasa found that

_ "merewwere vur‘gmg cl_egrees af alevuhon levels in the fourteen areas of the test. 'I'he

}:real; ?Pf point in this test is generally a score of 70. Above thia, ‘the individualzare

3

'Y



deemed to be showing a dsficit in their peréonajitg in the vamws areas. In
illl:atratihg this, it was found thut cnly a a;'nall percentoge of those who were tested
,demonstmted substantially elevated lavelz in the scates of questlon lie. I-‘ K,
~ht‘_;pochondnuma hgstmo maaq.:lxmtg/fermmmtg and aomul xntnwersxon Bmles

As such, the results of these scales will not be expanded upon as'their impartancs in

this atﬁdt:; is minimal_* The other scalez tfmugh indiodted_ deficiencies in the

-.‘,'

peraonalities of mung‘t;f the pedophiles in this sample and Qill therefm'ezba dxswssed
in mare detail. In Lhe depression 8cole 19 (46 3R) of the pedopl'ulea 3h0wad an
’ elevahon in t.he depressxon score. The age of the offender based groupmq thouqh was
not Btnl.ia,ticullg Bigniﬁcant'[x {2)= 131 . nal CIB 2 (40.0R) of the adolesi:en’ts. 15 {51.7R)
of the middle uged group and 2 (28 6%} of the seneacent o[fenders. showed high sfzo;wes.
The nmd px;eference of thle t;ff;a;adm‘ bazed grwpzngwus qlso not Btatlabcullg ‘
gignmcunt'_[-x‘(n =.07, ns] as, 7 '(43.7'3) of the heterosérual offenders and 12 (48.08) of
the homosexual pedophil'ea. deinonat:m&d 1ev'e1§'ot elevation. in the pggchopQUﬁc
dmanca scale 22 (53.6%) of all of the C‘.hlld moleatars in thls sumple showed slévations ’
" in their scores. ne?ar ‘Lhe age d the ot'!ender bazed groupmg [x*(2)=3.19, n= ] nar
 the gexual pmfe:rance of the offendar based gruupmq [X (l] or. ns. ] demonstrated |
.‘ atqhahcollg aigmhcunt dlffmnco wherebg 4 (BO 08) of t.he udolascenta 16 {55.2%) of
Lhe middle ugad. and 2 (28.68) of the aenasoent grohp showed elevations as did :
9 (5622) of t.he heterose:uol pedopl'ules and 13 (52 08) of the homoee::ucll pedoph)les In .
the puranma ‘gcale, neither tho age of the offender bosed g;mupmg x* (2) 62, ns ]
" nar the sexual pre.fmnoe of the otl‘endar based groupmg x? (l) 79, na.) mdxcut.ad |

* This teat {8 not exactly accurate as whut iz pertinent in the MMPI is not the leve! of
the acarea but the prafile displayed by the scatter. :



statistical dﬁfemnms armongst the groups It was found though that. 2 (40.0%) of the
Qt;lelescents. 13 (44.8#) of the middle aged gr.oup and 2 {2863) of u:le enescent

' offenders showeci an eleveuen. as did 8 (50.08} of the hetemserual'.p‘edepmles and 9
(36 OS) of the homosexual pedophlles In the psgccs;hema scale. neither the age of

' the offender based groupmg [X*(2) = 1.77. ns.) nor the sexual preference of the cxffencier
based gmuplng [X (1)=27. ns] demonstruted stat.lshcallg significant d:ﬂ'erences

" umongst the groups. This occured because 3 {60.0%) of the adolescent pedoph:les ‘

16 (S5.2R) of the middle aged group and 2 (28.6%) of .Lhe seneacent gmup had elevations -
in this area, as did 9 (56.28) of the heterosexual offenders and 23.(48.0%) of the _ ‘
homose:x,ﬁai ofl'enders. In the schizoi:hr‘enio. sndle. ' neiﬁler the dge of the offencier-

"“based groupmg X {2) = .06. ns. ] nor the sexual preference of the offender based

grouping [X (1) = ns.} were mgmﬁcont.lgmfferent as 3 (60.0K)of !.he adoleacentz
o F
e o~ .

18 (62 1x) of the mlddle aged group and 4 (57 m) of t.he senescernit offenders

demonstrated elevczted scores in this scale as did 9 (56. 2%) of the heterosexuol
pedopl-ules and 16 (84 08) of. the homosexual offenders. The hypomania scule \eos
found to be stqt:shcollg different for both the age of the offender' bozed groupmg
x*(2) =10 72 p(.OlI and the sexual preference of the offender based grouping

: _-[X (1) 437 p< 05] 'These differences oceured because 5 (1002) of the adolescerit
pedoplrules 7 (24.18) of the m:ddle aged pedophlles and 15 f36 62) of the senescent
| 'pedopmles demonstrated elevated scares in this scale as did 9 (56.3R) of the
:hetemsexua] pedopl‘ules and & (24 ox) of the homosezual pedophiles.

-

“(sew tables 46 and 47).



-

'groupings x%(4) = 6.19. ns.) or the two sexual preference of the offender based

- 19 (65.6R) of the homosexual pedophiles. The Leutinizing Hormone (LH) levels were

" (see tables 48 to 53)

- The fifth area of this study involved the bicchemical or hormonal make-up of
the child molesters. The testosteréne lev;els of the mén in this sample varied, but

were not s.ta'tist_icullg different among either the three age of offender based

_ groupings [X*(2)= 77. ns.). This occured because 7 (100%}of the adolescents, 201(58.8%) -

o _ . __ : . :
of the middle aged men, and 34 (69.4%) of the senescent men had "normal*or

"average” levels of testosterone as did 15 {(75.0%) of the heterosexual pedophiles and

B

-

. also not statistically different among either the three age of offender based °

groupings [Xl(z)_r= 224, na] or the two sexual preference of affender based groupingé

X5(1)=0.00. ns.). These results occured because 7 (100%) of the adolescents, 32 (86.5%)

. o . . i
- of the middle aged men, and 8 (100%) of the senescent men had “narmal” or “average”

levels of LH as did 19 (90.5%) of the heteroserual pedophiles and 28 (90.3%) of the

homosexual pedophiles. The results’of the analysis on the Brllicle Stimulating

Harmone (FSH)} also demonstrated that neither the comparison of the age of the

offender basad gboupin‘g [X"(4) = 1.63, ns.)nar by the sexual preference of the affender

"-based grouping [X*(2)=504. ns} yielded Statisthllg significant differences. This

~occured because 6 (85.78} of the adologéu._nta, 23 (7 Qxl_o{ the middlie aged men and

7 (8?.53) of the senescent men had 'gvérage' or “narmal” levels of FSH as did 18 (84.78) -

of the heterosexual pedophi-lea and 18 (64.3%) of the homosexual peqlopl‘ule:;..

The sixth and final group of ¥ariables in this stﬁdg involved the psychozezual



‘ anqlgSis of three written tests and a battery of dLidio and visudl Penile Tumescence
- -
tests. 'I'he fu‘st of the Lhree written teata in the area of the psgchosexual cusaessment

is t.he Derogatis Sexual Funcuomng Inventorg [DSFI) In this test there waere no
statistically axgmflcunt dlfferencas amongst the sexuql p.refemnc:e of the offender
based gmupmg but. it was found that t.he age of the offendar bm.ed g"noupmg d1ffared

in two areas. The first statistically significant difference wus_notgd in the Sexual

Drive catagory D¢ (2) = 8.09 p<.05] whereby 2 {28 68) of the adolescent pedophiles. ‘

10 (27.08) of the middle aged pedophiles and.5 (62 5%) of the senescent pedobhlles

- ; : -

indicated streng-ths'.(see tables 54 and 55) ‘ T

"I'h'e éeconci written testfln.the psgchose_xual ;atagorg 13 ther Buss Dux:kee :
I-ioatilitg ’In;-r.‘entorg. Ih this tee;t t.herwa were no 3tuu’sti<':c;llg sngfnﬁc‘qnt differences ;n T
the sexual preference of the of!ender bused ‘grouplng but in the age of Lhe o!!ender
based grouping, differences were Iound in thz*ee catugur:ea The catagories mclude
Resentment [x*(2) =6.20 p¢ 03] whar;ebg 6-(85 7%) of the adolescenls 15(40 5‘8) of the

middle aged men ahd 2 [25 02) of t.he senesoent men md:coted hxgh levela af host.xhtg. -

Assault D( (2)=7.18 p< 05] wherebg 5 (71 42) of the adolescents. 8121 68) of the middle

r <,

' qged men, and 2’ (25 OR) of the aenescen!, men mdxcqted hlgh lervels of hoat_nhtg and
Verbal Hoetjhtg [x*(2)=5.99 p¢ 05] wherebg $ (71 4%) of the adoleacents 12 (32 42) of

the middle aged men, and | (12.58) of the seneacent mer indicaled hzgh levels q{ '

L.
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N«itﬂitg. (see Lables 56 andS7)

' The third and fioal *_\vritton psuchosexual test is the Sexual Attitlfde Score. Asfar
as the sexual profarence of the offender based orouping is conoé*ned. stoﬁsuoollg |
significant differences wware found in their attitudes rogurd]ing homoséoolitg )
x*2) = 12% 01]. These differoncos occured because 13_(41'.931 of the homoo&uo} -
pedoph;ﬁea apd donly 1 (48%) of the heteroserual podophiloé indicated a positive |
ottltude towards homosoxuohtg and i (38. lX} of the homosexual pedophiles and -

18 (76_22) of the het.eroscz:uul pedopi‘ules hud a negative attitude towards 1t. -Wxth
xfeqord to t.'he age of U}e o{f_ender based gmuping, 1t wos found that Lhe men were

N Jslto;_igul:colﬁlg 'di}fferﬁe_nt mgo.rdjng their q'ttjtudeo tcrwords Exhibihonjsm o ;f\“ :

1X2(4) 10,69 pc.05) and Voyeurism X(4) = 10,63 pc.05]. These differences were found

' due to the'high n&mb&r of middle oged ;neo waomd.ld?}?dposihvu 'gt:ﬁl;li_aés towards

thoae two oclmphilias while .the rx;o jority of the o'tlimon‘ rn:e'n"'l;)dmuted noouhve or.
' oeutm-l _att_imdes.'.(s::ee Eablefr 58 onoﬁg) | /4
o ‘ fhe é;'ooond gsection of the p3;choaexuol toéts imrolved tdpos and slideo fo'f the‘.

pemlc turnescencc teat. The {irast-series of test's ut.lhzed the slides and wan conducted

' 1
on Uurtg-{we of the men m thig somple Those test= did not md:cote statistically

axgmf:cant dxfferences cunongat the oompomaons of either the age of oﬂendd'"_ LD
‘ ‘q“’ I
M gmupmg or U}e sexuol preﬁe@enoo of offender bosedygrouping. (see tables 60 and 81}
K - . . Y ) L ) . B 7 : . . i
Fe follbw@ng figure indicates .U{o levals of statistical significance which wnre found

Y by the anolgsia.'
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FIGURE]
Levels of Si icance of Penile Turnescence Slides -

) SLIDE " AGE GROUP SEXUAL PREFERENCE

OF. OFFENDERS OF OFFENDERS
Adolescent Fernale | x%(2)=0.99, na. [X*(1) = 1.13,'ns
Female Child — X*2)=153, nal [X*1)=1.76, nal
IMale Chiild (11) {X*(2) =001, ns.) [X%(1) =038, ns.}
Adoiescent Male " [X*2)=049, ns] (X*(1)=0.00, ns.]
Male Child {7-8) [X*(2)=2.96. ns.] x*1)=000..n3)
Adult Female . . X*(2)=1.53, ns.] . X*(1) =031, nsl
Adult Male (X*@2)=1.75, ns] [X*{1)=0.00, nz)

Female Child {4-5)

%

[X*{2)5050. ns.]

X*(1)= 031, ns.)

*y

. .ln thé heternsexlﬁql' p,od&pl';ilicltope_s only t-.wen.tl.g fivé of thé men i.no'vth-js éa:ﬂplé
were tested This test did not differentiat between t_he sexual preference of offender
. groupmg but stat;stflc’x-ﬂlg slg‘nu" “ant &ffer;noe:s wera f;und in the age of
) offender based grouping for the urcusal 3?0.]36‘8 of the child xmtiated Acls, phgsical

~ coercion, and sqdmm The followmg ngure md:oates the levels of stabstxcal

k.:




x .lncoat BupTess
- 'Pedophile Index - arouse
- Pedophile Index - supress - -

.

LEVELS OF SIGNIFICATICE OF PENILE

C EDOPHILE, TAPES
AGE GROUP SEXUAL PREFERENCE
QF OFFENDER QLQEEHIDER

Child Initiates - arouse
Child Initiates - supress
Child Mutual - arouse
Child Mutual - supress

DNon-physical Coercion - arcuse .

TIlon-physical Coercion - supress
Physical Coercion - arcuse
Physical Coercion - supresa

. Sadism - arcuse

Sadism - supress

~ Assault - arouse

Assqult - supress ]
Adult Mutual (hetero) - arouse

Adult Mutual (hetero) - supress

Incesh arouse

Assault Index - arouse -

| Assault Index ~supress

Ry v ' [N

o qctuntg {60 tables 62.and 63]

DA (2) =727 p.0s]
[X*(2)=2.84, ns.]
[X*(2) =326, ns.]

. [X*(2) =284, ns.)

[X?(2) =165, na.]

[(X2(2) =326, ns]

[X*{2) = 7.27 p<.05]

[X%(2) =328, ns.)

[X%(2) = 7.27 p<.05)
[X%(2) =250, ns]

*[X*(2)=322, nal
[X*(2)=192,ns)
' [X2(2)-; 264, ns.] -

- X*2)=284: ns) - - -
- [X*(2)=0.20, ns.]
. X*2) =165, ha]'
X*2)=243. ns]

[x‘(z) 0.76. ns]

[X*(2) =165, ns.] f‘

[X (2) 230 ns]

. 4

[%%(1) = 6.00, ns.}

- [X(1, =007, ns.]

X*(1} =6.003 ns.)
(x*(1) = 0.07, nz.]
DA(1)=0.18, ns.)

BX*(1)=0.00, ns.)

£xX*(1) = 0.003 ns.}
[X*(1) = 0.00, ns.)
X*(1) =0.003 ns.]
[X*(1)=0.00, ns.]

(x*(1)=032, ns.}’
[X*(1) =000, nal) .
X*(1) =209, ns]
~[X3(1)=0.00, nsl .

[x2(1)=095 ns) - R

D) = 203, s}

¢ (1)=000, ps), - -
- XM =0 gns]

7

~ The a'tatisucong different results of the three tapea occured because all 3 {100%)of the :

mzm 0.00, ns.]

(1) . 001 ns ]

- lf udolescents and 13 (76 5%) of the middle qged group revealed !'ugh levels of arousm

wh:le onlg 1 (20 OR) of the senescant group was aroused bg these methods of sexual

The fmql se’t. of tests which were conducted on 28 of Lhe 92 pedophales in the ) -



<

sqrﬁple consisted of the homosexual pedophile penile turmescence audio tapes. Io

statistically significant differences were found among either the age of the offender

based grouping or the gexual préf,erence of the offerider Sased-mupigg.

(see tables 64 and 65). The following figure indicates the levels of statistical

significance which were found in this analysis. -

FIGURES

LEVELS OF SIGNIFICANCE OF PENILE

. Child Initiates - arcuse
Child Initiates - supress .
. Child Mutual - arcuse

‘Child Mutual - supress . ‘ o L4

non-phgmcal Coercion - arouse .
. Ton-physical Coemon ‘supress -

* Physical Coer: - arouse ‘
Physical Coercion ~ supress
Sadisrh - apouse. "

Sadism - supress b _ ,
Agsaull - arouse -
. Assault - supress o
‘ Aclult Mutual (hetero) arouse

. ..Adult Mutual (Hetero) - supress :

_ Adult Mutual (homo) - arouse
Adult Mutual (homo) - supresas

_-Incest - arouse L

" Incest ~ supress ‘ : }
Pedofhile Index - arouse" '
Pedophile Index - supress
Assault Index - arouse

- Assault Index - supres

AGE GROUPS

X*(2)=155, na)

[X*(2)=0.75. ns.]
X*(2) = 5.95. nsa.)
(X%(2)= 075, na.l

1X%(2)=4.04, ns.)

[X*(2)=1.13, ns.}
[X*(2)=0.89, ns]
[X*(2) = 0.89, n=.)

- [X%(2)=152, ns.)
- X*(2)=0.89, ps.]
S X*2)=4.11, nsl]
- X*(2)= 151, ns))

[X*(2)=1.73, ns.l.
X*(2)=2.84. ns.)
(X2(2)=152, ng.}s
[X%(2)=1.04, nz] ~

[X?(2)= 1.30, ns) -
-[X*(2)= 181, nsl
O IX*2) = 0.33, ns]
. IX*(2)=0.79, n=)

(2y=1.34, nsl]

-[X*(2)=0.81, nal

SEXUAL PREFERENCE

(x%(1}=0.00, ns.)
x*{1)=0.00. ns.}

" [X%(1)=0.00, ns.}

[X*(1)=0.00, ns.]
{X*(1)=0.00, ns.

. [X*(1)=0.001 ns.]

(X*(1)=000, s}l
{X*(1) =0.00, na.]
[X*(1)'=0.00, ns.]

[X*(1)=000, ns) - -

[(X3(1)=001, ns.). .
IX*(1) =002, ns.}
(1) = 0.00, ns.}
[X*{1)=0.02. ns.]
[X*(1) = 0.00, ns.]
DX3(1) = 0.00. ns.)
(X*(1)=000, ns.} -
1X*(1)=0.00, na.]
(X*(1}=007. ns)
{X*1)=000, na.l’

x“(1)=0486,
[x*(1)=0.00.
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mm;u studies ﬁave been conducted smce the'pioneel;‘s such as Kru}R—Ebinﬁ.
Glueck and Mohr originally investigated the 1e§o17.' social and cliniool‘im-plig:_ationa of
padopt{ma.' Since Mohr, Turner and Jerry's 1964 study of this phenémencn. all |
mbs‘oqueﬁtl studies have indicated thu£ podophile;a do not _ccmbtii:ute one

. o . #
lhomog‘eneous group. but three distinct groups of homosexual, ﬁetsroséxual and

an S : ‘ 1
biaexual pedophiles. 'l'he research has also indicated that there exists a trimodal. -

.distribution of agee in which this sexual devmhon ariges. Ttus qllowed resem‘chers

to speak of adolescent, middle aged and senescent podop}ulea Fxnollg ﬁ:hr

-dxscovered that the three groupxngs were mter—reloted wherebg the senescent

podophil_e tended to be het&mol in their orientotion, the middle aged pedopmlgs

tended to be homoserual in theu" onentat.lon and the adolesr'ent pedophxles tended -

" tobe bi-sexual in their onent.ouon Thxs studg o{ pedophms treated at the Farensic
-Chmc of the Rogul Ottqv;'o. Hospltol though has shown results which have differed

from theas prwxoms studies. It has shown t.hqt pedoph.lles do not mmpnse distinct '
"

_disoerngble groups.
This atudy divided the pedophiles first intéthe two groups of homosexual and .
. APLEE AR
Jheleréaexugl pedopmles and then into the three groups of ‘adolescent, middle aged

cmd senescent pedopthes in ?‘m attempt to ascertain whather ar not the pedop}ules '

‘ who were sent to the Forensic Umt of the Rogul Ottawd Hoapxtal consututed mare

. ] Cd
than one grwp %tho basis of uo:ud‘l preference and age. It wtilized mung of the




same variables as thoge.used by Mohr et.-al..(1984). as well as psychiatric,

biochemical. and psgchosezgal variables to make this determination. The variables
. _ . , ‘ .

which #ere used in this study include the following:- Co

{1) Chiaracteristics of the.Offence:
(a) ihe sex of the victim
\(b) The age of the victim
_ {c) The victim's relationship to the accused
(d) The amount of v:_olenoe used k o

-

{2) Secial and Demogrophic Chomcterlstics of the o[fender
- (a) The occupation of the pedophiles
. (b) The employment status of the pedophjles —
~ ‘ (c) The education levels of the pedophiles ; ﬂ B ' !
e (d} The rpm ltol status of the pedophiles - ' -
{e) The nal of dependent children of the pedopmles
- {f) Thedge ol Lhe pedophiles’

atric Assessment of the Pedophile
e patient atatus at the time of admission -
” b] The psychiatrist's perception of the level of dangerousness
~c) The offender's mental state at the time of affence
_(d) The psychiatric illnesses of the pedophiles
(e) The liklinesa of the offence to re-occur
(f} The lack of guilt or remorse

(4) The Psychological Assessment of the Pedophile S
(a) The Wechsler Adult Intelligence Test (WAIS - R)u&? o
(b) The-Wide Range Achievemaent Teat (WRAT} . o ) -

pesota Multiphasic Personality Inventorg (mmnp1)

(5) The Bi ical Asseqamopt of the Offender .

o terone . . ' .

_ = . e-stimulating Hormone [FSH)

N (Y § R einizing Hormone (LH)

“(6) The P;slgchoeexuol Assesesment of the Offender . )

{a) Penile Tumescence Test - slidesand audxo tapes e

- . (b) Derogatis Sexual Functioning Inventory (DSI"IJ
(c) Buss Durkes Hoat.ihtg Inventary >
{d) The Sexual Attitude Score .



> -
)

The Chi Square test of statistical significance was used to determine if

differences occured amongst the vunous groups of pedophiles. This test indicated

statistically significant differences in only a small number of the \:qrigbles which

‘were used. Az such, these results will be discussed first.

. wcm found that: 1) the zex' of the molested utr::d

-~

[

When the sexual preference of the offander based grouping qurcongiaered. it

_and

@

2) anxiéty neurosis.
3) the Hypomania Scale of the MMPI.
4) their utti;udeg _clboufhomosexuolltg,in the Sexual Attitude Scale

would dﬂfex;en‘t.iq_te between homosexual and heterosezual pedophilia. According to

8

‘these varisbles, hc;terosexudl peddphlle_s molested little giris, suffered from anxiety

' neurosis more often than homosexual pedopl‘ules tended to dwe]l upon their

- allments more than homosexual pedophilea and hada negah\y;thtude towards

homosexuohtg while the hon‘xosaxuql pedophlles molested litle bogs did not suffer

[rom anxiety neuroais, did no_t dwell on thelr ailments and had a more positive
- R . . y . . . 1 '

»
.

attitude towgrds Homésqnialiig., .

When the age of the offender boaeud“gr‘c:lupinc'_'; was conqidered.r it was found -

that:

.l)thaocmpatlonso(thepodopmlea - , o EEEA

2) the employment atatus of the pedophiles, = - °

3) the-spelling variable of the Wide Range Achievement Test,
.4) the "Drive" subtest of the Derogatis Sexual Punctioning lnventcrg,_
5) the “Affect” ' subtest of the Derogatis Sexucll Functioning Invenb:rg,
8)the 'Reaentment scale of the Buss Durkes Hostility Inventory.
© 7)the~Assault” scale of the Busa Durkee Hostility Inventory,
~ 8)the Verbal Hostility" scale of the Buss Dm'kee Hoabhtg lnvenhrg.
~*Q) the *Exhibitionism" scale of the Sexual Attﬂ.ude Beore,
.10} the “Voyeurism” & of the Sexual Attitude Score
'11) the child initiate-

. phystcal coércton-arousednd .
sadism-arouse heterosexual podopl’uhc tqpeq of the Pemle '
'[‘umeegence 'l‘est ‘ A )

Fa ) - " s <

" would differentmtg_be_tween the three age groups. |

-

-
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Accarding to these variables, the adolescent pedophiles werse more iikalt_:] to be
" © . .either studeakiHed workers, ar unemployed. average in their speiling
abilitiés. daficient in their.sexual drive, deficient in their affect, resentful,
. asscmlhve verbculg hoahle have negatwe uttltudea towards exhxbxuomsm hove

neu’t.ml or negahve attitudses towmﬂs ‘voyeurism ond be h1ghlu c:Lroused to

]

heteroeezuol pedophxho The middle aged pedophiles wm‘ked in alt types of
oocupohons und ahowed equal numb-ers of unemploged part-hme and full-tirne

S workera 'I‘he ma _}ontg of them were below average in theu- spellmg abilities, sl.mng

| in t.heu‘ sexual drnre deficient in their affect. not rasentful not assaultive. not

-

' verbo.lhj hoshle tended to have posxhve attitudes towards exhibnbomsm qnd

vogeurxsm and mdxcuted high levels of sexuol arousal tp hetemsaxuol pedophxha

The senescent. pedophil'es worked in qdministmtwe'. clmcu.l. 5lu'llcd and
-

: serm skxlled occupctxons and wene emploged full hme theg wera either cwemge or

' above average in thmr spelling ability, wem dancxent in theu* sexual dnva atmng

ii their al'fect not resentful, not azsuultive. not varball_g hM negqtjve o

4

ottitﬁdes torwcmis ezhibit.ionism and voyeuriam, and were not sexually arouaed to

L

hetemsexuol pedophxhq S , R g ) }
& ' S '
\;74 - As fcu" as the ot.har variables in thls smdg.ore concerned lhough they did not '
F\! ’ -

'show ung atahshcallg sxqmﬁcont cliffemnoes between the gmups theg tended to '

.t mdlcqte specml chamctenahce for-the groups. 'I’he adolescanhs Ior example prefered

X ﬁemole vxctsms who were between np dten gears af age. pmfered to molest .

at:magera or good fnendz und were not vxolen.b W1U1 ragur*d to the mul ond’

-
o~

K > ' S o
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- uthtudea towards homosuuahtg homosexuol pedophxlm tmnsmtxsm qnd o

demog_ruphic characteristics of the offander. they had a high schocl education and

- ‘were single with no c:l_jﬁldren. Their pégchiutrii: qsse;ameﬁt inciidated the majority -

P

~of therm had cm odtput.ient status, \krer'e not dangemué. werse not influenced by either

druga or oloohol chql not su.t'fer from mentul chsorders were not likely to re-offend
cmd felt some. degree of guilt ar remorse. I'heir psgmologxcul qssessment revealed

them to be of lcrw or below average lavel of mtelhgence as was lndlmted bg t.he o

_r‘esul_t's of the WAJS—R. average in their reading and math abilitiés as was indicated
“ bg the results of the WRAT-R and to have had significant levels of a Psgthopdthjc
deviant personqlif.u as was indicated by the MMPI. Their b_iochem.icql‘asssessr.pent

re'mled the ma jarity of them to have 'overqg'e o "narmal” levels of testoatea;one. FSH

and LH The DSFI of the psgchosezuol assega.me%t mdmated theg weare def:cmnt in -
-

their saxual mformahon sexucd expenenc.e sexuql utbtudes symptoms, gender

role_ident.itu. fantasu. bodg image and sqt.ischtion. The Buss Durkee Hostilitg

| Inventqr'g 'indiouted t_heg had high lwéls of hdstili,tg in all areas &xcept irritability .

and t.he Sexucu Athtude Scom mdmated that the ma Jontg of tham had: negatwe

-

sod;sm and masochism The slides cmd the heteroaexual tapea o.t‘ the pemle :

- tumeuoonce test rovouled an oquul dmtnbuhm of those who were cn‘oused as those

-

who were not cu‘oused 'I'ha homoaexuul topes though rerveqled more‘ﬁdoleecents

- who were urmad thun those who were nort aroused. 'I‘he mdexea of the hetcroaezuul

'-.v-

tupes reveq]ed lorw lovéis of arousol for the adoleacemts whxle the homoaexucd tapea (\

rc\roqled. higlquvela of c:rmzsul for both the arcuse cmd tmprm c_ommcmda.
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The middle age}d pedophiles tended to préfer male'victims wﬁd were between
five at;d fifteen geors of age, preferred to molest casual oecpamntmces and" were
"bﬁen vmlent With regqrd to their social and demogrqpl‘uc charqctmstlce their
" educational acl-uevememts rcmged from no eduouhon toa gmduute degree the
ma Jomtg of them were. or had been mcn"rled and were chxldless 'l'helr psuctuah*xc
assessment mchcated theg were generullg outpahe-nts qnd were not considered
: <
dangerws 'I'he ma jorltg were not influenced by either alcohol or drugs did not
| auffer from mental 111nesses were likely to re—oft'end o.nd felt some degree of gullt or
remorse. 'I'hédr pagc_hological agseasment reVeulegi the intelligence lenrels of thetm
"ranged from mental retardation toa supencr level of intelligence as qumdlccxted -
- T . -

by the WAIG-R. a d 6y were average in their reading and ’mﬁth abilities as was - -

md:cuted by tho WRAT—R The mmpl revealed the ma jority shcwed mgmf :cqnt lavels :

in the depresmon pﬂgchopatl'uc deviance. pauchqsthema and schlzophrema scales
'I'hmr b‘lOCth‘I.GCI] asseasment rwoaled thcg had average or normul le'vels of

teiﬂ.oeterone. FSH and LH. The DSFI of their psychosexual assessment inc_lioated they .
. " 1 - a - . B . -

were deficient iﬁ-their sexucﬂ information, serﬁul uxpenence saxucﬂ ut‘tjtudoa._

"sumptoms gender role identity, fcmtcu;u bodu imacge and sahsfachon T’he Buss

- Durkoe Hoshhtg lnvantorg indicated lhe‘g were 1nd1rectlg hostxle susplcwlm and hcui
Ieehngs of gullt The Sexual Attitude Soore mdxcatéjl theg hud nogatWe attitudes

'towar-ds homoaaruuhtg heterosezuol pedcrpl-ulm homoaexual pedophll:a feiz;shea

&

-transveetxsm frottmn'lsm and Badlsm cﬁxd masockusm 'I'he pemlo tumescanoe

i +

tests mmcuted}'ughlmlaofarmwul{cr onlg thomale cl'uld shdeundallof\tw "
P
< | ’ . ra“
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heterosexual and homosexual pq&op}ﬁlic tapes The-indexes‘t;f tﬁe heterdseﬁ;al )
pedophilic tapee lndxcatod low levels of arousal and those of the homoséxual —'
| pedopi;ilic tapes indicﬁted high l;vel‘s‘of m*msol for both the arouss and supress
‘ind.czoé. . T | . - o
Y
Wxth regard to the senescent pedopl'ules it vras found that the majority tended
 to prnfe:r mo.le wctxma between five and ten years of qgu theg prel'm'ed to molest
cc_lsual acquaintqnces cmd were not violent. The social and demogmphic‘ |
chu}*octeriéticx of the cffender indicated the ma jori{g‘ had.obtoined mﬁe .high.schoo.l
_ education, had been miarried at sore time in their lives and had at least one thild.
A .Th‘eir 'pagclﬁotric Q.s'-sesa;'ne‘nt indi(::&ted they were ger;ei-ullg djtpatienta and were -
not considered to be dangerous. They were riot influenced by either drugs or alcohol. |
did ﬁoi generally suffer from montal illnesses, were likely to mQ&rend and reit some “
' dogresdr guilt or remarse. Their psychological ussesé.xhe_nt revealed they had an’
| cm&zgé or high cvemge level of intauigen.ce‘as was indicated by the WAIS-R, and | /
w.ené at"'_ie'q"gt average m their math a.bilitiés and average or below a;gruge in their-
reading abilities ax was indicated by the wn‘ér-n.‘ fh?_remnt; of the MMPI indicated
- _ non-‘é'r‘iqnificu;xtlevels‘fm:the ma _ioritu of th'e menm all the scales. T-heir.*
-blochcmxcul assessment revealed cweroga or: normcu hormone levels ql‘
o iestosterone FSH cmd LH 'I'he DSFI in, theu' pagchosexual ossesament indicated |
' c dehmt;ncnea in t.heir- sexual information, sexual axparwnce sexuol a!,htudes

ptoms gender role xdenutg faqmsg bodg 1mqge ond saha[achon gnd the Buss

Durkue Houhhtg lnvnntm'g rmmuled overuge ar *'nrmul lmla o[ hoauhtg in all :



scales. The Sexual Attit;xde Score indicated negative attitudes towur&s-
homosexuality, heterosexual pedophilia, homosexual pedoptﬁiio; fetishes,
‘ wgshsm. ‘and sadis‘m and r;iasochism. The penile t_.umeék:en&a ;lides indicated
: an equal number of both high qnd.l.orw“levlela of arcusal. The hetdroéexﬁql pedophilic
‘- taées indicated low levelsof amu.;.oi for the 'n'_;u joritg of the men‘inall tupes
excludmg sadism - supreas uasault |supress cxdult mutual (hetero) zuppress and
arouse, .cmddncest supress and umt;se The homosaxucu pedop!-uhc tupes revealed a:
. wide mnge if levels dl\arousal m;})d the i‘nd_eies for both the heterosexial and
hom'.os'exuui sqﬂeé indicated lﬁw lévela of arougal.
A= far a= U‘m sexual prefuronce o[ltlj.m off;lndcr. buaed g:‘;ﬁx‘xping iz concerned, the .
'hetemé@m peddpmles_p;;eferrw;d to molest casual d(;quu.intance; bet\ée_én 1' ive .aﬁd
' tengeors of age. They we;-e tgpicallg non'\‘r.i‘olehlt. The social and demograp'l'xic .
chnn‘x@t%r'lsbcs of the oifendar mdmuted Lheg wo:-ked inall tgpes of oompohons and

theg tended to be either unemploged or workmg part-time. Their educaticnal .
A

z

»qcl'uavements mngad from no education to a gmduute degme There wds an equal
number of married podophiles as unmurned ped_ophilea.ond the number of
) ciépénd;ant chlldren mngeci fpén_m zero to four ch.\ldrpn "I‘h'gi:; psuchiat.‘rid_a;seéament '
< indioﬁtéd thegwam generally (mtpdti_e.nts‘ cmd were not conaidered to be danm, .
s rheg“were not influenced by sither druiga o alcohol éu'md did not mirfer from mental
illnesses. ‘I‘heg were hkelg tore-affand ond they tended to have Ioelmgs ol gullt or

remorsge. Their pswchologxcuf qssessment reveoled a shght ma Jontu ol' ihe men were

: balow-Uiq mgo l_e'vvel of intulligenco as'was indicated by the WMS-R test, thgrg .

—

. . . }
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. had ovér‘ﬁdé or “narmal” levels of testosterone, FSH and LH. Their psgchbsexual.

B
1

tended to be average or above average in their reading. spelling and math abilities

as was indicated by the WRAT-R and the ma jority indicated significant levels in the

'psudhépathic scale. the psychasthenia scale. the schizophrenia scale and the

A

' hgi:binaniu scale of the MMPI. Their h)lochemlcal assessment indicated these men

\“ .

4]
4

* assessment revealed they had deficiencies in their sexual functioning as was

indiécted by the DSFL. These includ_ed cieﬁcienciea in seiuul'iiiformnﬁon. sexual

ALY

experiance, sexual dnve sexual attitudes, sgmptoms affects, gendeirole 1danhtg.

fant.osu bodu image and sahsfachon Mhe ragu.lts of the Buss Dur‘kee Hosuhtg

m

_-lnventcrg 1nd4cated the ma Jorntg of these men were :nd.u‘ect.lg hoahle 3uap1c10ws

. -and guilt r1dden and the Sexual At’t.ltude Score mchcated Lheg had negahve othtudes .

tow-arda heterosexual and homosexual pedophllm fehahea Uunmshsm

. exhibitioniam, voysurisi, and sadmm and masoc}usx‘nl. I'he pamle tumescence

_siid_es indjouted a i.endené:g far them to be arcused by imuges‘dfl u&olescetit females,

-

and fermale cl'u!dren whlla the tapes mdlcuted a tendencu for them to be oroused bu

all of the homosexual and he\.goeczuol pedopmnc t,apea The indexes of the

e {r‘

: . ‘ ;
heleroeexuol pedopmlrc tapea reveqled low lavels o! orousal while hlgh levels of \_/ :

©* arousal were mdxcated in ’Lhe pesloph:le mdezz of the homosexuol tapes

"%

As far as the homosexual pedophjlea are concernad 'Lhe data reveqled a '_

p-efmnoe fcr them to no/nviolentlg molest ousual acquaintcm‘ces between five and *

22

‘ m’teen ueara of qg'e The social cmd denogmplm. cseessmentof the offenders & J '

-~'1ndscqted theae men worked in ail !.gpea of oom;pahcma und tcndad to bu emplogod an
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s Lho homosc:mol podoplﬂhc nonphgmcul com*don-supnma azsault-arouse and

often as they were unemplmjed. The e-duoat.icmal achievements of these ;ieddphiles
also indicated a r-cmge of Imls from no eduacation to umvarmtg groduates ond the

ma_;ontg of thern were not marmed and de not hqve cl‘uldren Theu' psgc}uutnc

| qsamment revaoled theg had.an outpabent stutua cmd wcru nol com:dmd

dangarous Theg w‘ere not mﬂuenced bu alcohol ar druqs and dxd not auff er [rom .

3
.

illnezm. These men were _likelg to recidivate cmd t.hug also tended to fgnl

sorple gullt or mmorse Theu‘ psgthologlcol ossessmenl reveoled the ma jor:.tg of
: .thern were qt least of o.vmge 1ntellxgenee as was indicated b!_.[ the WAJS R. The

-' WRAT—R revealed they wereq av'emqe in their modjng gbiliues and average or bg!ow

average in their apelling and math abilities. The MMPI revealed the majarity of

"them indicated significant Imrelés_ in their personality of psuéhdpotruc deviance and
schizophrenia. Iheir'bioche{nicul'_cééevésmerit indicq,tea mw'had average or

“normal” levels of testosterone, FSH and LH. Their psuchosexual imseasfpent revealed
R . . ) ‘ T Q'

. they were deficient in their se_iuol functioning @Wm shoyh in‘_'the mmem

deficiencies included, seruai im’ormgtion ‘sexual'estperier;ce.{sexuol dttitudbs.

v

.Bg!nptoma cfchh! gpndorrolu 1denbtg fant.cusg body unuge and acha.[achon 'I‘hoi

i
-Busa Durkee H hlxtg Invent.orv revealed t_hese men ware varballu hosUle suaplclous

and gmlt ndden hxle the Sexual Atutudu Sccre rwuql'ed therq hctd negnhw otutudcs
. ® S

“Lowcxrds hetemaexual and homosamul pedophxliq Iehshes tmnmres‘t.iam

R

fmtteunam cmd sod.lsm cmd mcusoc}uam In lhe Panilo 'Iumeaooncv lna!.n thog

-

' & N . N ) -
mdxcaled hlgh levelsd arouzml for tha mule child sl déc{fmd all of the Lapee uduqu

v -

2\

o . . . . N . .
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supress, adult mutual (hetero) - gupress, adult mutual (homo) - supress. and
inc:ast-me.

' :I'hé findings; of this study did not always agree with the findings of previoa.xgz'\ )

r‘eseorch. Since 1964, ﬂue vast ma jcritg of clinical research conducted on pedophiles
* has followed the outline of the studg conducted by mohr 'mrner and Jerrg The

study conducted at the Rogol Ottawa Hospltal utilized mong of those same variables

\

as well as an additional number of vurmbles which have been utilized by the
rasecu‘c_hers in the forensi'c unit. Pre‘vims research has indicateci that the male
victims tended to be older than the female victims. While male victims commonly
fell in. the age gro!.ip 11-15 gem'a; old, female victims tended to fall .into the age group
8 -_:'_1 i .gears old. 'I'ﬁie age of the victims thug com_zﬁtuted s | distinguish{ng feqmn; of
different groups of pedopl‘ulea In ﬂﬁs study, thiz was not found to‘bo fl;io ccwo
" Though male victims, on the cnferdge te’l:ldéﬂ tobe o]dqr thar; the females the female
 victims were concentrated in the age group 6 - 10 years old while the mdlé wctlmja
were fousd concentrated in the 6 - 10years old age group as well as the 11 - 15 years
olc;.t age grrmp; . - ]

lPrevious ressarch has also ind;'cated tﬁat tﬁe offendm; iz moat oﬂeﬁ a good
fr‘iendl of tﬁe victim or the victim's family. moty* (1964) found this to be oapogiollg'
tru\e for the heterosexual ophiles but not fqr the ht;ﬁxogexual pedophiles. Tﬁia was
not the case in this samjle as the vast md jority of all victima were only cdsual

acquuintanées of their melesters and fione of the heterosexual pedophiles molested

children who were well known tothem. -

L “
‘ P R S T -
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- ettt - ' .
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Wwith regm-;l to the marital status of -lthe pedoph‘ﬂes Tohr et. al (1%4] found‘
that the ma Jontg of pedophiles marry at some atcxge in theu- lwea although the'g
tend to marry luter than the general populatlon deYoung (1982] found that 798 of the
pedophiles in hur aqmple were alzo married. -The pedophiloa in t_he Royal Ottawa
Hoapitoll sample did not tend to be marr;ad: only 4098 had beén mqrned ﬁt one time in
their lives. | T

With regard to parenthood among the pedoph:hc populahon deYoung (1982)
Iound that 58K of the pedophiles in her sample had at least one child and Mohr et. al.
(1964)Teparted that mare than two thirds of the morned pedophiles in their sample

had children with an average of two to three children per subject. The research has

- also indicated that more heterosaxuul pedophiles thun homossexual

children. Thé results of the data collected at the Royal Cttawa .Haspitufindi te that
only 40% of the pedophiles who were m&ried had children, and only slightiy mare
péterc;éexuul than homosexual pedophiles were parents. |
Research has inciiouted that the use of violén_ee is rare among pedophiles.

According to Bancroft (1883) the vast majority of molestations are not violent and in

' many cdsges the child not only consents, but appears to enjoy the experience. Geiger”™

| {1979) stated that because the child moleater may feel like a child himself x}hgm_ in
the wésence of ddu]ts. and perh;;j more like an adult when involved ﬁth a childs,
children are nonthreatening ob Jecta to hn'n and he therefore doss not usually harm
or thr‘eaten them. Sadoff (1975] atated ihat pedopl‘ulea are typically nonviolent in

thmr moloatahon of chxldren a statement. supported by Kopp (1%2) who added that

P N



, Wdop;ﬁles are no threat tothe phl,;sic.ul safety of children. Kroth (1970) in his
analysis of 24 cases of p?dophiliu found that onltj 2{83%) of the men in qua-atiUn used
phuysical force in gaining their victim's cooperation. Groth et. al. (1977 repgiqted
though that 15% of the incqrccratéd podopl'lile:e in his sample used some dggreo of

_ vi.olenogl. This was studied by Christie et. al. (1978} who reperted thAt 582 of
incarcerated sex offenders against children used excessive force. Marshall and
Christie (1981) who studied pedophiles in the Kingstoﬁ Penitentiary dis'cover;d that f;

T9% of their sample either physically in jured their victim or verbally threatened to

L]

I
I
i

e . doso. Mathis {1972) and Freund et. al. (1882) state that acts of violence tend to appear |

e more frequently mon§ the homosexual p'&dopmlea which tl';rg say results from thei;lr-':
gre?‘;ter degree of immaturity. The information coltected on 51.of the pedophiles in ;‘l
the Rogal Ottawa Hospital sample indicated 2 (3.9%) used an eitr;eéé;ve amount of .
violence, 3 (592) used a moderate amcnmtof violence. 4 (7.8%) used some degree of
vi;lence and 42 (82 .4.13.) di& r:ot use any viclence ;Jgainst their victims. The
hoﬁoémdl éedopml-es were only slightly more violent than the heterosexual -

| pedophiles. S ' i

Previous stud-ies indicate that the intelligence levels of pedophiles are
essentially those of the general popmluz.ion w1th a alight tendent;‘.'g t.o the lower end of
the acale. Thiz.was substantiated by Mokhr et. al. {1964) who found that 85% of the 55
pedophiles who were tested in uaeir'rm;mic clinic atudy fell into thia range. Of the 80
men tested by Bryant (iQBZ) 12# V{erel'fe_eble minded. 328 w;m be.l_cfw the average

level of intelligence and 54K were in the average or above average levels of



L
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intelligence. Peters (1670} found in his studg ‘of 224 probationed adult sex offenders : "
the mean IQ of the pedophiles (94.5) to be lower than that of the other zex offenders
. whose mean IG was 97. Gebhard et. al, (1965) described their pedophilic populationas ;.

uneducated and zsimple minded. Mohr et. al. (1964) stated tha;. no obvious difference
could be discerned betwesn the heterosexual and the homosezual pedophiles. The v
men in the Rogal Cttawa Hospital smfle indicated an even distribution of those

" with a below average level of intelligence as those with an average or above average
level of intelligence. v

These different results may be due to shartcomings in the data which was used

" in this study. The data on the subjecta was collected f&resem*ch purposes by each

| atteﬂ&jnq psuchilatm'st. Not all of the doctors however. appeared to have £he same  *
enthusiasm. A= such this Iwft room for selected areas to be.complelted and otﬁer
areas to be left incomplete. ;I’he accuracy of the demographic information whxch was
collected and of the psychosexual testa which were conducted may also be questioned.
Sub jects who are referred by the courts may nét always give factual responges

. becauss they might wgﬁt to avoid uppoun’n§ dé\;iont. The fact that the somi:le
consi:ted of only 52 men ﬁmg be an additional influencing factar in the results. The
l;ill.'ldit"lgu mcnj havea been different w.it.h a lrmgﬁr sample. A further influencing factar
i; the sample studied. The men in this sumﬁ_le were those who were referred t;o the _ »‘
Parensic Unit of the Rogal Ottawa Hospital, An.hough Mohr et. al. (1964) gtudied a
similﬁr type of sample. there arises the poséibilitd 'tﬁat l?'ot.h samples wara not
rup‘eaéntfitiw of pedophiles in general. The rezults of two studies Lherefm may

[



have been different. If the pedophiles studied were convicted offenders. the resuits

could again ho different from the results obtained in a study of pedophiles referred to-

a farensic unit for assessment and/or treatment. It may be intgréstinq to note that

this sample of pedophiles was ccmpdsed of ?.hirtg—one hormoaexual and twenty-one -

heteroexual pedophiles. According to the literature, findings ofa two-to—on; ratio of

heierosexual to homosexual pedophiles have been d_oc::lurnented. Four possibilities
.arise whic.h may explain this difference. First. there is the possibility th.qt |

‘ o < .

homosexual pedophiles are still thougpt/{o be more deviur:t and are therefore more

oft;n referred to the Forensic Unit for assessment than hete'roéax'ual pedophiles.

Second, there iz the possibility tho.t the homosaexuqgl pedopl‘ules demonstrat:ed more

vxolence agcung their victims and thera{ore had more referrals. 'I'hlrd thereis the

poaaibilit'g that homosexual 'pedophilea were simplg discovered and‘churged more

often, and fourth. tharé is‘: the pessibility that there c:r‘a more homoaexiial thah

heterosexual pedophiles in the city of Gttawa. Finally, there is the problem of the‘

classmcuhon of the pedophiles in the Forensic Unit. The pedophiles in this sample
were cluamhod according to their chc:rge (when they were charged) or by the

disclosure of their sexual deviation to their psgchiatrist., usually on the basis of one

incident. It is not always possible to determine though, whether the subject isa

homosexual or a heterosexual pedophile based on one incident. If the pattern of their

- podopl‘uhc history had been estabhahed the classification may hcrvo boefn different.

‘ mohr et. al. (1964) collected his owri data and was able to collect information that

pcrmittod himn tomake a more accurate clhsaiﬁcntiorn.



S
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-

. Despite these possible shortcomings, ‘the findings of this study indicate that the

sexual preference of the offender based grou,i{pings and the age of offender based l

- groupings did not reveal statistically sigm‘f_"icant differences which would reaLﬂt in

B

distinct discernable groups. A final poesibility is that the nature of pedophilia is
: EEE

1
i

ch‘fmging and ihut this study is indicating the direction of the bh_ange.

!
{ ’ \
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TABLE 1
N ; ﬂg__e_ and Sexual meeren-ce of Offender
: - . . . ‘f‘
‘ Ag‘e of Offender.

Sexuaql Preference ' 0-19 20-49 50-75 Total
'Heterosexual Pedophile 4 (S7.1%) 12(324%) 5 (6258%) 21 (40.4%)
Homosexual Pedophile 3 (42.98) 25(6768) 3 (375%) 31 (59.6%)

S , 7 (1008) 37 (100R) 8 (100%) 52 (100R)
Total ' O(138%) . (71.2R) {15.3%)

<



Sex of Victim

Male

_Female L

Total

Sex of Victim -

Male
Female

Total

=100~

Age of Offender
0-19 .- 20-49 S0-75 Total

2(4008) 30(638%) S (555%) 37 {(57.8%)
3(600R) 17(362R) 4 (445%) 24 (42.2%)
<= 5 (100R) 47 (100%) 9 (100%) 61 (100.0%)
ST (1.88) (7708%). (1588 . 77 '
x*2)=12, ns.]
. . A

L

. TABLE3

Sex of Victlm by _Sexual Preference of Offender -

~

Sexual Preference of Offender

Het Ped

1 (4.4%)

23 (85.8%) .

24 (100%)
(30.3%)

Hom Ped

36 (97.38) .

1 {278)

%7 (IQOF"E) ‘

(80.6%)

“[xX1) = 52.83, pe.001)

Total
37 (57.8%)

24 (42.2%)
61 (100.0%)

[

)

-

s
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Age of Victim
0-5
6-10
11-15

Total

Age of Victim
-5
6-10
11-15

Total

~101-

TABLE 4

Age of Victim by Age of Offender

-Age of Offender
0-19 20-49 50-75 To

0 (0% 4 (85%) 0 (0R) 4
4(80.08) 25(532%) 5 (S56%) 34 (557%)
1(200%) 18(383%) 4 (4448) 23 _(37.7%)

. 5(100%)  47€100%)  © (100%) ° 61 (100.08)
(82%) - A77.0%) (14.88)

[X3(4) =327, ns 1%

TABLE &

Age of Victim by Sexual Preference of Offender

Sexual Prefrence of Offender
' HetPed.  Hom Ped. Total
2 (83R) 2 (54%) 4 (86R)
17(70.8%) , 17 (459%) 34 (55.7%)
_5{208%)  18(48.7%) 23 (37.7%)
24 (1008) 37 (100%) 61 (100.08)
(39.38) (60.7R) o

x2(2) = 5.08. n%,] .

s
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TABLE 6 V\

- Victim-Offender Relationship by Age of Offenderj 7

Age of Offeﬁder
Relationship ' 0-189 ' 20-49 50-75 Total
To Relationship. 4(57.1%) S (13.5%)% 1'(12.5::)‘ 10 (19.3%) .
' Casual Acquaintance = 3(428%)  27(6928)  6(75.08) 36 (69.28%)
Good Friend ~0_ (0R) _S(i2.8%) 1(258) - _8(115%)
. 7 (1008) 37 (1005) 8 (100%) = 52 (100%)
Total (13.5%) (71.1%) (15.4%)
) 3%(4)=2.14, ns.)
S\
a2 TABLE 7

Victim-Offender Relationship by
Berual Preference of Offender

. Sexual Preference of offender
Relationship © Hot. Ped.  Hom. Ped. Total
Mo Relationship 8273%) . 4(133%) 10(182%)
Casual Acquaintance 16(72.7%) - 20 (66.7%) 36 (60.3%)
Good Priend 0__(0%) _6(20.0%) _8(i158)
22 (100%) 30, (1008) 52 (100%)

Total {42.3%) (57.7%)

X%(2) =575, ns.)



LT ™

Yiolence Used

No Violence

" Somd&\WViolence

Moderate Violence
Severe Vio_lence

Excessive Violence
Rt

. Total

*

-103-
~

TABLE 8

. _ : ~
Yiolence Against Victim by Age of Offender

'Age of Offender
o019 20-49
5(833%) 2 (784%) 8
0 (0%) 4 (1088) O
1(16(7%) . 2 (54%) ©
0 (Q%) 0 (oR) o0
O_{®) 2 (548 O
‘6 (100%8). 37 (l00%) 8
{11.3%) (72.5%) (

TABLE 9

50-75 Total
{(100%) 42 (824R)
(08} 4 (7.8%)
(0%) 3 (59%)
(0R) ~ 0  (OR)
{08) _2’_(30%)
(100%) 51 (100.08)
15.7%)

[X*(6)= 432, nsl

Violénq.e AgainstVictim by Sexual Proference of Offender

~ Violence Used

Ilo Viclene "

Some Violence
modérate_Viqience
Severe Violence -
Exceasive Violence

Total

Sexual Preference of Offender

HetPed. ° HomPed. . Total
18(83.78); 24 (80.08) 42 (82.4R)
-2 (93%) 2 (87R) 4 (7.8R)
1 (4.8%) 2 (8.7%) 3 (5.9%)
-0 (0%} 0 (0%) 0 (OR)
0 _fo%) .2 (67%) - 2_(398)
21 (41.2%) 30 (58.8%) . Sl (100.0%)
- (41.28) (58.8%)
" p8(3)=1865, na)
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Occ.um tion of Offender by Age of Offender-
- ‘ ~ Age of Offender | R
Occupation ' . 0-19 7 30-49 . 50-75 Total
nil : 0 (0R) 6(162%) O (0%} 6 (115R%)
Ma jor Professional 0 (0R) 2 (54% 0 (0%) 2 (3.38%)
Minér Professional 0 "(0R) 1 27%) 0 (0R) 1 (1L9%)
Adniinistrative Personnel 0. (0R) 3 (8.18) 4(S50.0%) 7 (135%)
Clerical . 0 {(0%) S (135%) 1(125%) 6 (1158%) -
Skilled Manual Worker 0 (0%) 4(108%) 1(125%) 5 (968) .
Semi-skilled Worker- L0 (0%} 7 (88%) 1(12S%) 8 (15.4%)
Unskilled Worker 2(28,6%) 7(188%) O (0R) 9 (173R%)
Homemaker 0 (0%) 0 (R 0 (0%) 0 (OR)
Student S(714%) 1 (278) 0 (0%) 6{115%)
Other O _(0R) 1 (278%) 1(1258) _2 (338R)
- _ 7 (100R) 37 (1008}  8(100%) 52 (100%)
‘Total (13.5%) (71.12?\ (1548 -
f [X%(18)= 4556, pc.001}
|
) ‘TABLE1L |
Occupation of Offender by Sexual Preference
- ME .
- :
) _ Sexual Preference
Occupation Het Ped Hom Ped Total
nil -1 (4.88) 5(16.1R) 6 (11.5%)
" MajorProfessional . 1 (48%) 1 (328)° 2 (30%)
Minor Profeasional . 0- (0R) - 1 (328 1 (19%)
Administrative Personnel 2 (95%) ©  5(161%) 7 (1358)
Clerical Work ' 2 (9.5%) 4(120%) . 6 (11.5%)
Skilled Manual Warker 3(1428) 2 (858} 5 (06%)
Semi-skilled Worker 4 (19.18)  4(12.9%) 8 154%) £
Unskilled Worker 4 (19.18) S(16.18) .9 (173%)
.Homemaker . 0 (OR%) 0_(0R) 0O (OR)
Student = - 3(1418) 3 (978 6 (11.5%)
Other - o _1 (a8%) 1 (328 . _2_(39%)
: S0 21 (100%) . 31 (1008) 52 (100.0%)

Total - _ s (404R) (50.9%) o
o v [x%(9) =4.16, ns.]

iy
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Employment Status of Offender bu Age of Offender

Age of Off ender

Status 0-19 20-49 S0-75  Total -
ﬁnemploged 6 (asfrx)' 18 (S1.4%) I (1258) 25 (S0.0R)
Part-time 1(143%) 1 (20%) 1 {1258) 3 (BOR)
* Full-time 0 (OR) 16 {457%) 4 (S00R) 20 (40.0%)
Retired "0 (0%} 0 __(0%) 2 (250%) _2  {4.0%)

- 7 (1008) 35 (100%) 8 (100R} S0 (1P0.OR) -
Total (14R} (70%) - (16R)
BN - .
[X°(8) = 19.75," p«.05}
. , |
~ IABLEJ3 |

Employment Status of Offender by Sexual Preference of Offender

Status Het. Ped./

Unemployed . & (40.0%) 25 (50.0%)
Part-time’ 2 (10.0%) 3 (8.0%)
Full-time 9 (45.0%) :20-.{40.0%)
' Retired. 1 (5.0%) 2 (4.0%)

) 20 (100%) 5Q (100.0%)
Total . (e00R) (800R) R

N ~

g : o ) [X*(4) =213, ns.]



TABLE 14

Educatiori Level of Offender by Age of Offender

- Age of Offender

Education * . 0-19 - 2049 - SO-T5 Total
n © 0 (08) 2 (56%) 0 (0R) 2 (39%)
‘Graduate School 0, {(0R) 1 (28% 0O (0%) 1 (20%)
College/Univ. graduate 0 {0R) S (138%) 0 (0R) 5 (9.8%):
Partial University 0 (08) 0 (0%)-.2(250%) 2 (38%) - .
Diploma 0 {0%) "0 (oR) O (0R) O “(pR)
Grade 12 , 0 {0%) "4 (II1R) 1 (125%) S (9.8%)
Grade 11 1(143%) 4.(11.1%) 0 {0%) S (9.8%)-
Grade 10 3 (42.8%) 9 (25.0%) z’“{zs!_ox)' 14 (27.5%)
Grade 9 ' 1 (1438} "4 (1118 © (0%) S (9.8%) -
Grade 8 - 1(1438).-Q (0%}. 1 (1258) 2 (39%)
Less than Grade 7 10438 70948 2 (2508) 1o(96%)
7 (1008) 36 (100%) 8 (100R) - 51 (100R)
Total . -- - (137R%) (70.6%) (15[78) *
- - - [X*(18) = 2263, ns.]
1
TABLE 15 :
. . |
' Education Level of Offender by Sexual Preference of Offender
_ , |
o . Sexual Preference of Offender I
Education : Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. | Total
il | - 1 (50%) 1 (32%) | 27(39%)
Graduate School 1 (S.0%) 0 .(0R) ' 1 (20%)
College/Univ. Graduate 1 (5.0%) 4 (1288 | 5 (9.8%)
Partial University 1 (5.0%) ‘1 (3.2%) [ 2 (39%)
Diploma . 0 (oR) o (0%) | © (OR)
Grade 12} . .1 (S5.0R) 4 (12.9%) | S (9.8R%)
Grade 11 2(10,08) 3 (9.7%) 5 (9.8%)
Gradel0 ‘ 7 (35.08) 7 (228%) 14 (27.5%)
Grade 9 _ . 2(10.08) 3 (9.7%) S (9.8%)
" Grade 8 17 (S.0R) 1 (32%) 2 (3.0%)
" Less than Grade 7 3 (1S.08) 7 (22.8%) 10(19.68)
. _ 20 (100%) 31 (100%) | 51 (100%)
Total (39.2%) (60.8%) .
| : : [X*(9)=4.43, ns.)
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TABLE 16 .7
. Marital Status 3[ Offender by Aqge of Offender .

Age of Offender

Btatus 0-19 20-49 °90-70 - Total :
Single - 7 (1000%) 17 (472%) 2 (250%) 26 (51.0%)
Married 0 (08} B8{222% 5 (625%) 13 (255%)
Seperated 0 (0%8) -3 (83% o0 .{(0%) 3 (59%)
Divorced 0 (0%) B8 (167%) -1 (1258 7 (13.7%)
Widowed 0 (&) o -(0%) o0 (0R) O (0%}
Common Law 0 __ (08} _2 '(56%) 0 (08) 7 _2_(39%)

e 7 (100.08) 36(100.0%8) 8(100.0%8) 51(100.0%)
Total {(13.7%) (70.8%) (15.7%) -
; . [X%(8) =1397, ns)
. Sexual Preference of Offender
“Status Het. Ped.  Hom. Ped.  Total
Single 9 (45.0%) 17 (54.0%) = 26 (S1.0%)
Married 6 (30.9%) 7 (226%) 13 (255%)
. Beperated 2 (100 I (32%) 3 (59%)
Divorced 2 (1008 5 (1618 7 (13.7%)
Widowed . 0 (%) 0 (% 0 (0%
Common Law (1) (50%) 1 _(328) _2_(39%) -
- \oe _ 20(000%)  31(1000%) 5I(1000%)
Total - ) (80.8%)

[X*{4)=187. na.

-



Thumber of Children 0-19

-108~

7 TABLE 18 o

Number of Dependent Children
of Offender by Age of Offender

Age of Offender

P

2049 50-75 = Total

0 6 (100%) 18 (56.08) 3 (37.5%) 27 (80:0%)
i 0 {0R) 3 (8.7%) 1 (125%) 4 (9.08%)
2 0 (6%) 6{194%) -0 (0R) 6 (13.3%)
3 0 (08) 41(1208) 3 (375%) 7 (1558)
4 o _(0%) 0 _ (0%) 1 (125%) _1 (22%)
_ - 6 (100%) 31 (100%) 8 (100%) 45 (100%)
Total (133%)  (6C.9%) (17.8%)
. [X3(8) = 13.85, ns]’
TABLE 19
Mumber: of Dependent Children of
atels . bexual Preferencs 0
’ Séxuczl Preference
Mumber of Children Het. Ped. Hom. Ped.  Total
o 9 (474%) 18 (69.2%) ' 27 (60.0%)
! 2 {10.5%) 2 {(77%) 4 (89%)
2 4 (21.0%) 2 (77%) 6 {133%)
3 3 (15.8%) 4 (154%) 7 (156%) .
4 1 _(53%) O _ (%) 1 (228)
_ 10 (100K} 26 (100%) 45 (100%)
Total - . (22%) = (57.8R) '

X%(4) =38!, ns] .



Patient Status of Offender Age of Offender

Age of Offender
Status 019 2049 5075 Total

Inpatient - open 0 (0%) I (278) 1(1258) 2 (38R}
Inpatient - closed 2(286%) 11(297%) 0 (0R) I3 (25.0%)
Outpatient 5(7148) 25(676%) -7(8758) 37(7128)
- 7 (100%) w(rmx)})}a {100%) 52 (100%)

Total . {1388) (71.4% (15.4%)
[X3(4) =448 na)

{
. TABLE 21
q , =

L]

Patient Status of Offender by Sexual Preference.of Offender

. Sexual Preference of Offender
L | o Status- | Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. Total |
T Inpatient -open 2 (958) - 0 (0R) 2 (38R)
Inpatient - closed , £ (23.8%) 8(25.8%) . 13(25.0%)
Outpatient l4687%)  23(7428)- 310128
- . 21 {100R) 3! (100%) 52 {100%)

Total . = (40.4%) (50.68)

x42) <310, ns] ©



-110-

R TABLE 22

"

Level of Dangercusness of Offenider '

Dangerousness -

INot Dangerous
Conditionally Dangerous

Uncoenditionally Dangerous

Total

Level of Dangerousness of Offender by ~

b Age of Offender
0-10 20948 S0-75  Total
4(57.18) 25(876%) 8(100%) 37(71.2%)
2(286%) .11(207%) O (0%) 13(25.0%)
1(43%) _1 _(27%) o_(0%) _2 (38%) -
7 (1008) 37 (100%8) 8{1008) 52 (1008)
. (1358) (71.1%) (154%) |
[X*(4) =598, nsl

N -

e

Sexual Preference of Offender

Dangerousness’

Not Dangerous
Conditionally Dangerous
Unconditionally Dangerous

Total

-3

- Sexual Preference of Offender

Het. Ped. ’ Hom. Ped. . Total
16 (76.2%) 21(67.8%)  37(71.2%)
4{19.0%) g (29.0%) 13 (25.08)

. _1_{4.8%) 1 (32%) 2 _(38%)
21 (100%) - 31 {1008) 52 (100R)
(40.4%) (S0.6%) :

. [X*(2) = 70, ns.]

L

n
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TABLE 24 ' ) ‘

Mental State at Time of Offence - Alcohol ~ by Age of Offender

" Influence
No Alcohel
Alcohol

Total

\ .
| Age of Offender

0-19 20-49 S50-75 ©  Total
6(100.08) 30(81.1%) . 6(75.0R) 42(82.4R)

0__(oR) _7:(189%) 2(250%) _9(17.6%)

6 (100R) - 37:{100%) 8 (100%R) 51 (100%)
_(n.7R) (72.5%) (15.7%)

x*(2) =163, ns]

JABLE 25

IMental State at Time of Offence - Drugs - by Age of Offender

Inrluence.

No Drugs
Drugs

Total

Age of Offender
0-19 2049 S0-75 Total
6(100%) 3I5(046%) 8 (1008) 49(98.1%)

0_(0%) _2.(54%) 0 _(0R) _2_(30%)
6 (100%) 37 (100%) 8 (100%) 51 (100%)

(11.7%)  (7258%)  (15.7%) /

["X’“(zi = 70, ns’)

TABLE 26

Mental Gtate at Time of Offence — To Influence - by Age of Offender

Influence

Tlo Influence
. Influence

Total

f/_/

S~

Age of Offender
010 20-49 S0-75 Total
6(100%) 26(763%) 6(75.0R) 38(745%)
0__(0%) 11(20.7%) _72_ (25.0%) ‘13 [25.58]}

- 8(1008) 37 (100%) 8 (1008) 51 (100%)

(11.7%) -(72.5%) (15.7%)

[(x*(2)=2.40, ns.).

-
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] . . '
‘ o B . TABLE 27 . . L
_Mental State at the Time of Offence = Alcohol ~ by Sexual Preference

Serual Preference

~ Influence Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. Total
No Alcohol 18 (76.2%) 26(86.78)  42(824R)
* Alcohol - . 5 (238%) _4 (133%) 20768
. © 21(100%) 30 (100%) S1 (100%)
Total o (412%) (58.8%) |
Lo L [x*1)= 83,
. s
. IABLE 28 -

Mental State at Time of Offence - drigs = by Sexual Preference

" : : | Sexual Preference

Influence . ' Het. Ped. - Hom. Ped. . Total .
N6 Drugs, ' 20(8528) ~ 206(98.7%) " 40 (96.1%)
Drugs 1. (488 1 _(33%) 2 (3.9%
o 21 (100%) . 31 (1008) ‘51 (100%)
Total {41 2%) . (58.8%) C
[X*(1):= 07, na.]
Mental State at Time of Offence - No Influence - by Sexual Preference
i . Bexual Prefersence. .
Influence _Het. Ped. Hom. Ped _ Total
~ No Influencs - 15 (71 .4%) 23 (26.7%) 38 (74.5%)
Influence . 6(28.68) 7(23.3%) 13 (255%)
o R 21 (100%) 30 (1008) 51 (100%)
Total . [(41.2%) (58.8%) '

[X¥1)= 18, ns] -
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Wm 30.

Mental llinesses of Offend_er by Agqe of Offerder

' Anrietq Neurosis -
Ne '
Yes

Total

Hgsteriéai Neurosgisg
Nio -
Yes

- Total

. Obsessive Compulsive Neurosis

INo
.~ Yes

. Total....

Dep' ressive neuiw:_)jgl 1s_‘
' TNo
Yeos
Total

Paranoid Personaliﬁz_&sorgl@r
No
Yesz

-

Total

Age of Offender - - |
0-19 20-40 50-75 Total
@ -
7(1008)  35(9468) 7(8758)  49[94.2%)
O_(08%) 2 (S4%)- 1 _(58%) (5.8%)
~7(1008) 37 (100%) - 8 (100R%) 52 (100%)
(13.5%) (71.1%) (154%)
: [X*(2)=/1.58. ns.]
7(1008) ~ 36(97.3%) 8(1008) 51 (98.1%)
0 (0%) 1 (27%) o0 _-(0%) _1 _(1.0%)
7{100%) 37 (100%) 8(100%) 52 (100R)
~ (135R) (71.1%) . (I5.4R)
' \ X*(2) = 39, n=.)
7{(1008) 36 (97.32)‘ 8 (100%) 5) (98.1%)
O_(0%) i (27%) ‘0 _-{0%) _1_(19%)
7(100%) . 37 (100R) 8(100%} 52 (100%; -
" (135%) MaR)  (154%) -
: : X%(2)= 39, ns.)
~33(892%)  8(100R) - 47(00.4%)
~_4(losR) oO0_(08) _5_(o6%)
37 (100%)  8({100%) 52 (100R)
(135%) (71.1%) {15.4%) .,
[x*(2)=1.06, ns.]
-
70008)  36(973%) 8(100%) Sl (88.1%)
O_ (o%) _1_@ o_(o®} _1_(1.9%)
7 (100%) 37 (100%) 8 (100%) ' 52 (100%)
(135%)  (71L1R) - (154%)
| S X42) = 39. na.]

&)  eontinuad on nert naaa

]
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Table 30 con't

—
-

. 0-19

. Explogive Pergonality Disorder

N Tio 7 (100%)
- " Yes . 0 (oR)
e 7 (100R)
* Total oL (13.5%)

@

.
3 -

- Husterical Personality Disorder

o . 7(100%)

. Yes . 0__(0%)

. - L o- 7 (1008)

. Total (135%)
Asthenic P tity Disord

. No 7 (100%)

Yes 0__(0R)

i - 7(100%)

Total (13.5%)

Ll

Antisocial Personality Disorder

No ' 7 (100R)
Yes . 0. (0g) °

7 (1008)
Total (135%)

“
Inadequate Personality Disorder

Do ® . 7(100%)

" Yes ' 0_ (0%)
© 7(100%) -

Total | (13.5%)

- 20-49

38 (97.3%)

1 (27%)

37 (100R)
(71.1%)

9

36 (97.3%)
1 _(2.7%)
37 (100%)

(71.18)

36 (97.3%)

1 _(2.78)
37 (1008)

(71.1%)

36 (97.3%)
1 _(2.7%)

37 (100R%)

(71.1%)

34 (91.9%).
3 _(8.1%)
37 (100%)

(71.1%)

~50-75 . Total -

8 (1008} SI{98.1%)
O_(0%) _1_(1.9%)
'8(100%) 52 (1008)
(15.4%) .
[X*(2)= 38. ns.]

8(100%) 51 (88.18)
0_{0%) 1 (1.8%)
8(1008)  S2 (100%)
© (15.48)

(X*(2) = 39. na.]

-

8{100%) 51 (88.1%)

0_(0%) _1_(I98)

8(1008)  52-(109%)
(15.4%) \

[X*(2) = 38, ns.]

8 (1008) 51 (88.18)

0_{(o% _1:(19%

8{100%) . 52 (100%)
(15.4%)

[X*(2) = 39, ns.)

£ .
8(100%) 49 (94.2%)
0_(0%) _3_(58%)
8(100%) 52 (100%)
(15.4%)

[X*(2) =128, ns.]

POl
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_TABLE 31

Mental Illne'sae_s of Offenders by Sexual Preference of Offender
Sexual Preferénce 7
. - Het. Ped. - Hom. Ped. Total -
Anxiety i'leuroeis , . _
No 18 (85.7R) 31 (100%) 45 (04 2%)
- Yes _3[143%8) _0 _{0oR) 3 [58%) .
7 21 (100%) 31 (100R) 52 {100%)
Total (40.4%) (59.8%) -

Husterical Neourosis
' To
Yes

Total

Obsessive Compulsive Neurosis

‘.

'

21 {100%)

_0_ (o%)

21 (1008) -
(40.4%)

No

=
L
Yes

-

Total

Depressive Neurosis
S No
Yes

Total

Pl

Paranoid Paraonaiitg Disorder - .

Nie
Yes

Total - - .

o

21 {1008).

_0__(0%)

21 (1008}
(40.4%) -

21 (160%)
_0_{0R)
21 (100R)

(40.4%)

20 (05.28)-

1 _(4.8%)

21 (100R}
{40.4%)

Zr

[X*(1) = 4.68 p¢.05]

51 (98.18),

30 (96.8%)
1 _(32%) 1_(1.8%)
31 (100%) 52 {100%)
{50.6%) _ _
[x*(1) = 69. ns.)
30 (98.8%) 51 (98.1%)
1 _(3.28) 1 {19%)
"3l (1008) 52 (100%)
(59.6%) ~

[X*(1)= 60, ns]

26 (83.9%)
_S(16.1%)
31 (100R)

(S0.6R)

31 (100%)
~_0_ (oR)

31 (1008)
@ (506%) .

47 (90.4R)

5 _(86%)
52 (1008}

ix%(1)=3.72. na.)

51{98.1%)

1 _{1.8%)
51 (1008}

" X*(1) =151, ns.]

< v

Continued on next page
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Table 31 con't. o
/ T _ . A
Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. - Total .
Explosive Personality Disorder S
No 21 (100R%) 30(08.8%) Gl (08.1%)
Yes O_(0%)  _1. (328 1 (.98
21 (100R%) 31 (100R) 52 (100%)
Total (40.4%) (59.6%)
| (1)< 60, na]
Husterical Personalily Diserder © . :
> No _ . 21 (100R) 30 (96.8%) 51 (88.1%)
Yes . 0_(08) _1 (328 -1 (198
. 21 (100%) 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
- Total 7 (40.4%) (59.6%)
[x%{1) = .89, na.]
Astherﬂc_l?ersonulitg Digord ‘ »
No : 21.(100%) 30 (98.8%) 51 (88.1%8) -
"Yes , 20 (OR) L1 (328 _1 _(15%)
~ 21(100%) = 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
Total ) (404%) (58.6%) -
' S [X%(1) = 69, ns.)
Antisocial Personality Diéorder .
. No | : 21 (100%) 30 (06.8%) 51 (98.1%)
Yes: | 0__(0%) L (328 _1.(19%)
| o 21 (100%) 31 (1008} 52 (100R)
‘Total ,  (404R) . - (S98%) e
! 7 IX*(1)= 69, ns))
Ind equate Per‘gon‘:qlitg Disorder .. ' ’ : ° e
No 20 {0528} 20(935%) 40(04.2%)
Yes _ _1 _(48%) _2 {85%) _3_(5.88)
e ' : 21 (100%). 31 (100%) 52 (100%)

Total (40.4R) (9.6%)
| X(1}= .05, ns.
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TABLE 32

Mental Retardation by Age of Offender

: . - Age of Offender
IMental Retardation 019 20-40 CO90-T Total -~
No o < 8(857%) 30(81.1%) 7(875%) . 43(82.7%) .
Borderline 1'043%) 4(108%) 1(125%) ©6(11.5%)
“mid . 0 (%) 3 (81%) O (08%) 3 (588)
Moderate 0. (0%: 0 (0%) O (0%) O {O%)
" Severe 0 ~foR) 0 (0%) O (0R) O (0%}
. Profound, - ' 0O (0%) 0. (0R) O (0%) - 0O (OR)
Unspecified ‘0. (0%) . 0_(0%) O _({0%8) _O_(0R)"
‘ | 7 (100%) 37 (100%) 8 (100%) S2 (1008)
Total o (135%) (7118%)  (154%) -
U xi(2)=128. nsl
TABLE3Z =

~ IMental Retardation by Sexual Preference

s o o Bexual Preference

- Tental Retardation: { Het. Ped. Hom. Ped ° Total
et 17 (8L0R) 26 (83 .9%) 43 (82.8%)
Borderline . 3(143%) - 3 (97%) 6 (11.5%)
mild . - . 174w 2 (84%) 3 (87%)
Moderate 0 (oR) o (0%) o . (OR)
Severe . 0 (0R) 0 . (0R) 0 (0%)
Profound 0 (R o0 (0% o (0%) .
Unspecified -0 _(0%) 0 _(o%) _0 - (0%)
o , 21 (100%) 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
Total (404%) - (506%) o

X*(1) = 23, ns.)

e
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Likeliness of Offence to Re-occur by Age of Offender

. i.ikliness
NotLikely .
Somewhat Likely
Mildly Likely

-+ Fairly Likely

. Highly Likely

Total

Likliness

Not Likley

Sormnewhat Likely

Mildly Likely
Fairly Likely
Highly Likely

]

~ Total

0-19

0 (%)
3 {50.0%)

0 (oR)

3 (50.08)

o_(0R)

& (1008)

- (11.78)

Age of Offendér
20-49 50-75. Total
6(1628) 2(250%) 8(15.7%)
12(3258%) 5 (625%) 20 (39.2%)
2 (54%) 0 (0%) 2 (38R)
10(27.0%)  1(125%) 14(275%)
_7(1898%) O_ _(0%) _7(137%)
37 (100%) 6 (100%) 'S! (100)
(726%) (15.7%)
[X%(8) = 8.32, ns.]

TABLE 35

Likelinegs of Offence to Re~occur

Sexual Preferencs -

by Sexual Preference of Offender

Het. Ped.  Hom. Ped. Total
S (23.8%) 3(10.0%) 8(15.7%)
~ 10{47.6%) 10(333%) 20 (39.2%)
Y1 (4.8%) 1 (33%) 2 (3.08)
4 (19.0%) (10(333%)  14(275%)
1 _(438%) _6(2008)  7(137%)
21 (100%) = 30 (100%) S1 (100%)
(32.2_:5) {58.8%)

1X*(4)=517, na]
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TABLE 36
Lack of Guilt or Remorse by Age of Offender
) 'a
Age of Offender
L . ‘ L
Guilt or Remorse 0-19 20-40 50-75 Total
No Guilt or Remorse 2(333%) S(Q3S%) 0 (0R) 7(137%)
Little Degree 2(3338). 7(189%) 4(S0.0R) 13(25.5%)
Mild Degree = 0 (0R) 8(218%) 0 (0OR) 8 (15.7%)
IModerate Degree . 1878} S(135%) 0 (0%) 6({11.8%)
High Degree 1067%) 12(32858) 4({S00%) 17(33.3%)
_ : 8 (1008R) 37 (100K) 8 (100R) 51 _(100%)
Total _ (11.9%) (72.5%) (15.6%8)
2 = ™
[X“(8)=10.8, ns.]
TABLE 37

Lack of Guilt or Remorse by
Sexual Preference of Offender

2

Sexual Preference

Guilt or Remarse Het. Ped. Hom. Ped.  Total

No Guilt.” 2 {95%) 5(16.7%) 7(13.7%)
Little Degree ‘ 4(190%)  9(3008)  13(255R)°
Mild Degree 4(100%)  4(133%)  -8(157%)
Moderate Degreo . - 2 (9.5%) ‘4(1338) - 6(11.8%)
High Degree ' _9(430%). _8(267%)  17(333%)

21 (100R) 30 (100%) 51 f100%)

Total ' (4128)  -(S8.8%)

[X3(4) =241, ns]

o



Full Scale 1Q tny Age of Offender

Age of Offender
- 1Q . 019 20-49 50-75 . Total
Mental Retardation 0 (0%) 1 (36%) O (0%} 1 (25%)
Below Average 2(333%) 6(214%) 0 (0%)| ~ 8(2008)
Low Average - 4(86.7%) .7(250%) :0 (OR)| 11(275%)
Average 0 (%) 11'(393%) . 5(833%) 16(40.0%)
High Average 0 (0R) 2 (71R) 1(16.78), 3 (758}
Superior . 0. (0%) -1 (36%) O (0%) 1 (25%)
Very Superior "0 (08) Oo_{(0%) o {(0%) _O_ (0%)
: SRR 6 (1008) 28 (100%) 8 (1008)| 40 (100%)

Total (150%)  (7008)  (15.08)

) . ' [X%(10) = 14.02. ns.)

JABLE 39

Pull Scale I0 by Sexual Preferences of m{ender

Sexual Preference

IG Hom. Ped. - Het. Ped. Total
Retardation 1 (83%) 0 (0R) 1 (25%) \

Below Average © . 3(18.78) 5 (20.8%) 8 (20.08}

. Low Average S(312%) . . 8(2508) 11 (275%)

Avérage © - 5(31.2%) 11{45.8%)  16(40.08)

High Average 1 (83%) 2 B3%) 3 (75%)

Superiar 1 (6.3R) .0 " (0R) 1. (2.5%)
VerySuperior . 0_ (0R)  _0 __{OR) _0_ (o%) :
- 18 (1008) - 24 (100%) 40 (1008) "

Total : (40.08) _  (60.0R)

(X%5)=3.7. nal
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* _TABLE 40

o

(675%)

Age of Offender
Score 0-18 2049 "S0-75  Total
Below Average 0 (0R) - 5(22.7%) 3(S0.0%) - 8(23.5%)
Average 6 (1008) 12(5468)  3(s0.08) 21(6l.8%)
Above Average 0_(0%) 5(2278) 0_(0%) _5(147%)
6(100%) 22 (100R) 6 (100%)- 34 (100R)
- Total (17.6%) {64.7%) (17.6%) ‘
[X*(4)=77. ns) :
S T
Age of Offender i
, S"‘core‘ | 0-19 20-49 50-75 - Total
' Below Average 2 (33.3%) 11 (5008} . O (OR) 13(39.4%)
-Average 4 (66.7R) 8(409%) - 2(40.0%) 15(45.4R)
Above Average 0_ (oR) 2 _(91%) - 3(80.08) . S{15.28%)
, - 8 (100%) 22 (100%) - 5 (100%) 33 (100R)
Total (18.2%) (66.6%) - (15.2%)
: © [X*(4) = 11.46 pc.05)
TABLE 42
]‘[E!I:Dﬂ 1‘] p tile by Age of Off ;’\!
Age of Offender
Score N ST 20-49 50-75 Total
Below Average - 5(83.3%) 10 (37.0%) 1(143%)  16(40.0%)
Average 1(18.7%8) 15 (55.8%) 6(85.7%)  22(55.08)
Above Average . , 0__ (0%) 2 (748) o (o%) 2 (5.0%)
- 8 (100%) 27 (100%) 7 (100%) 40 (100%) -
Total (15.0%) . (17.5%) :

[(X%*(4) =78, ns.) .
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o TABLE 43

'WRAT: Reading Percentile bu Sexual Preference of Offender

Sexual Preference | /_,/\\R :

. Score Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. Total
Below Average . - 2(154%) 3(14.3R%) 5(14.7R7
~ Average ~ 8(8L5R) 13 (61.9R) 21 (81.8R)
Above Average . - _3(23]8) - _S5(238%) _8(235%8)
: ‘ 13 {1008) - 21 (100%) 34 (100%)
Total g (382%) . _ (61.8%)
x*(2)= .01, ns.)
TABLE 44

; WRAT: Spelling Percentile by Sexual Preference of Offender

- . Sexual Preference

~

Score ' Het. Ped. .  Hom. Ped. = Total
" Below Average’ _  5(385%) 8 (40.08) 13(39.4%)
Average B8(461%) - 0(45.0%) 15 (45.4%)
Above Average . 2054%) . _3(150%) . 5(152%)
: 13 (100%) 20 (100%) 33 (100R)

Total ‘ (3948), . .. (B06R) '

[X*(2)= 01. nal]
% - o TABLE 45

) WRAT: Math Percentile by Sexual Preference of Offender

.7 Sexual Prefrence

Score : ¢ Het. Ped Hom. Ped. Total

Below Average 6 (37.9%) 10 (4188) 16 (40.0%)
" Average 9(56.2%) 13 (54.2%) .22 (55.0%)
' Above Average _1 {63%) _1_(4.2%) _2_(5.08)
: Y 16 (1008) 24 (100%) - 40 (100%)

Total © .~ (40.0%) (60.0%)
* [X*(2) = .13, ns.]
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v TABLE 46
o - INIMPI Scalesy Age of Offender - :
Age of Offender . o
0-19 20-49 50-75  Total -
" Question Scale: Dot Significant ~3(75.0%) 15(769%) 4 (100%)  22(81.5%)
Significant - 1{250%) _4{211%) 0 _(0R) _S{185%)
4 (1008) 19 (1008) 4 (100%) 27 (100%)
Total (14.8%) (70.4%) (14.8%) )
' : [(X%2)=1.10. ns.}
Lie Scale: Tiot Significant S{100%8) 28(965%) 6(85.7%) 30(85.1%)
Significant o0_(o%) _1.(35% 1(143%) 2 (49%)
' 5(100%). 28 (100%) 7 (100%) . 41 (100%)
. Total (1228} - (707%)  (17.1%) .
' o (X*(2)=1.72. ns]
FScale: Dot Significant - 3(800%) 16(552%)  4(S7.1R) 23(56.1%)
Significant  2(400%) 13(44.8%) 3(429%) 18 (459%)
5 (100%) 29 (100%) .7 (100R). 41 (1060R}
Total (12.2%) (707%) . (17.1%)
) C [XX2) = .04, ns.]
'K Scale: ot Significant S (100%8) 28(265%) 7 {(100%) = 40(97.6R)
Significant 0 _(08) _1 (35%) O _(0R%) “l1_(24%)
X , 5 (100%) 20 (1008) 7 (100%) 41 (100%)
Total (12.2%) (707%)  (17.18)
- [X*2)= 42, ns)
_ Hypochendriasis: Not Significant 4(80.0%) - 21(724%) 5(714%)  30(7328)
' - Significant "1(200%). _8(276%  2{288%)  11(26.8%)
- S (100%) - 20 (100%) 7 (100%) 41 (100R)
Total (12.2%) (707%)  (17.1R%)
[X*(2)#.14. nsl]
Depression: Not Significant 3(60.0%) 14(483%) S5(714%)  22(53.78)
Significant 2(4008) - 15(s517%) 2{286%) _10(463%)
5 (100%) 20 (1008) 7 (100%) 41 (1008)
Total (12.2%)°  (70.7%) (17.18} , :
' S ' { IX*(2) =131, nal
Hysteria: Dot Bignificant S (100%) .18(655%) . 5(714%)  20{70.7%)
' significant 0 _(0%) 10(345%) 2(286%)  12{293%)
o ' 5 (100%) 20 (100%) ~ 7 (100%8) 41 (100%)
(122%)z (17.18) '

[X(2) = 2.45. ns.]

A

Continued on next page
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,Table 46 con't

Sa

Pégchopathic Deviance
* Tot Significant
"+ Significant

" Total

‘Masc/Fem:

Paranoia:

~

Psychasthenia:

' Schizophrenia:

Hypomania:

ot Bignificant
Significant -

Total

TNot Significant
Significant .-

Total. e

Tiot Significant
Significant *

Total

Tot Significant
Significant

Tolal
Not Significant
Significant

Total

Social Introversion

Not Significant
Significant

=124~

1 (20.08)

4 (80.0%)
S -(100%)
(12.2%)

3 (60.0%)

2(4008)

-5 (100R)
(12.28%)

3{60.08)
2{40.0%) -

5 (100%)

(1228}

2 (40.08)

3{6008)
5 (100%)
. 1228)

2 (40.0%)
_3(60.0%)
5 (¥00%)

(12.2%)

0 (0%) -

S (1003)
S (100%)
(12.28).

4 (80.08)-

1{20.08)
S {100%)

Total . .

19 {46.3%)

22 (53.78) .
41 (100R)

. [X*(2)=3.18, ns)-

30 (7328)
11 (26.8%)
41 (100%)

101, ns] ..

124 (85.5%),
17(4158)
41 (100%)

[X*2) = 62, ns]

20 '(;48:8#]
216128
41 (100%)

DX*R)=177.n8)

16 (39.0%}

25 (81 .08)
- 41 (100%)

[X*(2) = 006, ns.] -

26 (63.4%)

 15(36.68)

41 (100%)

[X3(2) =10.72, peol)

]

20-49. S0-75

| 13(448%) 5(71 .4?’
16(552%) 2(286%)

. 28'(1008) 7 (1008) .

(70:7%) (17.1%)
21(724%)  6(65.7%)
_8(276%) 1(143%) °
20 (100%) 7 (100%8)

' (70.7%) (17.1%)

- [X*(2) =
16 (55.2%) 5(71.4R%).
13(44.8%) - 2(28.68)
29 (1008) - 7 (100%)

(70.78%) (17.1%)

13(448%)  5(7147)
A6(552%) 2(286%) -
- 21 (100%) 7 (100%)

707%) (17.1%)

TR (42.9%)
18(62.1%) " 4(57.1%)
20 {100%) 7 (100%),

- (70.7%) (17.1%)
22(750%)  4(57.1%)
Z(2418) 3(42.0%)

- 29 (100%) - 7 (100%) _
(70.7%) (17.1%)
28(96858)  7{100R)
1 {35%) -0_ (OR)

268 (100%) - 7(100%) -

39 (85.1%)

2 _(40%)
41 (1008)

[X*(2)=2.95. ns.



~

-125-

TABLE 47
INIMPI Scales by Sexual Prefersnoe of Offender
Sexual Preference of Offender
T . Het. Ped.  Hom. Ped. Total
Question Scale: Not Significggt- 8 (100%) . 14(73.7%) 22 (81.5%)
* Significant 0 _ (o®) _5(26.3%) _5(185%) -
@, 8 (1008) 19 (100R) 27 (100%)’
~ . Total (20.8%) (70.4%)
- R x*(1)=258. ns]
Lie Scale: .. .DotSignificant.  14(875%) 25 (1008) 39 (65.1%)
.~ °. Significant 2(1258) ° O _(o®) = _2 _(49%)
o ) 16 -(100%) . , 25 (100%) 41 (100%)
Total (39.0%) (610%) \
| \ , [X*(1)}=328, ns]
F Scale: Not Significant 8(500%) - 15(600%)  23(56.1%)
- Significant _8{50.0%) 10 (40.0%) 18 (43 .9%)
¢ : 16 (100%) 25 (1008) 41 {100R%)
Total © (39.0%) (61.0%)
' . IX*(1)= 30, nsl
K Scale: Not Significant 16 (1008) 24 (96.0%) 40 (97.68)
- . Significant _0__(0%) _1_(4.0%) 1 (24%)
R 16 (100%) 25 (100%) 41 (100%)
Total (39.0%) (61.0%) ' o
, ' [X*(1)= 66. ns.)
Hypochondriasis: Not Significant .. 10(625%) . 20(800%) ~  30(73.2%)
Significant _6(375%)  _5(200%) = 11(268%)
| 3 16 (100R) 25 (1008), 41 (100%)
Total. (39.0%) (61.0%)
(x%(1) = 1.52. ns.]
Depression: I'loiSigniﬁ{cémt 9(563%) . 13(52.0%). . 22 (53.7%)
Significant _7(437%),  12(480%) . 19'(48.38)
¢ - 18 (1008} 25 (100%) 41 (100%)
Total (39.0%) (61.0%) ‘
' {X*(1) = 07, na.]
Hysteria: _ Dot Significant 10 (62.5%) 169(76.0%) © 20(70.7%)
Bignificant _6(37.5%) '8 (24.0%) 12 (29.3%)
. ‘ 18 (100%) .25 (100%) 4t (100%)
Total (39.0%) (61.0%) '

 X*(1) = .88, na.l

* Continued on next page '



Table 47 con't.

‘Psychopathic Deviance:

Not Significant

Significant

Total

-

Masc./Fem.

- Paranocia:

Psychasthema:

Schizoptﬁeniu:

ngbmqnia:

Tot Significant
Bignificant

Total

Not Significant
Significant

Total

Fiot Sl:gniﬁg:ont
Significant.

29

Total

Not Significant
Significant
Total

Dot Significant
Significant

Total

E Social Introversion:

TNet S;gni{ican’t
Significant

Total

~126~

Het. Ped.

7 (43.7%}

_9(56.3%)
16 {100R)

(39.0%)

14 (87.5%)

" &_2!1252!'

18 {100%)
 (39.0%)

- 8(50.08)
- _8(5008)

16 (1008%)
{39.0%)

. 7(43.7%)

_06(56.3%)
16 (100%)

(39.0%)

T [43.72]

| _9(s83%)
16 {100%) -

(30.0%)

7 (43.7%)

- _0(58.3%)

16 (100%}

(39.0%)

15(93.78)
_1_{63%8)

16-(100R) -

{39.0%)

.Horn. Ped.

Total

%

12 (48.08). . 19(46.3%)

13(52.0%) 22(53.7%)

125 (100%) . 4l (100%)
(61.0%)

[X*(1)=.07. ns) ~

16_(64.02) '30(_7:5.23) o

_0(36.0%)  _11(2688)

25 (1008) 41 (100%)
(61.0%) |

[X*(1) = 2.75. ns.]

16{64.0%) 24 (S85%)

_9(38.0%)  17(415%)

25 (100%) 41 (100%) -
(61.08)

[X’(1)=79. ns]

20 (46.65)

13 (S2.08)

12(S80%) = 21(512%)

25 (100%) 41 (100%)
(61.0%)

[X3(1) = 27, ns]

0(36.0%8) ~ 18(39.0%)
16(640%) . 25(61.0%)
25 (100%8) .- .41 (100%)
-~ (B1.08) .

[X*1)= 25, ns.]

19 (76.0%)
_6(24.08)
25 (1008)

(61.0%)

: 26 (63.4%)

‘15 (36.68)
41 (100%)

[X%(1) = 437 p.05]

9

24 (96.0%)
_1 (4.0%)

‘25 (100%)

(61.0%)

3B (95.1R8)

"2 (49%)
41 {100R)

[X*(1)= .11, ns.)



Level

Low
Averqge
High .

Total* -

Level
-Low
Average

High

Total
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TABLE 48

Testosterone Levels by Age of Qffender

Age of Offender

0-1i9

» 0 (%)

7 (100%)
0__{0%)
7 {100%)

(14.3%)

20-40 TS “fotal

2 (508 . 0

(0%) 2 (41%)

20(58.88)  7(875R8) 34(60.4%)
12(353%) 1(125%) 13(265%)

34 (100%) 8
(69.4%)

(100R) 49 (100%) -
(16:33)

54(4) = 6.19. ns])

Testosterone Levels by Sexual Preference of Offender

Sexual Preference

Het. Ped.

1 (508}
15 (75.0%)

_4(2008)

207{100%)
(40.8%)

Hom: Ped.

1 (34%).

19 (65.6%)
_9(31.0%)

~ 20 (100%)
(59.2%)

Total

2 (4.1%)
34 (60.4%)

13 (26.5%)
49 (100%) -

[x*(2) = 77. ns ]

6y
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TABLE 50 -

- PSH Levels by Age of Offender

o .~ Age of Offender

Level - 0-19 20-49 SO-T5 Total
Low K(1438)  7(2198).  101258) . 0(193%) .
Average 8(85.7%) © 23(71.9%) 7(875%) = 38(768%)
High 0. (08) _2.(62%) o__(0R) 2 {43%)
| "7 (1008} 32 (100%) & (100%) 47 (100%)
- Total (14.0%) (68.1%) (17.0%)
. B ¢
Z X*(4)=163, ns] -
TABLE 51
vele : qlpmfereﬁée of Offender
; ‘Sexual Preference
Level Het. Pod. Hom. Ped. Total
Low . ° 1" (3.3%) 3 (28.6%) 9(19.1%)
. Average 18(94.78) ' 18 (84.3R) 36 (76.6%)
~-~High _0__(0%) _2°(7.1%) _2 (43%)
10 (1008) 28 (100R) - 47 (100%)
Total (40:4%) (59.6%) B

*(2)=594, ns) -
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- TABLE 52
LH Levels by Age of kOfrender
Age ol: Offender\ ‘
Lavel 0-19 20-49 50-75 Total
Low 0 - (OR) 0 (OR) 0 (0%) 0 (OR)
Average 7 (100%)  32(86.58). " 8 (100R)  47(90.4R).
High | 0 __{o%) _5(13.5%8) 0 _ (0R) _ 5 _(9.6%)
W « 7 (100%) 37 (100%) 8 (100%} 52 (100%)
Total (13.5%8) {71.18) (154%) -
' tx?(2)=224. ns]
;  _TABLES3
LH Levels by Sexual Preference of Offender
quuo.l Preference
Levels” Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. Total
Low - 0 {oRr}) 0 (0R) 0 (0R)
Average 10 (00.5%) 28 (00.3%8) 47 (00.48)
High 2 _(9.9%) 3 _(9.7%) 5 (968}
' 21 (100%) " 31 (100R) 52 (100%)
Total (40.08) - (59.6%)

[X*(1}= .00, ns.]



inI ormation:.

Drive:

. Attitudes:”

Symptoms:

Affects;

- TABLE 54

\

Derogatis Sexucu Fun_ctioxﬁng'lnv‘entor_"g

by Aqge of~0ffender

0-19
‘Deficiencies 6 (85.7%)
Strengths 1 (14.3%)
o 7 (1008)
Total (13.48)
Deficiencies 6 (85.7%)
Strengths 1 {14.3%)
7 (1008)
Total

(13.4%)

Deficiencies’ 5(71.4%)

Strengths 2 (28.6%)
7 {100%}
' Total (15.4%)

" Deficiencies 6 (85.7%)

Strengths 1 (14.3%)
‘ 7 (100%)
Total (13.4%)

Deficiencies 6 (85.7%)

Strengths 1 (143%)
7 -(1008)
~ Total (13.4%)

Deficiencies 7 (1008)

Strengths 0 _ (O%)
' 7 (100R)
Total

(13.4%)

Age of Offender
20-49 50-75 Total
25(6768%) 6(75.0%) 37(712%)
12(324%) 2(250%) 15(18.8%)
37 (100%)- 8.{100%) 52 (100%)"
(71.28)  (154%)
[x*(2)=1.01, ns.]
20(784%) 8 (1008) 43 (82.7)
_8(218%) 0 _(0%) _0(17.3%)
37 (100%) (8 (100%) 52 (1008}
(71.2%) (15.4%) :
[X*(2) =2.20, ns.]
I3{35.1%) . 7(875%)  25(48.1%)
24(649%) - 1(125%) 27(518%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)
(712%) (15.4%)
[X"(2) = 8.99. pc.05)
31(83.8%)  8(1008)  45(86.5%)
_68(1628) 0 _(0%) _7(135%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)
(71.2%) (154%)
[X*(2)= 149, ns.)
31(838%)  5(625%) - 42(80.0%)
6(162%) -~ 3(375%  10(192%)
37 (1008) 8 (100%) - 52 (100%)
(71.2%) (154%)
[X*(2)=2.08, ns.l
27(7T30%) 3(375%) 37(71.28)
10(27.0%)  5(625%) . 15(28.8%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)
(71.28) (154%) ..

[X*(2) = 7.31, pr.05)



Table 54 con't

Gender Role:

Fantasy; .

Body Image: |

Satisfaction: |

Deficiencies

Strengths ',3 ‘

Total

Deﬁciencn;es
Strengths

Total

Deficiencies

Strengths |

Total

4

Deficiencies

Strengths

thal

Deficiencies
Strengths

Total

Deficiencies
Strengths

Total

-131-

0-19

6 (85.78)

1043%8)
7 (100%)
{13.4%)

4(57.18)

3(439%) -

7 (1008)-
13.4%)

'

4(57.18)
3(43.9%)
7 (100%)
. (13.4R8)

7

4(57.1%)
3(42.9%)
7 (1008)

(13.4%)

o B(857%L/.

111438

- 7 (100R)

(13.4%)

1(143%)

. 8(857%)

7 {100%) °
(13.4%) *

_“[\.

20-49 50-75 ~ Total
27(73.0%) B(7508)  39{75.0%)
100270%) 202508  13(250%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) . " 52 (100R)

(71.28) (15.48):
' [X (2)= 51, ns.)

22(5058%)  7(875%) 33 (635R)
15{405%) 1{(125%)  19(38.5%)
37 {100%) 8 (100%8) 52 {100%)

(71.2%) (15.4%)

R (X*(2)=2.37, ns.].
32 (86.5%) 8 (1008) 44 (84.06%)
S5(33%) . 0 _‘(0%) _8(154%)
37 {1008%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)

(71.2%) (15.4%) '

“1x*(2) =561, ns.}

- 19(51.4%)  5(625%)  28(53.8%)
18(486%) 3(37SR)  24(46.2%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (1008)
©(7T12%) (15.4%) |

| (X2} = 36, ns.]
34(01.0%8)  7(875%)  47(004R)
_3_ (818 1238  _5_(96%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)
(71.28) (15.48)
xX*2)= 35, na.)
15(4058) | 3(3758)  19(365%)
22(505%) i5(625%)  33(635%)
37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)
(7128) . “(15.4%) :
o X32) =175, sl -
'._..‘



o .

Information:

Experience:

Drive:
Attitudes:
. Sym ptorhs:

Affectsa:

-132-

JABLE 2%

atiz Sexual Fimc‘tionin Invent
_by Sexual Preference of Offender

" Deftclencies

Strengths

Total

Deficiencies

Strengths -

Total

N
BN

" Deficiencies

" Strengths.

Total

Deficiencies

Str'engtﬁé

Total .

. Deficiencies

Strengths

‘Total

_ Deficiencies

Total

Ve

Sexual Preference

Het. Ped.

16 (76.2%)
_5(23.8%)
21 {100%)

(40.4%)

16 (76.2::)‘

S(23.88)
21 (100%)
(40.4%)

12 (57.1%)
_0(42.68)

21 (100%)

(40.4%)

16 (90.5%)
2_(85%)

.. 21 {100%)

(40.4%)

16 (76.2%)

_5(23.8%)
21 (100%)

(40.4%)

.14 (66.7%).
1(333%)

- 21- (100%)
(40.4%)

Hom. Ped. -  Total
'21 (67:78) 37 (71.2%)
_10(32.3%) 15 (28.8%)
31 (100R) 52 (100%)
(S8.6%)

x"1)= 12, ns}

27(87.1%) %2 (82.7%)

4029%) S(738)

. 31 (1008) 52 {100%)
(59.68)

[X*(1) = 42, ns.)

. 13(41.8%) | 25{48,1%) .
18(58.1%) 27(51.9%)
31 (100%) 52 (100%)
(59.6%)

[X*(1) = 83, ns.)

45 (88.5%)

26 (83.0%)

5(16.18%8) 7T358)

31 (100%) 52 (100%)
(50.6%)

x*(1) = 07, ns.

26 (83.9%) 42 (80.6%)

_5{12.1%) 10(1828)
31 (100%) 52 (100%)
(59.6%) :
(X1) =1, nsl
23 (74.2%) 37(71.2%)
_8(25.8%) 15(28.88)
- 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
(59.6%)

[X*(1) = 07, nsl]

it]



‘Table 55 con't. -

Gender Role:

S

- Fantasy:

Body Image:

o

" Satisfaction:

Deficiencies

" Strengths

Total.

- Deficiencies
Strengths

Total
Deficiencies
Strengths
Totgl
Deficiencies
Strengths
- - Total .
~ Deficiencies
Strengths
“Total
Deficiencies
Strengths

Total

_lm-..

Het. Ped.

17 (81.0%)

409.08)
21 +H00%)

(404%)

13 (61.9%)
_8(38.1%)
21 (1008}

(40.4%)

18 (85.7%)

" 3{143%)

21 (100%)
(40.4%)

11 (52.4%)

10 (47.6%)
21 (100%)

(40.4%) - 1

18 (85.7%}

- 3014.3%8)

21 (100%)
(40.45:1

6 (26.6%)

- 15{71.48)}
21 (100%) .

(40.4%)

3

R

- 20(93.5%) g

Hom. Ped.

22{710%R) ,

- 9(2008)
31 (1008) -
{S8.6%)

Total

30 (75.08)

A3 (22,08}
52 (100%)

ix%(1) = 24, ns.)

20 (64.5%)
11 (355%) .

31 {100%)

(59.8%)

33 (63.5%)

19 (38:5%)
52 {(100%)

i

x*(1) = .00, ns.)

26 (830%) .
SO61R8)
- 31 {100%)

(59.6R)

44 (84.8%)

—8{1948)
52 (100%)

X*1)= .00, ns)

17 {54.8%)
14 (45.28)
31 {1008)

(50.8%)

.28 (53.8%)

24(4628)
52 (100%)

(1) = 00, ns.)

2 _(65%)
31 (100%)

(59.6%)

13 (41.9%)
18 {56.1%)
31 (100%)

.. (50.6%)

47 (90.4%) '

S _(967)
52 (1008)

£x*(1)= 21, ne]

x*(1) = 47, ns.]

o
A

19 (38.5%)

33(635%)
52 (100%)

R
Ly e Seae
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Buss Durkee Hostility Invénitory
) by Age of Offender

L e | Ageofo}fender

Scale i 0-10 12049 Y S0-75 Total

. ' - % : -
Negativism: Average  3(4298) 27(750%) 7(875%) _37(7128)
High A4(57.1%)  10(270%) - 1({1258) ~15(28.8%)
' . 71008} 37 (100%) 8 (100%) 52 (100%)

Total (135%) (71.1%) (154R)

. - [X'(2)=3.83, na.]
Resentment: Average  1(143%) 22(5058%) 6(75.0%) 20(55.8%)

High L(807%) 15(4058) 2(50%) 23(4428)
7 (100%) ~ 37 (100%) - 8 (100%) 352 (100%)
Total (135%)  (71.18)  (154%)

[X*(2) = 6.20; p.0S)

Indirect Hostility: . Average 1(1438) ~18(486%) . 4(50.0%)- 23 (44.2%)

High B8(857%) 19(514%) 4(S00%) 29 (558%)
7 (1008) . 37 (100%) 8 (100%)° 52 (100%)

Total (135%) - (711%) . (154%) h

"{X’(z) %2.85, ns.] '

Assauilt: ' Average = 2(286%)  20.784%) 6(750%) 37(71.2%) |
. High 5(714%) _8(2168) 2(250%) 15(28.8%)
e - © .7 (100R) 37 {100%) 8 (1008) S2 (100%)

Total (135%) (7LIR)  (154%)

[X*(2) = 7.18, pc.03]



" Table 58 con't.

Suspicion:

Irritability:

Verbal Hostility:

" Guilt:

‘Total:

" Total

* - High

: Avamge' '

.High

Total

Average .
"High

Averqge
High.

Total

Averdge

Thal ¢

Average

e . "High

=

019 .

20-49°

8075

Total .
3(420%) ' 12(324%) - S(625%) 20 (38.5%)
4(57.0%) 25(676%)  3(375%) 32(615K)
7 (100%) 37 (100%) . 8 (1008} 52 (100R)
(13.58%) “(711R). - (15.48)
%*2)=238, ns] -
. : ‘& .
'C‘.. : N
C4(674%). 20(784%)  8{100%) 41 (78.6%)
. 3{4a20%) - _8(216%) O_(0R) 11 (2]12%)
-7 (100%) 37 (100%)  8(100%) - S2 {100%) -
© (135%) (71.18) (15.4%)
" X*(2)= 4.13, ns.)
2(286%) 25(676R) i »!'7‘(87.53)' 34 (65.4%)
5(71.48) 12(324%) | 1(1258)  18(346%)
7 (100%)  37-(1008) " 8'(1008) ' S2 (100R).
- (138%) . (U1R) . (154%) | |
S - -_[x‘(z)=$.§9.".p<.06]
0 (0%) - 15(417%)  4(500%) 119(63.52)
Z01008) - 21{53.8%) 4(5008) 32(627%) .
7(100%) . 37 (100%) & (100%8) 52 (100%) °
(1358) «  (71.1R) (15.4%) o
) (*(2)=501, na}
 2(286%)  25(676%) 6(7S0%) 33 (635%)
S5(714%) 12{324%) . 2(250%) _19(36.5%)
7 (100%) 37 (100%) . 8(100%) . .52 (100%) .
(135%) (7L1%) - (154%)

| Total

X" (2)£ 440, ns)
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.y [
Buss Durkee Hostility Inventory *
Sexual Pref.  Oife
Sexual Prefefehce L
Scale ©~ = : Het. Ped. ... Hom.Ped. ~ Total
Negativism: Average  17(809%) 21 (64.5%) 37 (71.28)
o High e {0.18) 11 (355%) 15(28.8%)
21 {1008) 31 (100%) - .52 (100%) -
Total - (404%) (59.63)_
' X*(1)= 84, ns]
. Resentment Average 11 (52.4%) 18 (56.1%) 20 (55.8%)
: High 10 {476%) 13 (41.9%) 23 (44.2%)
21 (100%) ; 31 (100%) . 52 (100R)
} Total © {404%) (50.6%)
- ' - - (X*1)= .01, na]
'm_._lé‘") ' .. . . ‘ . . - ) o
Indirect Hostility: . Average 10(476%) , 13(418%)  23(442%)
) High 11(524%) = 18(56.1%) - 29 (55.8%)
: ' 21 (1008) . 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
Total (40.4%) - (50.88)
' ]

- [x*(1)= 01, ns.]

Assault Average  11(524%) " 26(63.9%) 37 (71.2%)

High . 10 (47.68) 5(18.18%)  15(28.8%)
: 21 (100%) 31-(100%) . -. 52 {100%)
Total - - (4048) {50.6%) 4
\—A ‘ [X*(1)=48l. ns.
. | A - ' ) S ‘ &

Mrarmtiemcemad mee — a2



Tabie 57 con't.

Suspicion:

Irritability:

“Verbal Hostility:

Guilt: .

Total:

Average
High

. Total

. Average

High

Total

S e

Average .
{ High

T

Total

Average

High

" Total

-

Het. Ped.

8(38.1%)

13(61.98)°

21 (100%)
(40.4%)

17 (81.0%)
_4{19.0%)
21 (100%}

. (40.4%)

13 {61 8%)
_8(38.1%)
21 {100%)

" (40.4%)

10 (476%)
11(524%) -

(40.4%)

- 13 (61.9%)
8(38.1%)

21 (100%)

.21 (100%) -

(40.4%)

Hom. Ped.-

12 (38.7R)
19 (61.38)
31 (100%)

(59.6%)

]

Total

20 (38.5%) -

32 {61 O%)
52 (100%)

S

x%(1)= 00, ns.]

24(77.4%)

_7(22.0%8)
31 (100%)

(50.6%)

21 (87.7%)

" 10 (32.3%)

31 (100%)
(50.6%)

4] (78.8%)

11 (21.28)
52 (100%)

(x*(1)= 00, ns.]

34 (65.4%)

18 (346%)
52 (100%)

[X*(1) = 02. na.]

| 0(45.0%)

21 (55.08)
31 (100%)
. (59.6%)

3

19 (37.3%8)

- 32(62.7%)
52 (100%)

[X%(1) = 97, ns)]

20 (64.5%) .
11 (35.58) 19 (36.5%)
31 (100%) . 52 (100%) -
(50.6%)
1x*Q)= 00, ns)

I3,{63.58)



" Test

Hetercgexual

Hompee’i‘uaii ty:

T
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TABLE 58

@

ity: I'legat.iﬁ'e

Neutral

- Positive

Total

Negative
Neutral

Positive

Tolal

Heterosexual Pedophile:

Negative
Neutral

Positive

Total -

- Homosexzual Pedophile:

\>

-

Fetisl‘{isms: %

Negative
Neutral
Positivs

- Total

" Negative

TNeutral

Positive

Total

0-19

-

2(18.

0 (0R)

S(71.48)
7 (100%)
{13.5%)

3 (42.9%)
2(28.6%)
2(28.6%)
7 {100%)

(13.5%).

3 (42.98)
2 (28.8%)

- 2(286R%)

7 (100%)
"(13.5%)

4(57.1%)
2 (28.6%)
1 (14.38)
7 (1008)

(13.5%)

3 (42.9%)
2(28.6%)

2(28.6%)

7 (100%)
(13.5%)

20-49 .

3 (8.IR)

o (oRr)

34 (91 9%)
37 (1008)

(71.1%8) .

23 (622%)
2 (5.4%)
12 (32.4%)
37 (1008)
(71.1%)

24 (84.9%)

6 (162%)

1(189%)
37 (100%)
{71.1%)

22 (59.5%)

4{10.8%)

11 (29.78)
37 (100%)
(71.1R)

22 (505%)

5(135%)
10 (27.0%)

- 37 (100%)

- (71.18)

Age of Offender:

50-75

0 (0%)-
0. {OR).

8 (100%)
8 (1008)
(15.4%)

Total
5 (9.6%)
0 (OR)

_42_!90.42!
52 (100%)

[x*(2)=3.48, ns.]

& (1008%)
0 (O%)
0 _(08)
8 (100%)

(15.4%)

34 (65.4%)
4 (77%) .

14 (28.98)
52 (100R)

[X*(4) =9.48, ns.]

7 (87.5%)

1(1258)
‘0 __(0R) -

8 (100%)
(15.4%)

34 (65.4%)
9(17.3%)

8 (173%)
52 (100X}

[X(4)=3.74, ns.]

8 (75.0%)
1(12.5%)
1 (12.5%)
8 (1008)

(15.4%8)

7 (87.5%)

1(12.5%) -

0_ (0%)
8 (100%)
(15.4%)

(A

32 (61.5%)
7 (13.5%}

13 (25.0%)
‘52 (100R) -

[X*(4)=282. ns.)

32 (61.5%)

8(15.48) .
12(23.1%8)

52 (1008)

IX*(4)=441, ns]



Table 58 con't.

Transvestism:

Negative

Neutral
Positive

Total

Exhibitionism- negﬁative

"Voyeurism:

4

: Frotteuriém:

TNeutral
quitive ‘

Total

Negative
Neutral

Positive

Total .

Tegative
TNeutral
Pozitive

- Total

Sadism/Masochism:

Neutral:

. 'negqtlvé

Neutral

- Positive

Total

Negative
Tetral
Positive

Total
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C T 4(57.18)

2 (28.6%)

1(14.3%)
7 (100%)

(13.5%)

5(71.4%)

G, (0R)

2(28.6%8)
7 (100%)

(13.5%)

3 (42.9%)

. 4(57.1R)

0__(oR)
7 (1008)
(135%)

-

- 3(42.9%)

1(14.2%)
3(42.9%)
7 (100%)

(13.5%)

S (71 4%)
1 (14.38)

1(14.38)
7 (1008)

. 13s®)

3 (42 8%)
0 (0%)

4(57.1%) -

7 (100%)
(13.58)

30(81.1%)
6(162%)
1 {27%)

‘37 (100R) .

(71.1R)

12 (324%)

7(189%)

18(48.7%)°

37 (100%)
(71.1%)

15 (40.5%)
6 (16.2%}

© 16 (43.2%)
" 37 (100%)

(71.1%)

18 (48.7%)
5 (13.5%).

14(37.88) °

37 (100%)
(71.1%)

29 (78.4%)
4(10.8%)
~4(108R).
37 (100%):
(71.1R)

23 (62.2%)

. 5(13.5%)

- 8(243%)
- 37 (100%)
T {711R)

8 {100R)

0 (0R)

0 __(OR)

8 (100R)

(154%)

42 (80.8%)

8 (15.4%)

2 (388)
52 (1008)

(xX*(4) =531, ns.]l

7(875%) 24 (46.2%)

0 (0%) « 7(23.1%)

1(125%) 21 (40.4K)

8 (1008) 52 (100%)
(15.4%)

[X*(4) = 1069, p<.05)

23 (44.28) ~

5 (82.5%)

0 (0%) 10(192%)

3(375%)  19(385%)
8 (100%8) 52 (100%)
{15.4%)

[X3(4) = 10,68, pe.05)

3(375%). 24(46.2%)
3(375%) 9(17.3%)
2(250%) 19(36.5%)
8 (1008) 52 (100%)
(15.4%)
[X*(4)=281, ns]
8 (100R) 42 (80.8%)
., 0 (OR) 5 {9.6%)
0 _(0R) _5 {98B%)
8 (100%) - 52 (100%)
(154%)
[X*(4) =2.88, ns]
6(75.0%) 32(615%)
0 (0%) 5 (0.6R)
2(2508) 15{2888%)
8 (100%), 52 (100%)
(15.4%)

X%(4)=6.91, nal

e
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TABLE 50

Bexual Attitude Scores by Sexual P?ererence of Offender -

Test c
Heterosexuality:  Negative
‘ Neutral
Pogitive

Total

Homoscrxhblitg: I'lngtive
Teuiral
Positive

“, Total :

Heterosexual Pedophile:
" Negative
TNeutral
- Positive

Total

Homosexual Pedophile: .

' . - Negative
Neutral
Pesitive

Total

. Fetishisms: - Ileq_ativé
Neutral
Positive

s - Total

Sexual Preference o
Het. Ped. Hom. Ped. Total
2 (858%) |, 3 (9.7%) 5 (9.68)
0 (OR) 0 (0%) 0 (0oR)
19(1958) 28 {90.3%8) -47 (90.48)
21 {100%) 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
{404%) (59.68)

+ 16 (76.2%)
4(16.0%)
~1_(488)
21 (100%)
(40.4%)

12 (57.18)
3{14.3%)
_6(286%)
21 (1008)
(40.4%)

" 17(81.08)

2 (95R)

_2 _{9.5%)
2] (100%)
(40.4%)

11 (5.4%)
"4 (19.0%)
- _6(28.6%)
21 (100%)
. (404%)

x*(1)= .00, ns.)

18 (58.1%} 34 (654R)
0 (%) - 4 (778) .
13(41.88) 14 (26.98)
31 (100%) -52 (100%}
(59.68) : A
[X*(2) =12.96, p<.0l]

22(710%)  34(65.48)
6 (19.6%) 9(17.38)
3 (078)  _9(173%)
31 (1008) 52, (100%)
(59.6%) oo
X*(2)=3.13. ns.).

T

i

15 (48.4%) 32(61.5%)
5(16.1%) 7(13.58)
11 (35.58) 13 (25.0%)
31 (1008) 52 (100%)

(59.6%) o
[X%2)=5.94, ns.)

21 (67.7%) 32 (61.58)

4 (778) B8(154%)

_6(194%)  12(23.1%)

31 (100%) . - 52 (100%)
(506%)

IX'(2)=1725, ns.)
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Table 58 con't. -
\ Het. Ped.  Hom. Ped. Total
Transvestism: Negative - 18(85.78) 24(4628%)  42(80.8%)
' ' Neutral 2 (0.5%) 8(104%)  8(154%)
Positive -1 (48%) . _1_(32%) 2. (38%)"
: - 21 (1008) 31 (100R) 52 (100%)
Total ' (404%)  (506%) ‘
- S X*(2) = 67. ns)]
Exhibitionism: Negative 10 (47.6R) 14 (45.28) 24(46.2%)
Neutral 2 (95%) 5 (16.1%) 7 (135%)
Positive _9(42.0%) 12(387%) . 21(4048)
21 (100%) 31 (100%)  S2 (100%)
Total {404R) (50.6%) o
' %*(2)= 48, ns]
Voyeurism: Negative 11 (54%)  12(387%) = 23(44.2%)
Neutral - 4(19.08) 6(19.4%) . 10(19.2%)
Positive _6{2868) "T13(419%)  _19(365%)
- 21 (1008) 31 (1008) 52 (100%)
Total " (40.4%) (50.6%)
[X*(2)=1.14, ns}-
_Frotteurism: Tlegative- 8(38.1%) 16(51.6%)  24(46.2%)
" Neutral 5123.8%) 4(12.0%) 9(17.3%)
Positive _8(38.18) 11:(355%) 19 (36.5%)
‘ 21 (100%) 31 (100%)° 52 (100R)
Total = - (404%)  (508%) 5
o [X*2)=1.38. ns.]
Sadism/Masechism: ] . o
R " Negative 18(85.78)  24(774%)  42(80.8%)
Neutral .~ 1 (48R) 4(12.98) 5 (96%)
Positive - .+ 2 {958 3. (978 S (96%)
= 21 (100%) - 31 (100%)  S2 (100%)
Total - (40.4%) (S068)" o
. (x%(2)=1.80. ns.)
Neutral Negative 11(5248) - 21(67.78) 32 (61.5%)
@xl .Neutral 2 (958 3 (9.7%): 5 (0.6%)
: Positive _8(381%)  -7(2268)  15(288%) .
21 (100%) 31 (100%) 52 (100%)
Total (40.4%) (506%) - -

0 (2)=153, nsl



Slide

_Adolescent Fernale:
Fernale Child (10-11)
IMale Child (11)

" Adolescent Male

_ Iale Child (7-8)

Adult Female

- Adult INale

Fernale Child (4-5)

Cala2-

TABLE 60

High Levels of Arousal of Penile
Tumescence Slides by Age of Offender

Age of Offender

0-19

2 (S0.0%)
2 (50.0%)
2 (50.0%)

2{(50.0%) =

3 (75.08)
2 (S0.0%)
I (25.0%)
2 (S0.08)

- 20-49

8 (32.08)
7 (28.0%)
12 (52.0%)
8 (32.0%)

- 8(32.0%)

7 (25.0%)
3(12.08)

8 (32.08)

3(50.0%}

3 (50.0%)
3 (50.0%)
2 {33.3%)

' 3(50.08).
" 3(S0.0%).

2 (33.3%)
2 (33.38)

o

Total

13(37.13'2).

12 (34.3%)

.17 (48.6%)
12 (34.28)

14 (40.0%)
12 (34.3%)
6(17.1%8)

12 (34.3%)

-

High Levels of Arcusal of Penilé Tumescence
Stides by Sexual Preference of Gffender

Sexual Preference

Slide -

‘Adolescent Fernale -

Female Child (10-11)
Male Child {11) |
- Adolescent Male
~ IMale Child (7-8)
Adult Fernale ..
Adult Male -
Female CHild (4-5)

Het. Ped.

8 (54.5%)

6 (54.5%) -

4(36.4%)

4(364%)

4 (36.4%)
5 (45.58%)

“2(19.28)"

.5 (45.5%)

Hor_n.- Ped. Total
7(20.2%) 13 (37.1%)
6(2508)  12(34.3%),

13 (54.2%) 17 (48.6%)

-8(33I3R) . 12(34.3%)

10 (41.7%) 14 {40.0%)
7 (29.2%) 12 (34.3%)
4(16.7%) -8(17.1%)
7(202%) 12 (34.2%)

- Chi Square

[X*2)=099. ns.
[X*(2) = 1.53, ns.}
[X*(2)= 001, ns.
[X*(2) = 0.4, ns.]
X*(2).=2.96, ns.)
[X*(2)= 153, ns.]
X*(2)=1.75, ns.]
[X*(2) =050, ns.]

Chi Square

X*(1)=1.13. ns.]
[X*(1)=1.76, ns.}
X*(1)=0.38, ns.]
X*(1)=0.00, ns.] -
X*(1)=0.00. ns.)
[X*(1)=031, ns.]
X*(1) =0.00, ns.]

CXMD) =031, ns}



Heteroeexuql Pedo hﬂe Ta

Tape

Child Initiate - arouse

T Supress .

Child Mutual - arouse
. - supress
TNon-physical coercion
: - drouse
- supress
Phgszcal Coercion
> ~arouse
- supress
- arouse -
- supress
- arouse
- SU.PI"GSS
, Adult Inutucxl {hetero)
- arouse
- supress
- arouse
- SUPI‘GSB
,Rﬁc_*?Phﬂe Index
- arouse
- supress

Sadism

Assquit <

I‘ncost

Asgault Index- arouse

- supress

Age of Offender

0-19

3 (100R8)
3 (100R)
3 (1008)
3(100%)

3 {100%)
3 {100%)

3 (1008)
3{100%)
3(100%)

4 {100%) .

3 (100%)
3(100%)

3 (100%)
3 (100%)
2(66.7%)
3 (1008)

L 1(33.3%)
1(33.3%)

0 (0R)

1{33.3%)

12 (70.6%)

20-49 S0-70

1 (20.0%)
2 (40.0%)
2 (40.0%)
2 (40.0%)

13 (76.5%)
10(S8.8%).
12 (70.6%)
10 (58.88)

13 (76.5%)
12 (70.8%) 2(40.0%)
13 (76.5%)
12 (70.6R)
13 (78.5%)
10 (S8.8%)

8(47.1%)
10 (58.8%)

1 (200%)
2 (400R)
1{20.0
3(80.0
2 (40.0%)
3(60.0%)

11 (54.7’2')
15 (88.2%)

2 (40.0%)
3 (60.0%)
3 (60.0%)
3({60.0R)

13 (76.58)

8(35.38) ©
7(41.28) 1(20.0%)
4(2358) 2(40.0%)
2(11.88) 2(40.0%)

e

(0R)

3(680.0%)

Age of Offender

Total

-17 (88.08)

15 (60.0R)
17 (68.0%)
15 (60.0%)

19 (76.0%)
17 (68.08)

17 (68.0%)
17 (68.08)
17 (88.0%)
17 (65.4%)
13 (52.0%)

16 (64.0%)

16 (64.0%)
21 (84.0%)
17 (68.08)

10 (76.0%)

7(28.08)
9 (36.0%)
6:(24.0%)
S (20.08)

Chi Square

X*2)=727 puos)

[x?(2) = 2.84, ns.]
X*(2)= 326, ns.]
[X*(2}=2.84. ns

X @) = 165,
[X*(2)=3.28.

ns.]
nal)

[X*(2) = 7.27 p¢ 03]
[X*(2) = 3.26, ns.)
[%*(2) = 7.27 p<.08]
[X*(2}=2.50. ns.]
X*(2)=322. nsl
[X*(2)=1.92, ns)]

[X*(2)=2.94, na.]
X*(2)=2.94, ns.)
[X*(2)=0.20, na.]
[X*(2) = 165, nz.]

x*(2)=2.43, ns.)

(X*(2)=0.76, n=.)
¢*(2)= 165, ns)
[X*(2)=2.30, ns,]
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TABLE 63

High Levels of Arousal of Penlle Tumescence Heterosexual

Pedophile Tapes by Sexual Preference of Offender

"~ Tape

Child Initiates - arouse
- gupress
Child Iflutual - arouse

- supress
Non-physical Coercion *

- arciuse -

. T supress
Physical Coercion
' - arouse

- supress

Sadism - arouse
 -supres
Assault’ - —arouse
‘ - supress
~ Adult mutual (hetero)
h - arouse
: - supress
Incest -.arouse
.~ supress
Pedophile Index
- Qrouge
. - supress
. AssaultInder - arouse
k - supress

%

Sexual Preference

Het. Ped. Hom. Ped.

12 (70.68)
11 (64.7%)
11 (84.7%)
11 (84.7R)

12 (7088) .

12 (70.6%)

- 11 (84.7%)

12 (70.6%)
11 (84.78)
12 (66.7%)
10 (58.8%)
11 (64.78)

13 (76.58)
14 (82.4%)
10 (58.8%)
11 (64.7%)

5 (20.4%)
7(41.28)
4 (23.5%)
4(23.5%)

J

S (62:5%)
4 (50.0%)
6 (75.0%)
4 (50.0%)

7(875%)
S (62.5%)

8 (75.0%)
S (62.5%)
6 (75.0%)
S (62.5%)
3(37.5%8)
S (62.58%)

3(37.5%)

7(87.58%)

7(87.5%)
8 (100%)

2 (25.0%)
2 (25.0%)
2 (25.0%)
1(125%) =

Total

17 (68.0%)
15 (60.08)
17 (68.0R)
15 (60.0R)

19 {76.0%)
17 (68.0%)

17 (66.0%)

 17(68.0%)

17 (63.0%)
17 (65.4%)

™13 (S52.08)
16 (64.0%) .

16 (64.0%)

" 21 (84.0%)

17 (68.08)
18 (m.ox‘)

7{28.0%)
.9 (36.0%)
6 (24.0%8)

5 (200%)

Chi Square

1x¥(1)=0.00, ns.]

X(1)=007, ns.]
[X*(1) = .003, ns.}
[x’m; 0.07. ns]

[X*(1)=0.18, ns.]
£xX*(1)=0.00, ns.)

D(1) = 003, ns.)
£x*(1)=0.00, ns.)
xX*(1)= 003, ns.]
X*(1)=0.00, ns.) ~
[X*(1)=032, ns.]
£X%(1)=0.00. ns.)

DC(1)=2.09, ns.)
(x?(1)=0.00, ns.]
[X*{10=0.45, ns.]
X*(1)=2.03, ns.]

* [x*(1)'=0.00, ns.]

X*(1)=0.11, ns:).
(X*(1)=0.00, ns]
xX*1)=001, ns ,
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TABLF 64

'Higrh Levels of Arpugql of Penile Turmescence
Homesexual Pedophile Tapes by Age of Offendexr

"~ Tape

Child Initigtes - arouse
- gupress

, Child Mutual - arcuse
- supress

Non-physical Coercion
- arouse
- supress
Physical Coercion
- arouse
- gupress
- arcuse
- supress
- arouse
; - supress
Adult Mutual (hetero)
'  ~'arousa
" = gupress
Adult INutual (homo)
-~ arocuse
. = supress
- arouse

Sadism

Assault

Incest

Pedophile Index
- arouse
- supress

Assault Index - arouse

—~ Supress

- supress

2

Age of Offender

0-19

2 (100%)
1 (100%)
2 (100R)
1 (100%)

2.(100%)

1-{100R%)

2 (100%)

1 (100%)

2 (100%)

1 (100%)

2 (100%)
1 {100%)

2 (100%)
1 (100%)

.2 {100%)

1 {100%)

2 (100R)

1 (100%)

1 {S0.0%)
1 (100R)
e (0R%)
0 (OR)

.

2049

17 (70.8%)

16 (66.7%) -

18 (75.0%)

- 16 {68.7R)

13 (54.2R)
11 (45.88)

14 (60.9%)
12 (52.2%)

13 (56.5%)

12{52.2%)

10 (43.5%)
19 (39.1%)

12 (52.2%)
10 (43.58)

3 (S6.5R)
11 (47.8%)
17 (73.9%8)

9(39.1%)

15 (85.2%)

13 (S6.58%})

6 (26.1%)
5(21.78)

.

-7

2 (1008)

0 (0R)
1 (50.0%)

0 (OR%)
1 (S50.0%8)

0 (0%}
1 (50.0%)
1 (50.0%)
1 (S0.0%)
0 (OR)

1 (S0.08)_

1 (50.0%)

0 (0R)

1 (S0.0R)
'1 (50.0%)
1 (50.0%)
1 (50.0%)

1 {50.0%)
1 (50.0%)
o (0%)
o (0R)

1 {50.0%)

) ‘Totdl

21 (75.0%)
18 (86.7%)

20 {71 4%}

18'(66.7%8)

15 (53.6%)
13 (48.1%)

16 (59.3%)
14 (53.8%)
16 (59.3%)
14 (53.8%)
12 (44 4%)
11 (42.3%)

15 (S5.6%)

11 (42.3%)

16 (59.3%)
13 (50.08)
20 (74.1%)
11 (42.3%)

10 (37.0%)
15(57.7%)
6 (22.2%)
6 (19.2%)

Chi Square

x%(2) =155,
[(X*(2)=0.75,
X*(2) =5.95,
(X*(2)=0.75,

[X%(2) = 4.04.
X3H2) =113,

[X*(2) = 0.89.
(x*(2)=0.80,
xX*2)=152,
¢x*(2)=0.89,
X(2)=4.11.
X*(2)=151,

X"2) = 1.73,
X (2)=2.84.

[X*(2) =152,
D2(2) = 1.04,
X*(2) = 1.30,
£X*(2) =151,

[X*(2)=0.33,
[X*(2)=0.79,
x*2)=1.34,
X“(2) = 0.8,

ns.}
ns.]
ns.}
ns.]

ns'.]

ns] .,

.ns.]

ns.]
na.}
ng.)
ns.]
ns.]

ns.] .

ns.)

na.]
ns.)

ns.} -

ns.] ‘.

ns’]
ns.]
n=.]

.



High Levels of Arousal of Penile 'I‘umescence Homosexual
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TABI.EUS N

s,

t

Tape

~ Child Initiates - arouge

- SUpress ..

. Child Mutual * - arouse
. - sﬁpress
' non—phgmcol Coercion
- arouse
| T supress
Phgsma.l Coenclon
T —
- arouse
- supress
- arcuse
- supress
- arouse
- supress
Adult Mutual (hetero)
~ arouse
- supress
Adult Mutual (homo}
‘ - arouse

S_qdism

Assault

Incest - arouse
Pedophlle Index
: : - arouse
- supress

Assau.lt Index - arocuse

- supreé_ts

~ supress -

- supress

Sexual Preference
. Het; Ped. Hom. éed.
1(100%)  20(74.1%)
1(100%) ~ 17(65.4%)
1(1008%) ~  198(70.4%)
1 (100%) 17 (65.4%)
1(1008) . 14(51.9%)
1(100R) 12 (46.2%)
1(1008)  15(57.78) .
1(100R) ~ 13(52.0%)
1(100%}  15{57.7%)
~1(1008) ' 13(52.0%)
1(I00%)  -11{423%)
- 1(100%)  10(40.0%)
, '1(1oox) 13(53.63)
1.(100%) 10 {40.0%)
. ‘1(100::)- '15(57.73)
1 (100R) 12 (48.0%8)
1 (1008) 19(73.1%)
0 (0R)  TIl(44.0%)
1(1008) ©  0(34.68)
1{l100%) 14 (56.0%)
S 1(100%) . 5(19.2%)
0 (0R)  5(2008)=

13 (48.1%8)

s

Total

o 21 (75.08)

18 (66.7%)

 20(714%) -
" 18(66.7%)

15 (53.6%)

16 (59.38)
14 (53.8%)

16 (59.3%) .

14 (53.8R%)

12(4448)
11 (42.38) -

15‘(55.6::)‘
11 (42.3%)

16 (59.38%)

13 (50.08)
20 (74.1R)
11 (42.3%)

io (37.0%)

- 15(57.7%)

6 (22.2%)
5195

Chi Square

[x?(1) = 0.00.
x*1) =000,
[x%(1) = 0.00,
[X*(1) =0.00,

[X*(1)=0.00,
BX(1) = eo1,

[x*(1)=0.00,
. X*(1)=0.00,
[X*(1) = 0.00,
[X*(1)=0.00,
[x*(1)=0.01.
X*(1)=0.02,

[x%(1) ='0.00,
(1) =0.02.

X*(1) = 0.00,
x*(1}=0.00,
X}1) = 0.00.

ns.l
ns.]

ns.)
ns.]
ns.]
ns.]
ns.}
ns.]

ns.]
ns.)

ns.]
ns.}
ns.]

0(1) =0.007ns.]

X1 =007.
x*(1) = 0.00.
[x%1) = 0.8,
x%(1) = 0.00,

t

ns.]

.naj,

ns.]
nq.]

W





