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he Problem 
One of the  ham^ crime virtiins iacr  is 

the pocsilxlity that many othrr pcople will l i d  

out about thcir enpeiiencc tlirm~gli widetprtad T 
publicity in the gciieiii media. Such concertti arc 

i inst  obvious in the casc of sex crimes, but many 
iioil-sexual victimirarioia cause en~baiia~sniciit as 

ivell. For clAirei,, there coiiccrm can be particularly 
acute, in part bccaure chi1dri.t~ ire .;o srrisitivc ;about 
thcir rq~iicaiioiis, arid iii pait became riiildreii have 
lit& power to control and counteract infixmation 

that k dissc~nirlatcd about t l ic~n. Fcan about thcir 
reputation and privacy arr likely m~jor  reasons why 

so many children do not disclosr victimizations to the 
police (or even to t k i r  own Shilies. 

Alti~ouglr tlrr tr;uni:itic intpact of crmie victimira- 
tioii has brcii cxtciisivcly stiidicd, thr i o p m  oipiib- 
lirity and anxiety :about publicity on victims t ias not. 
It is wrll crt:ibliihed that crime victinlization fk- 
qucntly rerultr iii psychological harm, but ~vhrt11c.r 
publicin. or t l x  about publicity contributes to this 
cannot be confirmed based on current scientific rvi- 
drncr.  Some o f t h r  rorarcli might be read ar suggrs- 
tivc that publicity or fear ofpublicity coiitr~butcr to 
h:n-ni. For crarnple, victims wit11 greater lev& of 

shame and inore negative self-perceptions &tcd to 

the offcnsc tend to he i i~orc badly :iRi.ctrd by their 
i-irtiinizatio~i." Childrcn involvcd in c a s e  r im drag 
on over 1 longer period of time tend to recover nmz-c 

slowly.' Ncveitlicless, this icscarcli does ~ i o r  ipccitical- 
ly iniplicate publicity as a source uftriuiiia fiw wc-- 

tims. 

Noiicthelesr, t l h r  ire sound rcasoiis to bclicvr 
t h a  pblicity or fears about publicity causc hariii to 

juvenile criinc victims. Enlbainsrnicrir ; l i d  shime 

have hren rstahlished 2s two sources of tmima for 
children in the wake of victiniimioii.' 'These emo- 
tions arise in part orit of victims' conccrns about tlic 
prrcrptionr othrs peoplc will have about theniThcir  
iiitcmity is ;arguably rciated io thc iionlber ofporcii- 

tial peojdc w h o n ~  '1 victim ran imagiiii might hnvc 
thrsr perciptioiis. i n  other words, it c m  be hypotliu- 
sired that crime victiins will f k 1  morz rmh.irl-a,wwir 
:~nd  sliainr if many people know about the criminal 
iiicidcnts ifFectiiig them. 

Secondly. when more people know about a partic- 
nlar painful rrrnt, it increases the rlwiiber of potential 
sourccs of rciiiindeis about the trauma. For rxarnpic, 
when a c i i~ i i r  is publicized. thcre arc inore pcopli 

d m  might o~cntion the ipisodc to tlic victiln 
Children rcover morr h v l y  from trauma when kc- 

qocntly reminded of it and when circuii~sia~ices dis- 
courdgc t1ic111 fioni nioving beyold the role o t  vic- 
t im" Find),, rroe:ircIi on victimizariur and bullying 
suggests that a part liisaxy of vtctimiration and n rep- 
utation as a victim soiiictinies c m s e  children to be 

Why Mcdia Self-Regulation is Insufficient 
Many newspapers and broadcartris have voluntary 

itliicnl polirics that arc intiiided to protect the iden- 
tities of  child victiiiii.Thrrc are many prohieins with 

thcre policie\, howcver. that nukc them insufLcirnt to 
fidly protect child crirrle victims &om the h:iriin of 

publicity. 
T i i c  p i i i i e s  n r  iiut utz ivmn i .  A few iiewsp~pci-r 
c v c ~  Ii:wc a€tirinative pulicies to disclose victim 

names u.lmrvcr the :age or crime.' - 71w p o l i i i i i  ow i i o i  q ~ . ~ t m c i l i i :  Many only cover sex 
rrimcc. Soiilctirncr cven attruqmxl sex crinlcs arc 
considered outside the scope oC the ethical policy 
7 % ~ .  p l i i i i c i  <ody m w i  mi r im i ~ i t i i , $ .  Soiilcti~nss sto- 
r m  include the iiaiirrs of close fimily iuc~nbcis, 
the addicsm of the rlrildrm, aird otiiei inforina- 
tioii t lm  would easily d ~ n v  thc identitication of 
a victim by aiiyonr with even casual knowlrdgr 
of t lx  cliild or z ~ e i g l i b o r l ~ ~ ~ d .  

T h e  polirier imvc i o o p h ~ l t ~ .  If the namc of a child 
h:ls alre:idy appe:trcil iii die press because oforlirr 
circumstaiicrr, fix rr:iiiiplc. it, a niissii~g child 
i c p r t ,  t l ~ e r  the cliild will often be named iu 
col~juirciion with tlir crime wlxn it is disco\,- 
wed. Sin~ilarly if one outlet disciosci the innis, 

f?cipcntIy orlieis will do so too, in spitc of thcir 

poliria\. 

Toward Model State Statutes 
Giiirrilly, U.S. law doe< not allow proliibitioiis on 
the pihlicatioii o l~ i ru th i l l  iiiforiiiatioii found in the 

public domain Some coontries have laws bmiiing 
the poblic:itioii of the names and otlicr idcntiiyiiig 
iniorlnation &out victiliis rvc!l aftcr the infbrii~r- 
t i m  lins tillen into tlic public domain. Such laws 
gciicraily have been held uncoiistiiutiond in the 

Uriitcd St:ites bccaosr, of  siroiig F m i  Aii~e i~dmrni  
traditioiis." 

Szwral siatcs Iiaw erected barriers and protections 
to ciisiire tlint victim names and personally identitj- 
ing infurmation do not fill into the public dotnain 
during invcsrigatioiis, pretrial 1itig:ition and trial."' 

Selected components of tlirse statntrs" include the 
fdlowing: 

A righr Tor child i-iccinis and ivitnrsses to be 
identified by 2 pseudimym in police rccord,, 
clmginp, docrin~ciits and court tiliiip,~. 



A broad list of crimes bcyoiid sex crimes for which idrnriiying iiifor- 

mation will br piotcctrd, i~ r l i id i i ig  awults .  fmiiiy ind child wdf?iz 
dfenrrr. . Provisioiis kr  dcfciisr ronrrwl to  obtain inti~riiiariun on idemirirs 

o f  victims :ad w i t l i ~ s s ~ s  that i ~ l c l i i d ~  r e q u i r c m ~ n i ~  imi to  d i s c h e  

dris inforimtion.  

I'mhihiiions ou lrw ceiiiorcrmciir peironilrl,  police, pioicciitors 

and their stat7, and rniirt adniinistrxivc p r i s o m e l  from p l x i n g  

v ic r i i~~s '  nalnei and idemifying infoiin:ttim irr ihe public domain. 

Anrcndmrnrs to public rrcoriis 1 : ~ s  so t in t  rclmant punions of 
iwertigitivc, pmsecutioii and cotin iucords that idiiitir\ cliild 

victims rcniain rontidciiti:il oficr the di\pusitioii o f  the criminal 

c a w  - Adoption of a variety of cnfbrcrmeiw iiicasuiis t o  riicnoragc 

rompliancc ranging from conrctrrpt ;and rcierl-al to  licensing 

bodirs io crinliiial $aimions for willfiii violations. 

Iruiiicdly, wiieii cliildi-rn :arc rictimizsil by orhrr  children, tire v i d e -  

rpl-cad statc mru tes  that protect the privacy ofjuuzorie ofFmdeis generally 
work to  protrr t  the privacy oi joveni lc  victim, at tlw s,iiiie rime. 

UiifOrtunatcl): rliildrm vicriniizcd hy adulrs do iwt mi-~.cliily bciicEir from 

as iniicli privacy piorection ,is them juvrmle otEniiei coiii~rrq,,ii-ts do. 

Conclusior~ 
Although morv i-csrarch is i,crded, there art, n u n y  reasons to  bclicvc that 

publicity may lx l,a~-niful to  clrild cr ime vicriiiis. Staic statutes t l m  

I 13wid ihkelhoi, l~lirrctoi, C:ilnrs Agmir Cluldien Resou!cc Cc!iier 

l'rufersor uf Socdogy, i i nwc r i i t y  o f  New H.mpr!iirc. C l w l e ~  I'uniiia, 

lkwaii l i  Awciate I'iofissor ofl'oliiiial Sciciicz, LJmrersit:r of Ncw 

Nanipiliire. Fo~mrr chief o f  Iiom~calc pmwcution, Ncw Himii~liii-c OtTicc o f  
I A ; I .  I ' l cax )mi.: For ilw purpoics of r o i i i p l m r l ~  w t h  

Srrtmo 507 of 1'1- 104-208 (rhc "Stwrnr Ainrndrtxeni"), readin rra ;idviacii 
that rllr f ~ ~ n i i ,  for tins pn>grain ire iiciived from f i i i d  i o o r i e ~ .  (LiS. 
Ikparonrnr of!imcc). 

F1orid.i Stir x 13.J.E. 4'11 US. i24  (1989) (civil d :u i i ; ip  .w.trd. preniiird on 

vmlation of m t c  mtuic,  .,gm,r inciwpiper for p h l i h n g  inao~c uf rape wciiin 

unciin,titmoo~l ivlirri. reporter Iwihlly oht ined victim's nanw), Cox 
.r,nting Coip c Colwn. 410 US. 469 (197.i) (civil d:imagrs award apaiiiii 

rr!c,~smri s r a t w i i  hv bn,aiic.iinng xmmc o i r .~pr -n~ordc i  i,icam heid uncoi~sii- 

rur~oiiil where  iti ion !,ad ubtnnrd  nnnc from roori!~oiise records). 

O k l , h n ~  l '~d~I~~l!mg GI. v. O k l ~ l ~ m , ~  C h u q  Di~trict COWL 4311 U.S. 308 

(1977) (co~wt's pretrtal order enpirung ~ m w s  smedi,i f k m  phlikl~ing n'mw or 

iphuo~giapii of 1 1 year-old juvriilr delinquciii lirld unconstiturioni where 

rep,mw\ Ihd heen ~l loirrd to itrerid dehnqiicnq Iicmng). Smith v Dxily 

Mall I'uhlishing Co., 443 US. '97 (1')79) (indicnmin of ncwp~pcrs  for violat- 
ing aarr w n l r c  Tohddnig pi~l~lir-aiion of oaniei o(yuot11 rlui-ged rr jwemlr 
otiinders without prmr winen  appruvil of the juiemle comt  hdd  ooconrri- 

turioml ivheie ticrnp;ipcri obnined nariie o(,jownile fiom n,itnrwi\, po im 
.ind p m ~ ~ i o r s n ~  ~ q i ~ h l i c l y  .irccwhlc ilocimwnr). 

For ii~ioriiiation on irate mtttre,  .iJdirisinl; t h n  iswe. contact i h c  Narion;il 
C:c>ucr hi rhr I ' n ~ c m i o n  of Child Abuse at (70.3) 549-4Zi3, or on thc 

Inrcl-iier ar ~ \ - i \ ~ n : ~ ~ d r i - i p n . o i g / ~ ~ ~ i i / ~ i i i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s / ~ ~ ~ p ~ ~ / ~ ~ c ~ ~ ~ a ~ h ~ ~ i i i . I ~ t t ~ ~ l ,  


