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BECAN Epidemiological Survey on Child Abuse and Neglect (CAN) 
in Romania
SHORT INTRODUCTION 
There had been in the last few decades substantial debate regarding the number of abused and neglected children. Researchers  all over the world have difficulties in establishing the number of the children which are abused and neglected. Efforts were made to document  child abuse and neglect by incidence reports of child protection services, social services, hospitals or police. These studies  are the incidence studies, which estimate the number of new cases occuring in a given period of time  (Goldman, Padayachi, 2000)

An other cathegory of prevalence data are provided by the population-based studies. Although nationally representative studies have begun to document the prevalence of child maltreatment within community samples, most have relied on retrospective reports from adults and students (Sledjeski et al, 2009). There has been described only several studies that measured the occurrence of child maltreatment among a representative survey of children or adolescents. (mainly due to consent issues) One of these studies is the Developmental Victimization Survey (DVS) that measured the occurrence of physical abuse, sexual abuse and neglect among 2-17 years old  children living in the US (Finkelhor, Ormrod, Turner, Hamby, 2005). The one-year incidence estimates obtained in this study was 3.7% for physical abuse, 1,4% for neglect and 0.006% for sexual abuse by a known adult.

Limited data are available in industrialized countries, and even less is known about child abuse and neglect in non-European and/or European countries with relatively lower standards of socioeconomic development, such as Romania or the majority of Balkan countries. In order to obtain comparable data in the Balkan countries, and to fill out a huge gap regarding the epidemiology of child abuse and neglect in this area of the world, the BECAN study was developed and carried out by 9 countries.    
A. GENERAL INFORMATION 
The field research took place during the second semester of the school year 2010-2011, namely between February and May 2011. The field research team was supervised by four field coordinators each of them leading a team of 4 or 5 field operators, each team covering 4 counties in the country. The timeline of the research was set by the coordinators together with the operators depending on the possible timetables of the school directors and the team members, as well as the pupils’ timetables, so to avoid holidays, exams and term papers.

· the team coordinated by Corina Voicu 7th February- 26th March 2011

· the team coordinated by Cristina Oaneş ș 21th  February -  30th  May 2011

· the team coordinated by Csaba Degi 14th February – 26th  March 2011

· the team coordinated by Zita Kiss 28th  February -  30 May
The responsible unit for the BECAN research for Romania was The Social Work Department from the “Babes-Bolyai” University Cluj-Napoca, Faculty of Sociology and Social Work.  The supervisors of the field-coordinators were Maria Roth, Imola Antal and Dávid-Kacsó Ágnes. These three persons provided the telephone duty, too

The researchers taking part in the project were:

	Name 
	Position in project
	Profession

	Dr. Maria Roth
	Scientific coordinator
	Professor in the SW depart., Psychologist 

	Dr. Imola Antal
	Project manager 
	Lecturer in the SW department, Psychologist

	Dr. Agnes David
	researcher
	Researcher Psychologist

	Dr. Corina Voicu
	Field coordinator  
	Researcher, Social worker 

	Dr. Cristina Faludi
	Field coordinator  
	Lecturer in the SW department, Social worker

	Dr. Csaba Degi
	Field coordinator  
	Lecturer in the SW department, Social worker

	Drd. Zita Kiss
	Field coordinator  
	PhD student, Sociologist 

	Dr. Elemer Mezei
	Statistician
	Lecturer in the SW department, Sociologist

	MSW Rozalia Szasz
	Project assistant
	Assistant researcher, Social worker

	
	
	


B. ORGANIZATION OF THE STUDY
1. Permission(s) to access schools   
Prior to beginning of research, the agreement from the Ministry of Education had been obtained in September 2010. In October 2010 under this agreement the permission to conduct research in the schools from those counties was asked and received from all county inspectorates for schools. The replies of the county-inspectorates came on various dates starting from November 2010 to March 2011. Some of the inspectorates sent the agreement to conduct the research by fax, email or communicated it by phone.

Two school inspectorates (from Arges and Giurgiu counties) refused to allow us to conduct research in those particular counties, so in order to respect the sampling structure other two similar counties were chosen. Ttaking into consideration the particularities of the geographical areas and pupils’ percentage in the population, as well as their socio-economic situation, Gorj and Teleorman counties were elected. The Ispectorates of these counties were contacted and they agreed. Based on the agreements with the school inspectorates and the Ministry of Education, the field coordinators requested approval from the headmasters of the schools included in the research sample in order to conduct surveys in those particular schools. The team coordinators invested time in obtaining the Headmasters’ collaboration and engagement in the research and a partnership agreement was signed with each school. 
Ethical clearance of the research 

We applied all the ethical measures convened in the BECAN consortium, as described in the Ethics Report (consent forms for parents, assent forms for children, information sheets for school principals etc). NAB discussed the form of consent and agreed on using passive agreement of parents for their children aged 11, and 13 and children’s own assent to the research, for all ages. The Romanian law requires that researchers inform the principal and the Inspectorate and also the Ministry of Education in case of research on children taking place in schools. The Romanian administration does not have a special body or institution to give ethical agreements. The NAB considered that it is important to inform and ask for permission and support from the Ministry of Education, the County School Inspectorates, and the School Principals. Because the topic of the research, NAB also informed the National Child Protection Directorate about the goal, the methods and the consent procedures of the research, and asked for  support, which was granted. The NAB analyzed the Ethical requirements of the University and of the Research Bodies in Romania and did not find any special requirements concerning the ethics of research for children, so we did not submit the ethical standards prepared for the BECAN research to any special ethics body.
2. Field Researchers’ Training

The training seminar was based on the Training Manual and Guidelines which has been translated into Romanian and handed to all participants to the seminar. The training course took place from 8th to 11th November 2010, enclosing 5 to 6 training hours per day. 23 field operators and 3 field coordinators signed up, out of which 4 of them gave up during the training and in the end 19 field operators were included in the team. Among the trainers there were: Imola Antal, Agnes David, Corina Voicu. 

The trainees (18 people) were graduates of Social Work Department and a lecturer of the Social Work Department. The field coordinators were all employees or partners of the Social Work Department, graduates in social work or sociology. At the moment of the research most of the operators were  students in the master program of the Social Work Department.. 

An evaluation questionnaire was applied pre- and post-training, the result being analyzed and later used in collaborating with the operators. 

One of the most valuable recommendations made by the members of the team was to set the training period closer to the beginning of the field research and to develop a more consistent set of rules for the training course.

Post-training, the trainees were asked to sign a confidentiality agreement, to learn and apply the information acquired during the training and to follow the requests introduced during the training. 

Moreover during training every researcher got accustomed to the procedures to be applied as well as to the tools to be used when filling in a questionnaire, so at the end of the training they were able to answer the anticipated questions of the participants by giving rapidly and openly preset answers. The field operators were also trained to properly face any ethical problem that could have appeared on the field. 

During the entire field research operators were continuously supervised by the field coordinators. 

3. Other organizational aspects
The field research team was equipped with information and consent sheets, envelopes for returning the survey forms to the school setting. They had clear time-frames for sending out and collecting the surveys. They were equipped with paper-games for children who were refused permission to complete the surveys. The field operators always worked in teams of two, to allow quick response to any specific issue in the classrooms and not alter the survey completion.

During the field research there was always a duty researcher from the managerial team to respond to parents or children who asked for supplementary information, or were confused by what they could understand. After these inquiries most of the parets were satisfied with the information, but there were parents who phoned us to express their disagreement with the topic of the research and for our request to involve them.

C. METHODOLOGY
1. Sampling Method – Sample 
The multistage stratified sampling method was used in order to select the representative sample: children attending school, belonging to three age groups: 11, 13, 16 years old, namely 5th, 7th and 10th grade, from urban and rural areas and from all 5 geographical areas of the country: Transylvania, Banat, Moldavia, Muntenia and Dobrogea. The sample represented 1% of the total amount of children consisting of 6 395 pupils. The counties included in the sampling were: Cluj, Satu Mare, Brasov, Covasna – from Transylvania; Timis from Banat, Gorj, Dolj, Calarasi, Prahova from Muntenia; Constanta from Dobrogea; Galati, Vaslui, Bacau, Iasi from Moldavia and administrative sector no. 3 from Bucharest. 

16 counties out of the total of 41 were selected for the field survey, while Bucharest was included for being the capital, and having a large number of population  (larger than any county). 97 schools from both urban and rural areas from Bucharest and the 16 counties that had been selected were involved in the study. Passive parental consent was required in the case of 5th and 7th grade students. 
Table C.2.1.
Number of schools, classrooms, pupils and their parents in the samples, by grade group and geographical region. (Total sample: 8370 pupils, attending 372 classes in 122 schools1 and 5989 parents) 

	
	
	Grade group
	Parents’ sample

	Geographical Region1
	
	11-year olds
	13-year olds
	16-year olds General school
	16-year olds Vocational school
	

	
	
	Schools
	Class-rooms
	Pupils
	Schools
	Class-rooms
	Pupils
	Schools
	Class-rooms
	Pupils
	Schools
	Class-rooms
	Pupils
	

	Banat 

& Transilvania
	
	31
	47
	989
	30
	45
	905
	12
	29
	667
	
	
	
	1871

	Bucharest
	
	3
	8
	180
	3
	7
	174
	1
	7
	192
	
	
	
	351

	Dobrogea
	
	3
	8
	186
	2
	7
	179
	1
	3
	74
	1
	1
	8
	302

	Moldova
	
	19
	29
	696
	19
	27
	596
	5
	16
	373
	4
	9
	138
	1359

	Muntenia
	
	30
	63
	1420
	23
	37
	855
	9
	24
	644
	3
	5
	94
	2106

	TOTAL
	
	86
	155
	3471
	77
	123
	2709
	28
	79
	1950
	8
	15
	240
	5989


1 The schools for the 11- and 13-year olds grades were the same with the exception of 11 schools
Response rates
Table C.3.1. Pupils’ and parents’ samples, participation/response rates and reasons for samples’ losses    

	
	Grade group
	
	

	
	11-year olds
	13-year olds
	16-General
	16-Vocational
	TOTAL

	Pupils
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Sample size (eligible for survey pupils), present in the school1
	3471
	100,00
	2709
	100,00
	1950
	100,00
	240
	100,00
	8370
	100,00

	Unreturned parental consent &/or child's absenteism
	464
	13,37
	181
	6,68
	0
	
	0
	
	645
	7,71

	Negative parental consent form
	1021
	29,42
	668
	24,66
	N/A
	
	N/A
	
	1689
	20,18

	Child's refusal
	5
	0,14
	4
	0,15
	26
	1,33
	12
	5,00
	47
	0,56

	Completed ICAST-CH (valid & invalid)
	1981
	 
	1856
	 
	1924
	 
	228
	 
	5989
	 

	Excluded ICAST-CH due to invalid completion
	5
	0,14
	7
	0,26
	16
	0,82
	6
	2,50
	34
	0,41

	Participation rate (valid ICAST-CH)
	1976
	56,93
	1849
	68,25
	1908
	97,85
	222
	92,50
	5955
	71,15

	Parents
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%

	Sample size2
	1981
	 
	1856
	 
	1924
	 
	228
	 
	5989
	 

	Completed ICAST-P (valid & invalid)
	1520
	76,73
	1385
	74,62
	1152
	59,88
	176
	77,19
	4233
	70,68

	Excluded ICAST-P due to invalid completion
	153
	10,07
	122
	8,81
	76
	6,60
	28
	15,91
	379
	8,95

	Response rate (valid ICAST-CH)
	1367
	69,01
	1263
	68,05
	1076
	55,93
	148
	64,91
	3854
	64,35



 
Pupils registered to school 
2 
Parents addressed in order to complete the ICAST-P were the parents of pupils who have completed the ICAST-CH and had no problem to give their parent the ICAST-P 
Table C.3.2.
Description of pupils’ sample, collected, excluded and valid ICAST-CH questionnaires, participation and response rates, by grade group and geographical region
	Grade

group
	Geographical

Region
	
	Pupils’ Sample 
Npre1
	Completed

ICAST-CH

(valid & invalid)
	ICAST-CH that 
excluded due to 

invalid completion
	valid ICAST-CH questionnaires 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Ν
	P.R.2 

(%)

	11-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	989
	615
	3
	612
	61,88

	
	Bucharest
	
	180
	73
	
	34
	18,75

	
	Dobrogea
	
	186
	117
	2
	115
	61,83

	
	Moldova
	
	696
	463
	
	405
	58,20

	
	Muntenia
	
	1420
	713
	
	713
	50,21

	TOTAL 11-year olds
	
	3471
	1981
	5
	1716
	49,44

	13-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	905
	605
	2
	603
	66,63

	
	Bucharest
	
	174
	91
	
	91
	52,30

	
	Dobrogea
	
	179
	103
	
	103
	57,54

	
	Moldova
	
	596
	398
	3
	395
	66,28

	
	Muntenia
	
	855
	659
	2
	657
	76,84

	TOTAL 13-year olds
	
	2709
	1856
	7
	1551
	57,27

	16-General school
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	667
	651
	
	566
	84,84

	
	Bucharest
	
	192
	187
	5
	85
	44,33

	
	Dobrogea
	
	74
	74
	1
	73
	98,65

	
	Moldova
	
	373
	372
	7
	365
	97,86

	
	Muntenia
	
	644
	640
	3
	637
	98,91

	TOTAL 16- GENERAL
	
	1950
	1924
	16
	1460
	74,86

	16-Vocational school
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bucharest
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Dobrogea
	
	8
	8
	
	8
	100,00

	
	Moldova
	
	138
	126
	6
	120
	86,96

	
	Muntenia
	
	94
	94
	
	94
	100,00

	TOTAL 16- VOCATIONAL
	
	240
	228
	6
	222
	92,50

	
	TOTAL
	
	8370
	5989
	34
	5951
	71,10


1. Npres: Number of pupils who attended the school

2. P.R.: Participation Rate; it is calculated as a percentage of Nregistered, indicating thus the percentage of the pupils’ total sample that the survey managed to reach

Table C.3.3. Description of parents’ sample, collected, excluded and valid ICAST-P questionnaires and response rates, by children’s grade group and geographical region 
	Grade

group
	Geographical

Region
	
	Parents’ Sample
	Completed

ICAST-P
(valid & invalid)
	ICAST-P that 
excluded due to 

invalid completion
	valid ICAST-P questionnaires 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Ν
	R.R. 

(%)

	11-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	615
	469
	64
	405
	65,85

	
	Bucharest
	
	73
	51
	4
	47
	64,38

	
	Dobrogea
	
	117
	92
	11
	81
	69,23

	
	Moldova
	
	463
	360
	47
	313
	67,60

	
	Muntenia
	
	713
	548
	27
	521
	73,07

	TOTAL 11-year olds
	
	1981
	1520
	153
	1367
	69,01

	13-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	605
	433
	54
	379
	62,64

	
	Bucharest
	
	91
	65
	4
	61
	67,03

	
	Dobrogea
	
	103
	71
	7
	64
	62,14

	
	Moldova
	
	398
	312
	31
	281
	70,60

	
	Muntenia
	
	659
	504
	26
	478
	72,53

	TOTAL 13-year olds
	
	1856
	1385
	122
	1263
	68,05

	16-General school
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	651
	426
	39
	387
	59,45

	
	Bucharest
	
	187
	93
	6
	87
	46,52

	
	Dobrogea
	
	74
	56
	8
	48
	64,86

	
	Moldova
	
	372
	217
	14
	203
	54,57

	
	Muntenia
	
	640
	360
	9
	351
	54,84

	TOTAL 16- GENERAL
	
	1924
	1152
	76
	1076
	55,93

	16-Vocational school
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bucharest
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Dobrogea
	
	8
	7
	2
	5
	62,50

	
	Moldova
	
	126
	95
	15
	80
	63,49

	
	Muntenia
	
	94
	74
	11
	63
	67,02

	TOTAL 16- VOCATIONAL
	
	228
	176
	28
	148
	64,91

	
	TOTAL
	
	5989
	4233
	379
	3854
	64,35


The participation of the pupils into the research has been conditioned both by the parents’ consent and by the children acceptance, and also by their accord to participate in the research for the V-th and VII-th grades, and for the X-th grade only the children consent was necessary for their  participation in the investigation. The lack of the parents’ consent concerning the children participation in the research was larger for the V-th graders  (29.4%), against the VII-th grade, of 24.66 %. The refusal rate from the children to  participate in the research was small for the middle school classes, the same rate being the highest for the X-th grade –vocational school (Table C.3.1.). 

That means that the highest participation rate was recorded at the X-th grade   – academic high school  (97.85%) and the X-th grade –vocational school (92.5%) and the smallest at the level of the V-th grade (56.93%). 

We can also note that an insignificant  number of questionnaires was excluded from the sample because of their invalid filing  (between 0.14 % and 2.5%) , while the number of the invalid questionnaires   out of the total number of the filled by the parents   was of 8.95%, most of them belonging to parents of X-th graders–vocational school. 15.91%. The total participation rate of the parents in the research  was of 64.35%, while the children participation rate was of 71.15% (table C.3.1.). 

If we follow the completion rate of questionnaires by age and geographical areas (Table C.3.2.), we see that the highest rate of valid questionnaires is in the 10th grade - vocational schools, specifically in Bucharest and Dobrogea (100%). The lowest rate is in 5th grade, specifically in Bucharest (18.75%). Bucharest was the area where all grade groups recorded the lowest rate of valid questionnaires.

In ICAST-P questionnaires collected from parents the situation is different from the children questionnaires both by region and by age (Table C.3.3.). Parents of children in the 10th  grade in a high school had the lowest rate of valid questionnaires (55.93), while parents from 5th grade had the highest rate (69.01).

In geographical regions, on the same age category, in case of the valid questionnaires of the parents, there are no significant differences, as in the case of the children questionnaires where the differences are of 43 percents for the 11 years category  (18.75% Bucharest and 61.88% Transilvania) or 54 percent for the 16 years category (98.65% Dobrogea and 44.33% Bucharest).

The number of parents questionnaires excluded due to invalid completion is much larger (N = 379) compared to children questionnaires (N = 34).

Total number of valid questionnaires pairs ICAST-CH and ICAST-P is 3848 (Table C.3.4.), of which most are by age from 5th  grade (N = 1365) and by geographic areas from Muntenia (N = 521 from 5th grade and 477 from 7th grade). Dobrogea was very weakly represented in the 10th  grade and Bucharest had the lowest sample questionnaires pairs in the 7th grade and 5th grade.
Number of valid ICAST-P questionnaires compared with ICAST-CH is much smaller for most geographic areas for children from 5th and 7th grades, but the values ​​are very similar for children from 10th grade. There are 2 geographical areas with identical values (10th grade vocational for Dobrogea and Wallachia and 10th grade - theoretical school for Dobrogea).
Table C.3.4. Children and parents paired samples, by children’s grade group and geographical region
	Grade

group
	Geographical 

Region
	Valid questionnaires
	Valid ICAST CH-P pairs

	
	
	ICAST-CH
	ICAST-P
	

	11-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	989
	615
	404

	
	Bucharest
	180
	73
	47

	
	Dobrogea
	186
	117
	81

	
	Moldova
	696
	463
	312

	
	Muntenia
	1420
	713
	521

	TOTAL 11-year olds
	3471
	1981
	1365

	13-year olds
	Banat & Transilvania
	905
	605
	378

	
	Bucharest
	174
	91
	61

	
	Dobrogea
	179
	103
	64

	
	Moldova
	596
	398
	279

	
	Muntenia
	855
	659
	477

	TOTAL 13-year olds
	2709
	1856
	1259

	16- General school
	Banat & Transilvania
	667
	651
	387

	
	Bucharest
	192
	187
	87

	
	Dobrogea
	74
	74
	48

	
	Moldova
	373
	372
	203

	
	Muntenia
	644
	640
	351

	TOTAL 16-GENERAL
	1950
	1924
	1076

	16- Vocational

school
	Banat & Transilvania
	
	
	

	
	Bucharest
	
	
	

	
	Dobrogea
	8
	8
	5

	
	Moldova
	138
	126
	80

	
	Muntenia
	94
	94
	63

	TOTAL 16-VOCATIONAL
	240
	228
	148

	
	TOTAL
	8370
	5989
	3848


3. Research Tools

Modifications for the ICAST-P for Romania
	When you were a child, did it ever happen to you to experience any of the following?
	Many times
	Sometimes
	Once or twice
	Never
	I don’t remember
	I don’t know/ don’t want to answer

	46a. 
Your father/stepfather was insulting or swearing at your mother/stepmother? 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46b. 
Your father/stepfather was hitting your mother/stepmother?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46c. 
Your father/stepfather was forcing your mother/stepmother to have sexual contact with him?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46d. 
Your mother/stepmother was insulting or swearing at your father/stepfather?
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46e. 
Your mother/stepmother was hitting your father/stepfather?  
	
	
	
	
	
	

	46f.   Your mother/stepmother was forcing your father/stepfather to have sexual contact with her?
	
	
	
	
	
	


51.  In your opinion has corporal punishment any negative consequence for the development of the child?

 No, it hasn’t. 

Most of the time it hasn’t

 Most of the time it has.

 Yes, it has.

52.Is there  a law in our country prohibiting corporal punishment of children?  

 No, does not exist

 Yes, it does exist

 I don’t know

53.If you think of yourself as a parent, how well does each of the following statements describe you: 

	
	Not like me
	A little like me
	A lot like me

	a. I feel good about myself. 
	
	
	

	b. I am satisfied with myself. 
	
	
	

	c. I am able to do things as well as most other people.
	
	
	

	d. I have a number of good qualities.
	
	
	

	e. I have confidence in myself 
	
	
	


Modifications for the ICAST-CH for Romania

47.a. How well does each of the following statements describe you?

	
	Not like me
	A little like me
	A lot like me

	a. I feel good about myself. 
	
	
	

	b. I am satisfied with myself. 
	
	
	

	c. I am able to do things as well as most other people.
	
	
	

	d. I have a number of good qualities.
	
	
	

	e. I have confidence in myself 
	
	
	


47.b. How well does each of the following statements describe you?

	
	Not like me
	A little like me
	A lot like me

	a. I often think about running away from home.
	
	
	

	b. I often wonder whether anyone really cares about me.
	
	
	

	c. I often feel sad.
	
	
	

	d. I often feel lost or confused.
	
	
	

	e. I often feel all alone in the

world.
	
	
	

	f. I often worry about my future.
	
	
	


47.c. Over the last 7 days, on how many days did you experience any of the following problems or difficulties?

	
	None
	1-2 days
	3 days or more

	a. You were without energy
	
	
	

	b.. Trouble going to sleep at night.
	
	
	

	c. Tired or sleepy most of the day
	
	
	

	d. Upset stomach/stomachache
	
	
	

	e. Headache
	
	
	

	f. Nausea or vomiting
	
	
	

	g..Dizziness or fainting
	
	
	

	h. Other aches and pains or health problems
	
	
	

	i. Trouble with your nerves
	
	
	


Cultural validation took place in two phases: via focus groups and in the pilot study. 

To test the aplicability of the instrument there were organized focus groups in all countries of the consortium. In Romania a total of seven focus groups were organized, two for for both languages (Romanian and Hungarian) for children 13 and 16 years old; one for children out of school (drop-outs); Two follow cultural specificities, two groups were organized for parents comming for different language background (Romanian and Hungarian). Based on the focus groups group leaders suggested modifications of the instrument for children and parents, according to the misanderstandings of the respondents, and their suggestons. The focus groups also helped researchers to complete the survey with supplementary questions considered relevant by the respondents. The focus-groups also allowed the researchers to estimate the necessary time for the questionnaires to be completed and the structure of the data-base for data analysis.
All the focus-groups were organized in Cluj-Napoca. The conclusion of the focus-groups was that the language of the questions needs simplification and some questions need to be changed in order to be understood by the majority of the children. It was estimated that children aged 11 need approx 40-50 minutes to complete the survey, and older children can colete it in approx half an hour.  The sggested changes were reported back to the consortium and the final list of questions was convened for all countries. 
The second phase in the cultural adaptation was the pilot testing of the survey. The modified ICAST-CH and ICAST–P questionnaires were applied for the first time (both languages). For tsting the surveys, the field researchers were trained to handle the surveys and the consent shhets, and take all measures of confidentiality as requested, and the convened ethical measures. The pilot research evaluated the way the instruments are understood by the pupils in the classrooms and their parents, but also the readiness of the field researchers to face the respondents’ questions  and the practical problems ín the field (for example the handling of information and consent sheets, the collection of parents survey forms. It also tested the capacity of the consortium to handle information from different countries. The pilot testing of survey had generally good results, and the observations were transmitted to the consortium, for further adaptation of the questionnaire and the procedures.
4. Data Collection & Fieldwork process

After having set the counties that each team was supposed to visit, the coordinators were offered the chance of organizing the field activities according to their own initiative but acting according to the requests mentioned in the training seminar. Thus, the order of traveling in the counties was set by each team according to the members’ schedule, all teams staying 3-5 days for research in each county after which they came back to Cluj to hand in the forms they filled in, to organize future travels and to prepare the necessary materials, then continued with the visit to the next county.

For each county the contact had been established with the headmasters of the schools involved in the research group (by phone, fax or email), and together with them or with the person delegated by the school-principle  the schedule was set to work with the classes. In the cases where the school principle did not wish to take part in the study, that particular school was replaced with another educational unit.

With each and every school a protocol was signed, the protocol including the presentation of the research, its objectives and the obligations the parties involved in the study had. Upon arrival, the coordinators of the research or the members had a first meeting with each school’s headmaster which resulted in the protocol mentioned above.

Before travelling into each county, the researchers were well informed about the timetables of the pupils, the order of attending the classes and the two operators that teamed together; they also had clear information about accommodation and transport that had been already taken care of by the coordinators.

There were teams that preferred a pair of two operators doing the research in one school while another two-operator group worked in a different one; while other teams mobilized all the operators in one school and then went together in the next schools. Some teams chose to begin with handing out the envelopes the very first day in order to get the parents’ consent for children between 11 and 13 years old that were involved in the research as well as they applied the questionnaires for the 16 years old while during the second day to apply the questionnaires for the 11, 13 year old students and gathered the envelopes from the parents. The school had been notified regarding the confidentiality required to filling in the questionnaires, so that the teachers left the classroom while the forms were being filled in. However, there have been isolated cases when teachers wished to be allowed to stay in the classroom or tried to negatively influence the students regarding their attending the research. These (4) cases have been altogether isolate.

For the situations in which the students forgot to bring the envelopes from their parents the team members left a bigger stamped envelope in which all the remaining, forgotten envelopes were left to be collected by the secretary of the school or by a teacher and they were afterwards sent to Cluj.

The applications of the questionnaires took place in classrooms only for those students for whom the operators received the parents’ consent and only after the verbal information concerning the conditions and the purpose of the research, while the other students not taking part in the research received work sheets.

The children who have had difficulties in filling in the questionnaires received help from one of the operators present in the classroom and there were no separate interviews with the students. The envelopes regarding the parents’ consent were brought to school the next day and were directly gathered by the operators themselves who went to school the next day for this purpose. 

There haven’t been cases of parents that needed help in filling in the questionnaires.

At the end of every day’s work there were team meetings during which the team coordinator discussed the events of the day, checked the questionnaires and report sheets while support and supervising was offered. The team coordinators had also had the possibility of contacting the project manager for guiding and explanations.

In order to gather all the envelopes from the parents the teams tried to cover this task in one trip to school, the day following the filling in of the forms, but where there were students who forgot to bring them and because the operators’ schedule allowed it, there was a second visit to gather the rest of the envelopes from a classroom.

5. Ethical considerations related to the fieldwork process

So as to ensure the confidentiality of the collaboration protocol with the school, the headmasters of the schools and the majority of the teachers agreed to allow the operators' presence in the classrooms at the time of the filling in of the forms. In cases where the rooms were too small and the students were sitting in pairs, their moving around in order not to disturb each other was not possible. In such situations, the operators tried to verbally warn the students. In order to ensure confidentiality the students have been requested to hand in the questionnaires without writing their names on them and after they were filled in they were introduced in envelopes without any special signs that could have led to identification of the person that filled in the questionnaire. The envelopes destined for parents have also been sent in a sealed envelope and at the time when they were collected they were also brought back in the envelope, sealed or not, but the contents of the envelope was not checked in the classroom. For the envelopes that were not collected by the field operators, but by the school representatives the underlined request was for the envelopes to be sent exactly as they were returned from the parents. 

The students have been verbally notified but also through the contents of the informative letter, before the beginning of the filling in of the questionnaires, about the boundaries of the confidentiality and the possibility of withdrawal at any time they wished. The parents were only notified in writing regarding the boundaries of the confidentiality through the informative letter. There hasn’t been any direct contact between them and the operators in the field; parents contacted us by phone or email, if they wished to do so.

While being in classroom, at the end of the filling in the forms, the students have been informed with regard to what they can do in order to ask for help for themselves or other people in case they wished to know more about abuse.The informing letters also contained the phone numbers and the email addresses of the researchers.

The questionnaires collected from the parents and pupils had been kept by the field coordinators till the moment they returned to Cluj, where they were handed to a project manager to be verified and deposited. All research materials have been stored in an office from the Social Work Department expressly arranged in this respect and where access was restricted exclusively to the project members. Currently the questionnaires are still archived there. The database was stored on an external hard drive and only available to members of the research team that used it exclusively for research and publications.

For the 11 and 13 year old pupils parents’ consent was requested as well as their own consent so that, in the end the questionnaires were filled only by those students having both consents. 16 year-old students were requested only their consent and the questionnaires were handed only to those who expressed their agreement to take part in the research. The envelopes containing the parents’ consent regarding their children involvement in the research were sent only to those whose children filled the questionnaires in the classroom. 

All parents’ consents and pupils’ agreements to take part in the research were requested and received in written form, but in the case of parents’ consent regarding their children involvement in the research passive agreement was used, while in the case of parents’ consents regarding their own involvement in the research active consent was obtained. 

There were some situations where a form of abuse was detected, but most of these cases had already been reported to the child protection and were supervised by the schools. There were two cases when the children addressed directly to the field operators asking for more information about the possibility of being helped in the case of abuse. In these particular cases the children were offered the information needed, and the schools support and availability to intervene and help the child in the case of a form of abuse was requested. 

Numerous calls were received especially from parents who sometimes expressed their discontent regarding the questionnaire filled in by their children or from those parents who asked for more information regarding the research in order to decide whether to give consent for their own children. 

D. RESULTS
Table D.1.
Demographics for children participated in the ICAST-CH survey in Romania, and information about their living conditions and their parents (Sample’s size = 5955)
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Table D.2.
Results of 12 binary logistic regression analyses’ conducted on the prevalence and the incidence of the 3 scales of violent behaviour, of the feeling of neglect scale and of the positive parenting scale; the results of the analyses on the subscale of contact sexual violence are also illustrated  
	
	
	Psychologi-cal violence
	Physical violence
	Sexual violence
	Contact Sexual violence
	Feeling of Neglect
	Positive & non violent parenting

	gender
	PR.
	
	13.387****
	
	
	25.193****
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	20.287****
	

	grade group
	PR.
	81.893****
	15.984***
	47.154****
	
	130.553****
	

	
	IN.
	60.822****
	33.745****
	38.324****
	
	65.586****
	

	geographical area
	PR.
	
	18.443***
	14.153**
	
	18.576****
	

	
	IN.
	
	21.281****
	14.321**
	
	15.793***
	

	urbanicity 
	PR.
	32.878****
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	13.482****
	
	
	
	
	57.950****

	age difference 
	PR.
	
	
	8.499***
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x grade group
	PR.
	21.296****
	
	14.703**
	
	10.879*
	52.382****

	
	IN.
	23.625****
	41.852****
	16.744***
	
	11.631**
	

	gender x geographical area
	PR.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x urbanicity
	PR.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x age difference
	PR.
	12.514***
	9.462**
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	grade group x geographical area
	PR.
	35.600***
	36.693****
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	26.763*
	26.468***
	
	
	
	

	grade group x urbanicity
	PR.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	11.614**
	8.669
	
	
	
	

	grade group x age difference
	PR.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	20.488****
	
	
	


* p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.005, ****p<.001

PR: Prevalence, IN: Incidence

Note:
In the cells of the table are depicted the values of the Wald Chi-Square only for the main effects and the 2-way interactions that reached significance.  
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 Psychological violence experiences (items)

pupils (%)

>50

13-50
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	Age difference

	Missing
	28
	0.47
	Girl
	Boy
	11 years
	13 years
	16 years (general)
	16 years (vocational)

	0
	4056
	68.43
	2288
	69.6
	1751
	67.1
	1316
	67.1
	1365
	74.3
	1241
	65.1
	134
	60.6

	1
	1712
	28.88
	948
	28.8
	757
	29.0
	564
	28.7
	418
	22.7
	653
	34.3
	77
	34.8

	2
	135
	2.28
	44
	1.3
	87
	3.3
	69
	3.5
	44
	2.4
	12
	0.6
	10
	4.5

	3
	19
	0.32
	7
	0.2
	12
	0.5
	10
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p=0.004 / p=0.001 / p=0.314
p=0.004 / p=0.034 / p=0.512 / p=0.687
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p=0.617 / p=0.025 / p=0.153
p=0.599 / p=0.080 / p=0.775 / p=0.399

Figure D.8.
Prevalence   rates of pupils’ exposure to physical violent behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.000 / p=0.139 / p=0.008
p=0.000 / p=0.024 / p=0.013 / p=0.824

Figure D.9.
Prevalence   rates of pupils’ exposure to sexual violence behaviors by grade group, age differences and gender (continuation)
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p=0.018 / p=0.856 / p=0.011
p=0.239 / p=0.045 / p=0.000 / p=0.231

Figure D.10.
Prevalence   rates of pupils’ exposure to sexual contact behaviors by grade group, gender and age difference
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p=0.023 / p=0.067 / p=0.035
p=0.000 / p=0.082 / p=0.059 / p=0.525

Figure D.11.
Prevalence   rates of pupils’ exposure to feeling of neglect by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.080 / p=0.616 / p=0.007
p=0.541 / p=0.836 / p=0.466 / p=0.021

Figure D.12.
Prevalence   rates of pupils’ exposure to positive behavior by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
Incidence
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p=0.333 / p=0.024 / p=0.690
p=0.000 / p=0.014 / p=0.339 / p=0.051

Figure D.13.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to psychological violent behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.151 / p=0.200 / p=0.425
p=0.015 / p=0.097 / p=0.921 / p=0.093

Figure D.14.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to physical violent behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.000 / p=0.018 / p=0.003
p=0.000 / p=0.077 / p=0.001 / p=0.986

Figure D.15.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to sexual violent behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.001 / p=0.215 / p=0.003
p=0.002 / p=0.012 / p=0.000 / p=0.778

Figure D.16.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to contact sexual  behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.009 / p=0.280 / p=0.004
p=0.000 / p=0.080 / p=0.023 / p=0.920

Figure D.17.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to feeling of neglect by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
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p=0.019 / p=0.879 / p=0.001
p=0.595 / p=0.583 / p=0.335 / p=0.053

Figure D.18.
Incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to positive parenting behaviors by grade group, age differences  and gender (continuation)
Table D.3.
Results of 12 Univariate GLM regression analyses conducted on the prevalence and the incidence of the 3 scales of violent behaviour, of the feeling of neglect scale and of the positive parenting scale; the results of the analyses on the subscale of contact sexual violence are also illustrated  

	
	
	Psychologi-cal violence
	Physical violence
	Sexual violence
	Contact Sexual violence
	Feeling of Neglect
	Positive & non violent parenting

	gender
	PR.
	
	6.119*
	
	7.189**
	34.202****
	

	
	IN.
	10.220***
	
	
	10.323***
	34.511****
	

	grade group
	PR.
	34.973****
	5.113***
	16.911****
	7.992****
	14.725****
	88.115****

	
	IN.
	60.922****
	7.942****
	15.701****
	8.194****
	22.768****
	169.330****

	geographical area
	PR.
	7.358****
	9.171****
	1.851
	2.501*
	5.088****
	

	
	IN.
	5.604****
	5.792****
	3.490**
	5.163****
	3.886***
	

	urbanicity 
	PR.
	9.218***
	
	
	
	
	18.812****

	
	IN.
	17.408****
	
	
	
	
	18.169****

	age difference
	PR.
	
	
	15.594****
	8.460***
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x grade group
	PR.
	12.183****
	11.369****
	
	2.739*
	8.188****
	2.938*

	
	IN.
	13.360****
	14.872****
	3.779***
	5.188***
	5.509****
	

	gender x geographical area
	PR.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x urbanicity
	PR.
	5.290*
	
	3.365*
	
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	
	
	
	

	gender x age difference
	PR.
	
	
	5.032*
	4.129*
	
	

	
	IN.
	
	
	14.612****
	9.578****
	
	

	grade group x geographical area
	PR.
	2.898***
	3.916****
	
	2.057*
	2.406**
	1.977*

	
	IN.
	
	2.271*
	
	2.580***
	
	

	grade group x urbanicity
	PR.
	2.848*
	
	
	
	
	3.406*

	
	IN.
	7.469****
	
	
	
	
	10.158****

	grade group x age difference
	PR.
	12.287****
	6.168****
	
	
	4.385***
	2.217

	
	IN.
	7.775****
	
	
	
	3.656**
	


* p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.005, ****p<.001

PR: Prevalence, IN: Incidence

Note:
In the cells of the table are depicted the F-values only for the main effects and the 2-way interactions that reached significance.  
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[image: image65.emf]Sexual violence (6/5 items)  
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Table D.4.
Internal consistencies (Cronbach’s alpha) of 3 scales of maltreatment (psychologi-cal, physical and sexual violence), of the feeling of neglect and of the positive & non violent parenting scales
	
	Prevalence
	Incidence

	Psychological violence (19/17 items)
	0,825
	0,833

	Physical violence (16/15 items)
	0,865
	0,887

	Sexual violence (6/5 items)
	0,826
	0,840

	Contact sexual violence (2 items)
	0,708
	0,715

	Feeling of neglect (3 items)
	0,732
	0,734

	Positive & non violent parenting (7/5 items)
	0,646
	0,672


Table D.5.
Distribution of children by the number of different types of violence they had experienced during their lifetime (prevalence) and during the past 12 months (incidence) 
	Different types 
of violent experiences
	Prevalence
	Incidence

	
	        N
	    %
	         N
	     %

	0
	711
	18,16
	1472
	25,04

	1
	972
	32,73
	1721
	29,27

	2
	1752
	30,30
	1705
	29,00

	3
	1622
	5,53
	855
	14,54

	4
	296
	5,53
	126
	2,14

	Multiple victimization 

(2-4 types)1
	3670
	68,56
	2686
	45,68


1. 
Multiple victimization was operationally defined as a child’s exposure in more than one (up to 4) types of violent experiences, namely to psychological, physical and sexual violence as well as to domestic violence (items 11, 12, 13a and 14); the prevalence rate of the domestic violence scale is 39,14% (N=2331), while its incidence 23,73% (N=1413). 
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Analyzing the Cronbach alpha values ​​for the mistreatment scales of the study, for the Positive and nonviolent parenting scale we obtained a value of 0, 646 for prevalence (P: life-long), and 0.672 for incidence (I: last year) indicating a somewhat questionable reliability. We obtained acceptable Cronbach's alpha values for both prevalence and incidence, for Contact sexual violence scale (P: 0.708, I: 0715) and Feeling neglected scale (P: 0.732, I: 0.734). For both prevalence and incidence, for Psychological violence scale (P: 0.825, I: 0.833), Physical violence scale (P: 0.865, I: 0.887) and Sexual violence scale (P: 0, 826, I: 0840), Crombach alpha values indicate high reliability.
Regarding prevalence and incidence of psychological abuse in children’s data, the more frequent items are Shouted, yeld and screamed (48.83% for life-long and 34.84 for the last year), insulted you (46.96 for life-long and 35.60 for the last year) and Refused to speak to you (32.53% for life-long and 22.34% for the last year). Around 30% answers were also obtained for Blamed you for his/her bad mood, went through your bag, compared you to other children, for life-span, showing that these answers are also frequent by almost one third of the population. Less frequent answers were Have to wear clothes that were dirty, torn, or inappropriate for the season, as a means of punishment (0.90 for the whole life, respective 0.63% for last year); Locked you up in a small place or in a dark room (3.28% for whole life, respective, 1.08% for last year) and Threatened you with a knife or a gun (2.39% for whole life, respective 0.86% for last year).

The most frequent responses for physical abuse, in terms of prevalence, appear to the following items: Roughly twisted your ears (42.38%), Slapped you (36.92%), Spanked you on the bottom with bare hand (33.17%). As the incidence, the most frequent responses appear to the items: Roughly twisted your ears (I22.25%), Slapped you (20.49%), Grabbed you by your clothes or some part of your body and shook you (12.29%).

Sexual victimization is expressed in results by the following items: Made you upset by speaking to you in a sexual way or writing sexual things about you (4.46% for life-span, 2.67% for last year); Made you watch a sex video or look at sexual pictures in a magazine or computer when you did not want to (1.95% for life-span, 1.07% for last year); Made you look at their private parts or wanted to look at yours (2.69% for life-span, 1.62% for last year). Sexual exploitation by Making a sex video or taking photos of you alone, or with other people (0.74% for life span and 0.24% for the last year), Doing sexual things (1,68% pentru P și 0,73% pentru I), occurs rarely in this sample and the few such cases appeared probably when children were younger.  

Regarding life span neglect, the higher prevalence is for Felt you were not important (15.73%), followed  by Felt that there was never anyone looking after you, supporting you, helping you when you most needed it (14.24%) and you did not feel cared for (11.27%). For the last year, the ranking for items is similar. The number of neglect items was low, so the total percentage of neglect report is rather low, compared to other studies.

Regarding incidence, the more frequent items are Explained you why something you did was wrong (87.19% for life-span, and 80.70% for last year); Gave you an award for behaving well (80.60% for life-span, and 73.02% for last year); Told you to start or stop doing something (e.g. start doing your homework or stop watching TV (63.30% for life-span, and 53.92% for last year). The less frequent behaviors experienced by children were: Took away your pocket money (26.61% for life-span, and 19.08% for last year).  

The data on different forms of abuse split by gender are shown in a synthetic table of analysis by gender. Following gender differences for life-span data, we found similar values for both genders for Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting. There are some gender differences for Physical violence and large differences for Feeling neglect, where girls report being more neglected than boys (26.58% for girls and 17.57% for boys). The mentioned trends are maintained also so for data in the last year: Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting have similar values, while the gender differences for physical punishment (from 42,35% for girls to 47,35% for boys) and contact sexual abuse (from 1.46% for girls doubled to 2.86% for boys) have increased compared to life-span prevalence data. The sexual abuse data are a surprise for the professional community, showing the risks of sexual abuse for boys aged 11, 13 and 16 year olds.
Regarding the prevalence of different forms of abuse on girls and boys, the data shows, in the highest percentage, that girls report experiencing psychological abuse committed by adult women. 

The prevalence of experiencing psychological abuse committed by adult women reported by teenage girls is almost the same with the prevalence of psychological abuse on teenage girls committed and reported by their mothers. Regarding the prevalence of psychological abuse experienced and reported by boys, committed by their mothers, remains well below the prevalence emerged from the statements of mothers. The same goes for psychological abusive behaviors used by fathers towards their daughters.
Regarding physical abuse, the statements of teenagers show that its prevalence is the lowest in the relationship between girls and fathers, physically abusive behaviors are most frequently used by mothers towards girls. The prevalence emerged from the parents' statements, however, shows that mothers used more frequently physically abusive parenting practices towards their boys. Statements from both fathers and mothers and those from teenagers show that fathers used more frequently physically abusive behavior towards boys than towards girls.

Analyzing the prevalence of positive discipline, the parent data show that both mothers and fathers frequently used rather positive discipline methods in their relationship with their daughters. The data from teenagers confirm the data from parents. Girls declare parenting practices of positive discipline being used in a higher percentage by women, in case of the mothers, but not in the case of the fathers. Boys reported a higher percentage of positive discipline methods used by men in family than girls. According to children's answers, both girls and boys, parenting practices of positive discipline were found in a higher percentage in women than in men, positive discipline behaviors being used less often by men in their relationships with their girls.

The data on different forms of abuse split by gender are shown in a synthetic table of analysis by gender. Following gender differences for life-span data, we found similar values for both genders for Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting.There are some gender differences for Physical violence and large differences for Feeling neglect, where girls report being more neglected than boys (26.58% for girls and 17.57 for boys). The mentioned trends are maintained also so for data in the last year: Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting have similar values, while the gender differences for physical punishment (from 42,35% to 47,35% by boys) and contact sexual abuse (from 1.46% for girls doubled to 2.86% for boys) have increased compared to life-span prevalence data. The sexual abuse data are a surprise for the professional community, showing the risks of sexual abuse for boys aged 11, 13 and 16 year olds. 

Following gender differences for life-span data, we found similar values for both genders for Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting. There are some gender differences for Physical violence and large differences for Feeling neglect, where girls report being more neglected than boys (26.58% for girls and 17.57 for boys). The mentioned trends are maintained also so for data in the last year: Psychological violence, for Sexual violence, Non-violent parenting have similar values, while the gender differences for physical punishment (from 42,35% to 47,35% by boys) and contact sexual abuse (from 1.46% for girls doubled to 2.86% for boys) have increased compared to life-span prevalence data. The sexual abuse data are a surprise for the professional community, showing the risks of sexual abuse for boys aged 11, 13 and 16 year olds. 

Looking at the differences by age groups in children’s data, experience accumulates with age, so life-span data on physical, psychological and sexual violence increase by 13 years, and than 16 years olds. The interesting comparison is between age-groups by last year data, where we can see a tendency of decrease for values indicating physical violence (47.91% fr 11 years old), almost the same  (47.21) for 13years old, but only an average of 37.57 for 16 years old general school. We can also see an increase of psychological violence, from 55.25% for the 5th graders, to 65.11 for the 13 year teenagers, and to 77.19 at 16. It seems like parents have a tendency of putting more emotionally abusive behavior instead of less physical violence. For sexual experiences it is clear that their average values increase with age. Neglect is also evaluated higher by older children, contradicting the false beliefe that adolescents are not awaiting for care. Positive discipline is evaluated as very common, with values over 90%, in its both forms by all age groups. 

Checking for geographical zones of Romania, we found that psychological abusive behavior is mostly experienced in Bucharest and in Dobrogea (by the see-side) and less experienced in this order in Muntenia, Moldova and Transylvania. Physical violence is less reported from Bucharest county, followed by Muntenia and Transylvania. Sexual abuse is reported the most from Muntenia, followed by Dobrogea. The rest of geographical zones have approximately similar values. Neglect is most felt by respondets in Transylvania, followed by Iasi and than in Bucharest, Dobrogea and Muntenia. Non-violent parenting is mostly spread in Bucharest (98.27% for life-span and 97.11% in th last year), than in Transylvania and Iasi (between 96 and 97 for both life-span and last year), and has the lowest value in Moldova, especially for the last year value (90.47).

As for the difference between urban and rural, psychological violence, Sexual violence and Neglectful behavior are reported less by rural respondents than by urban children, both for life-span and for last year. For physical violence life-span data show somewhat higher values for urban residence (69.31% compared to 63.90%) but for the last year it is opposite (43.15 for urban and 46.60 for rural).
The incidence of the domestic violence experiences are 39.14% for the life-time and 23.73 for the last year. 
Children report multiple victimization, on average almost 2 for the life-time, and 1.39 for the last year.

Regarding the prevalence of different forms of abuse on girls and boys, the data shows, in the highest percentage, that girls report experiencing psychological abuse committed by adult women. 

The prevalence of experiencing psychological abuse committed by adult women reported by teenage girls is almost the same with the prevalence of psychological abuse on teenage girls committed and reported by their mothers. Regarding the prevalence of psychological abuse experienced and reported by boys, committed by their mothers, remains well below the prevalence emerged from the statements of mothers. The same goes for psychological abusive behaviors used by fathers towards their daughters. 

Regarding physical abuse, the statements of teenagers show that its prevalence is the lowest in the relationship between girls and fathers, physically abusive behaviors are most frequently used by mothers towards girls. The prevalence emerged from the parents' statements, however, shows that mothers used more frequently physically abusive parenting practices towards their boys. Statements from both fathers and mothers and those from teenagers show that fathers used more frequently physically abusive behavior towards boys than towards girls.

Analyzing the prevalence of positive discipline, the parent data show that both mothers and fathers frequently used rather positive discipline methods in their relationship with their daughters. The data from teenagers confirm the data from parents. Girls declare parenting practices of positive discipline being used in a higher percentage by women, in case of the mothers, but not in the case of the fathers. Boys reported a higher percentage of positive discipline methods used by men in family than girls. According to children's answers, both girls and boys, parenting practices of positive discipline were found in a higher percentage in women than in men, positive discipline behaviors being used less often by men in their relationships with their girls.

E. DISCUSSION (OF THE RESEARCH FINDINGS)
Child abuse and neglect transcend national borders, affecting developing as well as developed countries. However, data on violence against children are often scarce. The lack of data is associated with the inconsistencies of classifications of child maltreatment and lack of common research methodologies; consequently, little internationally and nationally comparable data are produced. (WHO 1999). Additionally, in Romania, there is a local lack, too, relatively few empirical child abuse and neglect studies have been carried out and most of these have been local studies, which only offered a limited view of the prevalence and characteristics of the phenomenon.  There is only one research being initiated on a representative sample of adolscents in Romania, initiated by Browne, Cârțână, Momeu, Păunescu and Tokay (2001).  
The international BECAN study is able to overcome these limitation; besides providing valid data for Romania, it will provide comparable data between at least 9 Balkan countries by using the same tools and research methodology. Moreover, by culturally validating the ICAST questionnaires and research guide an internationally accepted research tool is available in Romanian and Hungarian  languages. 

The ICAST-CH questionnaire performed well on field testing. There were no reports by field testers of apparent adverse traumatic responses from the nearly 5989 children surveyed. The majority of the children were involved in the research and eager to cooperate, but come children in rural areas who had reading problems had difficulties to follow through the questionnaire. Similar experiences with the ICAST-CH were described by other authors, too (Zolotor, 2009)
Regarding ICAST-P, there were a few adverse responses by parents: One parent sent the survey back thorn into pieces, another two expressed their anger by telephone. Some parents also complained about us adopting passive consent forms instead of active consent. When we explained tot hem by phone the meaning of passive content, and that it does not limit the possibility of parents to refuse their children’s participation, the most of them understood. There were also parents who were concerned because they were not used to be asked for concerned and they imagined that the research would endanger their children, but due to the direct communication by phone, we could clarify these kinds of anxieties. However most of the parents were supportive.  
Getting parents agreement to research seems to be influenced by several cultural and environmental factors: geographical region, urban-rural, size of the city, the but also by the relationship of the school with parents, or the willingness of the principle to cooperate in the research process. 

Related to the information sheet and the consent form, there were more problems. A few parents did not agree with the passive consent form and many parents found it too difficult to understand what the research was about and what their consent meant. Parents are not used to provide their consent for school related activities. According to field-researchers, because of the request for their consent, parents often interpreted that the research posed some danger.
Concerning ethical issues, data anonymity was maintained, but according to the ethical guidelines of the consortium-agreement, we had to report severe victimization cases to the child protection services identifying the School and the grade of the victim. The agreement of the schools and school inspectorates requires the reporting back of the results on exposure of children to maltreatment. The way we plan it is to offer schools access to our reports, and offer them the possibility to require from us more data on the rates of child maltreatment in their school. In case of severe forms of abuse or exceptionally high rates of maltreatment the schools and the County School Inspectorate will be announced. All announcements will respect anonimity of personal data, we can communicate only statistical data, except for the cases of disclosure discussed in the ethical report. 

Concerning the reliability of the instrument, our data show that the values of Crobach Alphas for all of the ICAST- scales were higher than 0.6 (acceptable), for most of the scales  higher than 0.7 (good). 

Regarding results, according to both children and parents, psychological abuse is the most prevalent CAN form ( for all age-groups and as gender-groups) Physical abuse has a high frequency as well, both according to children (for all age- and gender-groups  and parents .   

Sexual abuse was minimized by parents  (5.1% of children vs. 2.7% of parents), especially in the case of boys (8.2% of boys vs. 1.2% of parents). Sexual contact abuse is less known to parents, compared with non-contact sexual forms. 
Generally, parents reported less abuse against girls than the girls themselves. Regarding boys, parents reported more physical abuse than the boys themselves.  At this stage of the data analysis, it is difficult to say what causes the differences between boys and girls; results might be due to the gendered psychological differences in expressing needs, but it might also be the result of a higher investment in boys usually more “noticeable” in traditional societies.

New patterns were also detected in sexual abuse reporting by gender. The differences between girls and boys were non-significant, or at some measures boys reported more sexual abuse then girls (including more contact sexual abuse). There are also strong indicators that perpetrators are more often women then previously believed. Further investigations are of course needed, but the analysis till now did not reveal any bias in the research data, nor a specific concentration of sexually abused boys in a specific school or class. This finding contradicts international studies. For example, Pereda, et al. (2009) reviewed 38 child sexual abuse prevalence studies from 21 different countries and 5 continents. She found that most of the studies reported higher prevalence rate among women, compared with men.  She also reviewed the explanations for the gender differences: it is unmanly to seek help, men are less likely to label their childhood sexual activity as abusive, since their role in the ideology of sexual abuse has been that of victimizers, the traditional social stigma of homosexuality, and the different nature and characteristics of child sexual abuse experienced by men and women. All these issues might affect the lower prevalence rates found in men. However, these studies are retrospective studies and are based on general population or student samples. It might be possible that in children samples, boys have a higher willingness to speak about their sexual experiences than girls.  
Our data confirmed what previous studies show, that parents don’t know about the sexual abusive experiences of their children, however, compared with the ANPDC study (Brown et al., 2001), the information level of the parents in our study is significantly higher.  According to our results adolescent boys are at higher risk of sexual abuse than previously believed. Our data also indicate that high-school students enrolled in vocational schools are even more vulnerable to different forms of abusive experiences. Assessments as well as prevention programs have to be much more sensitive to these issues.  

The differentiated discussion of lighter and more severe forms of abuse could contribute to a better  understanding  of parental behaviour. The severity of a specific behavior could be evaluated by its frequency in the parental behaviour. Some behaviors severely endanger the child and impede his/her development, even if they were used once, and other lighter abusive parenting behaviour can become traumatic by being often repeated. The gender factor, both for the gender of the parent and for the gender of the child, .could also have an influence on the perception of severity of the abusive behaviour. David-Kacso and collaborators (2012), when analyzing these results, refer to the research carried out in Romania about the distribution of duties within the family regarding child care and education and showed that these were deeply related to  the maternal figure (Hărăguş, 2010, Negreanu şi Ionescu, 2006), the mothers being responsible for correcting child’s behavior. Having an accurate image about the abusive character of maternal and paternal behavior involves determining the ratio between the abusive behavior and the actual time spent with the child.  

The high differences between the last year prevalence and lifetime prevalence of physically and emotionally abusive behaviors can be explained by the change in the parental behavior over time as children go through different stages of development. Both in the case of physical and psychological abuse last year and lifetime prevalence is higher in the case of the relationship mother-son indicating mothers’ difficulty to obtain the desired behavior from boys. Every type of abuse and positive disciplining is more frequent in the case of father-son relationship than in the case of father-daughter relationship which suggests that teenage boys have better relationships with fathers than girls. Both boys and girls report more methods of positive disciplining from mothers. Lifetime prevalence of all types of abuse and of positive disciplining methods is lower in the teenagers’ questionnaires than in parents’. This can be explain by the fact that many forms of these behaviors experienced in early childhood are not remembered by children but fully acknowledged by parents. 

As mentioned before, BECAN is the largest epidemiological study on child abuse and neglect that has ever been conducted in Romania. Few prevalence studies have been carried out in Romania, most of them having been organised at regional level, the most important of which was initiated by the National Agency for the Protection of Children's Rights and Adoption in 2000, realized by Browne, Cartana, Momeu, Păunescu and Tokay (2002). According to Perreda (2009), the outcome of child abuse and neglect studies are influenced by many factors, including the definition of the abuse, the characteristics of the sample, the methodology of the survey. The two studies (Becan and that realized by Brown et col.) are difficult to compare, because they used different tools, different samples, and different time-frames of the studied behaviors. However, it is obvious that neglect was more prevalent in the previous study (for the previous year) (in the sample of the children: 43.8% in 2000, compared with 19.4% in 2011; in the sample of parents 67.8% in 2000 compared with 7% in 2011), which might mean that the ICAST tools are not sensitive enough to determine the different forms of neglect.  

F. FACILITATORS AND BARRIERS
There is a lack in data regarding the prevalence and incidence of child abuse and neglect, , so we got the support of the National Authority of Child Protection. This helped us in getting approvals for the research.
The requirement of parental consent was the main obstacle in our research to reach to children from a more varied background. In the case of 5th grade and 7th grade students, our results might be biased by the fact that the response rate was 28.85 % of the children, due mostly to the lack of parental consent. We do not know which category of children did not get parental consent, so it is questionable to what extent we can generalize our results to the population of all Romanian children within the studied age categories. W can assume that there are two categories of children who were denied the right to participate in research: overprotected children, and maltreated children. The large proportion of absent children might have altered our results.
During our analysis, we used a very broad definition of physical and emotional abuse (the occurrence of every single act of physically or emotionally violent behavior). In analysis that will be carried out in the future, physical discipline and severe forms of physical abuse, as well as different types of emotional abuse should be treated and analyzed separately. The differentiated discussion of lighter and more severe forms of abuse could contribute to a better  understanding  of parental behaviour. The severity of a specific behavior could be evaluated by its frequency in the parental behaviour. Some behaviors severely endanger the child and impede his/her development, even if they were used once, and other lighter abusive parenting behaviour can become traumatic by being often repeated. The gender factor, both for the gender of the parent and for the gender of the child, .could also have an influence on the perception of severity of the abusive behaviour.
The results of the population surveys can be biased threw different processes. According to Finkelhor (2007), there is a tendency to forget some victimization and also to „telescope” some other victimization forms from an earlier period to a given period.  Underreporting due to forgetting and embarrassment and over reporting due to telescoping are frequent in population-based studies, and probably in our study, too. In the case of physical abuse and psychological abuse, children and parents answered more or less in the same way. But in the case of sexual abuse and neglect, there were huge differences between the two populations. In the future, we will need to analyze these differences.

G. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

BECAN study is the first epidemiology research applied to such a large sample of children and parents (almost 5955 children representing about 1% of the total amount of children of that age, and 4236 parents).

Beside the prevalence data obtained in Romania, the study offered useful and up-to-date information for the Romanian academic field and for social assistance policies and programs in order to improve children welfare in Romania and to develop viable strategies in reducing the violence against children. 
The ICAST C and ICAST P are multi-national, multi-cultural, and multi-lingual child abuse research tools, which are now available both in the Romanian and Hungarian languages. Field research guides are also being translated and adapted to Romanian. The ICAST tools represent a complete tool kit for researchers and policymakers seeking to better understand child victimization in Romania and to obtain comparable data with other researches that have been carried out with the same tools all over the world. Through the BECAN study, 9 countries from the Balkan region will be able to compare child abuse and neglect prevalence data.

After 1989 Romania has been known for at least a decade and a half as a country with problems in the area of child welfare. As such, it was subject to a lot of attention. As expected in a developing country embarked on the road of improving the country rating on respecting children’s rights, their protection and welfare, in Romania parenting attitudes are changing. Reports of young adolescents show that physically and psychologically abusive parenting behaviour, as well as medical neglect has decreased significantly between 2001 and 2011.  This does not mean that Romanian families became free of violent parenting behaviour. This research shows that corporal punishment occurs in more families then avoid it, and verbal aggressions are reported by children to have spread even wider in 2011.  Therefore efforts should continue to be invested in prevention of violence, along all the recommendations of the UN .

To follow the effectiveness of strategies and programs it would be necessary to periodically repeat the study.  The study brought significant challenges for future research: finding ways to increase the response rate and the safety of children.
Last but not least, please make a recommendation on how often do you think that a survey on CAN should be conducted at your country in order to be able to follow the trends and to evaluate any preventive efforts implemented. 
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�
N�
%�
�
Urbanicity of the place of residence �
�
Unspecified�
51�
0,86�
�
Urban �
3302�
55,93�
�
Nonurban�
2602�
44,07�
�
Nationality�
�
Unspecified�
25�
0,42�
�
Romanian�
5044�
85,06�
�
Hungarian�
464�
7,82�
�
Mixed�
294�
4,96�
�
Roma�
83�
1,40�
�
Other�
25�
0,42�
�
German�
5�
0,08�
�
Don’t want to answer�
3�
0,05�
�
Don’t know�
12�
0,20�
�
Religion�
�
Unspecified�
83�
1,39�
�
Orthodox�
4634�
78,92�
�
Catholic �
332�
5,65�
�
Protestant�
275�
4,68�
�
Neo-Protestant�
126�
2,15�
�
Other�
42�
0,72�
�
None�
262�
4,46�
�
Don’t want to answer�
70�
1,19�
�
Don’t know�
131�
2,23�
�
Parents’ marital situation�
�
Unspecified�
55�
0,92�
�
married�
4825�
81,78�
�
divorced/separated�
638�
10,81�
�
never married�
166�
2,81�
�
one parent is not living anymore�
166�
2,81�
�
both parents are not living anymore�
5�
0,08�
�
Don’t want to answer �
57�
0,97�
�
Don't know �
43�
0,73�
�






�
N�
%�
�
Gender�
�
�
�
Unspecified�
30�
0.50�
�
Girls�
3305�
55,78�
�
Boys�
2620�
44,22�
�
Grade group (typical age of attending pupils)�
�
11 y-o�
1976�
33,18�
�
13 y-o�
1849�
31,05�
�
16 y-o, General school�
1908�
32,04�
�
16 y-o, Vocational school�
222�
3,73�
�
Age (completed years)�
�
Unspecified�
28�
0,47�
�
10  �
62�
1,05�
�
11�
1254�
21,16�
�
12�
684�
11,54�
�
13�
1314�
22,17�
�
14�
428�
7,22�
�
15�
72�
1,21�
�
16�
1359�
22,93�
�
17�
732�
12,35�
�
18�
22�
0,37�
�
Flunked years in school�
�
Unspecified�
31�
0,52�
�
No�
5698�
96,19�
�
Yes��
226�
3,81�
�
Persons cohabitating with the child�
�
Unspecified�
12�
0,20�
�
father�
4847�
81,56�
�
mother�
5374�
90,43�
�
stepfather (mother's spouse)�
190�
3,20�
�
stepmother (father's spouse)�
37�
0,62�
�
foster father�
22�
0,37�
�
foster mother�
12�
0,20�
�
mother's partner�
61�
1,03�
�
father's partner�
21�
0,35�
�
grandfather�
707�
11,90�
�
grandmother�
1170�
19,69�
�
male sibling(s)�
1970�
33,15�
�
female sibling(s)�
1550�
26,08�
�
other relatives�
296�
4,98�
�
other non relatives�
55�
0,93�
�



� 189 pupils had flunked one year, 33 two years and 4 three years





Parental Educational level�
�
�
Mother�
Father�
�
�
 N�
 %�
 N�
 %�
�
Unspecified�
46�
0,77�
100�
1,68�
�
Hasn’t gone to school�
31�
0,52�
26�
0,44�
�
Primary school�
181�
3,06�
121�
2,07�
�
Middle school�
286�
4,84�
184�
3,14�
�
10 classes�
656�
11,10�
455�
7,77�
�
High School / Lyceum�
1636�
27,69�
1547�
26,42�
�
Vocational / Technical school�
730�
12,35�
1022�
17,46�
�
Post-Lyceum�
397�
6,72�
433�
7,40�
�
University�
772�
13,06�
691�
11,80�
�
Post graduate studies (Masters, Doctorate)�
764�
12,93�
738�
12,60�
�
Don't know �
456�
7,72�
638�
10,90�
�






Figure D.3.	Distribution of pupils’ answers in regards to their exposure to different maltreatment forms and to positive parental behaviors during their life time (prevalence) and/or during past year (incidence) by scale.  





Note  


Incidence: 	percentage of children reporting any frequency score under “During the past year (previous 12 months)” in at least 1 item of the scale 


Prevalence:	percentage of children reporting having experienced at least 1 behavior of the scale during their entire life time (either in the past year or before)


D.W.A.: 	percentage of children answering “Don’t want to answer” in all items of the scale 


D.W.A+Never: percentage of children answering “Don’t want to answer” in 1 or more items of the scale and “Never” to all other items of this scale


Never: 	percentage of children reporting that they have “Never” in their lives experience none of the scale’s behaviors.





Figure D.4.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by child’s gender and grade group. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of gender x grade group are presented here).


(to be continued on the next page)





Figure D.5.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by child’s gender and grade group. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of gender x grade group are presented here).


(…continued from previous page)





Figure D.6.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by geographical area. 


(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant main effect of geographical area and no significant interactions with geographical area are presented here).








Figure D.7.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by grade group and geographical area. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group x geographical area are presented here).





Figure D.5.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by urbanicity. 


(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant main effect of urbanicity are presented here).





Figure D.6.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by grade group and urbanicity. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group x urbanicity are presented here).





Figure D. 19.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by grade group.  


(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant main effect of grade group and no significant interactions with grade group are presented here).





Figure D.20.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by gender and grade group. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of gender x grade group are presented here). 


(to be continued on the next page)








Figure D.21.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by gender and grade group. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of gender x grade group are presented here). 


(… continued from previous page)








Figure D.22.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by gender and urbanicity. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of gender x urbanicity are presented here). 





Figure D.23.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by grade group and urbanicity. (Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group x urbanicity are presented here). 





Figure D.24.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by geographical area.  


	(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant main effect of geographical area and no significant interactions with geographical area are presented here).


(to be continued on the next page)





Figure D.25.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by geographical area.  


	(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant main effect of geographical area and no significant interactions with geographical area are presented here).


(…continued from previous page)





Figure D.26.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by grade group and geographical area. 


	(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group and geographical area are presented here). 


(to be continued on the next pages)





Figure D.27.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by grade group and geographical area. 


	(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group and geographical area are presented here). 


(…continued form previous page)





Figure D.28.	Prevalence and incidence rates of pupils’ exposure to violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by grade group and geographical area. 


	(Only the scales for which the analyses revealed a significant interaction of grade group and geographical area are presented here). 


(…continued form previous page)





Figure D.X.	Distribution of pupils’ exposure to 19/17* different experiences of psychological violence, by experience (item) and frequency they experienced it during the past year (incidence).





Items* 


Shouted, yelled, or screamed at you very loud and aggressively?


Insulted you by calling you dumb, lazy or other names like that?


Cursed you?


Refused to speak to you (ignored you)?


Blamed you for his/her bad mood?


Read your diary, your SMS or e-mail messages without your permission?


Went through your bag, drawers, pockets etc. without your permission?


Compared you to other children in a way that you felt humiliated?


Ashamed or embarrassed you intentionally in front of other people in a way that made you feel very bad or humiliated?


Said that they wished you were dead or had never been born?


Threatened to leave you or abandon you?


Threatened to kick you out of house or send you away?


Locked you out of the home?


Threatened to invoke ghosts or evil spirits, or harmful people against you?


Threatened to hurt or kill you? 


Did not get enough to eat (went hungry) and/or drink (were thirsty) even though there was enough for everyone, as a means of punishment? 


Have to wear clothes that were dirty, torn, or inappropriate for the season, as a means of punishment? 


Locked you up in a small place or in a dark room?   


Threatened you with a knife or a gun?








Scale


1-2 (once or twice a year)


3-5 (several times a year)


6-12 (monthly or bimonthly)


13-50 (several times a month)


more than 50 (once a week or more often)





* Items in bold had been excluded from the short-version of the ICAST-CH completed by the 11 y-o grade’s pupils





Figure D.29.	Distribution of pupils’ exposure to 16/15* different experiences of physical violence, by experience (item) and frequency they experienced it during the past year (incidence)





Items* 


Pushed or kicked you?


Grabbed you by your clothes or some part of your body and shook you?


Slapped you?


Hit you on head with knuckle or back of the hand?


Spanked you on the bottom with bare hand?


Hit you on the buttocks with an object such as a stick, broom, cane, or belt?


Hit you elsewhere (not buttocks) with an object such as a stick, broom, cane, or belt?


Hit you over and over again with object or fist (“beat-up”)?


Choked you or smothered you (prevent breathing by use of a hand or pillow) or squeezed your neck with hands (or something else)?


Intentionally burned or scalded you?


Put chilli pepper, hot pepper, or spicy food in your mouth (to cause pain)?


Tied you up or tied you to something using a rope or a chain?


Roughly twisted your ear?


Pulled your hair?


Pinched you roughly?


Forced you to hold a position that caused pain or humiliated you as a means of punishment?





Scale


1-2 (once or twice a year)


3-5 (several times a year)


6-12 (monthly or bimonthly)


13-50 (several times a month)


more than 50 (once a week or more often)





* The item in bold had been excluded from the short-version of the ICAST-CH completed by the 11 y-o grade’s pupils





Figure D.30.	Distribution of pupils’ exposure to 6/5* different experiences of sexual violence, by experience (item) and frequency they experienced it during the past year (incidence)





Items* 


Made you upset by speaking to you in a sexual way or writing sexual things about you?


Made you watch a sex video or look at sexual pictures in a magazine or computer when you did not want to?


Made you look at their private parts or wanted to look at yours?


Touched your private parts in a sexual way, or made you touch theirs?


Made a sex video or took photographs of you alone, or with other people, doing sexual things? 


Tried to have sex with you when you did not want them to?





Scale


1-2 (once or twice a year)


3-5 (several times a year)


6-12 (monthly or bimonthly)


13-50 (several times a month)


more than 50 (once a week or more often)





* The item in bold had been excluded from the short-version of the ICAST-CH completed by the 11 y-o grade’s pupils





Figure D.31.	Distribution of pupils’ exposure to 3 different feelings of neglect, by feeling (item) and frequency they experienced it during the past year (incidence)





Items 


You did not feel cared for?


Felt that you were not important?


Felt that there was never anyone looking after you, supporting you, helping you when you most needed it?





Figure D.32.	Distribution of pupils’ exposure to 7/6* different experiences of positive & non violent parenting, by experience (item) and frequency they experienced it during the past year (incidence)





Items* 


Told you to start or stop doing something (e.g. start doing your homework or stop watching TV)?


Explained you why something you did was wrong?


Gave you an award for behaving well?


Gave you something else to do in order to distract your attention (e.g. to tell you do something in order to stop you watching TV)?


Took away your pocket money or other privileges?


Forbade you something that you liked?


Forbade you to go out?





Scale


1-2 (once or twice a year)


3-5 (several times a year)


6-12 (monthly or bimonthly)


13-50 (several times a month)


more than 50 (once a week or more often)





* Items in bold had been excluded from the short-version of the ICAST-CH completed by the 11 y-o grade’s pupils





Figure D.33.	Percentage of pupils who have experienced different violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by type of perpetrator (adult male or female and adolescent male or female)


(to be continued on the next page)





Figure D.34.	Percentage of pupils who have experienced different violent behaviors by number of different behaviors (items) they have been exposed to and by type of perpetrator (adult male or female and adolescent male or female)


(…continued from previous page)





Figure D.35.	Percentage of pupils who have experienced 6 different behaviors of sexual violence by type of perpetrator (adult male or female and adolescent male or female). 





Note


The percentages are calculated on the total number of children who had each experience; their sum exceeds 100%, in case some children have experienced the same behavior from different types of perpetrators.  





Figure D.36.	Distribution of perpetrators as reported by children experienced each of 6 different behaviors of sexual violence, by type of perpetrator (adult male or female and adolescent male or female) and his/her relationship to the child (unknown person, familiar person, a relative). 





Note


The percentages are calculated on the total number of perpetrators that had been reported by children who had each experience.  





Figure D.7.	Prevalence  rates of pupils’ exposure to psychological violent behaviors by grade group and gender. Continued next page
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