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Child pornography possession/receipt offenders are a controversial offender group due to
mixed and occasionally divergent evidence about their risk profile, offending history and
psychopathology. Using a population of male offenders who ever perpetrated a sexual
offense from a federal jurisdiction in the central United States, the current study developed
an exploratory post hoc empirical profile of these offenders. The profile has some success in
the validation component of our study and showed significant associations with self-
reported sexual abuse of child victims ages 3–12 years, but non-significant associations to
adolescent and adult victims. It significantly linked to the conceptually expected victim
group and the significant statistical effect withstood controls for generally robust indicators
of antisocial conduct including antisocial personality disorder, arrest onset, total adverse
childhood experiences, age and race. We view the findings as exploratory and encourage
additional empirical study of this important offender group.
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Introduction

Child pornography possession/receipt
offenders present tremendous difficulties in
terms of their behavioral risk and forensic pro-
file. On one hand, possessing/receiving child
pornographic material is a behavior that is
often rationalized as more voyeuristic in nature
and seemingly less dangerous than crimes
involving sexual exploitation, production of
child pornography, attempts to physically con-
tact potential victims or sexual assault
(Clevenger et al., 2016; T. H. Cohen &

Spidell, 2016; Magaletta et al., 2014; Seto &
Eke, 2005; Seto et al., 2012). The notion that
child pornography possession/receipt cases are
lower risk is solidified further by some if the
offender has no official criminal history.1 On
the other hand, the apparent low-risk profile of
child pornography/receipt offenders can also
be a façade that obscures severe offending
behaviors and exceptional risk, including mur-
der, as seen in the case of David Renz. In
2013, Renz was on federal pretrial supervision
pending his trial for child pornography

This article has been corrected with minor changes. These changes do not impact the academic content
of the article.
Correspondence: Matt DeLisi, Iowa State University, 510 Farm House Lane, 203A East Hall, Ames,
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1The substitution hypothesis asserts that some offenders substitute the use of pornography to satisfy
their sexual interests, but do not engage in actual offending. Although a plausible hypothesis, prior
research indicates it is rare. A study of a police sample and clinical sample of sexual offenders
reported that just 6% of offenders in both samples reported that they consumed child pornography as a
substitute for contact offending (Seto et al., 2010).
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possession when he removed his electronic
monitoring device and perpetrated the crimes
of murder of an adult female and predatory
sexual assault against the murder victim’s
child. Although incidents such as the Renz
case are extremely rare, they vividly illustrate
the complexities and challenges of child porn-
ography possession/receipt offenders.

Several studies employing diverse data
sources and analytical techniques similarly
reveal the complexities of child pornography
possession/receipt offenders (Henshaw et al.,
2017; Magaletta et al., 2014; Seto et al., 2012;
Wolak & Finkelhor, 2013). Clevenger et al.
(2016) analyzed data from the National
Juvenile Online Victimization Study and com-
pared offenders charged with sexual exploit-
ation of a minor, child pornography
possession, or child pornography production
or distribution on a variety of demographic
and offending outcomes. At the bivariate level,
child pornography possession offenders were
older and had the most severe risk profile.
Specifically, Clevenger et al. found that child
pornography possession clients were signifi-
cantly older (77.2% were age 50 years or older
compared to 16.7% for sexual exploitation of
a minor and 6.1% for child pornography pro-
duction or distribution) and were more likely
to have prior arrests for sexual offenses
(61.1% compared to 29% for sexual exploit-
ation of a minor and 9.9% for child pornog-
raphy production or distribution). They were
more likely to have previous use of violence
(59.8% compared to 24% for sexual exploit-
ation of a minor and 16.1% for child pornog-
raphy production or distribution), and were
more likely to have substance abuse problems
at the time of their current offense (51.9%
compared to 34.4% for sexual exploitation of
a minor and 13.8% for child pornography pro-
duction or distribution). In multivariate mod-
els, older age and previous use of violence
were significantly associated with child porn-
ography possession cases, whereas older age,
previous use of violence, substance abuse
problems and lived with minor child were

significantly associated with child pornog-
raphy production or distribution cases.

Seto et al. (2011) performed a meta-ana-
lysis of 21 studies involving 4464 online sex-
ual offenders and found that one in eight had a
known contact sexual offense at the time of
their most recent conviction. Moreover, among
studies that also had self-reported sexual his-
tory data, 55% of online sexual offenders
admitted to perpetrating a prior contact sexual
offense. In another quantitative review,
Babchishin et al. (2015) compared online child
pornography-only offenders to offenders with
evidence of both online and contact sexual
offenses against children. Online-only
offenders had greater likelihood of any para-
philic disorder, pedophilia and pedohebephilia
(attraction to pre- and post-pubescent chil-
dren), had greater internet preoccupation, were
more callous and were less likely to live with a
partner. These offenders also had more prob-
lems with their sex life, had lower sexual regu-
lation, had higher sexual preoccupation, had
lower self-esteem, were less assertive, had
more social deficits and had more negative
social influences.

T. H. Cohen and Spidell (2016) examined
7416 male federal sex offenders from all 94
federal districts released from federal prison
between 2007 and 2013. Nearly one in four
child pornography offenders had official evi-
dence of prior contact sexual behavior, and
12% had a prior arrest for sexual assault or
sexual exploitation. Relative to other sexual
offenders, child pornography offenders had
less criminal history, higher socioeconomic
functioning, fewer substance problems and
greater social support, and 97% of child porn-
ography offenders were rated as low or low/
moderate risk on the Post-Conviction Risk
Assessment (PCRA). Recently, Smith (2020)
analyzed data from federal child pornography
possession cases in the northeastern United
States and found that nearly 55% divulged a
contact sexual offense against a minor, and
nearly 40% admitted having two or more vic-
tims. Nearly one in 10 child pornography
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possession clients divulged 10 or more child
victims. Moreover, Smith found that nearly
59% of clients viewed pornography before
their first hands-on victimization, and nearly
one in four viewed child pornography before
their first sexual assault of a child. These find-
ings were substantively similar to other
research on sexual offenders showing that a
majority of them had prior contact victims
and/or that child pornography possession/
receipt cases commonly also had contact sex-
ual abuse victims (cf. Bourke & Hernandez,
2009; DeLisi et al., 2016; Drury et al., 2020;
McCarthy, 2010; Scurich & John, 2019; Seto
& Eke, 2005; Wolak et al., 2011).

Current aim

There is mixed evidence about the offending
history and risk of child pornography posses-
sion/receipt offenders, and a basic forensic pro-
file of these offenders is lacking.2 Here, we
develop multivariate models to explore the
association of paraphilic disorders, prior sexual
offending, arrest onset, sexual abuse experien-
ces and age to child pornography possession/
receipt offending. Based on these exploratory
results, we develop a post hoc child pornog-
raphy possession/receipt profile and validate it
by measuring its association to three forms of
self-reported sexual offending involving chil-
dren, adolescents or adult victims.

Method

Participants and procedures

The current data are a population of 216 male
federal offenders who ever perpetrated a sex-
ual offense selected from a federal jurisdiction
in the central United States between 2016 and
2020. The descriptive profile of sexual
offenders in this jurisdiction is 46.6 years old,
82.6% white, 17.4% African American and
4.2% Hispanic. Nearly 70% of the offenders

were low risk (40%) or low–moderate risk
(29.76%) on the federal Post-Conviction Risk
Assessment (PCRA), with 22.9% moderate
and 7.3% high risk. The PCRA has demon-
strated predictive validity with a variety of fed-
eral offenders (T. H. Cohen et al., 2016;
DeLisi et al., 2018; Luallen et al., 2016),
including those who have perpetrated sexual
offenses (T. H. Cohen, 2018; T. H. Cohen &
Spidell, 2016), although results are more
equivocal with sexual offenders with child
pornography charges (T. H. Cohen, 2018).
These offenders are comparable to the current
population profile in this jurisdiction by sex
(population is 88% male and 12% female) but
disproportionately white (population is 44%
white, 21% black, 33% Hispanic). The most
common instant or current commitment
offenses were in descending order: possession
or receipt of child pornography (47.2%), Sex
Offender Registration and Notification Act
(SORNA; 17.6%), distribution of child porn-
ography (11.1%), various firearms offenses
(10.6%), various drug trafficking offenses
(6.9%), attempt to induce or entice minor for
sexual activity (4.2%), sexual trafficking
(0.9%) and sexual abuse (0.9%).

Data collection involved two procedures.
First, all data in the client’s Probation/Pretrial
Services Automated Case Tracking System
(PACTS), which is the case management
platform used in all 94 federal districts, were
electronically extracted and converted to an
Excel spreadsheet. The electronic extraction
contained information on a variety of varia-
bles including demographics, commitment
offense, case information, conditions, PCRA
and assorted biographical information.
Second, the senior author manually extracted
information on dozens of variables from the
client’s presentence investigation report
(PSR), offender dossiers from the Bureau of
Prisons, psychological and psychiatric
reports, treatment reports, criminal career
indicators and self-reported sexual history
reports. We used Excel for data entry and
Stata 12.1 for data analysis. The study

2This is in contrast to research on sexual recidivism
where Seto and Eke (2015) developed the Child
Pornography Offender Risk Tool (CPORT).

Child Pornography Possession/Receipt Offenders 95



employs archival data (none of the current
authors rendered any diagnoses), and the
Chief District Judge in the federal jurisdiction
provided institutional review board (IRB)
approval for the study.

Measures

Paraphilic disorders

All paraphilic disorders were scored on an
ordinal scale (0¼ no evidence, 1¼ some evi-
dence, 2¼ definite evidence) based on arch-
ival psychological documents based on
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders–Fourth Edition–Text Revision
(DSM–IV–TR) or Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual of Mental Disorders–Fifth Edition
(DSM–5) criteria (American Psychiatric
Association, 2010, 2013) and a psychosexual
history questionnaire in the client’s PACTS.
This includes comprehensive information
about the client’s paraphilic disorders, sexual
history and a complete accounting of their
prior contact victims.3 Bestiality is interspecies
sexual activity between a person and an ani-
mal. Frotteurism is recurrent and intense sex-
ual arousal that involves touching against a
non-consenting person. Pedophilia is recurrent
and intense sexually arousing fantasies, sexual
urges or behaviors involving children ages
13 years or younger. Sexual masochism is sex-
ual arousal to the act of being humiliated,
beaten, bound or made to suffer. Voyeurism is
viewing non-consenting others who are
engaged in sexual activity, nude or in the pro-
cess of undressing. Exhibitionism is recurrent
and intense sexually arousing fantasies that
involve exposing one’s genitals to others with-
out their consent. Paraphilia NOS (not other-
wise specified) is a residual category of sexual

behavior that involves intense and recurrent
sexually arousing fantasies that cause distress
or impairments in behavioral functioning.

Sexual sadism is sexual excitement
derived from the physical or psychological
suffering of another person. Transvestic
fetishism is sexual arousal by a heterosexual
male who engages in cross-dressing or
thinks of himself as female. Pornography
addiction is the compulsive, recurrent and
intense preoccupation with and consumption
of pornographic material.4 Prevalence esti-
mates for all paraphilic disorders appear in
Table 1.

Arrest onset

Arrest onset is the age of first police contact or
arrest (M¼ 25.21 years, SD¼ 13.35, range ¼
7–78). Arrest onset is an important control
variable because it is an indicator of criminal
propensity, and a large research base has
shown it to be associated with offending ser-
iousness and severity (DeLisi et al., 2015;
DeLisi & Piquero, 2011; Moffitt, 1993; Pardini
et al., 2018) including among sexual offenders
(Drury et al., 2017; Harris, 2013; Lussier &
Cale, 2013; Lussier & Mathesius, 2012).

Prior sexual offenses

A summary measure of prior arrest charges for
contact sexual offenses (M¼ 1.96, SD¼ 3.01,
range ¼ 0–19) is included because prior
offending is the most robust predictor of
subsequent offending (Alink & Egeland,
2013; Barnes & Boutwell, 2012; Lussier et al.,

3Numerous studies indicate that paraphilic disorders
are positively associated with not only sexual
offending but also non-sexual forms of crime (e.g.
Abel et al., 1988; Babchishin et al., 2015; DeLisi
et al., 2017; Smallbone & Wortley, 2004; Woodworth
et al., 2013) and/or that paraphilic disorders are a
significant developmental step in the etiology of sexual
offending (Abel et al., 1988; Cale et al., 2014; Lee
et al., 2002).

4Pornography addiction is not a paraphilic disorder per
se, but was included in the offender’s psychiatric and
psychological documents and thus used in the present
study. Moreover, we included it because it is
consistent with the DSM–5 advisement on paraphilic
disorders, namely that it ‘causes stress or impairment
to the individual or a paraphilia whose satisfaction has
entailed personal harm, or risk of harm, to others’
(American Psychiatric Association, 2013, pp.
685–686). Nevertheless, there are competing scholarly
views about pornography addiction as a paraphilic
disorder (see, Duffy et al., 2016; Grubbs et al., 2015;
Kafka, 1997; Kafka & Hennen, 2003; Seto
et al., 2006).
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2019; Walters, 2015, 2018; Walters & DeLisi,
2013).5 These offenses included rape, sexual
abuse, sexual assault, sodomy, oral copulation,
gross sexual imposition and aggravated sex-
ual assault.

Total sexual abuse

Total sexual abuse is a composite measure of
childhood sexual abuse frequency, chronicity
and severity (M ¼ 0.83, SD¼ 1.81, range ¼
0–6). Prior research has shown that childhood
sexual abuse is significantly associated with
sexual violence (Drury et al., 2019; Papalia
et al., 2018; Fox & DeLisi, 2018) including
sexual offenses against children (Arbanas
et al., 2020; Papalia et al., 2018)

Age

Current age (M¼ 46.59, SD¼ 13.16, range ¼
22–83) is included because age is a significant
correlate of sexual offending (Lussier & Cale,
2013; Lussier & Mathesius, 2012; Lussier
et al., 2010).

Antisocial personality disorder

Lifetime history of antisocial personality dis-
order (ASPD) diagnosis (0¼ no, 83.4%,
1¼ yes, 16.6%) is based on documented psy-
chiatric or psychological assessment in the cli-
ent’s PACTS. Prior research indicates that
ASPD is a significant predictor of sexual vio-
lence (Beauregard & DeLisi, 2021; Berger
et al., 1999; Black, 2013; Boccaccini et al.,
2017) including sexual offenses against chil-
dren (Arbanas et al., 2020)

Total score Adverse Childhood Experiences
(ACE) questionnaire

The Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACE)
Questionnaire contains 10 areas, three of
which encompass abuse (psychological, phys-
ical and sexual), two of which encompass neg-
lect (emotional and physical), and five of
which encompass household dysfunction (bat-
tered mother, parental separation/divorce,
mental illness in home, household substance
use and incarcerated household member).6

Each content area is measured dichotomously

Table 1. Prevalence of paraphilic disorders.

Paraphilic disorder No evidence(%) Some evidence(%) Definite evidence(%)

Bestiality 84.7 3.7 11.6
Frotteurism 94 0.5 5.5
Pedophilia 80 5 15
Sexual masochism 95 1 4
Voyeurism 81 1.4 17.6
Exhibitionism 85.2 1.4 13.4
Paraphilia NOS 89 1 10
Sexual sadism 90.3 3.7 6
Transvestic fetishism 90.7 1 8.3
Pornography addiction 91.7 0.9 7.4

Note: NOS¼ not otherwise specified.

5We included this covariate on population
heterogeneity grounds to account for propensity to
engage in sexual offending. It is important to
recognize that despite the axiom of prior offending
being among the best predictors of future offending, a
variety of studies have shown that discontinuity best
describes sexual offending from adolescence through
adulthood (e.g. Beaudry-Cyr et al., 2017; Lussier &
Blokland, 2014; Lussier et al., 2016; Zimring et al.,
2009) except among a small subset of repeat offenders.

6The seminal Felitti et al. (1998) ACE Questionnaire
contained seven ACE indicators based on data
collected at Wave I of the ACE Study, and emotional
neglect, physical neglect and parental separation/
divorce were added at the second wave of data
collection. The 10 content areas used in the current
study are the conventional indicators of adverse
childhood experiences.
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indicating 0¼ not present and 1¼ present to
produce a total score (M¼ 2.27, SD¼ 2.80,
range ¼ 0–10). Greater adverse childhood
exposure is linked to more severe offending
patterns and serious violence (Baglivio et al.,
2015; DeLisi & Beauregard, 2018; Duke et al.,
2010; Fox et al., 2015).

Race

Race (0¼white, 82.6%, and 1¼ black,
17.4%) is included as a control variable given
its association with child pornography offend-
ing (Babchishin et al., 2015; Faust et al., 2015;
Wolak et al., 2011).

Child pornography possession/receipt profile

Child pornography possession/receipt profile
is an additive measure of total sexual abu-
seþ pornography addictionþ transvestic feti-
shismþ pedophilia (M¼ 1.51, SD¼ 2.25,
range¼ 0–10). This profile is a post hoc meas-
ure based on significant findings from the ini-
tial logistic regression models. Caveats about
the two omitted significant effects are import-
ant. First, prior official sexual offenses was not
included in the post hoc profile because it was
significant in both models and thus was not
specific to child pornography possession/
receipt offenders. Second, arrest onset was not
included because many child pornography
possession/receipt clients have no official
arrest history, and thus their arrest onset for
this instant offense is effectively their current
age. For these reasons, we consider prior
record of sexual offenses and arrest onset as
control variables in multivariate models.

Dependent variables

Child pornography possession/receipt commit-
ment offense (0¼ no, 52.8%; 1¼ yes, 47.2%)
and distribution of child pornography commit-
ment offense (0¼ no, 89%; 1¼ yes, 11%) are
the client’s conviction for their current super-
vision and are used in the developmental anal-
yses. Self-reported sexual abuse of children
ages 3–12 years (M¼ 1.10, SD¼ 3.34, range
¼ 0–38), self-reported sexual abuse of

adolescents ages 13–17 years (M¼ 1.08,
SD¼ 2.32, range ¼ 0–16) and self-reported
sexual abuse of adults (M ¼ 0.34, SD¼ 1.13,
range¼ 0–11) are used in the validation analy-
ses. Approximately 32.2% of the sample self-
reported sexual abuse of children, 35.5%
reported sexual abuse of adolescents, and
15.4% reported sexual abuse of adult victims.

Analytical approach

First, we specified logistic regression models
for child pornography possession/receipt com-
mitment offense with paraphilic disorders,
prior sexual offenses, arrest onset, total sexual
abuse and current age as predictors. Sensitivity
analyses were executed with child pornog-
raphy distribution commitment offense to see
whether the results from the possession/receipt
model were unique. Second, the post hoc child
pornography profile from these models was
validated along with covariates in negative
binomial regression models with three self-
reported sexual abuse victim types. Negative
binomial regression is used for count variables
where there is evidence of overdispersion, and
this estimation technique was confirmed with
the likelihood ratio (LR) test of a for Model 1
(349.81, p< .001), Model 2 (263.23, p< .001)
and Model 3 (79.06, p < .001). In the logistic
regression models, we also produced effect
sizes for the odds ratios expressed in Cohen’s
d using the common metric (d ¼ 0.2 is small
effect size, d ¼ 0.5 is medium effect size, and
d ¼ 0.8 is large effect size; J. Cohen, 1988).

Results

Logistic regression model for child
pornography possession/receipt
commitment offense

Table 2 provides output for child pornography
possession/receipt commitment offense. Six
significant findings emerged. Pedophilia was
positively associated with child pornography
possession/receipt commitment offense (odds
ratio, OR¼ 2.20, z¼ 2.87, p < .01), and the
effect size was small (d ¼ 0.44). Transvestic
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fetishism (OR¼ 2.75, z¼ 2.38, p < .05) was
positively associated with child pornography
possession/receipt commitment offense, and
the effect size was medium (d ¼ 0.56).
Pornography addiction (OR¼ 2.79, z¼ 2.42,
p< .05) was also positively associated with
child pornography possession/receipt commit-
ment offense, and the effect size was medium
(d ¼ 0.57). Prior arrest charges for sexual
offenses (OR ¼ 0.67, z¼ �4.14, p< .001) was
negatively associated with child pornography
possession/receipt commitment offense, and the
effect size was small (d ¼ �0.22). Arrest onset
(OR¼ 1.07, z¼ 3.55, p< .001) was positively
associated with child pornography possession/
receipt commitment offense, and the effect size
was small (d¼ 0.04). Total sexual abuse expos-
ure (OR¼ 1.25, z¼ 2.16, p< .05) was posi-
tively associated with child pornography
possession/receipt commitment offense, and the
effect size was small (d¼ 0.12).

Logistic regression model for child
pornography distribution
commitment offense

As a sensitivity check shown in Table 3, we
executed a logistic regression model for child

pornography distribution commitment offense,
and although the overall model was stable
(model v2¼ 33.88, p < .001), none of the
covariates were significant with the exception
of prior arrest charges for sexual offenses (OR
¼ 0.13, z ¼ �2.08, p < .05), which had a
large effect size (d ¼ �1.13). We conducted
additional models for sexual trafficking com-
mitment offense, inducement/enticement of
minor for sexual activities commitment
offense and sexual exploitation of a child com-
mitment offense. In part due to low power,
none of these models would execute.

Negative binomial regression models for
self-reported sexual offending by
victim age

Table 4 provides output for negative binomial
regression models for three victimization
groups – children ages 3–12 years, adolescents
ages 13–17 years and adults – with the child
pornography profile, ASPD diagnosis, arrest
onset, total ACE score, current age and race as
covariates. The child pornography was exclu-
sively associated with self-reported sexual
abuse against children ages 3 to 12 years

Table 2. Logistic regression model for child pornography possession/receipt commitment offense.

Variable Odds ratio SE z 95% CI

Bestiality 1.07 0.34 0.21 [0.57, 1.99]
Frotteurism 0.75 0.33 �0.64 [0.32, 1.79]
Pedophilia 2.20�� 0.61 2.87 [1.28, 3.77]
Sexual masochism 1.17 0.59 0.30 [0.43, 3.16]
Voyeurism 1.03 0.29 0.11 [0.59, 1.79]
Exhibitionism 1.02 0.32 0.06 [0.55, 1.89]
Paraphilia NOS 0.93 0.27 �0.26 [0.53, 1.62]
Sexual sadism 0.82 0.39 �0.42 [0.32, 2.09]
Transvestic fetishism 2.75� 1.17 2.38 [1.19, 6.32]
Pornography addiction 2.79� 1.18 2.42 [1.21, 6.41]
Prior sexual offenses 0.67��� 0.07 �4.14 [0.55, 0.81]
Arrest onset 1.07��� 0.02 3.55 [1.03, 1.11]
Total sexual abuse 1.25� 0.13 2.16 [1.02, 1.54]
Current age 0.99 0.01 �0.90 [0.95, 1.02]
Model v2 98.4���
Pseudo R2 .329

Note: NOS¼ not otherwise specified; CI¼ confidence interval.�p < .05; ��p < .01; ���p < .001.
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(incidence rate ratio, IRR ¼ 1.23, z¼ 2.48, p
< .05) and had null associations with adoles-
cent and adult victims. Whites (IRR ¼ 0.09, z
¼ �3.56, p < .001) were more likely than
blacks to sexually abuse children, and clients
with an ASPD diagnosis were more likely to
sexually victimize adults (IRR ¼ 4.61,
z¼ 2.33, p < .05). Arrest onset, total ACE

score and current age had null associations in
all three models.

Discussion

Child pornography possession/receipt
offenders are a controversial offender group
due to mixed and occasionally divergent

Table 4. Negative binomial regression models for sexual abuse victim types.

Variable

Children 3–12 Adolescents 13–17 Adults

IRR (SE) z IRR (SE) z IRR (SE) z

CP profile 1.23 (0.10)� 2.48 1.07 (0.08) 0.96 0.98 (0.10) �0.20
ASPD diagnosis 1.30 (0.72) 0.49 0.92 (0.47) �0.17 4.61 (3.02)� 2.33
Arrest onset 1.00 (0.02) 0.15 1.01 (0.01) 0.44 1.01 (0.02) 0.43
Total ACE 0.99 (0.08) �0.08 0.92 (0.08) �1.01 0.97 (0.11) �0.32
Current age 0.97 (0.01) �1.78 0.99 (0.01) �0.14 1.00 (0.02) 0.03
Race 0.09 (0.06)��� �3.56 0.77 (0.36) �0.55 1.34 (0.83) 0.47
Model v2 28.85��� 4.43 7.46
Pseudo R2 .054 .008 .028
LR test of a 349.81��� 263.23��� 79.06���

Note: LR¼ likelihood ratio; IRR¼ incidence rate ratio; CP¼ child pornography; ASPD¼ antisocial personality dis-
order; ACE ¼ Adverse Childhood Experiences.�p < .05; ���p < .001.

Table 3. Logistic regression model for child pornography distribution commitment offense.

Variable Odds ratio SE z 95% CI

Bestiality 1.21 0.43 0.53 [0.60, 2.42]
Frotteurism 0.67 0.44 �0.61 [0.18, 2.43]
Pedophilia 1.47 0.48 1.16 [0.77, 2.80]
Sexual masochism 0.87 0.57 �0.21 [0.24, 3.15]
Voyeurism 1.12 0.35 0.38 [0.61, 2.07]
Exhibitionism 1.07 0.41 0.17 [0.51, 2.25]
Paraphilia NOS 1.13 0.40 0.35 [0.56, 2.28]
Sexual sadisma

Transvestic fetishism 0.56 0.36 �0.90 [0.16, 1.95]
Pornography addiction 0.80 0.33 �0.54 [0.35, 1.81]
Prior sexual offenses 0.13� 0.13 �2.08 [0.02, 0.89]
Arrest onset 1.01 0.03 0.44 [0.96, 1.06]
Total sexual abuse 0.83 0.16 �0.98 [0.56, 1.21]
Current age 0.98 0.03 �0.92 [0.92, 1.03]
Model v2 33.88���
Pseudo R2 .233

Note: NOS¼ not otherwise specified; CI¼ confidence interval.
aDropped from model because it predicted failure perfectly.�p < .05; ���p < .001.
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evidence about their risk profile, offending his-
tory and psychopathology (Clevenger et al.,
2016; T. H. Cohen & Spidell, 2016; Drury
et al., 2020; Henshaw et al., 2017; Seto et al.,
2012; Smith, 2020; Wolak & Finkelhor,
2013). Using a population of male offenders
who have perpetrated a sexual offense from a
federal jurisdiction in the central United
States, the current study developed an explora-
tory empirical profile of these offenders. The
post hoc child pornography profile has some
success in the validation component of our
study and showed significant associations with
self-reported sexual abuse of child victims
ages 3–12 years, but non-significant associa-
tions to adolescent and adult victims. In other
words, the profile was significantly linked to
the conceptually expected victim group, and
the significant statistical effect withstood con-
trols for generally robust indicators of anti-
social conduct including antisocial personality
disorder, arrest onset, total adverse childhood
experiences, age and race. We view the find-
ings as exploratory and encourage additional
empirical study of this important
offender group.

Meta-analytic research (Babchishin et al.,
2015) reported that child pornography
offenders have significantly higher paraphilic
disorders than other sexual offenders, and the
preponderance of this relates to pedophilia.
Our profile confirmed the salience of pedo-
philia, but also shows that the paraphilic reper-
toire is more complex and also involves
transvestic fetishism and pornography addic-
tion. This suggests that the paraphilic drivers
of child pornography consumption are not
simply driven by sexual attraction to children,
but are also related to arousal to cross-dressing
that likely reflects uncertainty about the indi-
vidual’s sexual orientation. For instance, epi-
demiological research on transvestic fetishism
found that same-sex sexual experiences and
high pornography use were significant corre-
lates (Långstr€om & Zucker, 2005). Based on
interactions with these clients, we suspect that
prior sexual abuse experiences – most of them

male-perpetrated – engendered ambivalence
about one’s own sexual preferences, and that
uncertainty likely manifests in the paraphilic
profile we produced.

Total sexual abuse experiences were sig-
nificantly associated with child pornography
possession/receipt conviction offense, and for
each one-unit increase of sexual abuse the
odds of this conviction type increased 25%.
The range of sexual abuse experiences in these
data is considerable. Some clients were never
sexually abused, some incurred one victimiza-
tion, and some were exposed to frequent,
chronic and severe sexual abuse. Thus, clients
with the most frequent, chronic and severe
sexual abuse history exhibited 150% higher
odds of conviction for child pornography/
receipt. By using a more nuanced measure of
sexual abuse experiences (as opposed to a life-
time binary exposure that is most common),
we were able to contribute specificity to these
trauma experiences to assist in understanding
how those experiences potentially translate
into sexual deviance. Overall, the significance
of total sexual abuse among child pornography
offenders is inconsistent with some recent
research on sexual offenders (Babchishin
et al., 2011, 2015), but consistent with other
criminological studies (Baglivio et al., 2015;
DeLisi & Beauregard, 2018; Drury et al.,
2019; Drury et al., 2017; Fox et al., 2015).
Overall, the current study was consistent with
prior research on child pornography offenders
regarding pedophilia (Babchishin et al., 2015),
but also showed that their paraphilic profile is
more expansive and was congruent with crim-
inological studies about the salience of sexual
abuse to subsequent offending (Baglivio
et al., 2015; Drury et al., 2020; Drury et al.,
2017; Fox et al., 2015) but discordant
from other studies (Babchishin et al.,
2011, 2015).

Our study has several strengths, including
a population of sexual offenders from a federal
jurisdiction, use of multiple data sources to
minimize shared methods variance and multi-
variate models that included several important
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controls to guard against confounding effects.
Nevertheless, there are also limitations. The
retrospective, archival data prevented the
establishment of causal relationship between
the variables. Longitudinal designs are needed
to confirm our cyclical notion that sexual
abuse suffered by defendants and offenders
during their childhood years, who are later
convicted of child pornography/receipt and
other federal sexual offenses, contributes to
paraphilic interests and disorders as adults that
then lend themselves to their own personal
child pornography consumption and use. Also,
unlike prior studies (e.g. T. H. Cohen &
Spidell, 2016), the study was underpowered to
assess the association between the post
hoc profile and more contact-oriented
crimes including sexual trafficking,
inducement or enticement of minor for
sexual activities, and sexual exploitation of
a child.

The current data were limited to male
offenders. Recent study of female federal sex-
ual offenders similarly reported evidence of
sexual abuse along with mental health prob-
lems and history of outpatient and in-patient
treatment (Bickart et al., 2019). In most cases
with female federal sexual offenders, the vic-
tim involved their own child for use in the
pornography, usually involving a male code-
fendant. Thus, there are important commonal-
ities and gender-specific pathways to explore
to refine models among child pornography
correctional clients.

Conclusion

In closing, the current study shows the poten-
tial of using local federal data, which permits
collection of information on abuse history, par-
aphilic disorders, psychopathology and refined
criminal career information, in addition to the
defendant, sentencing and supervision-based
data that are routinely collected. Whereas
nationally representative studies of federal sex-
ual offenders (e.g. T. H. Cohen & Spidell,
2016) are unrivaled in scope, they are limited

in these psychiatric and psychological charac-
teristics. We encourage other federal districts
to collect local data to replicate the current
model toward research development and repli-
cation to inform supervision practices.
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