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Accomplishing separation of the alleged perpetrator/perpetrator and the child, which is always recommended during the 

investigation stage of child sexual abuse cases, can be accomplished in one of three ways: 

 

• Alleged Perpetrator to Vacate the Household (either voluntarily or by order of the Court) 

o Professional agreement exists that removal of the alleged perpetrator/perpetrator (adult and juvenile) is the 

preferred action. Even though this strategy may not be as certain in preventing additional sexual, physical, and 

emotional abuse, it has the considerable advantage of providing a clear message to the victim, the alleged 

perpetrator, and the family that he/she is the person who has done something wrong and that this is serious. If 

he/she is denying the abuse, the alleged perpetrator's removal minimizes challenges to the child's sense of reality 

and anxiety about whether he/she or the alleged perpetrator will be believed. Even if the alleged 

perpetrator/perpetrator admits and is willing to seek treatment, he/she should be asked or ordered to leave (via 

court intervention) until a clinical decision is made that the perpetrator should return. This action decreases 

opportunities for the perpetrator to minimize the abuse and to manipulate the child and other family members into 

feeling sorry for him/her, placing responsibility for his abusive behavior on others or circumstances, and 

minimizing the damage to himself/herself. 

o Securing an out-of-home placement for juveniles who have sexually offended is often difficult, as foster care and 

other placements might be unwilling to take in youth with sex offense histories. In these cases, detention or 

residential placement – while not necessarily desirable – might be the only viable option. Often, the non-

offending parent and other family members must accept that, despite the often painful experience of the 

separation and other issues that will undoubtedly arise, the juvenile sex offender must not return home until 

his/her treatment needs have been addressed and risk factors sufficiently reduced, and the victim feels safe, has 

received treatment, and is ready for the juvenile sex offender to return to the home. 

• Relocation of the child, siblings and Non-Offending Parent as a unit 

o This course of action subjects multiple family members to the disruption of relocation but serves to maintain the 

child victim in a familiar network of supportive relationships. A disadvantage here is that the child might feel 

responsible and guilty for having disrupted the others. A believing and protective parent who fears retaliation 

might decide, however, to leave with the children rather than deal with an angry alleged perpetrator who has been 

forced to leave. 

• Removal of the child alone to another placement setting 

o This is the least preferred alternative as it tends to reinforce the notion that the child did something wrong. 

Removed victims also often perceive this as punishment. This can result in the child feeling more reason to recant 

their allegations in an attempt to end agency involvement in order to get home as soon as possible. Victim 

removal might also serve to create or reinforce alienation between the child and other family members (siblings, 

non-offending parent, etc.) Placement also exposes the child to trauma inherent in the separation process. 

Despite whether the alleged perpetrator is separated from the home environment or the child is, everyone must 

recognize that separation of the offender and the child is a non-negotiable part of the child’s safety plan. It is 

important to remember that simply physically separating the alleged perpetrator/perpetrator and the child does not 

guarantee the child’s safety. Until perpetrator treatment takes place, a qualified Mental Health Professional certifies 

that the treatment was successful, and the child victim is able and willing to see the perpetrator, all parties must 

understand that separation is necessary and that repercussions exist for violating the terms of the safety plan and 

putting the child’s health and well-being in jeopardy. 
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