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Abstract 

The exponential growth of digital technologies and encrypted communication networks has 

significantly intensified the production, distribution, and storage of Child Sexual Abuse 

Material (CSAM), posing unprecedented threats to child safety in contemporary digital 

environments. This research undertakes a comprehensive comparative examination of legal, 

technological, and preventive mechanisms addressing CSAM across four major jurisdictions: 

India, the United States, the United Kingdom, and France. The analysis evaluates the adequacy 

of existing criminal legislation, intermediary liability frameworks, and child protection policies 

while identifying critical gaps in legal definitions, enforcement mechanisms, international 

cooperation, and victim-centered approaches. Furthermore, this study assesses the 

effectiveness and limitations of technological interventions, including hash-based detection 

systems, artificial intelligence-driven content moderation, and mandatory reporting protocols, 

particularly in the context of emerging challenges such as end-to-end encryption and data 

privacy regulations. The research emphasizes the importance of preventive strategies 

encompassing digital literacy programs, parental education initiatives, institutional 

collaboration, and survivor-centered reporting mechanisms. Through systematic analysis of 

legislative frameworks and operational challenges, this paper proposes evidence-informed 

recommendations to enhance legal harmonization, strengthen technological accountability, and 

establish balanced, rights-respecting approaches to child protection in an increasingly 

interconnected digital ecosystem. 
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Introduction 

The digital transformation has fundamentally restructured modes of social 

communication, information dissemination, and economic transactions across global societies. 

While this technological evolution has generated substantial societal benefits, it has 

concurrently created unprecedented opportunities for child exploitation through the creation, 

distribution, and consumption of child sexual abuse material (CSAM). The magnitude of this 

challenge is documented by data from the National Center for Missing & Exploited Children 

(NCMEC), which received over 32 million reports of suspected CSAM in 2022, representing 

an increase exceeding 300-fold since 2010 (NCMEC, 2023). 

 

This exponential increase reflects not merely enhanced detection capabilities but 

represents a substantive expansion of the problem itself, facilitated by encryption technologies, 

peer-to-peer network architectures, darknet marketplaces, and the global accessibility of digital 

platforms. Policymakers, law enforcement agencies, and technology corporations confront an 

unprecedented challenge: developing mechanisms to protect children effectively while 

simultaneously respecting privacy rights, maintaining the security benefits of encryption 

technologies, and navigating complex jurisdictional boundaries (Europol, 2021). 

 

This research undertakes a comprehensive comparative analysis of legal frameworks 

governing CSAM across four major jurisdictions—India, the United States, the United 

Kingdom, and France—examining how distinct legal traditions, technological infrastructures, 

and enforcement capacities shape institutional responses to this crisis. The analysis proceeds 

systematically through four analytical dimensions: establishing conceptual and definitional 

foundations, examining substantive legal regimes in each jurisdiction, analyzing technological 

and preventive measures, and identifying systemic challenges while proposing evidence-based 

reform pathways. 

 

Literature Review 

Scholarly research on CSAM has proliferated across multiple disciplines, 

encompassing legal analysis, criminology, psychology, and technology studies. Gillespie 

(2010) conducted seminal work on legal definitions of child pornography, identifying 
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substantial jurisdictional variations and terminological inconsistencies that complicate 

international cooperation. The research demonstrated that definitional ambiguities regarding 

age thresholds, material types, and mens rea requirements create enforcement challenges and 

potential gaps in legal protection. 

 

Technological dimensions of CSAM detection and prevention have received increasing 

scholarly attention. Farid (2016) examined digital forensic techniques, including hash-based 

identification systems and image analysis algorithms, documenting both capabilities and 

limitations of existing detection technologies. Subsequent research by Hernández-Ortega et al. 

(2020) explored machine learning applications for detecting manipulated imagery, including 

deepfakes, highlighting the evolving technological challenges posed by artificial intelligence-

generated content. 

 

The tension between encryption and child protection has generated substantial debate. 

Koops and Kosta (2018) analyzed European data protection frameworks, examining how 

privacy regulations intersect with law enforcement requirements. Green and Bernstein (2022) 

provided technical analysis of client-side scanning proposals, arguing that such approaches 

fundamentally undermine encryption security guarantees and create vulnerabilities exploitable 

for surveillance purposes. 

 

Prevention-oriented research has emphasized multi-faceted approaches. Beier et al. 

(2015) documented outcomes from Germany's Prevention Project Dunkelfeld, demonstrating 

that accessible treatment programs for individuals experiencing sexual attraction to children 

may reduce offending behavior. Jones et al. (2021) systematically reviewed internet safety 

programs, identifying evidence-based practices for enhancing children's protective behaviors 

while avoiding counterproductive fear-based messaging. 

 

Research Methodology 

This study employs a comparative legal methodology, analyzing statutory frameworks, 

judicial interpretations, and regulatory mechanisms across four jurisdictions representing 

distinct legal traditions and technological approaches. The research design incorporates 

doctrinal analysis of primary legal sources, including legislation, case law, and regulatory 

instruments, supplemented by examination of secondary sources comprising academic 

literature, government reports, and international organization publications. 
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Data collection encompassed systematic review of statutory provisions governing 

CSAM in India, the United States, the United Kingdom, and France, with particular attention 

to definitional elements, prohibited conduct, sentencing frameworks, and procedural 

protections. Jurisdictional selection reflects representation of common law (United States, 

United Kingdom), civil law (France), and mixed traditions (India), enabling analysis of how 

legal system variations influence regulatory approaches. 

 

The analytical framework evaluates legislative frameworks according to multiple 

criteria: comprehensiveness of prohibited conduct, alignment with international standards, 

procedural protections for victims, proportionality of sanctions, technological adaptability, and 

enforcement effectiveness. Comparative analysis identifies convergences and divergences 

across jurisdictions, with assessment of implications for international cooperation and potential 

reform pathways. 

 

Conceptual Framework and Definitional Challenges 

Terminology and Scope 

The terminology employed to describe visual and audiovisual materials depicting child 

sexual abuse has undergone significant evolution, reflecting enhanced comprehension of 

associated harms and advocacy efforts by survivor organizations. The terminological transition 

from "child pornography" to "child sexual abuse material" (CSAM) represents more than 

semantic preference; it fundamentally reconceptualizes these materials as documentary 

evidence of criminal acts rather than a subcategory of adult pornography (Gillespie, 2010). The 

term "child pornography" has been critiqued for normalizing and trivializing severe abuse 

depicted in such materials, whereas "CSAM" emphasizes the criminal nature of content and 

the victimization experienced by children. 

 

International legal instruments have progressively adopted this terminology. The 

Council of Europe's Convention on the Protection of Children against Sexual Exploitation and 

Sexual Abuse (Lanzarote Convention) employs "child sexual abuse material," while the 

European Union Directive 2011/93/EU, though retaining "child pornography" in legal text, 

acknowledges the preferability of "child sexual abuse material" in practical application 

(Council of Europe, 2007; European Union, 2011). 
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Age Thresholds and Jurisdictional Variations 

A fundamental challenge in comparative legal analysis concerns definitional variations 

of "child" across jurisdictions. The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child 

establishes universal definition of a child as any person under 18 years of age; however, 

domestic legal frameworks exhibit certain variations (United Nations, 1989). Most 

jurisdictions align with this international standard, though some differentiate between age 

categories for sentencing purposes. In India, the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences 

Act, 2012 (POCSO Act) defines a child as any person below 18 years, consistent with the 

United States federal standard under 18 U.S.C. § 2256 (Protection of Children from Sexual 

Offences Act, 2012). 

 

Forms of CSAM and Technological Evolution 

CSAM encompasses diverse manifestations, ranging from photographic and video 

recordings documenting actual abuse to computer-generated imagery (CGI) and artificial 

intelligence-generated content. The emergence of "deepfake" technology and generative 

artificial intelligence has created novel categories of harmful material that challenge traditional 

legal definitions predicated upon the existence of identifiable child victims. This technological 

evolution raises profound questions regarding the appropriate scope of criminalization and the 

underlying theoretical rationales for legal prohibition (Barth et al., 2023). 

 

Comparative Legal Analysis 

India: Legislative Framework and Implementation 

Constitutional foundations and legislative architecture. 

India's regulatory approach to CSAM is grounded in constitutional protections for 

children articulated in Articles 15(3), 21, 21A, 23, and 24 of the Constitution of India. The 

Supreme Court of India has consistently held that children possess fundamental rights to 

dignity, privacy, and protection from exploitation (Gaurav Jain v. Union of India, 1997). The 

primary legislative instrument is the Protection of Children from Sexual Offences Act, 2012 

(POCSO Act), which establishes a comprehensive framework for protecting children from 

sexual abuse and exploitation. 

Section 13 of the POCSO Act specifically criminalizes the use of children for 

pornographic purposes, while Section 14 addresses possession of child pornography for 

commercial purposes. Section 15 criminalizes storage of pornographic material involving 

children, regardless of commercial intent. Complementing the POCSO Act, the Information 
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Technology Act, 2000, as amended in 2008, addresses digital dimensions of CSAM. Section 

67B specifically prohibits publishing or transmitting material depicting children in sexually 

explicit acts in electronic form, prescribing imprisonment up to five years and fines up to ten 

lakh rupees for first convictions, escalating to seven years and ten lakh rupees for subsequent 

convictions (Information Technology Act, 2000). 

 

Procedural safeguards and child-centric mechanisms. 

The POCSO Act incorporates significant procedural safeguards designed to minimize 

secondary victimization. Section 33 establishes special courts for adjudicating offenses, while 

Section 36 provides for in-camera trial proceedings. Section 33(4) mandates completion of 

trials within one year from the date of cognizance. Sections 24 and 25 permit recording of 

statements through video conferencing technology and provide for support persons during 

testimonial processes, ensuring child-friendly judicial procedures (Protection of Children from 

Sexual Offences Act, 2012). 

 

Critical gaps and implementation challenges. 

Despite this comprehensive legislative framework, significant implementation 

challenges persist. The National Crime Records Bureau documented 109 cases registered under 

Information Technology Act Section 67B in 2021, a figure widely acknowledged to represent 

substantial underreporting (National Crime Records Bureau, 2022). Conviction rates remain 

concerningly low, attributed to inadequate forensic infrastructure, insufficient judicial training 

on technology-facilitated crimes, and processing delays that routinely exceed the statutory one-

year limitation. Furthermore, Indian legislation does not explicitly address computer-generated 

CSAM or AI-generated materials, creating potential enforcement gaps as technology continues 

to evolve (Chawla, 2023). 

 

United States: Federal-State Framework 

Federal legislative architecture. 

The United States employs a dual federal-state regulatory system, with federal law 

establishing baseline prohibitions and state laws providing additional protective measures. The 

federal legislative framework comprises several key statutes within Title 18 U.S.C. Chapter 

110, Sexual Exploitation and Other Abuse of Children. Section 2251 criminalizes sexual 

exploitation of children through production of child pornography, Section 2252 prohibits 

interstate or foreign transportation of child pornography, and Section 2252A addresses similar 
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conduct involving computer technology (18 U.S.C. §§ 2251-2252A). 

The PROTECT Act of 2003 significantly expanded federal jurisdiction and introduced 

mandatory minimum sentences for production offenses. Notably, Section 1466A criminalizes 

obscene visual representations of the sexual abuse of children, including computer-generated 

images that do not depict actual children, representing a controversial expansion beyond 

traditional victim-based rationales (PROTECT Act, 2003). 

 

Mandatory reporting framework. 

A distinctive feature of the United States framework is the mandatory reporting 

requirement imposed upon electronic service providers. Under 18 U.S.C. § 2258A, providers 

must report known instances of CSAM to the National Center for Missing & Exploited 

Children (NCMEC), which serves as a national clearinghouse for such reports. This system has 

proven highly effective in detection, generating millions of reports annually that facilitate law 

enforcement investigations. However, concerns regarding over-reporting, false positives, and 

privacy implications have been raised by civil liberties organizations (Cardozo et al., 2019). 

 

Constitutional limitations and sentencing concerns. 

The United States Supreme Court has imposed certain constitutional limitations on 

CSAM prohibitions. In Ashcroft v. Free Speech Coalition (2002), the Court struck down 

provisions of the Child Pornography Prevention Act that prohibited virtual child pornography 

not involving actual children, holding that such prohibitions violated the First Amendment. 

Sentencing practices in federal courts have generated significant scholarly and judicial 

criticism, with mandatory minimum sentences producing outcomes often exceeding those for 

contact sexual offenses (United States Sentencing Commission, 2021). 

 

United Kingdom: Comprehensive Regulatory Approach 

Legislative framework. 

The United Kingdom's approach to CSAM is primarily governed by the Protection of 

Children Act 1978 and the Criminal Justice Act 1988, subsequently consolidated and amended 

by the Sexual Offences Act 2003 and the Serious Crime Act 2015. Section 1 of the Protection 

of Children Act 1978 prohibits taking, making, distributing, or possessing indecent 

photographs or pseudo-photographs of children. The Coroners and Justice Act 2009 extended 

criminal liability to prohibited images of children, defined as non-photographic images that are 

pornographic and focus on a child's genitals or depict certain sexual acts (Coroners and Justice 
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Act, 2009; Protection of Children Act, 1978). 

 

Sentencing guidelines and categorization. 

The United Kingdom employs a structured sentencing framework developed by the 

Sentencing Council. The guidelines categorize CSAM offenses based on culpability 

(production, distribution, possession) and harm factors, including the nature of images, number 

of images, and aggravating circumstances. Images are classified into three categories (A, B, C) 

based on severity of content, with Category A representing the most serious forms of abuse. 

This graduated approach allows for proportionate sentencing while maintaining severe 

penalties for the most harmful conduct (Sentencing Council, 2014). 

 

Online safety and platform regulation. 

The Online Safety Act 2023 represents a comprehensive effort to regulate online 

platforms and address CSAM. The Act imposes duties on providers of user-to-user services 

and search services to assess risks, implement safety measures, and remove illegal content 

expeditiously. Ofcom, the communications regulator, is empowered to enforce compliance 

through codes of practice and significant penalties for systematic failures (Online Safety Act, 

2023). 

 

France: Civil Law Approach to Child Protection 

Criminal law framework. 

France's approach to CSAM is codified in the Code Pénal (Penal Code). Articles 227-

23 and 227-24 criminalize the production, transmission, and possession of images or 

representations of minors with a pornographic character. The French framework explicitly 

includes virtual representations, reflecting a protective approach that extends beyond materials 

documenting actual abuse. Penalties include imprisonment up to five years and fines of €75,000 

for possession, escalating to seven years and €100,000 for production and distribution (Code 

Pénal, Arts. 227-23, 227-24). 

Article 227-23 also criminalizes "consulting habitually" websites featuring CSAM, a 

provision unique among comparative jurisdictions that targets repeat viewing behavior even 

absent downloading or storage. This reflects recognition that viewing materials causes harm 

through market demand and revictimization, regardless of whether materials are permanently 

retained. 

 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume 2 Issue 10 | Feb 2026 

 

ISSN: 2582-6433 

 

Page | 96 
 

 

Preventive measures and treatment programs. 

France has implemented comprehensive preventive programs, including the Centre de 

Ressources pour les Intervenants auprès des Auteurs de Violences Sexuelles (CRIAVS), which 

provides treatment and support for individuals at risk of sexual offending. This preventive 

approach, based on research indicating that early intervention can reduce offending, 

complements punitive measures with therapeutic interventions (Marchand et al., 2020). 

 

Technological Interventions and Detection Systems 

Hash-Based Detection Technology 

Hash-based detection systems, such as PhotoDNA developed by Microsoft and Hany 

Farid, represent a fundamental technological intervention for identifying known CSAM. These 

systems create unique digital fingerprints (hashes) of images, enabling automated detection 

when images are uploaded to platforms. Hash databases, maintained by organizations such as 

NCMEC and the Internet Watch Foundation (IWF), contain millions of hashes corresponding 

to confirmed CSAM (Farid, 2016). While highly effective for detecting previously identified 

material, hash-based systems possess inherent limitations, including inability to detect 

previously unknown CSAM and vulnerability to circumvention through image modification. 

 

Artificial Intelligence and Machine Learning 

Artificial intelligence and machine learning technologies offer capabilities for detecting 

previously unknown CSAM through image classification algorithms trained on large datasets. 

Major technology companies have deployed AI-based detection systems that reportedly 

achieve high detection rates while maintaining low false positive rates (Hernández-Ortega et 

al., 2020). However, AI-based detection raises significant concerns regarding accuracy, bias, 

and privacy. Training effective algorithms requires access to large datasets of CSAM for 

supervised learning, creating ethical and legal challenges. 

 

End-to-End Encryption Challenge 

The proliferation of end-to-end encryption in messaging applications creates 

fundamental tensions between child protection and privacy. While encryption provides 

essential security benefits, it prevents service providers from detecting CSAM using 

conventional scanning technologies. Platforms employing end-to-end encryption cannot access 

message contents, rendering hash matching and AI detection ineffective (Koops & Kosta, 

2018). Proposed solutions include client-side scanning, where detection occurs on user devices 
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before encryption, though this approach has been criticized by security researchers as 

fundamentally undermining encryption's security guarantees (Green & Bernstein, 2022). 

 

Preventive Strategies and Victim Support 

Digital Literacy and Education Programs 

Comprehensive digital literacy programs for children and adolescents represent a 

critical preventive strategy. Evidence-based programs, such as the NetSmartz curriculum 

developed by NCMEC, teach children age-appropriate skills for recognizing potentially 

dangerous situations online, understanding boundaries regarding sharing of images, and 

reporting inappropriate behavior. Research indicates that well-designed programs can enhance 

protective behaviors without inducing excessive fear or restricting beneficial online activities 

(Jones et al., 2021). 

 

Primary Prevention and Treatment Access 

Primary prevention programs targeting individuals experiencing sexual attraction to 

children represent an emerging area of intervention. Programs such as Germany's Prevention 

Project Dunkelfeld provide confidential assessment and treatment for individuals who have not 

committed offenses but recognize concerning sexual interests. Research suggests that 

accessible treatment may reduce progression to offending behavior, though methodological 

challenges limit definitive conclusions (Beier et al., 2015). 

 

Victim Identification and Support Services 

Identification of victims depicted in CSAM and provision of appropriate support 

services constitute critical dimensions of comprehensive responses. Specialized units within 

law enforcement agencies maintain victim identification capabilities utilizing facial 

recognition, image analysis, and international cooperation (Palmer, 2015). Identified victims 

require specialized trauma-informed support services addressing both the initial abuse and 

ongoing harm from knowing their images continue circulating online. 

 

Findings and Discussion 

International Coordination and Jurisdictional Complexity 

The comparative analysis reveals that the transnational nature of CSAM production and 

distribution creates substantial jurisdictional challenges. Materials may be produced in one 
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jurisdiction, hosted on servers in another, distributed through platforms headquartered in a 

third, and accessed by users globally. This jurisdictional complexity necessitates international 

cooperation mechanisms, yet significant obstacles persist including varying legal definitions, 

divergent evidentiary standards, insufficient mutual legal assistance treaty frameworks, and 

competing national interests regarding privacy and law enforcement access to data (Klaver, 

2019). 

 

Resource Constraints and Capacity Limitations 

Law enforcement agencies confront substantial resource constraints in investigating 

CSAM offenses. The volume of reports generated by mandatory reporting systems and 

detection technologies far exceeds investigative capacity in most jurisdictions. A 2021 United 

States Government Accountability Office report identified significant backlogs in processing 

CSAM reports, with many reports receiving only cursory review due to resource limitations 

(U.S. Government Accountability Office, 2021). Investigators require specialized training in 

digital forensics, darknet investigation techniques, and cryptocurrency analysis. 

 

Platform Accountability and Regulatory Gaps 

Technology platforms play central roles in both facilitating CSAM distribution and 

detecting such materials. However, significant variations exist in platform commitment to child 

safety measures. While major platforms invest substantially in detection technologies and 

cooperate extensively with law enforcement, smaller platforms and emerging services often 

lack comparable resources or commitment. Regulatory frameworks struggle to establish 

appropriate accountability standards that incentivize proactive measures without imposing 

unrealistic obligations (Salter & Wong, 2021). 

 

Policy Recommendations 

Based on the comparative analysis and identified challenges, several evidence-

informed recommendations emerge for strengthening legal and technological responses to 

CSAM: 

 

Harmonization of Legal Frameworks 

Enhanced international legal harmonization represents a fundamental requirement for 

effective responses to transnational CSAM distribution. Recommendations include universal 

adoption of consistent definitional frameworks aligned with international instruments such as 
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the Lanzarote Convention, standardized age thresholds establishing 18 as the uniform 

definition of childhood for CSAM purposes, and explicit criminalization of computer-

generated and AI-generated materials that realistically depict child sexual abuse. 

 

Mandatory Reporting with Privacy Safeguards 

India and other jurisdictions lacking comprehensive mandatory reporting frameworks 

should adopt requirements modeled on successful international examples, incorporating clear 

definitions of covered services and reporting obligations, establishment of centralized national 

reporting centers analogous to NCMEC, immunity provisions for good-faith reporting, privacy 

protections limiting retention and use of reported information, and transparency reporting 

mechanisms enabling oversight of system functioning (Australian eSafety Commissioner, 

2020). 

 

Investment in Institutional Capacity 

Effective enforcement necessitates substantial investment in specialized training for 

law enforcement regarding digital forensics, darknet investigations, and cryptocurrency 

analysis; judicial education on technology-facilitated crimes and evidence-based sentencing 

frameworks; forensic laboratory infrastructure capable of processing digital evidence 

expeditiously; and comprehensive mental health support for investigators and prosecutors 

repeatedly exposed to traumatic materials. 

 

Proportionate Sentencing Reform 

Sentencing frameworks should distinguish more carefully between levels of culpability, 

with production offenses involving actual abuse carrying severe sentences reflecting extreme 

harm, distribution offenses sentenced based on scale and commercial versus non-commercial 

nature, possession offenses distinguished by extent of collection and aggravating factors, and 

treatment and rehabilitation available as sentencing components, particularly for younger and 

first-time offenders without production or contact offending histories. 

 

Addressing AI-Generated Content 

Specific responses to AI-generated CSAM should include legislative amendments 

explicitly criminalizing realistic AI-generated CSAM, development of detection technologies 

specific to AI-generated materials, industry standards prohibiting use of generative AI tools for 

creating CSAM, and enhanced victim remedies for deepfakes utilizing their likeness without 
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consent. 

 

Limitations of the Study 

This research acknowledges several limitations that warrant consideration. First, the 

comparative analysis focuses on four jurisdictions, potentially limiting generalizability to other 

legal systems and regulatory contexts. Second, the rapidly evolving nature of technology means 

that certain technological interventions discussed may become obsolete or be superseded by 

novel approaches. Third, limited empirical data on enforcement effectiveness across 

jurisdictions constrains assessment of implementation outcomes. Fourth, the study primarily 

examines formal legal frameworks and may not fully capture informal practices, prosecutorial 

discretion, or implementation variations across different regions within jurisdictions. 

 

Future Research Directions 

Several areas merit further scholarly investigation. Empirical research examining 

enforcement effectiveness across different regulatory models would provide valuable insights 

for policy development. Longitudinal studies tracking technological evolution and 

corresponding legal adaptations would enhance understanding of regulatory responsiveness. 

Comparative analysis incorporating additional jurisdictions, particularly those representing 

different legal traditions and developmental contexts, would broaden understanding of 

alternative approaches. Investigation of victim perspectives and experiences with legal and 

support systems would strengthen victim-centered policy development. 

 

Conclusion 

This comparative analysis reveals substantial progress alongside persistent gaps in legal 

and technological responses to child sexual abuse material. India's legislative framework 

demonstrates strong commitment to child protection, though implementation challenges and 

certain gaps relative to international best practices suggest areas requiring reform. The United 

States model offers important lessons regarding mandatory reporting and well-resourced 

enforcement mechanisms, though questions of proportionality merit careful attention. The 

United Kingdom and France illustrate different approaches to platform regulation and criminal 

liability, with important insights regarding both possibilities and risks. 

 

The emergence of novel technologies, from end-to-end encryption to generative 
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artificial intelligence, will continue challenging legal frameworks developed for earlier 

technological contexts. Effective responses must balance multiple imperatives: protecting 

children from severe harm, respecting privacy and security for all users, maintaining space for 

legitimate expression, and ensuring proportionate and effective enforcement. No jurisdiction 

has achieved this balance perfectly, but comparative analysis enables identification of 

promising practices and cautionary lessons. 

 

Ultimately, protecting childhood in the digital age demands sustained commitment 

from policymakers, technology companies, civil society organizations, and international 

institutions. The legal architecture analyzed in this paper provides essential foundations, but 

laws alone cannot solve this complex problem. Only through integrated strategies 

encompassing prevention, detection, enforcement, and victim support can societies hope to 

create digital environments where children can flourish without fear of exploitation. Each 

image represents a real child experiencing real abuse, and the proliferation of these materials 

inflicts ongoing harm through revictimization with each viewing. A comprehensive, evidence-

based, and rights-respecting approach offers the most promising pathway to protecting children 

effectively in an increasingly interconnected digital world. 
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