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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: It is crucial to create a platform for coordinating, building, and sharing knowledge to guide practice and policy
Child aﬂd youth ad_"ocacy centres development among both established and emerging Child and Youth Advocacy Centres (CYACs). CYACs bring
Academic-community partnership together multidisciplinary professionals from various systems to collectively address child abuse and support the

Research to practice gap

Child abuse healing of children, youth, and their families from trauma and its impacts. We collaborated with partners from

academic, practice, and policy sectors through a co-design process to establish a Canadian Child and Youth
Advocacy Research and Knowledge Centre. This discussion paper will start by highlighting the importance of
community-academic partnerships. We will then outline the processes used to develop and establish the Research
and Knowledge Centre. Finally, we will describe the outcomes of establishing the Research and Knowledge
Centre, including the guiding principles, priority action areas and the research agenda, along with considerations
for ongoing work and collaboration in this field. The goal of this Research and Knowledge Centre is to equip
CYAC leaders, practitioners, and policymakers with contextual and rigorous evidence to inform decisions that
will improve support for children, youth, and families impacted by child abuse.

1. Introduction 2018), including the fields of child protection, child welfare, and chil-
dren’s health and mental health care (Brewsaugh et al., 2022; McLennan

The gap between research and practice is a well-known and long- et al.,, 2006; Schelbe et al., 2020). Researchers, policy makers, and
standing challenge in health and social services (Nystrom et al., practitioners have highlighted that research has limited applicability
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when it is not designed to understand the complex relationship between
the intervention, people, organization, and the wider context; equally,
the effectiveness of practice and policy is limited without access to
leading and emerging evidence (Brownson et al., 2022; Juckett et al.,
2022; Nilsen & Bernhardsson, 2019). While effective knowledge trans-
lation of new research knowledge to the practitioners who need to use it
is paramount for building and sustaining evidence-based or
evidence-informed practice, practitioners are rarely involved in the
development and conceptualization of research that will directly impact
and influence their practice and this exclusion contributes to “research
to practice” gaps (Brewsaugh et al., 2022; Steens et al., 2018).

To address the gaps between research and practice, co-production or
partnership models are increasingly used to acknowledge the inter-
twined nature of research and practice and to allow for researchers and
practitioners to collectively produce, disseminate, implement, and
validate knowledge (Steens et al., 2018). Partnerships between re-
searchers, community partners, and other stakeholders have become an
increasingly acceptable, and sometimes mandated, approach to research
and implementation (Hoekstra et al., 2020). There is growing awareness
that co-design, collaboration, and community engagement supports
more equitable implementation of evidence, which in turn enhances the
relevance, applicability, and acceptability of interventions (Shelton &
Brownson, 2024). Importantly, to ensure research is contextually rele-
vant and useful, and to maximize the impact of research while facili-
tating effective knowledge translation for policy and practice, it is
essential to engage practitioners as partners in all aspects on innovation
efforts, including early research design and development.

Child and Youth Advocacy Centres (CYACs) were originally devel-
oped in the United States to address a critical need for more coordination
across sectors involved in the child abuse investigation and response
(Department of Justice, 2018). The hallmark of CYACs is an integrated,
and often co-located, multidisciplinary team (MDT). A multidisciplinary
approach allows for a collaborative response to the multi-faceted needs
of children and youth who have experienced abuse. MDT’s can include
professionals from law enforcement, child protection services, prose-
cution, medical and mental health, trauma-informed support services,
victim advocacy, as well as CYAC staff.

While the CYAC model was originally developed in the United States,
it has since been taken up and adapted across Canada and Australia, as
well as in the European Union as the Barnahus Model (St-Amand et al.,
2023). At present, in Canada, there are 39 operational and nine devel-
oping CYACs (Stumpf, 2024). Given the geographical and cultural di-
versity of Canada’s lands and residents, CYACs have adopted different
organizational structures and service delivery models (i.e., on-site,
co-located, coordinated, mobile) to meet the unique needs of the com-
munities served. A recent national operational survey identified that the
site-approach of service delivery (i.e., co-located, onsite) is the most
common model, with other models demonstrating regional adaptation
(Stumpf, 2024). The ability to adapt the CYAC model for rural and
remote contexts is crucial. For example, one CYAC adopted a virtual
service delivery model to accommodate serving a rural area with widely
dispersed population. Other CYACs have adopted mobile approaches
alongside a site-approach to facilitate professionals traveling to meet
clients closer to their home. This is beneficial when CYACs serve mul-
tiple communities, such as CYACs based in urban centres who also serve
surrounding rural areas (Stumpf, 2024).

Given the uptake of the CYAC model across Canada paired with
varied operational contexts and implementation, there is an opportunity
to learn from jurisdictions across the country to generate Canadian
specific evidence on effective CYAC processes and practices. There is a
need for a coordinated national research approach to simultaneously
conduct CYAC research and rapidly translate findings for practice.

The purpose of this discussion paper is to present the process of
establishing a national community-academic research partnership for
CYAC research in Canada. We start by providing an overview of child
abuse and the need for a community-academic partnership. We will then
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describe the processes used to develop and establish the Research and
Knowledge Centre. Finally, we will end with a description of the priority
action areas, the Research and Knowledge Centre’s research agenda and
present considerations for ongoing work and collaboration in this area.

2. Background on child abuse and the urgency for community-
academic partnership

Child abuse is a widespread concern in Canada and across the world.
In Canada, 60% of individuals experience some form of physical, sexual,
or other type of child abuse and/or neglect (e.g., emotional abuse,
witness to intimate partner violence) before they are 15 years old (Afifi
etal., 2014; Bader et al., 2023; Heidinger, 2022). There is psychological
and physical health, developmental, cognitive, social, and behavioral
impacts of child abuse documented. Child abuse has been associated
with: decreased emotion regulation and avoidance coping (Gruhn &
Compas, 2020); modulations or with effects on the child’s brain devel-
opment (Perry, 2009); and, an increased risk of adult experiences of
violence, including intimate partners violence (Conroy, 2021). Globally,
young people who have experienced child abuse are more likely to have
self-harmed, to have attempted suicide, to be a current smoker, to be
cannabis dependent, or to live with obesity (Mathews, Pacella, et al.,
2023). In addition, child abuse is associated with increased risk of
physical health conditions in adulthood, including high blood pressure,
cancer, and stroke, even after adjusting for salient sociodemographic
variables, such as smoking, and obesity (Afifi et al., 2016; Mathews,
Thomas, & Scott, 2023).

While child abuse is widespread, there are ethnic and gender in-
equities in the experience of and response to child abuse (Fix & Nair,
2020). Indigenous and Black children are over-represented in the child
welfare sector and are more likely to be placed into foster care (Caldwell
& Sinha, 2020; Cénat et al., 2021; Fallon et al., 2022).Furthermore, rates
and type of child abuse have been shown to differ by sex and gender:
girls experience higher rates of sexual abuse, while boys experience
higher rates of physical abuse (Moody et al., 2018). A Statistics Canada
profile on Family Violence in Canada found that 48% of individuals aged
15 and older who identified as gay, lesbian, or bisexual reported having
experienced childhood physical and/or sexual abuse, compared to 30%
of heterosexual people (Conroy, 2021).

Child abuse cases vary in severity and complexity, requiring different
types of responses. An analysis of the third cycle of the Canadian Inci-
dence Study of Reported Child Abuse and Neglect found that 85% of all
substantiated child abuse reports made to child protection services
benefited from an approach that engaged the family to address long-
term development and well-being of the child along with parental fac-
tors, and ecological factors such as poverty and insecure housing (Fallon
et al., 2022). The remaining 15% of incident cases encompassed acute
experiences of maltreatment, including child sexual and physical abuse
and severe neglect that would benefit from a multidisciplinary, inves-
tigative response. The characteristics of the latter cases indicated a need
for an investigation by specialized child abuse teams who: 1) are spe-
cifically trained and skilled in conducting complex child abuse in-
vestigations, and 2) can partner effectively with other involved
organizations and systems (e.g., child protection, justice, health care) to
address the multidisciplinary needs of the investigation and immediate
child safety. These cases supported the rationale for the wave of Child
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and Youth Advocacy Centres' (CYACs) established in Canada over the
past 20 years (Fields, 2020).

Prior to CYAC’s, a child who experienced abuse might need to
recount their experience multiple times — to a police officer, a child
protection worker, a physician, therapist and crown prosecutors - and
are left to navigate the complex systems alone. This can re-traumatize a
child or exacerbate their trauma symptoms as they are forced to relive
their experience. However, within a CYAC model, MDTs collaborate to
investigate child abuse reports, conduct forensic interviews, assess for
and address injury and medical needs, provide evidence-informed
therapy and victim support, assess cases for prosecution, and provide
case navigation. This coordinated approach helps minimize system-
induced trauma through improved coordination and efficiency,
enhanced supports for children and families, higher rates of prosecution
and conviction, increased family satisfaction and better access to ser-
vices (Westphaln et al., 2021).

While the merits of the CYAC approach are clearly recognized by
practitioners, children, and families, the evidence-base around process,
effectiveness, and impact is emerging. Given the proliferation of CYACs
in Canada, there is an important opportunity and need to embed
rigorous and contextually sensitive research approaches into the Cana-
dian CYAC infrastructure to ensure evidence-based approaches in the
CYAC setting and ultimately, contribute to ongoing improved outcomes
for young people impacted by child abuse.

There is urgency to develop a forum in which to coordinate, build
and disseminate knowledge to inform practice, and policy development
between established and emerging CYACs. Recognizing this need, we
undertook work to establish a CYAC-specific community-academic
partnership, with the aim of identifying priority action areas to enhance
practice and establish a research agenda to further the evidence-base
around child abuse and CYAC practices.

3. Developing the Canadian Child and Youth Advocacy Research
and Knowledge Centre

The intent of the Research and Knowledge Centre was to address the
gap in CYAC-specific research and to generate and integrate new evi-
dence and knowledge about child abuse into practice. Rather than
conducting one-off research projects as collaborations between re-
searchers and practitioners, our hope was that the Research and
Knowledge Centre would promote ongoing collaboration and co-design
of not only research projects but of all knowledge mobilization activities
within the CYAC setting, including the timely and useful production of
practice supports. It was important to the team to ensure that the
development process was a collaborative, multidisciplinary endeavor,
incorporating key partners across settings, disciplines, and inclusive of
researchers, practitioners, Indigenous leaders, and youth advisors.
Throughout the process of establishing the Research and Knowledge
Centre, the team was guided by principles of co-design, including
mutual respect, participation, inclusivity, flexibility, and accountability
(Javanparast et al., 2022; Zamenopoulos & Alexiou, 2018). The objec-
tive was to identify CYAC research and practice needs, as well as
co-design the structure and function of the Research and Knowledge
Centre to respond to and meet these needs. The Research and Knowledge
Centre’s development was operationalized via several strategies
including unstructured interviews, rapid literature reviews, advisory

! A coordinated, collaborative and a cross-sectoral approach to investigation,
assessment, and treatment of child abuse. Services offered at CYACs include
coordinated and collaborative forensic investigations, child forensic interviews,
forensic medical exams and evaluation, child protection supports, coordinated
victim supports, therapeutic treatments, and support through the criminal
justice system. Child and Youth Advocacy Centres may also be known as Child
Advocacy Centres (CACs) or Children’s Advocacy Centres (CACs). In this
document, ‘CYAC’ is used.
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committee development and engagement, national CYAC engagement, a
national symposium, and survey. The steps taken in the development of
the Research and Knowledge Centre will be detailed in this section (see
Fig. 1).

3.1. Initiating the community-academic partnership and scaling
collaboration

The Research and Knowledge Centre began as a community-
academic partnership between the Faculty of Social Work at the Uni-
versity of Calgary (UCalgary), and Luna Child and Youth Advocacy
Centre (Luna; Calgary, Alberta, Canada). As CYACs are designed to be a
community of multidisciplinary professionals from the various systems
that collectively respond to child abuse, academic partners from Edu-
cation, Psychology, Public Policy, Law, and Medicine faculties among
others were asked to join the partnership and created momentum to
expand beyond the initial local focus. Soon, CYACs and aligned aca-
demic partners from universities across Canada and the United States
called for the Research and Knowledge Centre to be scaled nationally.
The shift to a national focus informed the breadth of engagement needed
to define the structure and function of the Research and Knowledge
Centre.

3.2. Exploratory interviews and rapid literature reviews to identify initial
direction and principles

Initially the UCalgary and Luna CYAC leads held unstructured in-
terviews (Creswell & Creswell, 2018) with practice and academic
leaders in the field both in Canada and internationally to identify and
understand lessons learned in community-academic partnerships, ways
of effectively working together, and emerging practice needs and
research gaps in the CYAC space. Non-verbatim transcripts of the in-
terviews were generated and the text of these transcripts were coded
(Saldana, 2016) into three categories: purpose and structure, guiding
principles and values, and research agenda. Two rapid literature reviews
(Booth et al., 2016) supplemented the interview data; the reviews syn-
thesized the available literature on best practices in
community-academic partnerships, as well as research gaps in CYACs.
The codes and categories from the interviews were then compared and
contrasted to the themes from the rapid reviews, as well as the literature
our team compiled on co-design and co-development principles;
collectively, the triangulation of information assisted the leadership
team to identify initial principles of the work, what is needed to succeed,
lessons learned through this type of work so far, and what questions still
exist.

3.3. Establishing and engaging with advisory committees to contextualize
principles and scope

Advisory committees and ad hoc advisors were used to steer the di-
rection and development of the Research and Knowledge Centre. Two
advisory committees were established: a scientific advisory group and a
policy and practice advisory group. The scientific advisory has nine
members representing eight Canadian and one American university. The
policy and practice advisory has eight members representing seven
Canadian CYACs and one federal policymaker. A pre-existing youth
advisory council, through Luna, was also engaged. The youth advisory
council’s purpose includes providing input on Luna initiatives and are
regularly engaged in these types of discussions. These youth receive
mentorship from one of Luna’s staff to build skills for community
leadership and youth engagement, and participation in any youth
advisory council activity is voluntary.

Establishing and/or engaging with these committees and youth
advisory was vital to ensure understanding of needs, foster reciprocity in
the Research and Knowledge Centre development process, and adhere to
co-design principles. Triangulated codes and categories generated from
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Fig. 1. Development of the research and knowledge centre.

the unstructured interviews, and rapid literature reviews were shared
and discussed with each advisory committee separately to further
contextualize and coalesce the Research and Knowledge Centre’s prin-
ciples, possible scope of work and action, as well as possible research
questions (Creswell & Creswell, 2018). The advisors also provided input
on timing, approach and methods to further national engagement with
CYACs about the form and function that the Research and Knowledge
Centre would serve.

3.4. Participatory workshops with CYACs across Canada to guide form
and function

Throughout the development process, the existing National CYAC
Network, hosted by the Government of Canada Department of Justice,
was used to update, inform, and recruit CYACs for participation. Five
virtual, participatory workshops (Allen et al., 2019) were hosted with
participants across Canada representing various CYAC contexts
including geographical location (e.g., urban, rural, northern) as well as
different operational service delivery models (e.g., co-located or
network model). These workshops were designed to promote generative
discussion and capture diversity of thought and perspective. The pur-
pose of this engagement was to receive guidance on the form and
function of the Research and Knowledge Centre, promote understanding
on the needs of the diverse Canadian CYACs, and provide input on op-
portunities and process for CYAC involvement. Workshops were hosted
in both of Canada’s official languages (French and English) and offered
at various times to encourage broad participation from CYACs across
Canada. A virtual platform, Mural, was used to facilitate written and
verbal participation, and group and individual reflection. Three ques-
tions were presented: 1) What does the Research and Knowledge Centre
need to do to meet the needs of practitioners across diverse Canadian
contexts? 2) Considering your CYAC’s capacity for research and evalu-
ation, what opportunities would you like to see for ongoing engagement
with the Research and Knowledge Centre? 3) Reflecting on your expe-
rience with research at a CYAC, what has worked well, what was chal-
lenging, and what are important principles? Participant responses from
Mural were collated and content analysis was conducted (Green &
Thorogood, 2018), which can be a useful analysis approach to better
understand individuals’ real-world experiences, while staying close to
the language participants use and having less researcher interpretation
present in final themes.

3.5. National symposium and survey to finalize form and function for the
research and Knowledge Centre

We then convened the scientific, practice, policy, and Indigenous
advisors for a two-day in person symposium in Calgary. The purpose of
the symposium was to facilitate a collaborative discussion on harmo-
nizing the specifics of the design form and function of the Research and
Knowledge Centre. Indigenous advisors were involved in the planning
and implementation of the symposium to ground the discussion in eq-
uity and de-colonization. This included providing teachings and
participating in the symposium activities. Engagement with Indigenous
advisors was facilitated through Luna, as ceremony and protocol had
been previously offered. On day one a Participatory Workshop format
(Allen et al., 2019) was used. Specifically, advisors worked through a
structured format to collaboratively identify next steps for the Research
and Knowledge Centre’s development, including: discussing opportu-
nities for collaboration, structure of work, as well as supports and re-
sources required, and the identification of Research and Knowledge
Centre effectiveness metrics. Advisors worked through three thematic
areas: collective advocacy, core data sets and metrics, and practice
supports. On day two, breakout discussions were held to generate
research needs and priorities for the Centre over the next two years. The
outputs of this symposium were a defined scope for the Research and
Knowledge Centre and concrete steps for mobilizing research priorities.

Finally, we used a survey to validate the scope and research priorities
generated from the symposium with the Canadian CYACs. The survey
was circulated, in French and English, using the National Network dis-
tribution list and sent directly to those who participated in the first
workshops. The survey was used to determine level of agreement with
research areas and rank priority activities for the Research and Knowl-
edge Centre. Survey analysis was conducted using a weighted ranking
approach (Siegel, 2016).

4. Priorities to strengthen the multidisciplinary response to
child abuse

The result of this collaborative, co-design approach to the develop-
ment of the Research and Knowledge Centre was rooted in rigour and
context. The Research and Knowledge Centre will: generate diverse,
multidisciplinary evidence to inform policy and practice through
research; enhance outcomes for children, youth, and families through
quality research, evaluation, advocacy, and policy development; and
share evidence and knowledge with practitioners, policymakers, and
researchers for improved practice and policy. Collectively, we will equip
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CYAC leaders, practitioners, and policymakers to make evidence-
informed decisions to support Canadian children, youth, and their
families who have experienced abuse.

Three outputs were generated from our collaborative, co-design
approach: 1) guiding principles; 2) priority action areas to further
multidisciplinary practices in the response to child abuse and 3) a
focused research agenda to enhance the child abuse evidence base.

4.1. Guiding principles

These principles guided the work of establishing the Research and
Knowledge Centre and will continue to be the foundation of all work
going forward. The co-developed principles are:

Guiding principle 1 — Useful and Relevant: Our work has clear
developmental and practical value. We share and disseminate findings
and knowledge to our policy, practice, and research partners.

Guiding principle 2 — Participatory and Context Specific: Our work
genuinely involves CYAC partners in all stages of the research design,
implementation, and interpretation. All findings will be interpreted and
understood in partnership and turned into actionable steps to guide
policy and practice improvement at CYACs.

Guiding principle 3 — Collaborative: We foster reciprocity among
partners, learn from one another, and build on our mutual strengths and
resources. Our work will be marked by mutual respect; recognition of
each others’ knowledge, expertise, and resource capacities; and open
communication.

Guiding principle 4 — Equity, Diversity, Inclusion, and Decoloniza-
tion: We create opportunity for all, eliminate barriers, recognize and
celebrate differences. We work to foster an environment where all in-
dividuals feel valued, respected, and empowered to contribute their
perspectives and experiences.

4.2. Priority action areas to further multidisciplinary practices around
child abuse

CYAC practitioners and academics identified three priority areas for
the Research and Knowledge Centre: establish practices for data
collection and evaluation; generate high quality evidence; and advance
accessible and relevant practice supports.

Priority 1: Establish practices for data collection and evaluation. The
need for outcome-oriented data is well documented in the literature.
Recent reviews have found that CYAC effectiveness is being measured by
outputs, and therefore not demonstrating impact and change. There are
three key domains that have been positioned to be of impact and in-
fluence by CYACs: child well-being, caregiver/family functioning, and
criminal justice outcomes (Cross et al., 2007; Herbert & Bromfield,
2016; Westphaln et al., 2021). CYACs in Canada are seeking shared
outcomes and measures to demonstrate the impact of the model, advo-
cate for systems change, and strengthen evidence-informed practices. To
implement shared outcomes and measures across diverse contexts there
is a need for practical and adaptable supports such as a minimum
dataset, evaluation toolkit with data collection tools, and support from a
provincial, territories, and national level such as shared resources (e.g.,
database, human capacity) and funding. Priority activities for the
Research and Knowledge Centre identified by CYACs included: to define
an overarching CYAC theory of change and evaluation framework that
can be contextualized to different practice contexts, and to establish a
national minimum data set.

Priority 2: Generate high quality evidence. Evidence that is gener-
ated needs to acknowledge and respond to the diverse geographical,
cultural, and resource contexts that Canadian CYACs are situated within.
Engagement in research needs to match with CYAC interest, capacity,
and skill set/expertise as well as leverage existing relationships (e.g.,
between the CYAC and children, families/communities they serve, be-
tween the CYAC and multidisciplinary team, and between CYACs and
academics). Priority activities for the Research and Knowledge Centre
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identified by CYACs include building a repository of relevant research
articles and to establish a process for CYACs and those with lived
experience to engage in research.

Priority 3: Advance accessible and relevant practice supports. CYACs
want a place to exchange knowledge and to access research and tools to
support advocacy and practice. For research and practice supports to be
accessible and relevant, CYACs regardless of location, size, and re-
sources, need opportunities to inform research, guide evaluation ap-
proaches and tools, inform best practices, and exchange knowledge.
Priority activities for the Research and Knowledge Centre identified by
CYAG:s include to develop practice guidelines, develop frameworks and
guidelines for advocacy, develop a web-based repository to host re-
sources and facilitate knowledge exchange.

4.3. Research agenda

Through the Child and Youth Advocacy Research and Knowledge
Centre we will facilitate academic-practice partnerships for research, as
well as conduct research into the effective practices and strategies for
preventing, responding to, and treating child abuse and neglect. All
evidence and knowledge generated through these four research pillars
will be aimed at CYAC leadership and practitioners, and well as federal
and provincial policy makers, to develop a deeper understanding of
child abuse in Canada and how the CYAC model works to improve
equitable practice and policy.

Throughout our engagement, stakeholders discussed the present
state of research and research gaps alongside policy and practice needs.
Collectively we decided on four research pillars to focus our research
efforts: compelling evidence of the CYAC model; system integration and
coordination; trauma-informed justice system; and emerging topics in
child sexual abuse.

Pillar 1: Compelling Evidence of the Child and Youth Advocacy
Centre Model. The CYAC approach is nationally recognized as an
exemplary model to address the needs of children and families experi-
encing child abuse and neglect in Canadian jurisdictions (Department of
Justice, 2018). The merits of this approach are clearly recognized by
practitioners and families but there is a need to demonstrate the im-
mediate and long-term outcomes for vulnerable children, youth and
their families/caregivers through ongoing evaluation and research
(Herbert & Bromfield, 2016; Westphaln et al., 2021). The diverse
operating environment of the CYAC model in Canada provides both
challenges and unique research opportunities. A coordinated and
context-specific approach to research among Canadian CYACs and ac-
ademics is needed to inform policy and practice improvements that will
yield optimal outcomes for children, youth and families who have
experienced abuse.

Pillar 2: System Integration and Coordination. A challenge for CYACs
is how these different professionals work together amid diverse profes-
sional and organizational mandates (Herbert & Bromfield, 2019; Her-
bert et al., 2018; Newman et al., 2005)). Inherently, each profession
working within CYACs has a different approach and, at times, competing
professional priorities and ethical obligations. While the diversity of
professions in CYACs are considered an active ingredient of their
perceived effectiveness, how the professionals merge to provide inte-
grated, inter-professional services can continue to be a challenge
(Herbert & Bromfield, 2019). Understanding how system integration
and coordination are operationalized and optimized within CYACs and
the impact this has on service provision and outcomes for children,
youth, and families who have experienced abuse is central to enhancing
the understanding and value of the CYAC model.

Pillar 3: Trauma-informed Justice System. It is well-established that
many victims who experience abuse have identified the criminal justice
system as a place that re-traumatizes and causes further psychological
harm and injury (Daignaultl et al., 2017; Lonsway & Archambault,
2012; Temkin & Krahé, 2008). A CYAC is an important step forward in
trauma-informed responses. However, there is room for improvement
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(Price, 2019). Criminal justice professionals, including prosecutors, law
enforcement, judiciary, and victim services, need to apply
trauma-informed practices as a case progresses through the justice sys-
tem (Lonsway & Archambault, 2012; Temkin & Krahé, 2008) (Lonsway
& Archambault, 2012; Temkin & Krahé, 2008). Focused effort is needed
to increase the availability and delivery of specialized training to all
criminal justice professionals, as well as continued support for on-going
and/or new partnerships between criminal justice and other system
sectors (Haskell et al., 2019; Kristiansson & Whitman-Barr, 2015; Price,
2019).

Pillar 4: Emerging Topics in Child Sexual Abuse. Rates of child sexual
abuse are alarmingly high and there is increasing attention regarding the
need for primary prevention and intervention efforts for emerging
concerns. For example, rapid changes in technology have increased
opportunities for the online sexual exploitation of children; the rapid
growth in the potential for exposure to online risks has outpaced our
understanding of how to (a) prevent and address the adverse impacts of
online sexual exploitation for children and youth (Dimitropoulos et al.,
2022),(b) best leverage secondary prevention interventions that target
risk or protective factors associated with sexual abuse perpetration, and
(c) intervene early in the sexual victimization of children and youth, or
their perpetration of problematic sexual behaviour (McKibbin & Hum-
phreys, 2023).

5. Conclusion and moving forward

While the engagement that led to our priority areas occurred within
the Canadian context, these action areas align with work being done in
the United States by the National Children’s Alliance and in Europe by
the Barnahus Network(Devaney et al., 2024; Johansson et al., 2017). At
this time, the National Children’s Alliance in the United States is leading
work to establish shared outcomes and measurement tools for CYACs to
track implementation and service delivery metrics. The Barnahus
Network in Europe has established a Competence Centre which includes
quality control and onsite evaluation components to assess the imple-
mentation of the quality standards and services provided. Internation-
ally, we see alignment in priority areas as well as the desire for more
comprehensive, evidence-informed practice supports. As we continue to
see advances in research, evaluation, and practice supports in Canada,
the United States, and Europe, there is an opportunity to work together
across jurisdictions and catalyze international impacts in the CYAC
sector. This sort of international collaboration is increasingly relevant
and crucial for effective prevention efforts; this is especially true given
emerging trends that include technology-facilitated child abuse that
crosses jurisdictional boundaries. Increasing collaboration and identi-
fying shared research agendas across countries with CYAC-type models
would continue to support effective use of research resources and
facilitate learning across academics, practitioners, and policy makers.

This paper has described a community-academic partnership,
working together to build a national research centre, the Canadian Child
and Youth Advocacy Research and Knowledge Centre. Through this
partnership, priority areas and a clear research agenda have been
collectively identified. The Centre is built on guiding principles to
ensure that the work done is useful and relevant, participatory and
context-specific, collaborative, equitable and inclusive. To uphold these
principles, it will be important to continue and expand meaningful
engagement with youth and Indigenous advisors in a way that reflects
the Canadian context through the existing partnerships that CYACs have
with these communities. Through ongoing partnership and collabora-
tion, we believe this work can have positive impacts for researchers,
practitioners, and ultimately and most importantly, for children, youth,
and families who have experienced abuse.
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