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Abstract 

Researchers have demonstrated that interviewer supportive behaviors positively affect 

children’s abilities to provide information about their experiences in many circumstances, but 

there is some evidence that supportiveness effects may be influenced by children’s 

temperament. The associations among interviewer support, child temperament, and children’s 

propensity to disclose adult transgressions during free recall remain unclear. Children (N = 

132) 5 to 9 years old partook in an event where an adult confederate committed six 

transgressions. The children were interviewed a few days later; half by a supportive 

interviewer and half by a neutral interviewer. Within two to three months of their 

participation, the children’s teachers completed a questionnaire to describe each child’s 

temperament. While interviewer support did not predict these children’s disclosure of 

transgressions, dimensions of child temperament and individual factors did. Specifically, 

children’s disclosure tendencies were predicted by how socially flexible and task-oriented 

they were. Additionally, the interviewers’ questioning behavior was impacted by children’s 

level of reactivity. Taken together with other research, the results provide further evidence 

that behaviors of both the interviewers and the children in the interview process are relevant 

to facilitating children’s disclosures of sensitive information.  

 

 

Keywords: child temperament, interviewer support, disclosure, child interviews, adult 

wrongdoing  
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The Roles of Child Temperament and Interviewer Support on Children’s 

Reports of Adult Wrongdoing 

Many children have difficulty speaking about adult wrongdoing in an interview 

context (Bottoms, Quas, & Davis, 2007), a challenge which can reduce the likelihood of 

supportive intervention (e.g., mental health and child protection services; Cross & 

Hershkowitz, 2017). A host of cognitive and developmental factors have been investigated in 

relation to children’s disclosure of sensitive information (London, Bruck, Wright, & Ceci, 

2008). More recently, the focus has included socio-emotional contributors such as 

interviewer support (Saywitz, Wells, Larson, & Hobbs, 2019) and children’s individual 

differences (Bell, Kraybill, & Diaz, 2013), such as temperament. In the subsequent sections, 

we review research relating supportiveness and temperament to children’s interview 

behavior.  

The Role of Interviewer Supportiveness in Child Interviews 

Children’s accounts of their experiences are affected by interviewers’ behaviors. In 

general, children tend to perform better in interviews when a rapport-building phase is 

included (Hershkowitz, Lamb, & Katz, 2014), they are provided interviewer support (Saywitz 

et al., 2019), and they are asked predominantly non-leading, open-ended questions (Lamb, 

Hershkowitz, Orbach, & Esplin, 2018). The interviewer plays an important role in providing 

an environment where children feel safe to discuss sensitive topics. Interviewer support is 

thought to facilitate interviewees’ sense of well-being and enhance their interview 

performance (Hershkowitz et al., 2014). To assess the effects of interviewer support on 

children’s interview performance, analog studies have predominantly manipulated interview 

conditions by training interviewers to use supportive non-verbal behaviors (e.g., smiling, 

nodding, eye contact, open posture), verbal encouragement (e.g., use of the children’s names, 

non-contingent recognition of their efforts), and to show interest in what children are saying 
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(Saywitz et al., 2019). In field studies, researchers have examined transcripts and measured 

interviewer support via frequency of a range of verbal measures and procedural praise 

(Blasbalg, Hershkowitz, Lamb, Karni-Visel, & Ahern, 2019; Hershkowitz, 2009; Lewy, Cyr, 

& Dion, 2015).  

Various supportive behaviors, compared to neutral or deliberately non-supportive 

behaviors, can decrease children’s susceptibility to misinformation (Davis & Bottoms, 2002), 

bolster their accuracy (Saywitz et al., 2019), and increase the number of details reported 

(Cleveland, Quas, & Lyon, 2018). These effects on accuracy and resistance to 

misinformation occur when specific questions are delivered (e.g., yes-no), but have a 

tendency to be weak or absent in free recall phases (Saywitz et al., 2019). Field studies 

cannot address accuracy but have shown that interviewer support is associated with more 

informative responses from children about negative events (Blasbalg et al., 2019; 

Hershkowitz et al., 2014; Hershkowitz, Orbach, Lamb, Sternberg, & Horowitz, 2006), while 

unsupportive statements by interviewers were related to lower production of event details 

(Lewy et al., 2015). It remains unclear whether interviewer support affects children’s 

disclosure of adult transgressions specifically (versus their overall informativeness). In one 

field study that examined interviewer support, samples of disclosing and non-disclosing 

children were included (Hershkowitz et al., 2006): children who did not disclose abuse 

offered fewer details and were less informative than those children who did disclose abuse. 

The authors posited, however, that children’s disclosure tendencies were not directly caused 

by interviewer behavior because the same patterns were evident in the early interview stages 

before interviewers altered their behaviors. Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that 

individual differences might underlie some of the variance in disclosure rates.  
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The Roles of Child Temperament and Individual Factors in Child Interviews 

 Individual difference variables including cognitive abilities, language development, 

and maltreatment history have been associated with likelihood of reporting wrongdoing (e.g., 

Lyon, Wandrey, Ahern, Licht, Sim, & Quas, 2014; Powell & Barnett, 2015). For sexual 

abuse, younger children and boys tend to disclose at lower rates than girls and older children 

(Leach, Powell, Sharman, & Anglim, 2016; Malloy, Lyon, & Quas, 2007; Tang, Freyd, & 

Wang, 2007). Additional factors such as implication of others (Hershkowitz, Horowitz, & 

Lamb, 2005), and the child’s understanding of consequences (Goodman-Brown, Edelstein, 

Goodman, Jones, & Gordon, 2003) have been found to impact the relationships among 

gender, age, and disclosure.  

 Differences among children in behavioral style are observable early in childhood, and 

their temperament likely influences their behavior in an interviewing context. At the heart of 

the child temperament literature is the concept goodness of fit (Thomas & Chess, 1977), 

which emphasizes the importance of considering a child’s temperament within the demands 

of the social environment. Fit extends to one’s own behavior and expectations about the 

behaviors of others with whom one is interacting, such as an interviewer, but also impacts the 

behavior of the other person within the interaction. Gilstrap and Papierno (2004) found that 

interviewers asked a higher proportion of leading questions to children who had higher levels 

of shyness and anxiety and lower social competence. Moreover, they found that interviewer 

questioning behavior mediated the relationship between children’s social competence and 

subsequent reporting behavior (verbosity, cooperation, and acquiescence). Despite this 

knowledge, a paucity of studies have considered child temperament to be a factor related to 

their interview performance, and only a few found significant results: Roebers and Schneider 

(2001) found a negative association between shyness and accuracy of recall, Chae and Ceci 

(2005) uncovered a negative relationship between shyness and recognition memory, and 



CHILD TEMPERAMENT AND INTERVIEWER BEHAVIOR 6 
 

Burgwyn‐Bailes, Baker‐Ward, Gordon, and Ornstein (2001) discovered a relationship 

between social avoidance and increased suggestibility. In a recent study with preschoolers, 

attention problems were associated with reduced memory and increased suggestibility 

(Benedan, Zajac, McFarlane & Powell, 2020). 

Current Study 

Despite that goodness of fit suggests potential variability in the success of interviewer 

support depending on children’s individual temperaments, these factors have infrequently 

been studied in combination, and their joint impact on children’s disclosure of adult 

wrongdoing remains unclear. The present study aimed to determine the roles of social 

support and child individual differences in relation to child disclosure of adult wrongdoing in 

a free recall interview. Children took part in an activity where an adult confederate broke 

rules and engaged in six transgressions. After a delay of 3-4 days, the children were spoken 

to by either a highly supportive or a neutral interviewer. 

Based on previous research, we hypothesized that interviewer support, temperament, 

and age would all be significant predictors of the number of reported transgressions and how 

quickly a first disclosure occurred in the interview. Additionally, we expected to observe an 

interaction effect between interviewer support and temperament on the completeness of 

children’s transgression disclosures.  

Method 

Participants 

The research was approved by relevant ethics committees and the State Department of 

Education and Early Childhood Development. As part of a larger study (Brubacher et al., 

2019), 194 children were recruited from four Australian elementary schools. Written parental 

consent and child assent was obtained and classes with participating students received $50 

each.  
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The sample from the present study excluded 34 children who had been excluded from 

the larger study, as well as another 28 who were missing temperament measures. The final 

sample comprised 132 children (68 males) between 5 and 9 years of age (M = 7.26, SD = 

1.23). Seventy-one had been interviewed by a supportive interviewer and 61 by a neutral 

interviewer (Msupportive = 7.21, SD = 1.22, 37 males; Mneutral = 7.32, SD = 1.24, 31 males). 

There were no significant age [t (130) = .51, p = .61, Cohen’s d = -.09] or gender [c2 (1, N = 

132) = .02, p = .88, Cramer’s V = .01] differences across interview conditions.  

Materials and Procedure 

Event. Children participated in pairs in a science event about germ transmission 

conducted by an experimenter called Mr Science. Prior to attending the experiment, children 

were taken in from their classroom by a research assistant who told them two rules: they and 

Mr Science should avoid touching each other’s skin to stop germs being transmitted and they 

should not touch the objects in the corner that were hidden under a sheet. The children then 

completed a series of educational activities where Mr Science committed six transgressions 

(see Brubacher et al., 2019 for full event details). At the end of the event, Mr Science asked 

the children not to tell his co-workers that they broke the rules. Teachers were unaware of the 

specific nature of the wrongdoing or event details and were asked not to speak to the children 

about the event upon their return to the classroom until after children had been interviewed.  

Interview. Children were interviewed three to four days after the event by one of 

eight psychology students who were blind to the aims and hypotheses. Interviewers were 

trained about supportive and neutral interviewing behaviors and were required to conduct 

mock interviews to demonstrate their adherence to each condition before conducting 

interviews with children in the participating schools. Supportive interviewers provided 

encouragement throughout the interview by addressing children by name, providing positive 

reinforcement for effort, leaning forward, using appropriate eye contact, smiling, and nodding 
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(Bottoms et al., 2007; Davis & Bottoms, 2002; Hershkowitz, 2009; Quas, Wallin, Papini, 

Lench, & Scullin, 2005). Neutral interviewers were trained not to use any supportive 

behaviors, including during the rapport-building phase. Some children in the present study 

experienced a second interview several days after the first, but only the first interview is the 

focus of the present research.  

Children were randomly assigned to interview condition and interviewers, with 

attempts to balance age and gender. All interviewers conducted interviews in both supportive 

and neutral conditions, depending on the condition the child had been randomly allocated to. 

The research team periodically reviewed interview videos to ensure faithfulness to 

interviewing condition. A subsample of interview dyads from the broader study (n = 98 

children whose interview videos were of sufficient visual quality) had been included in 

research on nonverbal behavior in interviews (Johnston et al., 2019). In that study, children 

and interviewers’ nonverbal behaviors were coded by research assistants blind to support 

condition. There were significant differences in interviewers’ behaviors across conditions, 

which provides evidence of a successful supportiveness manipulation.  

After brief rapport building, children were invited to talk about the science event 

(“Tell me everything that happened that day at Germ Detective”). Children then received a 

series of open-ended questions to encourage them to provide extra information about the 

details of the event (e.g., “You said X. Tell me more about that.”; “What happened after 

that?”). The interview ended when the child could recall no more.  

Coding  

Audio recordings of the interviews were transcribed. Three coders independently read 

randomly allocated transcripts and recorded the number of prompts used by the interviewer, 

how many of the six transgressions the children reported, and at what prompt number the 

children first disclosed any transgression. Based on the number of questions asked before the 
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first disclosure, coders allocated each child to one of four categories: 1) “Immediate 

disclosure”, if the child reported at least one adult’s transgression at the beginning of the free 

recall (no prompts after the first invitation needed); 2) “Disclosure after one additional 

prompt”; 3) “Disclosure after several prompts”; and 4) “No disclosure at all”.  

Teachers completed the Teacher Temperament Questionnaire (Keogh, Pullis, & 

Cadwell, 1982) for 132 of the 160 interviewed children (83% return rate). It comprises 23 

items, reflecting the following three dimensions of temperament: 

Task Orientation (9 items; Cronbach’s α = .90) describes the child’s tendency to 

persist in a task, along with his or her general distractibility. High scores for this measure 

mean the child has difficulty maintaining concentration on a task (e.g., “The child seems to 

have difficulty sitting still, may wriggle a lot or get out of seat”). Low scores reflect the 

tenacity and ability to stay focused on an assignment.  

Social Flexibility (9 items; Cronbach’s α = .75) refers to the child’s flexibility in 

social interactions. High scores may indicate that the child is not flexible and is very shy, by 

showing difficulties adapting to new situations (e.g., “The child is bashful when meeting new 

children”). Low scores reflect the tendency to approach and quickly adapt to new social 

situations. 

Reactivity (5 items; Cronbach’s α = .82) provides information about the child’s usual 

intensity of response, as well as the threshold of response. Children with high scores on this 

measure are extremely sensitive to stimuli (e.g., light and temperature), tend to over-react or 

get upset in stressful situations, argue with peers when playing, and get upset if they cannot 

have things they want. Low scores reflect minimal sensitivity and reactivity to external events 

and others. 

Teachers were required to rate each item from 0 (does not apply) to 2 (certainly 

applies) to describe the children’s behavior observed at school. A series of independent 
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samples t-tests revealed no significant differences between the child temperament measures 

in the supportive and neutral interview conditions (p values ranged from .27 to .78). 

Reliability. Inter-rater reliability was determined on 20% of the interviews in the 

present study using intra-class correlations and Cohen’s kappa coefficients. Scores suggested 

consistent coding for all variables:  

1) Number of prompts in the substantive phase of the interview (average measure ICC 

was .99 with a 95% confidence interval from .97 to .99, F [1, 25] = 78.58, p < .001);  

2) Number of transgressions disclosed (average measure ICC was .87 with a 95% 

confidence interval from .72 to .94, F [1, 25] = 7.82, p < .001);  

3) Number of prompts to first disclosure, as a measure of child rapidity to disclose 

(average measure ICC was .99 with a 95% confidence interval from .98 to .996, F [1, 25] = 

106.12, p < .001).  

Results 

 We first conducted preliminary analyses to test for effects of interviewer support and 

child gender on disclosure. Next, we introduce findings associated with temperament 

measures.  

Interviewer Support 

Interviews ranged from 6 to 35 prompts (M = 13.92, SD = 4.06). An independent 

samples t-test revealed no differences in number of prompts given to children in the 

supportive (M = 13.93, SD = 3.80) versus neutral condition (M = 13.92, SD = 4.38), t (130) = 

-.02, p = .99, Cohen’s d = .002. Considering completeness of disclosure, most of the children 

reported 3 to 5 transgressions, but only a small minority reported all 6 of Mr Science’s 

transgressions. As shown in Table 1, just 8% did not mention any transgressions. 

Many children were quite quick to report transgressions. Indeed, 77 children did not 

need any prompt beyond the first invitation to talk about the event to disclose at least one 
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transgression. Nineteen children needed one prompt, while 25 disclosed after two or more 

prompts. A Pearson chi-squared analysis revealed that there were no significant differences 

across interview conditions [c2 (3, N = 132) = .81, p = .85, Cramer’s V = .08]. 

 

Table 1 

Number of Children Disclosing Transgressions 

Transgressions 

disclosed 
Neutral (%) Supportive (%) Total (%) 

0 5 (8.2) 6 (8.5) 11 (8.3) 

1 2 (3.3) 3 (4.2) 5 (3.8) 

2 1 (1.6) 3 (4.2) 4 (3.0) 

3 17 (27.9) 10 (14.1) 27 (20.5) 

4 12 (19.7) 20 (28.2) 32 (24.2) 

5 18 (29.5) 16 (22.5) 34 (25.8) 

6 6 (9.8) 13 (18.3) 19 (14.4) 

 

Child Gender 

A series of independent samples t-tests were conducted to test for differences between 

girls and boys in temperament and interview details (Table 2). Boys scored significantly 

higher in Task Orientation and Social Flexibility, and marginally higher in Reactivity, than 

girls. There were no significant gender differences in number of prompts or number of 

transgressions.  
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Table 2 

Descriptive Information about Temperament and Interview Details by Gender 

    Boys Girls         

    M SD M SD t df p Cohen's d 

Temperament 
        

Task Orientation 0.80 0.50 0.43 0.49 4.20 130 <.001 0.73 

Social Flexibility 0.64 0.37 0.44 0.34 3.31 130 .001 0.58 

Reactivity 0.56 0.55 0.40 0.46 1.79 130 .08 0.31 

Interview 
        

Number of prompts 13.72 4.51 14.14 3.54 -0.59 130 0.56 -0.10 

Total disclosures 3.81 1.68 3.86 1.70 -0.17 130 0.86 -0.03 

Note: Temperament measures could range from 0 to 2. 

 

Child Age, Temperament, and Disclosures 

Pearson’s correlations assessed relationships among child age, temperament 

measures, and disclosure (Table 3). Social Flexibility was negatively correlated with total 

disclosures, while Reactivity was significantly correlated with number of prompts children 

received.  

 

Table 3 

Correlations between Age, Disclosures, and Child Temperament Measures 

 
Age in 

years 

Number 

of 

prompts 

Total 

disclosures 

Task 

Orientation 

Social 

Flexibility 

Number of prompts -.10 - - - - 

Total disclosures .16 -.06 - - - 
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Task Orientation .02 .16 -.07 - - 

Social Flexibility -.01 .14 -.23** .57*** - 

Reactivity .003 .24** -.04 .60*** .57*** 
*p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001. 

 

 A hierarchical regression analysis was performed to assess the relative contribution of 

supportive interviewing and the child temperament scales on number of disclosures (Table 4). 

Temperament measures were entered in Step 1. This model was statistically significant, F (3, 

128) = 2.94, p = .04 and accounted for 6.4% of the variance. Child gender and the interaction 

between interview condition and the three temperament measures were entered in Step 2. 

This model did not contribute to a statistically significant change, F (7, 124) = 1.25, p = .29, 

accounting for an additional 3.6% of the variance in the number of disclosures (final R2 = .10, 

Cohen’s f2 = .11). Overall, Social Flexibility was the only significant predictor of the number 

of transgressions disclosed (sr2 = .06).  

 

Table 4 

Hierarchical Regression Analyses Predicting the Total Number of Transgressions Disclosed 

    B SE B β 

Step 1 Constant 3.83 0.14 
 

 Task Orientation 0.14 0.37 0.04 

 Social Flexibility -1.45 0.51 -0.32** 

 Reactivity 0.38 0.38 0.12 

     

Step 2 Task Orientation -0.29 0.53 -0.09 

 Social Flexibility -2.48 0.78 -0.54** 
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Rapidity of Disclosure 

 A multinomial logistic regression analysis was performed to assess the roles of age 

and temperament underlying child rapidity in disclosing the adult’s transgressions. The 

model fitting was significant, LRT χ2 (12, N = 132) = 34.42, p < .001. Child age significantly 

contributed to the model, LRT χ2 (3, N = 132) = 17.39, p < .001. In particular, a significant 

difference was found between “Immediate disclosure” (Mage = 7.60, SD = .13) and “Delayed 

disclosure” (Mage = 6.54, SD = .24): it was more likely that older children immediately 

reported the adult’s transgressions than after several interviewer prompts [B = .84, S.E. = .23, 

W (1) = 5.66, p < .001, Exp(B) = 2.31]. Conversely, the three temperament measures were not 

significant predictors (all ps > .05).  

Discussion 

The current study offers an investigation of individual differences in child disclosure 

of adult wrongdoing during a free recall interview, and their relationship to interviewer 

support. Several significant findings are worthy of discussion. First, despite that few children 

concealed all transgressions, our sample was not overly forthcoming. Only 14% of the 

children disclosed all the transgressions, and one out of three did not report even half. 

Children are known to be more discrete with disclosures after being asked not to tell anyone 

(Anagnostaki, Wright, & Papathanasiou, 2013). As per Mr Science’s instructions, they likely 

 Reactivity 1.11 0.57 0.34 

 Gender -0.29 0.33 -0.09 

 Support x Task Orientation 0.58 0.74 0.13 

 Support x Social Flexibility 1.70 1.05 0.28 

  Support x Reactivity -1.24 0.78 -0.27 

*p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001. 
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minimized sharing information about transgressions with the interviewer. It is possible that 

they did not remember all of the transgressions or think that they were relevant to report, but 

a read of the transcripts suggests this explanation to be unlikely. Children’s event recalls were 

rich, and their utterances often demonstrated an appreciation for rules they were given and 

their own involvement in the transgressions (e.g., “After [holding hands to make the circle] 

we had to wash our hands, so we obeyed the rules but kind of not, at the same time”).  A 

second noteworthy finding was that interviewer support did not predict disclosures (the same 

pattern was observed with the full sample in the broader study; Brubacher et al., 2019), nor 

were disclosures associated with number of interviewer prompts. Third, our hypothesis that 

children’s age would predict disclosure patterns was only partially supported. There was no 

significant relationship between age and number of transgressions disclosed, but older 

children were more likely to disclose immediately than after prompting.  

The main focus of the present research was to examine the relationships between 

child temperament and disclosure and how these were influenced by interviewer support (if at 

all). As expected, child temperament predicted the number of transgressions children 

revealed. However, Social Flexibility was the only significant independent predictor. It is not 

surprising that socially flexible children were shown to be more forthcoming in their 

disclosures as they have previously been found to perform better in interviews with regard to 

recognition memory, free recall, accuracy of recall and suggestibility than their less flexible 

peers (Burgwyn‐Bailes et al., 2001; Roebers & Schneider, 2001). Shy children may be less 

inclined to exhibit approach tendencies in situations where negative evaluation is likely to 

occur (Rubin & Coplan, 2010). Inhibition-to-the-unfamiliar and social-evaluative concerns 

may impact children's behavior in an interview situation where they may perceive judgment 

by the interviewer if they do or do not disclose, especially for children who are pre-disposed 

to social inflexibility. Another possible explanation is that children may see the task of 
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disclosing information as a social helping opportunity. It is known that socially inflexible 

children find this type of task particularly intimidating (Beier, Terrizzi, Woodward, & 

Larson, 2017). This increased sensitivity of shy children might be overcome through small 

environmental adjustments in the interviewing context that consider a child’s particular 

temperament to allow the child to better express themselves (e.g., an extended forensic 

interview where initial sessions do not involve discussion of allegations but serve to build 

rapport; Duron & Remko, 2020). 

While Reactivity was not related to child disclosure tendencies, it was related to 

interviewers’ behaviors. Interviewers asked more questions of highly reactive children. It 

could be argued that the most reactive children, who get upset easily, tend to give shorter 

answers. However, it raises curiosity about the types of questions that are asked of children 

who are overtly reactive during the interview. Open-ended questioning has been shown to 

improve interview outcomes; hence interviewers are encouraged to use such questions 

(Powell & Snow, 2007). Despite this recommendation, Gilstrap and Papierno (2004) found 

that highly anxious and shy children were asked a higher proportion of leading questions. 

Similarly, Hershkowitz and colleagues (2006) found that interviewers asked more intrusive 

questions and spoke prematurely about wrongdoing when children displayed reluctance. 

Quite possibly, interviewers become agitated and reactive themselves and ask more leading 

questions to try to rush the disclosure process when children exhibit challenging behaviors. 

Furthermore, children displaying reticence or difficult interview behavior are in need of 

increased interviewer support (Hershkowitz et al., 2006; Lewy et al., 2015).  

If it is true that interviewers become increasingly stressed in response to children’s 

reactivity then it may be to the detriment of eliciting disclosure. In the present study, 

interviewers were only permitted to ask open-ended questions. Thus, they could not revert to 

specific or leading questions with reactive children, but their questioning behavior was 
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influenced nonetheless. Because the interviewing context is per se a dyadic social interaction, 

the behavior of the child as well as that of the adult vary according to the responses of the 

person with whom they are interacting. 

Limitations 

Several limitations must be noted. Firstly, the analog nature of the research may have 

less external validity than analysis of field interviews about alleged abuse; however, the use 

of a video-recorded standardized procedure where ground truth was known was a study 

strength. While some of Mr Science’s transgressions attempted to replicate aspects of a more 

significant adult wrongdoing event (i.e., inappropriate touch), disclosing forbidden toy play is 

very different to revealing abuse.  

Due to the inclusion of a delay between the event and interview, we were unable to 

control for whether any children disclosed immediately to teachers on return to the classroom 

or to their parents at home. However, parents and teachers were provided only limited 

information about the event and were not privy to the details of the event including the 

transgressions. We used a short delay to lower this risk, and also to minimize forgetting 

(Jones & Pipe, 2002). We wanted to ensure that errors of omission (i.e., not reporting 

transgressions) were likely attributable to temperamental factors or individual differences 

rather than to memory decay. 

Conclusions 

While interviewer supportiveness did not predict children’s disclosure of 

transgressions in a free recall interview, some individual child factors did. Specifically, 

greater social flexibility predicted the number of transgressions reported by the child, and 

older children seemed to be more likely to immediately disclose rather than wait for the 

interviewer’s questions. Additionally, interviewers’ questioning behavior was impacted by 

children’s level of reactivity. Behaviors of both the adult and child in the interview process 
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are critical to facilitate children’s disclosure. Ideally, the support provided by an interviewer, 

as well as attention to individual child characteristics, would act to enhance the goodness of 

fit and maximize children’s interview performance. Future research has the challenge of 

identifying interviewer behaviors that can best accommodate children whose temperament 

means that they are less likely to (truthfully) disclose transgressions. It may also be 

advantageous to explore the specific temporal dynamics between transgression disclosures–or 

reluctance to disclose–to gain more in-depth knowledge of the moment-to-moment interplay 

between interviewer behaviors and children’s disclosure patterns, based on children 

individual differences. A strong knowledge of both child characteristics and interviewer 

behavior should provide children a more optimal interview environment where children’s 

disclosure is facilitated. 
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