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Abstract

MEN'S AMBIVALENCE TOWARD WOMEN:

IMPLICATIONS FOR EVALUATIONS OF RAPE VICTIMS 

by

Andrea J ill Martin

Advisor: Professor Irwin Katz

This study explored the effects of men's attitudes toward women on their evaluations of female 

rape victims. It was hypothesized that male attitudes toward women would be ambivalent having 

both positive as well as negative components, resulting In more extreme evaluations of women, 

either more positive or more negative, depending upon the woman. To test the hypothesis, two 

scales were developed which assessed attitudes toward women In the domain of social issues and 

interpersonal relationships. These scales were internally consistent, functioned independently, 

and differentiated among known groups. They were given to male undergraduates who 

subsequently read one of four descriptions of a crime: low blame rape; high blame rape, low 

blame robbery; and high blame robbery. In the low blame conditions the victim was minimally 

responsible for her victimization while in the high blame conditions the victim's behavior 

apparently precipitated the crime. It was predicted that subjects' ambivalence ( relatively high 

scores on both the positive and negative attitude scales) would be related to ( a) low attributed 

victim blame and high victim empathy in the low blame rape condition and ( b) high victim 

blame and low victim empathy In the high blame rape condition, but (c) would not be related to 

attributed victim blame or victim empathy In the robbery conditions. The separate positive and 

negative attitude scores were not expected to be related to ratings of culpability or empathy. 

Finally, neither ambivalence nor the separate pro and anti scores were expected to be correlated
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with criminal blame In any of the conditions. Contrary to the hypotheses It was found that the 

higher the ambivalence score, the more men blamed the low blame rape victim. Additionally, 

ambivalence was not correlated with either victim blame or empathy In the high blame rape 

condition. Lastly, it was found that under some conditions the pro scale was more predictive of 

attitudes while under other conditions the anti score had more predictive power Explanations 

for these results Include the salience of Just world beliefs in the low blame rape condition and 

differential definitions and perceptions of rape In the high blame rape condition
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1. INTRODUCTION

Freud (1920) first saw ambivalence, I.e. .having both affectionate and hostile feelings 

toward another person, as an Important phenomenon In under standing both the Individual who 

holds these conflicted attitudes and society Althoutfi Freud was not certain of the origin of this 

ambivalence, he did believe in Its ubiquitousness (Thom, 1983). Recent experimental 

Investigations, as w ill be discussed later, have shown that ambivalence, the holding of both 

highly positive as well as very negative attitudes toward groups of people, occurs In whites' 

views of blacks, the views of the non-handicapped toward the handicapped, and In the views of 

people toward the mentally ill (Katz & Hess. 1988; Bailey, 1988; Katz, Glass, AWackenhut, 

1986; Dlenstbler, 1970; Gergen&Jones, 1963). This ambivalence can result in differential 

evaluations and/or behavior toward the objects of this ambivalence, either more positive or 

more negative, contingent upon the particular situation and/or the characteristics of the object 

of the ambivalence.

RmmrchAtms

The aim of this research Is to first develop scales designed to measure men's positive and 

negative attitudes toward women. Althoujh scales have been developed to explore attitudes 

toward women, they measure attitudes from a unidimensfonel perspective, combining social and 

Interpersonal Issues (Spence, Helmretch&Stapp, 1973; Benson & Vincent, 1980; Go lam bos, 

Peterson, Richards AGitelson, 1985). The present research employs a new approach to the 

exploration of attitudes toward women, testing the hypothesis that attitudes toward women can 

bast be conceptualized as two Independent dimensions consisting of positive attitudes toward 

women in the domain of social issues and negative attitudes toward women In the domain of 

Interpersonal relationships. Positive end negative dimensions of attitudes have previously been 

scaled for both racial attitudes and attitudes toward the handicapped (Katz & Hass, 1988;

Bailey. 1988).
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Because women as well as minorities and the handicapped are viewed with both scorn and 

sympathy, ambivalence ( the simultaneous possession of both positive and negative attitudes) 

should be manifested by men toward women. These conflicted positive and negative feelings 

should become salient In affect-laden situations that arouse the conflict, thereby creating 

emotional tension within the Individual and posing a threat to the person's self-regard The 

person wants to see himself or herself as a fair-minded Individual who would not reject a 

dtsafrantaged other, but also as a discerning Individual who does not automatically favor a 

deviant or undesirable other. This emotional conflict may lead to an extremity In attitude and/or 

behavior on the pert of the percetver toward the Individual who 1s the source of this 

ambivalence. The direction of this extremity w ill depend upon the situation and or the 

characteristics of the person activating the ambivalence.

The second aim of this research is to determine whether men's embfvalence (as determined 

by scores on the newly constructed poslttve and negative attitude scales) predicts evaluations of 

female rape victims. Rape was choeen as a domain in which men's ambivalence toward women 

should be manifested because of the affect- laden nature of the crime and because it Is a gender 

related crime. It was hypothesized that men's ambivalence toward women should create an 

emotional tension leading to evaluative extremity toward female rape victims. The direction of 

the evaluative extremity w ill be contingent upon the apparent culpability of the rape victim.

That is, given an opportunity to evaluate a rape victim, a man who is relatively high on 

ambivalence toward women w ill judgB an apparently "Innocent* female rape victim more 

positively and blame her less than a man who Is not as ambivalent toward women or even than a 

man who is unamblvalently positive toward women. Conversely, a man who is relatively high on 

ambivalence toward women should evaluate an apparently "culpable" female rape victim more 

negatively and blame her more than a man who is not as ambivalent toward women or even than a 

man who is unamblvalently negative toward women.
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Ambivalence Toward Blacks and the Disabled 

Attitudes toward various outgroups have been shown to be complex and not just simply 

positivex negative In character Although some Individuals have uniformly "anti-Semitic", 

"racist*, x  "sexist* attitudes (Adxno, 1950), the majxtty appex to have more complex 

attitudBs, containing both positive and negative components (Carver, Glass, Snyder, & Katz, 

1977; Blgoness, 1976). This has been demonstrated fx  attitudes toward blacks and the 

physically and mentally disabled (Katz & Hass, 1986; Bailey, 1988; Katzetal., 1979; Katz 

etal., 1977; Katz, Glass & Cohen, 1973; Qergsn & Jones, 1963). It has also been shown that 

under cxtaln conditions these conflicted attitudes give rise to effxts to reduce psychic strain, 

resulting In extreme reactions to black x  physically disabled stimulus pxsons, either positive 

x  negative, depending on the pxtkxitor situation (Katz, 1981; Haas etal., In press).

Acoxdtng to Katz & Hass (1988), conflicted positive and negative feelings w ill be elevated 

in affect-laden situations that xouse the conflict. These situations that activate the conflict 

xeate an emotional tension within the Individual and pose a threat to the pxson s self-regard 

The pxson wonts to see himself x  hxself as one who Is fair minded and would not respond 

negatively to a discriminated against x  disadvantaged othx (a black pxson). Yet on the othx 

hand, the pxson wants to see himself x  hxself os one who Is dlscxning and does not 

automatically respond favxably to a deviant x  undesirable othx. This emotional conflict w ill 

lead to an extremity In attitude and/x behavlx on the pxt of the Individual. The direction of 

this extremity w ill depend upon the pxtlculx situation. When a pxson Is given an oppxtuntty 

to aid a stigmatized othx, he x  she w ill do so In ordr to reduce the emotional tension caused by 

the ambivalence. On the othx hand, If a person has the oppxtunlty to denigrate a stigmatized 

pxson In x d r to reduce the emotional tension hex she w ill do so.

Ambivalence Toward Woman 

It Is reasonable to assume that men should exhibit ambivalence towxd women In a wa/
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similar to ths way that whites exhibit ambivalence toward blacks or the nondtsabled exhibit 

ambivalence toward the physically or mentally disabled. From the ancient civilizations of 

Greece and Rome to modern America in the twentieth century, images of women have been mixed. 

(Hunter, 1976; Cooper, 1965). Women have been perceived as both inferior and evil, 

responsible for man's downfall. Even though women have been perceived as the sexual temptress 

they hove also been perceived as the virtuous mother, or Madonna (Ruble 6 Ruble, 1982). Not 

only has there bean ambivalence concerning the characteristics ascribed to women, the results 

of those attributions are often mixed Even when women have been viewed as virtuous Madonnas, 

they have bean put on pedBstals and relegated to essentially powerless positions In society.

These conflicted images and the consequences resulting from these Images Imply that men and 

women are different not only in the axial roles that they occupy but are also different in their 

very nature (Hunter, 1976).

Gender Stereotypes

The fact that men and women are perceived to be 90 different in their very nature reflects 

the functioning of stereotypes. Althoutf definitions of stereotyping differ aooording to the 

Investigator's theoretical orientation (M iller, 1981; Ashmore & Delboca, 1976; Ashmore & 

DelBoca, 1981; Pettigrew. 1981; Jones. 1982; Adams, Lawrence, & Cook, 1979), most 

definitions agree that stereotyping involves an act of social perception or judgment on the part 

of an observer which involves attributing a dispositional quality to another individual or group 

(Ruble, Cohen, & Ruble, 1984). The stimulus for the stereotype consists of some feature of 

the individual or group, usually a physiological. sxial. or ethnic identity quality (M iller,

1981).

One of the problems with stereotypes is that they reflect an overgsneralization that is false 

to some degree, particularly when applied to each individual member of a group (Adams, 

Lawrence, & Cook, 1979). Another major problem in the utilization of stereotypes is that they
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are virtually immune to correction (Petro & Putnam, 1979). Essentially there Is an 

'hypothesis confirming bias' whereby people tend to remember only information that Is 

consistent with their stereotype and ignore or discount inconsistent information (Dorley and 

Gross, 1983; Cohen, 1981). More specifically, there is selective attention to consistent 

Information along with better retrieval of consistent Information. Furthermore, there may be 

a reinterpretation of ambiguous or inconsistent Information to fit the individual's prior beliefs 

Information that is inconsistent with an Individual's stereotype may be attributed to situational 

factors and therefore be attr ibuttonelly discounted (FtskeA Ta/lor, 1984).

There are well defined notions of what are appropriate behaviors and characteristics for 

women and men to manifest (Ctoonefc Ruble, 1978; YandusenA Sheldon, 1976). Essentially 

there are two fundamental themes in the sex role literature reflecting the dichotomy between 

Instrumental ( task) and expressive (social-emotional) spheres of action (Pleck, 1976)

B rover man, Vogel, B rover man, Clarkson, & Rosenkrantz ( 1972) found that there was a strong 

consensus about the differing characteristics of men and women across groups of people who 

differ in age, religion, sex, marital status and educational level. Characteristics ascribed to 

males formed a 'competency* cluster and included such qualities as: independence, objectivity, 

worldliness and self-confidence. Characteristics ascribed to females, on the other hand, formed 

a 'warmth and expressiveness' cluster and Included such descriptions as: tactful, gentle, 

religious, quiet, and neat. Therefore, women are perceived as relatively less competent, less 

Independent, leas objective, and less logical than men. Whereas men are perceived as lacking 

Interpersonal sensitivity, warmth, and expressiveness In comparison to women. Moreover, 

stereotyptcally masculine traits are more often perceived to be desirable than are 

stereotypically feminine characteristics.

Gilbert, Deutsch, & Strahan (1978) found that both male and female subjects agreed that it 

is more desirable for a man to be masculine (as defined by his score on the Bern Sex Role
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Inventory) then It Is for a women to be masculine. Conversely, subjects felt thet It was more 

desirable for a woman to be feminine (also as defined by her score on the Bern Sex Role 

Inventory) than It Is for a man to be feminine. These views of what men and women are and what 

they should be have Implications for the evaluations of women In many spheres of life. Including 

occupational spheres of life (Scheln, 1976; Ruble, Cohen, and Ruble, 1964; MassenglllA 

DeMarco, 1979; D1pboye,Arvey,6 Terpstre, 1977; Rosen&Jerdee, 1978; Dlpboye,

Frank In, & Wlbeck, 1975). Furthermore, although there have been some changes over the past 

two decades In how women are viewed, the images concerning women are still mixed, with 

women s till being seen os more emotional, submissive, and weak than men. On the other hand, 

women ore s till seen as more considerate, sincere, unselfish, and cooperative then men (Werner 

ALaRussa, 1975; Ruble, 1983).

Areas of Ambivalence Toward Woman

Ambivalence toward women should manifest itself primarily In two spheres of life.

According to Meson, Czajka, & Arber (1976), attitudes toward women are most strongly 

manifested In men's attitudes toward social Issues relating to women (particularly issues 

relating to labor force participation) and in terms of men's interpersonal relationships with 

women. There is essentially a split between Issues relating to equality in Interpersonal 

relationships ( I.e., sharing household tasks, child-reartng responsibility, doting, marriage, 

etc.) and equality outside the home ( I.e., labor market discrimination, Images of women in the 

media, etc.) and this detachment of personal life from social Issues con take dramatic form.

Crosby & Herek (1966) Interviewed 182 white males between the ages of 25 and 40 on 

their perceptions of women tn the workplace. Half of the males were employed in high prestige 

occupations ( i.e., physician, lawyer, etc.) and half of the males were employed tn low prestige 

professions (i.e., sales clerk, truck driver, etc.). The hW prestige and low prestige groups 

were each further divided according to their marital status. Finally, the married men were
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classified as to whether their wives were or were not employed outskto the home. All men were 

asked whether or not their mothers had worked outsidB the home. The results Indicated that 

whether a man's wife or mother was employed had no effect on his perception of women in the 

workplace. The subjects In this stud/ kept their sociopolitical attitudes separate from their 

personal lives. It me/ be that Individuals separate their home life from their work life so 

completely that It is difficult for them to transfer knowledge from one domain to the other.

Despite the split between men's public and private lives, It Is Important to note that many 

men have changed their views concerning social Issues relating to women and In particular 

working women. The growth of the women's movement over the past twenty years has caused 

many people to accept notions of female equality tn the workplace (equal pa/ for equal or 

comparable work), In politics, and in the media (Mason, Czajka, &Arber, 1976). Therefore.lt 

Is expected that men should be more positive and sympathetic toward social Issues relating to 

women, such as Job discrimination, portrayals of women In the media, etc.

On the other hand, attitudes toward Interpersonal relationships with women, which ma/ 

touch on some fundamental values In our society, have been more resistant to change even among 

what may be considered nontradltlonal individuals. Denmark, Shew, &Clall( 1985) 

Interviewed twenty middle class couples, ten of whom were married and ten of whom were living 

together but not married, on the division of household responstbtlltes In their homes. The 

results Indicated that married women spent a significantly greater number of hours on 

household chores per week than did married men. However, even unmarried women who were 

living with men s till performed household tasks for almost twice as many hours per week 

compared to their male counterparts. The sample In this study was too small to permit 

generalization. However, In another study, Nyqulst. Sllvken, Spence, & Helmrelch (1985) 

looked at 164 middle class couples and asked the couples questions concerning household 

activities and tasks. Again the results Indicated that only a few women received an appreciable
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amount of help from their husbands on a dally basis on routine household tasks ( I.e., 

housekeping, laundry, and food marketing) even when they were employed full-time outside of 

the home. A common theme emerging from studies of dual career families Is the belief that the 

employed wife's major responsibility should s till be as homemaker and that the husband's major 

responsibility should still be os breadwinner.

The traditional notion that there should be more maternal than paternal responsibility for 

child-rearing Is s till alive and well. Kellerman & Katz ( 1978) found in their study of 31 

parents that mothers were 9een as primarily responsible for the physical caretaklng and 

emotional support of the children. Mothers were also seen as being responsible for the 

assignment of household chores and the development of bedtime schedules for the child Mothers 

were rated try the subjects as being ideally responsible for the largest segment of child-rearing 

activities. However, these findings are merely suggestive, given the small sl2e of the sample.

One can hypothesize that other areas of interpersonal relationships between men and women 

have also been resistant to change. Although there have been changes in dating patterns and in 

expressions of female sexuality, interactions in areas that touch on core values and on strong 

societal, psychological, and religious attitudes are harder to change. In general, men s till have 

more conservative attitudes about roles In dating and marriage and they tend to favor sex role 

specialization to a greater extent than do women (Kelley, Bersheid, Christensen, Harvey,

Huston,&Levinger, 1983). Therefore, it is expected that men should tend to show relatively 

negative attitudes toward women In the domain of interpersonal relationships and relatively 

positive attitudes toward woman in the domain of social issues.

Values Underlying Ambivalence Toward Woman

Two fundamental values, egalltarlanism/humanltarianlsm and the Protestant Ethic, have 

strongly shaped American attitudes as well as Institutions (Upset, 1963). There has been a 

complex interplay between these two dominant value orientations often leading to a conflict
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between them. Essentially, the hypothesized conflict cresting the ambivalence on the pert of 

whites toward blacks Is between the positive and negative feelings that many whites have toward 

blacks which runs counter to one of these two basic value orientations (Katz & Haas, 1980).

The Protestant Ethic ts a value that stresses the virtue of hard work, self-discipline, and 

Individualism (Feather, 1984). More importantly, In ter ms of attitudes toward the poor and 

dlsadventagBd, those who support Protestant Ethic values are less inclined to support public 

assistance programs and they place a lower value on equality of outcomes (MacDonald, 1972)

On the other hand, the value of egalltarlanlsm/humanltartanlsm stresses equality, 

understanding, and sympathy toward all people, especially those who are less fortunate. 

Therefore, having negative feelings toward one who Is less fortunate ( I.e., a poor person or a 

black person) violates the value of egalitarianism. On the other hand, having positive feelings 

toward a discredited other who is often stereotyped as lazy violates the Protestant Ethic value. 

These conflicted attitudes and values may give rise to efforts to reduce this strain, resulting 

sometimes In extreme reactions, either positive or negative, depending upon the particular 

situation (Katz, Hass, fcWackenhut, 1986).

The sources of ambivalence toward women, however, ore different from the sources of 

ambivalence toward minorities and other stigmatized groups. Although Protestant Ethic values 

versus egalitarian values may play a role in men's attitudes toward an Issue such os affirmative 

action policies affecting women, it does not adequately explain men's ambivalence toward women 

regarding other social Issues ( i.e., how women are portrayed on television and in the movies). 

Broadly speaking, more gmral values such as liberalism versus conservatism probably play a 

larger role in explaining men's ambivalence toward women with regard to most social Issues. 

However, conservatism and Protestant Ethic values have been shown to be positively correlated 

and to both stress self-control and respect for authority (Feather, 1984). Additionally, both 

people who are conservative and people who have strong Protestant Ethic values tend to be



10

watte, distrustful of ssxuol Intimacy, and to place their trust In convergent modes of thought 

in which the rules con be followed (Faether, 1984).

Despite the over lap In beliefs between conservatism versus liberalism values end 

Protestant Ethic versus egalitarian values, conservatism and liberalism cover a broader range 

of attitudes and behavior and are more baste than the Protestant Ethic versus egalitarian values. 

The conservative versus liberal value system covers a broad range of social topics that extends 

across political, economic, moral, educational, and religious domains and practices (Ram bo,

1972). A conservative Is typically a person with a right wing political orientation who Is 

proestabllsment and supportive of the status quo (Wilson & Patterson, 1968, Wilson, 1973). 

Liberalism, on the other hand, emphasizes freedom of the Individual, social progress and change, 

discussion and tolerance of different views, egalitarianism and the rights of minorities, and 

governmental action to remedy social deficiencies (Kerlinger, 1984). Liberalism has been 

found to be associated with support for various progressive movements Including the women s 

movement (Smith &Kluegel, 1984). Tavr1s( 1973) found that not only political liberalism 

but religious liberalism (i.e . Unitarlanism, atheism) was associated with greater support for 

the woman s movement.

Conservatism and liberalism should not be viewed as merely opposing values. Each is a 

value system In Its own right which is orthogonal to the other system. In other words, 

liberalism and conservatism are independent of each other (Ker linger, 1984). An Individual 

can possess both liberal and conservative values which can give rise to ambivalence. For 

example, a man can hold a liberal value that the rights of women should be protected yet hold a 

conservative view which objects to governmental Intervention to protect the rttfits of various 

groups ( i.e.. affirmative action, ERA). Therefore, it Is possible that conservative values versus 

liberal values give rise to men's ambivalence toward women with regard to attltudBS on social 

Issues.



General liberal versus conservative values probably also play a role In relation to men's 

attitudes toward Interpersonal relationships with women. However, other concerns come Into 

play when one examines men's attitudes toward women on a more personal level. Kinder & Sears 

(1981) discuss whet they call "symbolic racism*. Symbolic racism Is the expression In terms 

of both Ideological symbols and behavior of the feeling that blacks are violating cherished values 

and making Illegitimate demands (Kinder & Sears, 1981). It Is the conjunction of both 

traditional values and antiblack affect. The basts for symbolic racism Is not In current racial 

experiences but In deeply felt feelings concerning morality and values that are learned early in 

life (Kinder, 1986). Welfare and affirmative action programs, for example, may symbolize to 

some whites the unfair afrances of blacks at the expense of traditional values relating to hard 

work and individualism (McConahay, 1986).

Perhaps In a similar vein there may exist a "symbolic sexism" which operates in relation to 

men's attitudes toward women especially with regard to Interpersonal relationships with 

women. Men may see working mothers as threatening an important value like the security and 

stability of the family or they may see equality In a dating relationship as threatening to the 

traditional masculine and feminine roles. There Is a strong sex role socialization which dictates 

for men and women appropriate modes of conduct and roles which may currently be threatened. 

Therefore, many stances that women have mads may be threatening to some long established 

values held by men. Therefore, "symbolic sexism" may be an important source of ambivalence 

In men's attitudes toward women with regard to Interpersonal relationships.

Attitudes Tnwnrtl Rnm Victims 

lien's ambivalence toward women should strongly manifest itself In an affect laden area such 

as rape. Although men do show compassion toward a victim of rape and have been shown to help 

rape victims (Harari, Hararl, & White, 1985), their attitudes have often been unsympathetic 

toward rape victims. On the one hand, men have mothers, sisters, girlfriends, and wives which
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should moke them more sensitive to the crime of rape. On the other hand, man are less able than 

women to Identify with victims of rape. There ore sociological os well os psychological 

explanations concerning attitudes toward rape victims.

Sociological Explanations- *P«r»r.nttur«-

Although rape Is not approved of In our society, popular definitions of whet constitutes rape 

vary. At the more Inclusive end of the spectrum, all coerced sex Is seen as rape, regardless of 

whether the coercion Is physical, psychological, oreconomlc( Burt & Albtn. 1981). At the 

other end of the spectrum, some men and women believe that it Is Impossible to force a woman 

into having sex against her w ill and they don't acknowledge that rape exists (Burt & Albtn,

1981). The definition that mo6t people endorse probably falls somewhere between these two 

definitions.

People's personal definitions of rape have an important impact on their tolerance of rape 

and empathy toward rape victims. Their definitions and perceptions of rape may lead to disbelief 

of the victim s story or to blaming the victims for provoking x  precipitating the rape. Lestly, 

thxe may be a denial of the seriousness of rape (Hell, Howard, &Boezto, 1986). Brownmillx 

(1975) makes the point that we live in a culture which Is accepting of rape. Many myths 

surround us concerning rape such as; "All women want to be raped'; ’No woman can be raped 

against her w ill*; ’She was asking fx  it*; ’ If you're going to be raped, you mltfit as well relax 

and enjoy It’ (Brownmillx, 1975; Malamuth, 1981).

Rape totorance, on the pxt of men as well as some woman, Is inherent In our culture and 

our socialization practices. Tolerance of rape has been found to be associated with sexist 

attitudes towxd hetxosexual relationships rathx than with antisocial tendencies (Hall,

Howard, & Boazio, 1986). It Is these sexist attitudes which xe lexned exly In our lives and 

have x  impact on our adult existence. These cultxal myths regarding rape and sexist attitudes 

in general restrict and nxrow our definitions of what constitutes rape, resulting In attribution
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of blame to rape victims (Burt & Albtn, 1981).

Not only Is rape myth acceptance associated with sexist attitudes but there are other 

attttudlnel correlates of rape myth acceptance. Burt ( 1960) examined three hypothesized 

attftudtnel correlates of rape myth acceptance In males: sexual conservatism, adversarial sexual 

beliefs, and acceptance of Interpersonal violence. Sexual conservatism refers to a conservative 

attitude toward sexuality Including restrictions concerning the appropriateness of certain 

sexual acts as well as limitations on when sex should occur. Adversarial sexual beliefs are 

beliefs that relationships between men and women are exploitative, manipulative and should not 

be trusted. Lastly, acceptance of Interpersonal violence refers to the belief that violence and 

coercion are legitimate in interpersonal relationships. Burt (19B0) found that rape supportive 

beliefs were related to adversarial sexual beliefs and acceptance of interpersonal violence. More 

importantly, acceptance of Interpersonal violence was the strongest predictor of rape myth 

acceptance. The data Indicated that rape myth acceptance forms pert of a larger attitude 

structure that includes sex-role stereotyping, beliefs about sexuality, and acceptance of 

interpersonal violence.

In a study that explored the effects of rape myths on perceptions of victims and criminals, 

Burt & Albln ( 1981) administered to male subjects a set of rape vignettes that manipulated the 

victim s reputation, the relationship between the victim and assailant, and the amount of force 

used during the rape. They also looked at rape supportive attitudes ( I.e., rape myth acceptance, 

adversarial sexual beliefs, and acceptance of Interpersonal violence). The results Indlcsted that 

rape myth acceptance had a direct effect on rape definitions. That is, higher rape myth 

acceptance reduced the probability that the vignette was labeled a rape. Additionally, acceptance 

of Interpersonal violence reduced willingness to convict the rapist.

The pervasiveness of rape myths not only among rapists but in the general public as well 

has been documented Felld (1978) found that rapists were more likely then rape crisis
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counselors (0 endorse various views that may bereferred to os rape myths However, police 

officers as well as citizens from the general population were found to be more similar to the 

rapists than to the rape counselors in their views concerning rape. However, it Is Important to 

note that there are both gender an) racial differences in terms of the acceptance of rape myths 

Olacopassl & Dull ( 1986) found that females were more likely then males to reject beliefs such 

as the following victims ore to blame for the rape, women want to be raped, and women falsely 

accuse men of rape. Interestingly, black males were more likely to endorse rape myths than 

were white males and they were more accepting of rape myths then were any other group. This 

may be a defensive reaction on the part of black men to often being stereotyped as rapists.

Rape myths have an effect not only on attitudes toward rape victims but also on the attitudes 

and actions nf men toward women. Mosher & Anderson ( 1986) found that in a group of 

undergraduate men many of the men, at least sometime in their life, employed forceful or 

exploitative means in order to have sex with a woman. Seventy-five percent of the men admitted 

to using drugs or alcohol to convince a woman to have sex with them, frer forty percent of the 

men admitted using anger to induce an unwilling woman to have sex with them. Thirteen percent 

threatened to use force, while twenty percent used force in order to have sex with a woman, 

lialamuth (1981) asked male subjects to indicate the likelihood that they would rape a woman if 

they could be assured of not being caught and punished. Approximately thirty-five percent of 

the males indicated some likelihood of raping a woman if they could be assured that they would 

not be caught and twenty-one percent chose a rating on a level equal to or above the midpoint of 

the scale. Tieger ( 1981) replicated the findings of Malamuth and found thet thirty-seven 

percent of the subjects questioned indicated some likelihood of committing a rape if they were 

guaranteed no punishment with twenty percent indicating a likelihood greater than or equal to 

the midpoint of the scale.

Victim Characteristics Explanation
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Not only do sociological factors Influence men's attitudes toward rape victims, the 

characteristics of the victim also greatly affect men's attitudes toward the victim. The 

characteristics of the victim have always played a major role in our attitudes toward the rape 

victim aswell as In the punishment meted out to the rapist (Brownmlller, 1975). In 

particular, the respectability of the victim has always played a key role in our treatment of the 

rape victim. Even under Babylonian law, over four thousand years ago, the treatment accorded 

to the rapist and the rape victim varied greatly according to the perceived respectability of the 

victim (Brownmlller, 1975). A man who raped a virgin was executed However, if a married 

woman was raped, the rape would be labeled adultery and both the rape victim and the rapist 

would be bound and thrown Into the river.

Although rape victims are no longer thrown Into the river, typically females who are seen 

as more respectable and less sexually provocative are blamed less for the rape (Weiner & 

Rinehart, 1986; Kanekar & Kolsawalle, 1981). Unfortunately, this emphasis on the 

respectability of the victim can have very detrimental consequences for the rape victim. Very 

often unless the rape victim Is an "Ideal victim", a woman who has a good reputation and whose 

actions were beyond reproach, she Is not considered a "real victim" of rape (Qiacopessl & Dull, 

1986).

Respectability Is often intertwined with notions of sex role tradftlonality. It has also been 

found that If a woman behaves in a nontradlttonal and or suggestive way this may affect males' 

perception of the justifiability of rape. For example, If a woman chooses to go to a man's 

apartment on adete rather than toapublic place (i.e., a restaurant or a movie), this may be 

perceived a6 suggestive behavior by men. Another example of nontradlttonal behavior would be a 

woman taking the initiative and asking the man out for a date. Muehlenhard, Friedman, &

Thomas (1985) presented male undergraduates with written vignettes about two hypothetical 

characters who were on a date. The vignettes manipulated who Initattated the dote ( the man or
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the women) and where they went (a religious function, a movie, the man's apartment). The 

results Indicated thot rape was rated as more justifiable when the couple went to the man's 

apartment than to a religious function or a movie. Additionally, rape was also rated as more 

Justifiable when the woman rather than the man Initiated the date (unless they went to a 

religious function). Therefore, if a woman engages In certain nontradltfonal behaviors, such as 

asking a man out or going to hts apartment, a man may see these behaviors as Indicative of the 

woman wanting sex and may therefore see rape as more justifiable.

In addition to respectability, sexual provocativeness, and tradltionallty, the attractiveness 

of the victim and how much the woman tries to resist the rape also play a role in perceptions of 

rape victims. Deltz, Llttman, & Bentley (1984) explored the effects of the physical 

attractiveness and resistance style of the rape victim on male and female mock jurors' social 

perceptions of the rape victims and rapists. They also Investigated the influence of subjects' 

pretrial empathy toward rape victims and rapists on attributions of responsibility. Subjects 

were asked to attend experimental sessions In which they were given the Rape Empathy Scale 

which was designed to measure subjects' empathy toward the rape victim and toward the rapist 

in a heterosexual rape situation. They were also given one of six written rape vignettes which 

varied the physical attractiveness (attractive versus unattractive) and resistance style 

(passive, assertive, or aggressive) of the rape victim.

The results Indicated that male subjects rated the psychological Impact of the rape for the 

victim as greater when the victim was described os attractive than when she was described as 

unattractive. Female subjects did not differ In their ratings of the psychological Impact of the 

rape for attractive and unattractive victims. Additionally, male subjects believed that the 

victim was more likely to have done something to have encouraged the rape, identified less with 

the victim, Identified more with the rapist, and had less positive feelings about the rape victim 

than did female subjects. Main effects were also found for rape empathy. Subjects who scored
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high on the Rape Empathy Scale experienced greater certainty about the rapist's guilt and 

attributed greater responsibility to him for the rape then did subjects who scored low on the 

Rape Empathy Scale. Similarly, high scoring subjects expressed more positive feelings about 

the rape victim and had greater Identification with her and felt that the victim was less likely to 

have done something to encourage the rape. Additionally, the attributions of responsibility of 

subjects who empathized with the rape victim were not affected by levels of victim 

attractiveness or resistance, while subjects who did not empathize with the victim rated the 

unattractive victim or the woman who passively resisted the rape as more likely to have 

encouraged the rape than the attractive victim or the woman who aggressively resisted the rape. 

Therefore, Deltz et al. ( 1984) found thot male subjects and subjects who exhibited low empathy 

toward the rape victim were more responsive to subtle manipulations of victim attractiveness 

and resistance than were females and subjects exhibiting hl£) empathy toward the rape victim

Lastly, the relationship between the victim and her assailant has also been found to hove an 

effect on men's perceptions of rape victims. Krulawltz ( 1982) examined the effects of the 

circumstances of the assault and the relationship between the victim and assailant on subjects' 

perceptions of a rape victim. There were three levels of rape circumstances (outside blitz, 

heme blitz, acquaintance rape). In the outside bllt2 cose report, the victim Indicated thot she 

was attacked by a stranger In a parking lot. In the home bl1t2 case report, the victim Indicated 

that she was attacked by a stranger In her own home Lastly, in the acquaintance rape case 

report, the victim Indicated that she was attacked In her own home by her dote. Subjects were 

then given a questionnaire regarding their perceptions of the victim.

The results Indicated that there wa6 a main effect for sex of subject. Women attributed more 

emotional upset to the victim than did men. Sax of subject was also found to interact with rape 

circumstances for attributions of victim upset. Men perceived a victim assaulted In her own 

home by on acquaintance as less upset than victims assaulted under the other two conditions.



18

Furthermore, men attributed less emotional upset to victims of either the home blitz or 

acquaintance rape than did women.

The results of the preceding studies Indicate that characteristics of the victim such as 

respectability, 9exuel provocativeness, 9ex role traditional I ty, attractiveness and physical 

resistance toward the rapist all play an Important role in shaping the attitudes of people toward 

the victim. Addltonelly, the relationship between the victim and her assailant also Influences 

people s perceptions with a closer relationship between the victim and assailant resulting In 

more blame toward the rape victim. Unfortunately, many of these characteristics are beyond 

the victim's control and leave her open to blame and criticism.

Characteristics of the Male Perceivar

Not only do characteristics of the victim play a role in men's attitudes toward the victim, 

characteristics of the male perclever also play a role. Some men may be more prone to view a 

rape victim sympathetically while others may be less sympathetic. For example, men are more 

likely to adopt the view of rape as violent if they themselves had been attacked or threatened or 

if they scored higher on the Bern Sex Role Inventory Femininity Scale ( Tieger, 1981). 

Therefore, men who show more sympathy toward rape victims probably have had life 

experiences which engendered a more empathetic response to rape victims and who feel freer to 

express the feminine aspects of their own personality.

On the other hand, there is a population of men with favorable attltudas concerning the 

commission of raped iegar, 1981). These men have beliefs which tend to minimize the violent 

Impact of rape on a victim. Additionally, they state a high likelihood of raping if they were 

assured that they could not get caught. The "high likelihood of rape* men blame the victim and 

sympathize more with the rapist than do men who would not rape a woman even if they knew 

they would not be punished (Ttegsr, 1981). These men mo/ have a 'macho personality" 

consisting of both violent and misog/nistlc attitudes. Mosher and Anderson (1986) had subjects
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f ill out a hyper masculinity Inventory which is a measure of the macho personality consisting of 

these three components: callous sexual attitudes, the perception of violence as being manly, and 

the perception of danger as being exciting Afterward, subjects listened through headphones to 

on audiotope of a mole voice depicting a realistic rape which the subjects were told to imagine 

committing The results indicated that the more macho men as revealed by their scores on the 

hypermascultnity scale compared to the less macho men were more sexually aroused by and 

experienced more positive and less negative affect while they Imagined committing a rape. The 

macho men experienced significantly less disgust, anger, fear, distress, shame, and guilt while 

they imagined committing a rape than did less macho men.

Psychological Explanations

In addition to personality and life experience differences, there are psychological 

explanations concerning men's attitudes toward rape victims. Perhaps the most frequently cited 

attrlbuttonal bias or error is called the fundamental attribution error which is the tendency of 

persons to underestimate the Impact of situational factors and to ever estimate the role of 

dispositional factors In controlling others' behavior (Jones, 1979). Jones and Ntsbett (1971) 

proposed that actors and observers differ in their susceptibility to the fundamental attribution 

error. In other words, actors attribute their own behavioral choices to situational factors and 

constraints, while observers are likely to attribute the same choices to the actor's stable 

personality traits.

Jones and Ntsbett (1971) offered several explanations for the actor-observer difference on 

the attribution of responsibility. They suggested that there are important differences in the 

perceptual and informational perspectives of the actors and observers. However, the more the 

observer takes the perspective of the actor, the more likely it is that the observer will make a 

situational attribution. Taking the perspective of the actor, and thereby making a situational 

attribution, should be facilitated when the observer empathizes with the actor.
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It hos been consistently shown thet women exhibit greeter empathy toward a rape victim 

than do men (Deltz etal., 1984; Deltz etal., 1984). Additionally, rape empathy cxrelates 

significantly with attributions of responsibility in rape situations. Individuals who have high 

levels of empathy toward rape victims attribute less responsibility for the crime to the victim 

and greeter responsibility to the rapist then Individuals who express less empathy toward the 

victims (Deltz etal., 1982). Furthermore, Individuals who exhibit low empathy toward rape 

victims are more responsive to subtle manipulations of victim resistance and attractiveness 

then are Individuals who exhibit high empathy toward rape victims. It appears that women 

empathize and identify more with the victim and assume the attrlbuttonal perspective of the 

rape victim ( the actor) to a greater extent than do men. However, men are less similar to the 

rape victim than women are and are thxefxe less likely to take the perspective of the victim. 

Because men maintain the perspective of the observer and are less empethettc with the female 

rape victim and since the perspective of the observer produces greater attribution to 

dlspoelttonal factors (Jones & Nlsbett, 1976), males should attribute the rape to dispositional 

factors of the victim to a greater extent then do females. This may result In men blaming the 

rape victim more than women blame the victim.

From another perspective, males may be more harsh In their Judgments of rape victims 

then females are In their Judgments of rape victims due to defensive attribution on the part of 

males. According to Shaver (1970), defensive attribution Is the making of attributions that 

avoid blame for those with whom we Identify. Shaver had subjects listen to a recording of an 

Interview with a stimulus person (perpetrator) who was responsible for an accident resulting 

In serious consequences for an Innocent victim. The perpetrator in the story was either similar 

x  dlsslmllx to the subjects. The results Indicated that the mxe simitar the subject was to the 

pxpetratx the less the subject blamed the pxpetratx.

These results have implications fx  males' and females' reactions towxd a rape victim x
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rapist. Men are more similar to a male rapist than to a female rape victim not only by virtue of 

the fact tint the/ are the same sex but also because a male is more likely In the future to find 

himself In the role of rapist then in the role of rape victim. To defend himself against future 

blame for an accusation of rape, a man me/ attribute little blame to the rapist and blame the 

rape victim (his potential accuser in the future). Conversely, women who are not only the same 

sex as the rape victim but are also more likely to be tn the position of being a rape victim rather 

than being a rapist, may attribute little blame toward the rape victim and blame the rapist. For 

a woman to blame a rape victim, she would be admitting the fact that she in the future should be 

held responsible if she were raped

In summary, there is an entire constellation of factors thot seem to Influence men's 

perceptions and evaluations of rape victims, ranging from psychological biases to victim and 

peroetver characteristics to sociological explanations regarding our culture. Some of these 

explanations seem to reflect a more negative attitude toward rape victims, some a more positive 

attitude, while other explanations reflect the fact that men may heve mixed attitudes depending 

upon their personality or other characteristics.

In any event, an affect-laden situation such as rape is predicted to strongly arouse men's 

ambivalence toward women as opposed to other less affect- laden situations such as robbery. To 

the extent thet males are ambivalent about women, rape should arouse both sympathy and 

hostility simultaneously. There will be sympathy for the victim of a heinous crime, but also 

hostility for the "temptress* who probably maneuvered the man into behaving aggressively, so 

she could heve sax without taking responsibility for the sex. This conflict will create inner 

tension because the man's self- image as a fair minded and sympathetic individual who is also 

discerning is under threat. The self-image cannot accommodate the simultaneous feelings of 

sympathy and hostility because the one feeling discredits the other feeling

This conflict can lead to a variety of efforts at conflict-reduction ( including psychological
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withdrawal from the stimulus situation). However, if the situation forces the subject to 

evaluate the culpability of the victim, he will try to resolve the emotional conflict by reacting 

extremely sympathetically or extremely critically, depending on whether culpability can be 

perceived as high or low. Therefore, it Is hypothesized that there Is a correlation between 

ambivalence (relatively high scores on both the pro-women and anti-women attitude scales) and 

extremity of evaluations of a rape victim, when apparent culpability Is manipulated

experimentally

Because of evidence demonstrating that issues such as perceived respectability, 

traditionalIty, resistance on the part of the victim, amount of force used during the rape, and the 

relationship between the victim and assailant have an Impact on attitudes toward rape victims, 

these culpability factors were manipulated In the hty blame versus low blame rape scenarios. 

More specifically, women who are perceived as being less respectable, less traditional, put up 

l8ss physical resistance to the rape, do not receive physical injury, and know their assailant are 

blamed more for the rape (Weiner & Rinehart, 1986; Kanekar & Kolsawalla, 1981; 

Muehlenhard, Friedman, & Thomas, 1985; Deltz et al., 1984). Therefore, the high blame rape 

victim was portrayed In this study as being less respectable, less traditional, putting up less 

physical resistance to the rape, receiving less physical Injury, and knowing her assailant; 

while the opposite characteristics and factors pertained to the low blame rape victim.

In the high and low blame robbery conditions, a similar strategy was used to develop the 

scenarios. However, It was hypothesized thot Intelligence may be as much of a factor If not more 

In relation to our attributions of blame toward robbery victims than Is respectability.

Therefore, the high blame robbery victim wae portrayed as both less intelligent as well as less 

respectable compered to the low blame robbery victim. (Although the hty blame rape victim 

was also portrayed as somewhat less Intelligent and as less respectable than the low blame rape 

victim).
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T h a ftirrn n tP iw rrh

Overview of Experiment

In the present stmty male subjects filled out sceles of positive and negative attitudes toward 

women. Then they were presented with on account of a crime perpetrated by a male against a 

female victim. The crime was either rape or robbery, and the victim was objectively either 

high or low in culpability. After reading the crime report, the subjects' rated the culpability of 

the victim and of the perpetrator, and were asked to Indicate their empathy toward the victim.

ftooUttaB

1 a) Ambivalence ( relatively high scores on both the pro-women and anti-women scales) 

will be negatively correlated with victim blame and positively correlated with victim empathy 

in the low blame rape condition. That is, subjects who are relatively high on ambivalence should 

blame the victim less and empathize with her more in the low apparent blame rape condition 

than should subjects who ore less ambivalent.

b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be related to subjects'blaming of the 

victim or empathy for the victim in the low blame rape condition.

c) Neither ambivalence nor the separate pro and anti scores will be correlated with 

blaming the criminal In the low blame rape condition (because these scores all refer to attitudes 

about women).

2 a) Ambivalence will be positively correlated with victim blame and negatively 

correlated with victim empathy in the high blame rape condition.

b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be related to victim blame or victim 

empathy in the high blame rape condition.

c) Neither the ambivalence score nor the separate pro and anti scores will be related to 

criminal blame In the hltft blame rape condition.

3 a) Ambivalence will not be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy in the
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low blame robbery condition. (No relations are expected because robbery Is not as affect- laden a 

crime as rape and It Is not a gender related crime.)

b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be related to victim blame or victim 

empathy In the tow blame robbery condition.

c) Additionally, neither the ambivalence score nor the separate pro and anti scores will 

be related to criminal blame tn the low blame robbery condition.

4e) Ambivalence will not be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy in the 

high blame robbery condition.

b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be related to victim blame or victim 

empathy in the high blame robbery condition.

c) Lastly, neither the ambivalence score nor the pro or anti scores alone will be related 

to criminal blame In the high blame robbery condition.
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2. METHOD 

Construct km of Pro and Anti F m ala Scales

Subjects were presented with 50 Items believed to reflect positive and negative attitudes 

toward women. Based on the theoretical distinction between attitudes toward women In 

the domain of social Issues and attitudes toward women in the domain of interpersonal 

relationships, two types of Items were developed, profemale and antifemale. Because people 

are probably more accepting of gender equality In relation to social issues due to the growth of 

the women's movement than gender equality in relation to interpersonal relationships, which 

may touch on some fundamental values In our society which are more resistant to change, the 

items relating to social issues oonsttuted the profemale Items while the Items relating to 

interpersonal relationships constituted the anttfemale items. Additionally, positive stereotypes 

of women were Incorporated as profemale Items and negative stereotypes of women were 

Incorporated as antifemale Items.

The twenty-five profemale Items consisted of 20 Items relating to social Issues. Subjects 

were asked to indicate their agreement and or disagreement regarding such issues as: portrayals 

of women In the media, job discrimination, employment opportunities for women, affirmative 

action policies toward women, women's economic power, the judgment accorded to women's 

work, etc. (see Appendix A). Some of the Items relating to women's employment opportunities 

and affirmative action were adapted from Kat2 & Hass (19B8) Pro-Black and Anti-Black Scales. 

A six-point response format was used (strongly agree to strongly disagree, with no neutral 

point), and scored from I to 6. All Items were scored so that higher scores Indicated greater 

agreement with the statement. Three of the profemale items relating to social issues were 

reverse coded.

Additionally, five of the 25 profemale Items consisted of positive stereotypes concerning 

women. Subjects were asked to Indicate their agreement/disagreement with the following
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stereotypes women are more nurturent than men, men are less tactful then women, women are 

more expressive then men, men are not as sensitive to others as women are sensitive to others, 

and women make better parents (see Appendix A).

The twenty-five antifemale Items consisted of 15 Items relating to Interpersonal 

relationships with women. Subjects were asked to Indicate their agreement/disagreement 

regarding such Issues as: the appropriateness of a woman asking a man for a date, a woman's 

concern with being a wife and mother versus her concern over a career, the sharing of household 

responsibilities, women dBStrlng not to marry, whether women should be responsible for birth 

control, etc. (see Appendix A). Three of the antifemale Items relating to interpersonal 

relationships were reverse coded.

Additionally, 10 out of the 25 anttfemale Items consisted of negative stereotypes of women. 

Subjects were asked to Indicate their agreement/disagreement with such stereotypes as: women 

are more emotional than men, women are less scientifically oriented than men, women are too 

demanding, women don't make up their minds easily, etc. (see Appendix A). Two of the 

antifemale items relating to negative stereotypes of women were reverse coded 

Subjects

Two hundred and fifty-six male undergraduates between the ages of 17 and 33 participated 

In the first questionnaire study. Ninety-five subjects were from the Brooklyn College subject 

pool and 161 subjects were canvassed from colleges In the New York area (Hunter, New York 

University, and Purchase). Subjects at Brooklyn College participated voluntarily In exchange 

for course credit. Subjects at the other colleges were approached by the experimenter and asked 

whether they would be willing to volunteer In a questionnaire study.

Prrariurfl
Subjects were told that they would be participating in an anonymous study exploring men's 

attitudes. They were informed not to put their names or any other identifiable Information on
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the questionnaire and were then handed the 50 item scale.

Factor analysis

A principal components factor analysis with vartmeK rotation and internal consistency and 

item-total correlations strategy was used to cull Items from the 50 Item domain to represent 

the profemale and antifemale Items. An exploratory principal components factor analysts with 

varlmax rotation was done on the total pool of 50 Items. An examination of the latent roots 

revealed two sizable factors followed by 12 smaller factors (roots- 9.09,4.91,1.93,1.70, 

1.66, 1.60, 1.45,1.39, 1.32,1.20,1 17, 1.13, 1.10,1.07). Using a loading criterion of 35 

x  higher, It was found thot 15 of the 25 antifemale items loaded only on Factor I ( 13 anti Items 

which loaded positively on the first factor & two reverse anti Items which loaded negatively on 

the first factor). Also, two of the reverse pro items uniquely loaded on Factor 1. Factor 1 can 

best be conceptualized as a traditional sex-rote scale (see Table I ).

For the second factor, 15 out of the 25 profemale Items loaded on It. No anttfemole items 

loaded on Factor 2. Factor 2 can best be conceptualized as an equal rights scale for women. An 

examination of the smaller factors revealed that these Items also loaded on Factors 1 and 2 and 

that these factors were untnterpretabte. Therefore, the results suggest that the pro and anti 

items constitute two separate dimensions (See Table I ). Two scales were derived after the 

factor analyte procedure, a 15 Item antifemale/sex-role tradltknellty scale ( the two reverse 

pro Items that loaded on Factor 1 were eliminated) and a 14 item profemale/equal rights scale 

(a pro Item explicitly dealing with rape was also eliminated). See Appendix B.
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TABLE 1. Item Loadings on hajx Factors
Item Factor 1 Factor2
39 Women are gaining too much economic power too quickly. * .72 06
34. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives 

and mothers than with desiring a professional career.
.71 .06

29 Today women ere not devoting enou î time to their families. .69 .10
40. Because many women are more emotional than men, they are not 

suitable for certain types of Jobs.
.67 19

49. Beceuse women spend too much money, husbands should primarily 
be responsible for the finances In the family.

.67 -.01

35. It is probably better for the relationship if the man is more sexually 
experienced than the woman.

.65 .05

20. In their push for equal rights women have become too demanding. .65 .10
27 host women ore not able to make up their minds easily .64 .14
13. Women who do not want at least one child are being selfish. .59 .06
46. host women are too demanding In their relationships with men. .59 19
24. There Is too much media attention being paid to the problems that 

women face. *
.52 -.07

22. Women often do not accept the responsibility that goes along with 
equality.

.52 .17

12. A wife should be willing to move If her husband's Job Involves 
relocation to a new place.

.52 -.01

21. host women are not as adventurous as men. .51 .28
23. A preschool child Is likely to suffer if his or her mother works 

full-time.
.46 .09

9. A woman can live a full and happy life without ever marrying. -44 .05
18. Women should not be expected to do the majority of the housework. -.43 .13
30. Too many women still lose out on Jobs and promotions because they 

are women.
-.30 .66

19. Women do not have the same employment opportunities that men do. -.22 .64
8. host women still cannot rise to positions of power In the business 

world because of discrimination.
-.25 .60

28. host big corporations in America are not really Interested in treating 
their male and female employees equally

-.13 .59

37. Movies often depict women in a negative way. -.10 .59
26. After being held back for so long, women deserve help in catching up. -.23 .52
45. Portrayals of women In the media are not fair to women. -.31 49
5. Television commercials portray women in a stereotypical way. -.23 .49
10. Today women still do not earn as much moneyas most men do. -.25 .47
4. Less media attention is paid to female athletes in comparison to male 

athletes.
-.17 .45

14. host men are not os sensitive os women are to the feelings of others. .22 .42
41. Sometimes female Job seekers should be given special consideration 

in hiring.
.14 .41

44. Rape victims are not treated fairly by the criminal Justice system* -.16 .40
2 It's surprislnmg thot women do as well as they do, considering all of 

the obstacles that they face.
.11 .40

50. It is likely that an article written by a woman will not be regarded as 
favorably as a comparable article written by a man.

•Reverse Pro items and rape item thot was eliminated from final scale

-.20

i
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I tan analysis and reliabilities

The Pearson correlations between scores on eech of the 15 individual anti Items end the 

total score on ell other antffemale items scale ranged from 42 to .70, all significant beyond the 

.01 level Correlations between Individual anti Items and the total profemale scale ranged from 

-02to-20. (All 15 items had a significant correlation with the total score on other Items of 

the same type and a lower correlation with the total score on the items of the opposite type.) The 

item-total scale correlations for the sample are found in Appendix C. Cronbach's coefficient 

alpha for the resulting 15 item antifemale (sex-role tradttlonaltty) scale was 88

The Pearson correlations between scores on the 14 individual pro items and the total 

profemale scale ranged from .36 to .67, all significant beyond the .01 level. Correlations 

between individual pro items and the total antifemale scale ranged from -.01 to .23. The 

item-total scale correlations for the sample are found in Appendix C. Cronbach's coefficient 

alpha for the resulting 14 Item profemale (equal rights) scale was .81.

Additionally, the correlation between the 14 item profemale scale and the 15 Item 

antifemale scale was - . 11 further supporting the Independence of these two scales.

Validity evidence

An additional sample of 54 undergraduate males from New York University and St. Peter's 

College were administered the resulting 29 item scale (15 anti Items and 14 pro Items) along 

with the shortened, 16 item version of the Marlowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale (see 

Appendix D). These scales were administered to undergraduate males enrolled in sociology and 

history classes who were asked by their instructors whether they would like to participate in an 

anonymous and totally voluntary study.. For the Marlowe-Crow ne Scale and the profemale scale, 

r(54)> - .13. and for the Marlcwe-Crowne and the antifemale scale r(54)» .10, indicating 

that subjects' responses to these two scales were not influenced by their attempt to portray 

themselves in a socially desirable way.
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To establish the construct validity of these two scales the 29 Item attitude questionnaire was 

administered to another sample of 76 undergraduates, 38 of whom were female and 38 of whom 

were male. Again, these were undergraduates at New York University and St. Peter's Co)legB who 

were enrolled In sociology and history classes who were asked by their instructors whether they 

would like to participate In an anonymous and totally voluntary study.

If the scales possess "construct validity", one should expect that known groups differ In 

response to the scales In a theoretically predictable manner. Therefore, women should score 

significantly higher on the pro scale than men do and women should score significantly lower on 

the anti scale than men score on the anti scale. The results Indicated thot women s scores 

(M=57.24) were significantly higher than men's scores (M-46.84) on the pro scale ( t( 74)= 

-4.94, p< OOI). Conversely, women's scores (M-38.71) were significantly lower than men's 

scores (M*50.84) on the anti scale (t( 74)= 4.72, p<001). Therefore, each scale 

demonstrates the ability to differentiate between two known groups.

Experiment

fcpOdflK

In a 2 X 2 factorial design, subjects were first given the attitude questionnaire (along with 

filler items) and then assigned to one of four experimental conditions. Half of the subjects were 

randomly assigned to read a report of a rape while the other half of the subjects read a report of 

a robbery. Half the time the rape or robbery victim was portrayed as "blameworthy" and half 

the time os not blameworthy. After reading the crime reports, subjects answered questions 

concerning victim blame, empathy for the victim, and criminal blame.

Subjects

One hundred and twenty male undergraduates participated in the study. Ninety- five of the 

subjects were students at the City University of New York (Brooklyn College, LaOuardla College, 

and Hunter College) while twenty-five of the subjects were students at St. Peter's College. The
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mean age of the subjects was 20.5 years old. The ethnic breakdown of the subjects was as 

follows. 65.8* white, 19.2* black, 9.2* Hispanic and 5.8* Aslan. Sublects at Brooklyn 

College participated voluntarily In exchange for course credit. Sublects at the other colleges 

were enrolled In psychology classes and were asked by their Instructors whether they would like 

to participate In an anonymous and totally voluntary study 

Procedure

Subjects were tested In groups ranging from two to ten (depending upon how many students 

signed up for the experiment or how many students there were in a class) and were instructed 

by a female graduate student that they would be participating In two separate studies. The first 

study was explained to the subjects as funded by the National Science Foundation, and designed to 

assess college students' attitudes toward various topics and groups. Subjects were told that they 

would be asked to indicate their agreement/disagreement with a variety of issues They were 

also Instructed to answer all of the statements and to reply as honestly as possible. The 

confidentiality of their responses was assured by the experimenter. The experimenter then told 

the subjects during the same experimental session that the second study was part of the 

experimenter's dissertation and concerned attitudes toward crime Subjects were instructed 

that they were going to read a crime scenario involving a police officer Interviewing a crime 

victim and answer some questions after reading the scenario. After the experimental session 

was completed, subjects were debriefed and thanked for their participation. Subjects were 

informed concerning the ambivalence hypothesis and were given an explanation as to why the 

nature of the study and the hypothesis had to be withheld from them until the end of the 

experimental session.

Attitude Questionnaire

Subjects were first presented with the 29 item questionnaire on attitudes about women,
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along with 35 filler Items incorporated Into the scale. The filler Items were used in an effort to 

disguise the purpose of the scale and make It appear to be a scale looking at attitudes toward 

various different issues and groups. Ten of the filler Items concerned attitudes toward 

democrats and republicans. Another ten of the filler items concerned attitudes toward various 

professionals (doctors, lawyers, teachers). Five of the items asked subjects about attitudes 

toward Hispanlcs, while three of the filler Items concerned attitudes toward Aslans. Seven of the 

filler Items concerned attitudes toward blacks adapted from the Katz and Hass ( 1988) racial 

attitude scales (see Appendix E)

Afterward subjects were presented with one out of four possible scenarios: high blame 

rape, low blame rape, high blame robbery, low blame robbery.

The Crime Scenarios

To Insure greeter experimental control, the demographic Information ( i.e., the victim s 

name, address and date of birth) as well as the name of the police officer and the description of 

the assailant were made identical In all four scenarios. The victim's name was listed as Nancy T. 

and her address was deleted. It was decided to give the victim only a last initial and to delete her 

address in order to make the scenarios appear more realistic and to appear to be protecting the 

identity of the victim. The victim's date of birth was listed as July 16,1967 and the police 

officer Interviewing her was named Officer Hartley. The assailant was described as being in hts 

mid-twenties with blondtsh hair and brown eyes, about five foot ten. and of average build. 

Additionally, in the high blame robbery and the high blame rape conditions the occupation of the 

victim (a cashier) was the same, both victims did not resist the rape or robbery, and the 

victims received no phylscal bruises or injury. The same held true for the low blame robbery 

and the low blame rape conditions where the occupation of the victim (a college student) was the 

same and both received physical injury
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High blame rapo mrdiikw in the hltfi blame rape condition the vtctlm, Nancy T., stated 

that she was a 21 year old cashier at Alexander's Department Store. She proceeded to tell the 

officer that she went to a party and was sitting around and dr Inking for a couple of hours. She 

started talking to a man whom she hod just met at the party and went back with him to his 

apartment. He became sexually aggressive and she told him "No" He then pushed her down on 

the couch and raped her. She Indicated that she did not resist his attack and was "sort of drunk" 

Additionally, she indicated that there were no bruises on her bod/. The victim told the officer 

that the assailant's first name was Steve and she did not know his second name. He was described 

os being in his mid-twenties with blondlsh hair and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of 

average build (see Appendix F).

Low blame race condition. The low blame rape vtctlm was portrayed as being more 

respectable and as exercising better judgment then the high blame rape victim. She was not 

drunk, not sexually provocative, did not go too strange man's apartment, did not know her 

assailant, physically resisted his attack, and received bodily Injury. The victim was a college 

student who was raped In a parking lot and received bodily Injury from her assailant.

In the low blame rape condition the vtctlm, Nancy T., stated that she was 21 years old and 

was a college student at New York University. She stated that she got out of class at nine-thirty 

at night and was walking to the parking lot when she heard footsteps behind her. She stated that 

she usually walked to the parking lot with someone else because it was dangerous but she didn't 

that night. As she approached her car, a man grabbed her from behind and put his hand over her 

mouth while holding a knife to her throat and told her not to scream. She tried to push his hand 

away from her throat and get away, but the assailant was stronger and cut her arm with his 

knife. She stated that she thought that the assailant was going to kill her. He then threw her into 

the car and her head hit the steering wheel and she could not move. The assailant then raped her



34

She was lying (teed for awhile but managed to cry out for help and a woman found her and called 

the police. Ms. T. Indicated that In addition to being cut on the arm there were bruises on her 

head, neck, and shoulders. The victim stated that she did not know her assailant but described 

him as being in his mid-twenties with btondlsh hair and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of 

average build, (see Appendix 0).

Utah blame robbery condition. In the hltft blame robbery condition the victim, Nancy T., 

stated that she was a 21 year old cashier at Alexander's Deaprtment Store. She proceeded to tell 

the officer that she was watting for a train at Grand Central Station when a man approached her 

claiming he had found a bag full of money. According to the victim, the man said that he would 

try to find a police officer and told her to hold the bag. He claimed that If he couldn't find a police 

officer, he would return and split the money with her. Ms. T. went on to state that she should 

have known that the story sounded fishy, but the thoutfit of getting half of the money was so 

"tempting". The vtctlm reported that after the man handed Ms. T. the bag, she put down her 

purse. He then left and she realized that he had stolden her bag. She also stated that she was not 

physically hurt. Additionally, she described the robber as being In his mid-twenties with 

btondlsh hair and brown eyas, about five foot tan, and of average build (see Appendix H).

i tm htoma rnhhwrv mnditinn in the tow blame robbery condition the victim. Nancy T.. 

stated that she was 21 years old and was a college student at New York University. She stated 

that she went to the bank to cash a check, and that while at the bank she started to count her 

money. When she finished counting her money, she hod noticed that a man was staring at her 

Ms. T. went on to say that she probably shouldn't have counted her money out in the open but did 

so because she was in a hurry. After she left the bank and started crossing the street, someone 

knocked her to the ground and stole her purse. She stated that she recognized the man who 

knocked her down as the man from the bank. Ms. T. claimed that she was physically hurt when
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the robber knocked her to the ground. She also bruised her knees badly as she fell. The assailant 

was described as being in his mid-twenties with blondlsh hair and bown eyes, about five foot 

ten. and of average build, (see Appendix I)

Dependant Measures

In order to assess subjects' attributions of blame toward the victim and criminal and 

empathy toward the victim, a 13 Item Likert-type scale was administered to the subjects at the 

end of the scenario that they had read (see Appendix J & K) The statements were chosen to 

reflect evaluation along the a prtot dimensions of perceived victim blame, perceived criminal 

blame, empathy, perceived Intelligence, and perceived respectability. Each of the Items were 

scored on a six point scale ranging from 1 -strongly disagree to 6-strongly agree, with no 

neutral point. The items U9ed to tap victim blame, criminal blame, victim empathy, perceived 

Intelligence of the victim. and perceived respectability of the victim were as follows:

Item I. (General victim blame)

The vtctlm Is at least partially responsible for what happened to her.

Item 2 (General criminal blame)

The rapist/robber should be given the maximum jail sentence if caught and convicted.

Item 3. (Characterological victim blame I )

The vtctlm may have prevented the rape/robbery by changing some aspect of her character 

or personality 

Item 4. (Characterological criminal blame)

Theraptst/robber is a oold-bloodsd criminal.

Item 5. (Behavioral criminal blame)

The rapist /robber behaved in a reckless way
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Item 6. (Behavioral victim blame 1)

The victim may have prevented the rape/robbery by changing 9ome aspect of her behavior.

Item 7. (Characterologlcal victim blame 2)

The victim is a somewhat careless person

Item 8. (Behavioral victim blame 2)

The victim should have known better than to behave as she did.

Item 9. (Perception of victim's intelligence)

The victim seems like an intelligent person.

Item 10. (Perception of victim's respectability)

The victim seems like a very respectable person.

Item 11. (Victim empathy I) 

l feel sympathy for the victim.

Item 12. (Victim empathy 2)

The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.

Item 13 (Victim empathy 3)

The victim did not deserve what happened to her
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3. RESULTS 

Pro and Anti-Woman Spates 

It was hypothesized that attitudes toward women in the domoln of social Issues would be 

independent from attitudes toward women in the domain of Interpersonal relationships. The 

Product Moment correlation between the total pro and total anti scores for this sample of 120 

subjects was -.25, p< 01. However, In the prior administration of this scale using a sample of 

256 subjects the pro and anti scales were found to be uncorrelated ( the correlation for the 

prior sample as discussed earlier was 11)

The Item-total correlations for this sample are shown in Appendix L. The most notable 

difference between this pattern of item-total correlations and the pattern found In the earlier 

sample (see Appendix C) lies with some of the pro items. In this sample, pro items I and 2 do 

not correlate strongly with either scale. Item pro 5 correlates more strongly with the total anti 

score than with the total pro score. Lastly, item pro 12 correlates about equally well with both 

the total pro and total anti scores. Apart from these differences, the pattern of correlations for 

both samples appears to be similar.

Internal consistency os measured by Cronbach's alpha for the profemale scale was. 78 and 

for the antifemale scale was .80 thus demonstrating Internal consistency. ( In the original 

sample discussed earlier, the alpha for the profemale/equel rights scale was .81 and for the 

antlfemele/tradlttoneltty scale was .88).

Experimental Results 

Reliability of Blama and Fmmrfhy M—w ire

The reliability of the five statements used to assess subjects' perceptions of victim blame 

( two choretsroloQico! measures of victim blame, two behavioral measures of victim blame, and 

one general measure of victim blame) was .87 as measured by Cronbach's coefficient alpha.
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Furthsrmore, the reliability of the three statements used to essess perceptions of criminal 

blame (one cherecterologloel measure of criminal blame, one behavioral measure of criminal 

blame, and one general measure of criminal blame) was. 76. Lastly, the reliability of the three 

statements used to assess victim empathy was. 79. Because the Items relating to victim blame, 

criminal blame, and victim empathy were found to be Internally consistent, they were combined 

to produce three composite scores (a victim blame composite score, a criminal blame composite 

score, and a victim empathy composite score) to test all of the experimental hypotheses. 

Perception of Victim Checks

In ordar to assess the efficacy of the blame manipulations, the dsta were analyzed usings 

2X2 analysis of variance, with two levels of victim blame (hty vs. low) and two types of crime 

(rape vs. robbery). The results indicated that there was a significant main effect for blame on 

the perception of the victim's Intelligence^ 1,116M5.42,p<000(seeTable2). Subjects 

perceived victims In the h ty blame conditions as significantly less Intelligent then victims in 

the low blame conditions. Additionally, there was also a significant main effect for blame on the 

perception of the victim's respectability, F( 1,116)»58.52, p< 000. Subjects perceived 

victims In the hty blame conditions as significantly lass respectable than victims in the low 

blame conditions. Therefore, the desired perceptions of the victims ware achieved in the high 

and low blame conditions.

Additional V if the manipulations were successful, than subjects should blame the victims 

more and the criminals less In the high blame conditions (where the victim Is less respectable) 

then In the low blame conditions. These results were found. On all Individual measures of 

victim blame, on a net victim blame score (composed of the standardized victim blame composite 

score minus the standardized criminal blame composite score), as well as on a combined total 

victim blame composite measure (composed of two measures of characters logical victim blame,
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TABLE 2. Mean Attribution of Blame and Empathy Ratings

Experimental Conditions 
Low Low High High Main Main Blame
Blame Blame Blame Blame Effect- Effect- X 

Blame & Empathy Ratings Rape Robbery Rape Robbery Blame Crime Crime

Composite Victim Blame 12.30 17.63 21.93 24.67 103.46*** 24.24*** 2.52

Net Victim Blame -3.83 4.83 8.60 14.80 114.63*** 50.49*** 1.39

Composite Victim Empathy 17.23 14.50 14.77 11.53 33.11*** 39.93*** .28

Composite Criminal Blame 16.13 12.80 13.33 9.87 23.78*** 33.46*** 01

General Victim Blame 1.97 3.47 4.67 5.10 99.74*** 19.85*** 6.04*

Character Victim Blame 1 1.97 2.97 3.47 4.67 40.85*** 19.31*** .16

Character Victim Blame 2 2.83 3.60 4.57 5.03 42.41*** 6.43*** .38

Behavior Victim Blame 1 3.13 4.13 4.97 5.13 40.29*** 6.83*** 3.49*

Behavior Victim Blame 2 2.40 3.47 4.27 4.73 43.49*** 10.42*** 1.60

Victim Empathy 1 5.63 460 4.73 3.47 20.50*** 26.22*** .27

Victim Empathy 2 5.73 4.80 5.00 3.80 19.58*** 29.67*** .46

Victim Empathy 3 5.87 5.10 5.03 4.27 19.03*** 16.11*** .01

General Criminal Blame 5.60 4.77 4.43 4.07 13.55*** 5.60** .85

Character Criminal Blame 5.13 3.60 3.93 2.80 13.74*** 24.42*** .55

Behavior Criminal Blame 5.40 4.43 4.97 3.00 16.34*** 40.35*** 4.69*'

Intelligence Check 4.67 4.27 3.00 2.93 45.42*** 1.10 .56

Respectability Check 4.47 4.47 3.10 2.83 58.52*** .46 .46

Mote The higher the 9cora, the greater the blame or empathy.

*p< 10; **p<05; ***p<01
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two measures of behavtorol victim blame, and one general victim blame measure), victims were 

blamed significantly more In the h ty blame than In the low blame conditions,

F( 1,116)-I03.46, p<.000 (see Table 2 for mean scores). Additionally, on all Individual 

measures of criminal blame as well as on a combined total criminal blame composite measure 

(consisting of one measure of charactarologlcol criminal blame, one measure of behavioral 

criminal blame, and one general criminal blame measure), criminals were blamed 

significantly lass In the hty blame conditions (where the victim is leas respectable) than in the 

low blame conditions, F( 1,116)-23.78,p<.000. Lastly, on all Indivldul measures of victim 

empathy as well as on a combined total victim empathy composite score, victims ware 

empathized with significant ly more In the low blame conditions, F( 1.116)»33. i 1,p<000. 

Therefore, the manipulations were proven successful In the study.

Addtkmally, a significant main affect for crime was found on all attributions of blame toward 

victims and criminals and on all measures of victim empathy. On all Individual measures of 

victim blame, on the net victim blame score, os well as on a combined total victim blame 

composite score, robbery victims were blamed significantly more than rape victims,

F( 1,116>-2424 , p< 000 as shown in Table 2. On all Individual measures of criminal blame 

as well as on a combined total criminal blame composite score, rapists ware blamed 

significantly more than robbers, F( I ,t 16)-33.46,p<000. Lastly, on all Individual measures 

of empathy as well as on a combined total empathy composite score significantly more empathy 

was given to the rape than the robbery victims, F( 1, 116)-39.93, p<000. No interactions 

between blame and crime were found on attributions of blame toward the victim or criminal or 

on victim empathy on any of the composite measures. Therefore, It seams that rape victims are 

viewed less punitive ly than robbery victims and rapists are held more responsible than robbers 

for the commission of their crime.
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Test of Hypothesis 1

Hypothesis 1 a states thet ambivalence w ill be negatively correlated with victim blame and 

positively correlated with victim empathy in the low blame rape condition. An ambivalence 

score was computed by converting the pro scale and the anti scale respectively into standardized 

scales. To make the standardized scores all positive, with a distribution with a mean of 50 and a 

standard deviation of 10, the Z score for the pro scale and the Z score for the anti scale was 

multiplied by 10 and a constant (50) was added to this number. Then the transformed pro and 

anti scores were multiplied to yield an ambivalence score.

As shown in Table 3, Pearson correlations were computed between ambivalence scores and 

measures of victim blame and victim empathy In the tow blame rape condition. The results 

indicate that ambivalence was significantly positively, not negatively, correlated with the 

victim blame composite score, r(30)- 40, p<03. That is, subjects who were ht̂ ier on 

ambivalence toward women blamed the rape victim more in the tow blame rape condition than 

subjects who were less ambivalent toward women. Looking at the individual measures of victim 

blame, the correlation between ambivalence and victim blame is much stronger for the general 

and characterologtcel measures of victim blame than for the behavioral measures of victim 

blame. The correlations between ambivalence and the general and two characterotoglca) 

measures of victim blame are .53, .41, & .46 respectively (all p8< 05). Additionally, a net 

victim blame score was computed (composed of the standardized victim blame composite score 

minus the standardized criminal blame composite score) indicating that ambivalence was 

positively correlated with the net victim blame score, r(30)*>.59. p< 001.

On the other hand, ambivalence was negatively, not positively, correlated with the victim 

empathy composite score although this correlation did not reach statistical significance. That Is, 

subjects who were more ambivalent tended to empathize less with the tow blame rape victim
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TABLE 3. Low Blame Rapa Correlations fx  Scales and Ratings8

Blame & Empathy Ratings

Ambivalence-
Rating
Correlation

Pro Scale-
Rating
Correlation

Anti Scale-
Rating
Correlation

(Pro-Antl)-
Ratlng
Correlation

Victim Blame Composite Score .40** .11 42** - 22

Nat Victim Blame .59*** .34* .43** -06

Victim Empathy Composite Score - 19 -.01 -.25 17

Criminal Blame Composite Score -.56*** -.45*** -.27 -.13

Qeneral Victim Blame .53*** .18 .51*** -.24

Ctaractsroiogtcal Victim Blame 1 .41** It 49«»« -.27

Charactaroloqtcal Victim Blame 2 .46*** .34* .33* .01

Behevtoral Victim Blame 1 .02 -.14 .11 -.17

Behavioral Victim Blame 2 .11 -.09 .18 -.19

Victim Empathy 1 -.19 -04 -.21 .12

Victim Empathy 2 -06 .12 -.23 .24

Victim Empathy 3 -28 -.14 -.20 .04

General Criminal Blame -.38** -.31* -.18 -.10

Chxactarotogloel Criminal Blame -.55*** -.45*** -.28 -.12

Behavioral Criminal Blame _55««« -.44** -.26 -.12

Note. an-30

*p<. 10; **p<05; ***p<.Ol (all teats are two-tailed).
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than did subjects who ware less ambivalent. Therefore, the ambivalence prediction was 

disaffirmed In the low blame rape condition with ambivalence being significantly positively 

correlated with victim blame and somewhat negatively correlated with victim empathy.

Hypothesis I b states the neither the pro/equal rights nor the antl/tradtttonellty scores 

alone w ill be correlated with victim blame or victim empathy in the low blame rape condition. 

The results, as shown In Table 3, Indicate that the pro/equal rights score was not significantly 

correlated with the victim blame composite score, nor was It correlated with the victim 

empathy composite score, although there was a trend for the pro/equal rights score to be 

positively correlated with the net victim blame score, r(30)-.34, p< 06.

However, the antl/tradlttonollty 9core was significantly positively correlated with the 

victim blame composite score, r( 30)-.42. p<02, and with the net victim blame score, r( 30)- 

.43, p<.02. In other words, the higher the subject's antt/tradlttonality score the more he 

blamed the low blame rape victim. Examining the Individual measures of victim blame, there is 

a similar pattern of correlations to the correlations between ambivalence and the Individual 

measures of victim blame. That Is, the correlation between the antl/tradltlonallty score and 

victim blame Is much strongsr for the general and characterologtcal measures of victim blame 

than for the behavioral measures of victim blame. The correlations between the 

antl/tradltlonallty score and the general and two charactsrologlcal measures of victim blame are 

.51, .49, & .33 respectively as shown In Table 3 (all ps<. 10). Additionally, the 

antl/tradltlonallty score ( like the ambivalence score) shows a low negative correlation with the 

victim empathy composite score although this correlation did not reach statistical significance.

In other words, the higher the subject's antl/tradltlonallty soore the less he tended to empathize 

with the low blame rape victim. Therefore, hypothesis I b was only partially confirmed due to 

the unexpected correlation between the antl/tradltlonallty score and victim blame.
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Hypothesis 1 c states that neither ambivalence nor the pro/equal rights or 

antt/tradlttonellty scores alone w ill be correlated with criminal blame In the low blame rape 

condition. The results. os shown In Table 3, indicate that ambivalence was significant ly 

negatively correlated with the criminal blame composite score, r( 30)*-.56, p< 00! 

Additionally, the pro/equal rights score was significantly negatively correlated with the 

criminal blame composite score, r( 30)*-.45, p<01. The antl/tradltlonallty score was also 

slightly negatively correlated with the criminal blame composite score althoutfi not 

significantly so. Therefore, hypothesis 1 c was only partially confirmed due to the unexpected 

correlation between the ambtvalenoe score and criminal blame and between the pro/equal rights 

score and criminal blame In the low blame rape condition.

Therefore, the first hypothesis was mostly dlsoonftrmed Instead of ambivalence being 

negatively correlated with victim blame and positively correlated with victim empathy, the 

opposite results occurred Subjects who were htyer on ambivalence blamed the lew blame rape 

victim more and showed a slltfrt tendsncy to empathize with her less then were subjects who 

were lower on ambivalence toward women. An unexpected, but similar, pattern of correlations 

was found between the antt/tradlttonellty score and victim blame and victim empathy ( the 

antt/tradtttonellty score was slgntfoantly positively correlated with victim blame and slightly 

negatively correlated with victim empathy). Lastly, both the ambtvalenoe score and the 

pro/equal rights score were found to be significantly negatively correlated with criminal blame 

despite the hypothesis suggesting that they should be unoorreleted 

Qthr Finding-LaaBtone Rapa QondltIon

Correlations were also computed between measures of blame and empethy, respectively, and 

the additive score (the standardized total pro score minus the standardized total anti score) In 

the low blame rape condition, olthoug no predictions were mads concerning the nature of these
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correlations. Correlations ware mads bat wean the additive score and blame and empathy ratings 

to test whether a unidimensional net favor ability score would be more predictive of evaluations 

of victims than would be the other attitude scores.The results Indicated, as shown In Table 3, 

that the additive score was not significantly correlated with any measures of victim blame, 

victim empathy, or criminal blame.

Additionally, the complete matrix of Intercorrelations for the scales and the composite and 

net ratings in the low blame rape condition Is found in Appendix M. As shown in Appendix M, the 

pro/equal rights score was not significantly correlated with the antf/tradtttonallly score in the 

low blame rape condition, r( 30)—.02, p< 93.

Test of Hypothesis 2

Hypothesis 2 a states that ambivalence w ill be positively correlated with victim blame and 

negatively correlated with victim empathy in the high blame rape condition. The results, os 

shown in Table 4, indicate that ambivalence is not significantly correlated with any of the victim 

blame scores nor with any of the victim empathy scores. Therefore, the ambivalence prediction 

was disoonfirmed in the hty blame rape condition.

Hypothesis 2 b states that neither the pro/equal rights nor the antt/trodttionaltty scores 

alone w ill be correlated with victim blame or victim empathy in the high bleme rape condition. 

As shown in Table 4, the results confirmed the prediction.

Hypothesis 2 c states that neither the ambivalence score nor the pro/equal rights or 

anti/tradittonoltty scores alone w ill be related to attributions of criminal bloma in the high 

blame rope condition. The results were found to confirm this hypothesis.

Therefore, contrary to the hypotheses the results for the hty blame rope condition failed to 

demonstrate any significant correlations between ambivalence, pro/equol rights scores, 

antt/trodittonaltty scores, and meosures of victim blame, victim empathy, and criminal blame
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TABLE 4. Hty Blame Rape Cor relations for Scales and Ratings8

Blame & Empathy Ratings

Ambivalence-
Rating
Correlation

Pro Scale-
Rating
Correlation

Anti Scale-
Rating
Correlation

(Pro- Anti )-
Rating
Correlation

Victim Blame Composite Score .04 .06 -.01 .04

Net Victim Blame - 12 .01 -.09 .06

Victim Empathy Composite Score - 14 .02 -.13 .09

Criminal Blame Composite Score .20 .05 .11 -.04

General Victim Blame -.03 .13 -.16 .17

Characterologlcal Victim Blame I .30 06 22 -.07

Charactarologlcal Victim Blame 2 -.06 .04 -.09 .07

Behavioral Victim Blame 1 -.28 -.18 -.08 -.05

Behavioral Victim Blame 2 .07 .07 -.01 .04

victim Empathy l .12 .02 .11 -.05

Victim Empathy 2 -.12 .22 -.32* 30*

Victim Empathy 3 -.30 -.14 -.12 -.01

General Criminal Blame -.07 -.10 .01 -.06

Characterologlcal Criminal Blame .22 -.08 .22 -.17

Behavioral Criminal Blame .26 .25 .01 .13

Mote8n-30

•pOO; **p<.05; «**p<.01 (all tests are two-tailed).
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These results dtsoonflrmed the motor hypothesis thet subjects who are high on ambtvalenoe 

toward women w ill blame the high blame rape victim more and empathize with her less than 

subjects who are lower on ambtvalenoe toward women.

Other F Indlnos-High P m  Qondlttan

Measures of blame and empathy were also correlated with the additive score for the high 

blame rape condition, os shown In Table 4 No predtctttons were made concerning the 

relationship between the additive score and blame and empathy. The results indicated that the 

additive score was not significantly correlated with any composite measures of victim blame, 

victim empathy, or criminal blame.

The complete matrix of Intercorrelations for the scales and the composite and net ratings In 

the high blame rape condition is found In typendix N. In the h ty blame rape condition the 

pro/equal rty ts  score was found to be significantly negatively correlated with the 

antl/tradltlonallty score, r( 30)— .57, p<001, as shown In Appendix N.

Test of Hypothesis 3

Hypothesis 3o states thet ambivalence w ill not be correlated with victim blame or with 

victim empathy In the low blame robbery condition. This prediction was confirmed as shown in 

Table 5. The results showed that ambivalence was not significantly correlated with the victim 

blame composite score, the net victim blame score, nor was it correlated with the victim 

empathy composite score.

Hypothesis 3 b states that neither the pro/equal rights nor the antt/tradittoneltty scores 

alone w ill be correlated with victim blame or victim empathy In the low blame robbery 

condition. As shown In Table 5, the pro/equal rights score was not correlated with the victim 

blame composite score, the net victim blame score, nor with the victim empathy composite 

score. The antl/tradltlonallty score was also not found to be significantly correlated with the
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TABLE 5. Low Blame Robbery Cor re let tons for Scales and Ratings8

Blame & Empathy Ratings

Ambivalence-
Rating
Correlation

Pro Scale-
Rating
Correlation

Anti Scale-
Rating
Correlation

(Pro- Anti )- 
Rating 
Correlation

Victim Blame Composite Score .11 -.09 .24 -.21

Net Victim Blame .23 - 10 .41** -33*

Victim Empethy Composite Score -.06 .25 -.33* 38**

Criminal Blame Composite Score -.20 .05 -.33* .25

General Victim Blame -.10 -.09 -.01 -.05

Characterologlcal Victim Blame 1 .01 -.18 .22 -.26

Characterologicel Victim Blame 2 .22 .04 .21 -.11

Behavioral Victim Blame 1 .05 .11 .01 .06

Behavioral Victim Blame 2 IB -.14 .34* -.31*

Victim Empethy 1 -.10 .12 -.24 .23

Victim Empathy 2 -.08 .25 -.34* .38**

Victim Empethy 3 .04 .29 -.26 .35*

General Criminal Blame -.46*** -.23 -.36** .08

Characterologfcal Criminal Blame -.15 -.02 -.16 .09

Behavioral Criminal Blame .27 .46*** -.18 .41**

Note. an-30

*p<.lO; **p<.05; ***p<.01 (all tests are two- tal lad).
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victim blame composite soon However, the antl/tradltlonellty score was significantly 

positively correlated with the net victim blame score, r( 30)-.41, p< 03. Acftfltlonalfy. there 

was a trend for the antl/tradltlonallty score to be negatively correlated with the victim empethy 

composite score, r( 30)—.33. p<07. Therefore, hypotheets 3 b was confirmed except 

for the positive correlation between the antt/tradttloneltty score and the net victim blame score 

and the trend for the anti/traditionallty score to be negatively correlated with the victim 

empethy composite score.

Hypothesis 3 c states that neither ambivalence nor the pro/equal rights or 

antl/tradltlonallty scores alone w ill be correlated with criminal blame in the low blame 

robbery condition. Ambivalence was not found to be correlated with the criminal blame 

composite score, nor was the pro/equal rights score found to be correlated with the criminal 

blame composite score. However, there was a trend for the antl/tradltlonallty score to be 

negatively correlated with the criminal blame composite score. r(30)—.33. p< 07. Therefore, 

hypothesis 3 c was confirmed except for the trend for the antl/tradltlonallty score to be 

negatively correlated with the criminal blame score.

Therefore, the results for the low blame robbery condition largely confirmed the prediction 

that ambivalent attitudes, or pro/equal rights scores or antl/tradltlonallty scores alone w ill not 

be related to evaluations of victim blame, victim empathy, or criminal blame with a low blame 

robbery victim. However, there was a trend for people with higher antl/tradltlonallty scores to 

empathize leas with the low blame robbery victim and blame the criminal In this condition to a 

lesser degree than those with lower anti/trodlttonaltty scores. Additionally, the 

antl/tradltlonallty score was significantly positively correlated with the net victim blame score 

(althoufh It was not significantly correlated with the victim blame composite score or with 

most Individual mees<res of victim blame).
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Other flnflnos-Low Blame Robbery Condition

Measures of blame and empathy were also oorrelatad with the additive score for the low 

blame robbery condition, as shown In Table 5, although no predictions were made concerning the 

relationship between the additive score and blame and empathy. The results Indicated that the 

additive score was not significantly correlated with either the victim blame composite score, 

nor with the criminal blame composite score However, the additive score was significantly 

positively correlated with the victim empethy composite score, r(30)-.38, p<04. There was 

also a trend for the additive score to be negatively correlated with the net victim blame score, 

r(3 0 )-.3 3 . p<08

The complete matrix of intarcorrelatlons for the scales and composite and net ratings In the 

low blame robbery condition is found In Appendix 0. As shown in Appendix 0, the pro/equal 

rights score was not significantly correlated with the antl/tradtttonelity score in the low blame 

robbery condition, r(30)—.21, p< 26.

Test of Hypothesis 4

Hypothesis 4 a states that ambivalence w ill not be correlated with victim blame or with 

victim empathy In the ht<h blame robbery condition. This prediction was confirmed as shown in 

Table 6. The results show that ambivalence was not significantly correlated with the victim 

blame composite score, the net victim blame score, nor with the victim empathy composite 

score.

Hypothesis 4 b states that neither the pro/equal rights nor the antl/tradltlonallty scores 

alone w ill be correlated with victim blame or victim empathy in the high blame robbery 

condition. The results Indicated that there was a trend for the pro/equal rights score to be 

somewhat positively correlated with the victim blame composite score, r(30)=35, p< 06, and 

to be significantly positively correlated with the net victim blame score, r( 30)« 47, p< 01.
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TABLE 6. Hty Blame Robbery Correlations for Scales and Ratings8

Blame & Empathy Ratings

Ambivalence-
Rating
Correlation

Pro Scale-
Rating
Correlation

Anti Scale-
Rating
Correlation

(Pro-Antl)-
Rattng
Correlation

Victim Blame Composite Score .27 .35* .06 .19

Net Victim Blame .11 47««» -.28 .49***

Victim Empathy Composite Score .03 .17 -20 .24

Criminal Blame Composite Score .10 -.35* .48*** _ 54***

General Victim Blame -.07 .26 -.30 .36**

Characterologlcal Victim Blame 1 .32* .44** -.01 29

Characterologlcal Victim Blame 2 .26 .25 .13 .08

Behavioral Victim Blame 1 -.03 -.06 .05 -.07

Behavioral Victim Blame 2 .35* .20 .29 -.06

Victim Empathy 1 .32* .26 .10 12

Victim Empathy 2 -.24 .10 -.43** .35*

Victim Empethy 3 -.07 -.03 -.14 .07

General Criminal Blame -.01 -.33* .34* -.43**

Characterologlcal Criminal Blame .13 -.35* .46*** -.52***

Behavioral Criminal Blame .13 -.15 .35* -.32*

Note.8 n»3Q

*p<. 10; **p<.05; ***p<.01 (all tests are two-tailed).
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However, the pro/equal rights score was not correlated with the victim empathy composite 

score. Lastly, the antl/tradltlonallty score was not slgniflcentty correlated with the victim 

blame composite score, the net victim blame score, nor with the victim empathy composite 

score. Therefore, the results largely confirm hypothesis 3 b except for the trend for the 

pro/equal rights score to be positively correlated with the victim blame composite score and 

significantly positively correlated with the net victim blame score.

Hypothesis 4 c states that neither the ambivalence nor the pro/equal rights or the 

antl/tradltlonallty scores alone w ill be correlated with criminal blame In the high blame 

robbery condition. As shown In Table 6, ambtvalenoe was not found to be significantly 

correlated with the criminal blame composite score. However, there was a trend showing that 

the pro/equal rights score was negatively correlated with criminal blame 1n the hty blame 

robbery condition, r( 30)— .35, p< 06. Lastly, the antl/traditlonellty score was found to be 

significantly positively correlated with criminal blame In this condition, r( 30)«48, p< 01. 

Therefore, hypothesis 4c was only partially confirmed due to the unexpected trend for the 

pro/equal rights score to be negatively correlated with criminal blame and the significant 

positive correlation between the antl/tradltlonallty score and criminal blame In the hty blame 

robbery condition.

Therefore, the results for the h ty blame robbery condition confirmed the prediction that 

ambivalent attitudes toward women w ill not Influence victim blame, victim empethy, or 

criminal blame In the hty blame robbery condition. However, there was an unexpected trend 

for the pro/equal rights score to be positively correlated with the victim blame composite score 

and negatively correlated with the criminal blame composite score. Additionally, there was a 

significant positive correlation between the pro/equal rty ts  score and the net victim blame 

score. Therefore, subjects with a h ty pro/equal rty ts  score tended to blame the victim more
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and the criminal less In the high blame robbery condition Lastly, unexpectedly the 

antl/tradlttonaltty score was found to be significantly positively correlated with criminal blame 

In the hty blame robbery condition.

Other Flndlnps-H ltf|W ^P«M ^fi«tfltlm

Measures of blame and empathy were also correlated with the additive soore for the high 

blame robbery condition, os shown In Table 6. The results Indicated that the additive score was 

not significantly correlated with either the victim blame composite score or with the victim 

empathy composite soore. However, the additive score was significantly positively correlated 

with the net victim blame score, r( 30)*.49, p<.01, and significantly negatively correlated 

with the criminal blame composite score, r(30)—.54 p< 002.

The complete matrix of Intercorrelations for the scales and composite and net ratings In the 

high blame robbery condition Is found In Appendix P. As shown In Appendix P, the pro/equal 

rights soore was not significantly correlated with the antl/tradltlonallty soore In the high blame 

robbery condition, r( 30)— .20, p<29.
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4. DISCUSSION

This research first developed a 9cale to measure men's ambivalence toward women.

Previous research had taken a untdtmenslonal approach to the topic of how men viewed women 

This stud/ viewed men's ottttudBs as not simply positive or negative toward women, but as 

having both posltve as well as negative components. It was hypothesized that man's attitudes 

toward women In the domain of social Issues would be independent from men's attitudes toward 

women In the domain of interpersonal relationships For example, men can believe thet women 

should get equal pay for equal work and at the same time believe that women should primarily be 

responsible for housekeeping and childrearing. The results showed In the original validation 

stud/ thet these attitudes were unoorreleted (-.11). However, In the experiment, these 

attitudes ware found to be negatively correlated (-.25). Although this correlation reached 

statistical significance, the correlation itself is s till not very high. Only In the high blame rape 

condition were the pro/equal rights and antl/tradltlonallty attitudes found to be significantly 

correlated Therefore, one can tentatively conclude that while these attitudes may tend to be 

somewhat negatively correlated in some samples they con also function independently.

The scales developed were found to be internally consistent, uncorrelated with the Marlowe 

Crowne Social Desirability Scale, and differentiated between known groups (women scored 

higher on the pro/equal rights scale and lower on the antl/tradltlonallty scale than did men).

The advantage of hwlng two scales Is thet sometimes the pro/equal rights scale is predictive of 

evaluations of female victims while sometimes the antl/tradltlonallty scale is predictive of 

evaluations of female victims. That is. the results show that these scales tend to function 

independently and sometimes one soore Is more predictive of evaluations of female victims than 

is the other score.

The results of this stud/ do not confirm the major hypotheses. Post hoc tests done on items
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that most cloorly mat the psychometric criteria ( items with a significant and higher 

correlation with the total score on other Items of the same type and a low correlation with the 

total score on Items of the opposite type) yielded the same results. It woe predicted thet 

ambtvalenoe would be negatively correlated with victim blame and positively correlated with 

victim empathy In the low blame rape condition. The results Indicated thet ambivalence was 

significantly positively r( 30)- 40, p< 03, not negatively, correlated with victim blame and 

somewhat negatively r(30)—. 19. p< 32, not positvely, correlated with victim empethy in the 

low blame rape condition. However, the ambivalence soore was significantly correlated only 

with the general and characterologlcal measures of victim blame and not the behavioral 

measures. Therefore, these results can be cons Wared a significant dlsoonf Irmotkm of the 

hypothesis since the signs of the two correlations are In directions oppposlte to the prediction.

Secondly, It was predicted that neither the pro/equel rights nor the ontt/troditionality 

scores ekme would affect victim blame or victim empethy in the low blame rape condition. This 

hypothesis was only partially confirmed with the pro/equal rights scale being uncorrelated with 

both the victim blame composite score and the victim empathy composite score. However, an 

unexpected, but similar pattern of correlations was found between the antl/traditionollty soore 

and victim blame and victim empathy as was found between the ambivalence soore and victim 

blame and victim empathy (the antl/trodftfonelity soore was significantly positively correlated 

with victim blame, r( 30)-.42, p< 02, and somewhat negatively correlated with victim 

empathy, r( 30)—.25, p<. 16). Like the ambivalence score, the anti/tradttfonality score was 

significantly correlated with only the general and characterological measures of victim blame 

and not the behavioral measures.

In the low blame rape condition, an innocent victim is raped by a stranger in a parking lot 

and receives bodily injury. Her behavior dW not contribute to her victimization and none of the
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scores ( the pro, antt, or ambtvalenoe) were correlated with the measures of behavioral victim 

blame. The more ambivalent the subject or the higher the subject's antl/tradltlonallty soore, 

the more the subject blamed the victim's character. These results may be explained by what 

Lerner (1971) refers to as the just world theory, which states that there is a pervasive 

tendency for people to blame victims for their fates. In other words, people hove a need to 

believe In a just world where people get what they deserve. Since the belief that the world Is 

just serves an Important adoptive function, Individuals are very reluctant to give up this belief 

(Lerner & Miller, 1978)

Individuals who are confronted with an Injustice generally w ill be motivated to restore 

justice. One way of accomplishing this Is by acting to compensate the victim (which Is usually 

difficult or impossible to do). The second method of restoring justice is to blame or derogate an 

innocent victim by claiming that the victim deserves to suffer. Victims can "deserve" their fate 

as a consequence of having a bod character or as a consequence of engaging In bod behaviors 

(Lerner & Miller, 1978).

Much research has documented the belief in a just world effect (Walster, 1966; Lerner* 

Simmons, 1966; Rubin & Peplou, 1978). Walster (1966) found that blaming others for an 

uncontrollable event Is pervasive especially whan the consequences become more severe. 

However. when the consequences are relatively minor, people can feel compassion for the 

individual. Lerner (1971) found that those who suffer the most and are the most innocent 

( "martyrs") are blamed the most for their misfortunes. The greater the suffering and the less 

deserved the suffering, the greater the likelihood that the victim w ill be rejected and blamed.

Jones and Aronson ( 1973) dsmostrated that the more reepectable the victim is perceived as 

being the more responsible the victim may be found for her misfortune. In a simulated jury 

context, a defendant was depleted as having raped or as having attemped to rape a virgin, a
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married woman, or 0 divorced woman. Pretesting had established thet subjects differentiated 

among these three categories In terms of perceived respectability, with the virgin being 

perceived os the moat respectable end the divorced women being perceived as the least 

respectable. The results showed that the victim of the rape was seen as more personally 

responsible when she was either a virgin or a married women then when she was a divorced 

woman. Apparently, the knowledge thet Innocent and highly respectable females can be raped 

was especially threatening to the subjects' belief thet the world Is just end to avoid the threat 

posed by this type of an admission It was necessary to find fault with the victim.

Perhaps in the low blame rape condition where an extreme Injustice has occurred, these 

just world beliefs were brought Into focus. Therefore, the men who were more ambivalent 

toward women to begin with and who were experlencelng more emotional tension sought a way to 

restore justice to this situation and reduce their emotional tension. The way to do this was by 

blaming the low blame rope victim and empathizing with her less, because there was no 

justification In blaming her behavior, the ambivalent men blamed the victim's character. 

Additionally, because of the nature of the low blame rape condition, the anti attltudlnal 

component may have been made more salient than the pro attltudlnal component. The fact thet 

subjects with a higher antl/tradltlonallty soore blamed the victims more In the low blame rape 

condition may Indicate that mtsog/nlsttc men may have a very critical opinion of women and 

since the women's behavior did not precipitate the rape, they felt that there must be something 

wrong with her character.

It was also hypothesized that neither the ambivalence nor the pro/equal rty ts  or 

antl/tradltlonallty scores alone would be correlated with criminal blame In the low blame rape 

condition. This hypothesis was only partially confirmed The antl/tradltlonallty score, as 

hypothesized, was not stgntfcantty correlated with criminal blame in this condtlon. However,
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both the subjects' ambivalence scores and pro/equal rights scores were significantly negatively 

correlated with criminal blame in the low blame rape condition (-.56 & -.45 respectively). 

That is, the higher the subjects' ambivalence score or pro/equal rights score, the less likely 

they were to blame the criminal in the low blame rape condition.

The fact thet ambivalent men in the low blame rape condition blamed the rape victim 

significantly more than men who were less ambivalent, empathized with her less, and blamed 

the rapist significantly lass then men who scored lower on the ambivalence scale me/ reflect a 

mtsogynistic tendency on the part of these men. It Is also possible thet in a situation in which an 

’ innocent'' woman is a victim of a heinous crime, ambivalent men may feel an extraordinary 

amount of tension. Not only are these men ambivalent about women, but their concept of a just 

world Is also threatened. The low blame rape situation, instead of making the characteristics of 

the victim more salient ( i.e., her respectability and intelligence) resulting in less blame toward 

the victim and more blame toward the criminal, may have made the Injustice more salient 

resulting in more blame toward the victim and lass blame toward the criminal.

The fact that men who scored higher on the profemale/equel rights scale blamed the rapist 

less is harder to Interpret. Perhaps in the low blame rape condition the pro/equal rights scale 

functioned more as a liberalism scale than as a profemale scale, hen who scored higher on the 

pro/equal rights scale blamed the criminal less but they did not tend to blame the victim more 

than men who scored lower on the pro scale. On most of the measures of victim blame, there 

were no significant correlations between the pro/equal rights soore and victim blame. In other 

words, these men were not simply antifemale. Therefore, men who ware more liberal ( rather 

than more profemale) were less punitive toward a criminal offender. These men may have been 

more reluctant In believing the victim's side of the story without hearing the alleged 

perpetrator's side of the story.
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The asoond hypothesis predicted that ambtvalenoe would be positively correlated with victim 

blame and negatively correlated with victim empathy in the high blame rape condition. The 

results disaffirmed the hypothesis, showing Instead thet ambivalence was not correlated with 

victim blame or with victim empethy. As predicted, neither the pro/equal rights nor the 

antl/tradlttonoltty scores alone were correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy. 

Additionally, as predicted, neither the ambtvalenoe 9core nor the pro/equal rights or 

antt/tradittoneltty scores alone were correlated with criminal blame In the high blame rape 

condition.

Interestingly, none of the correlations between attitude scores and blame or empathy ratings 

were found to be significant As discussed earlier, people's definitions and perceptions of rape 

can vary greatly. At one extreme end of the continuum, some people contend thet it is virtually 

impossible for a woman to be raped against her w ill; others believe that all coerced sex is rape 

whether or not the coercion Is physical, psychological, or economic (Burt & Albln, 1981). 

Additionally, the characteristics of the woman play a major role In people's appraisal of the rape 

and the rape victim. Women ore blamed more for the rape If they are seen to have any of the 

following characteristics; being perceived as less ‘‘respectable*, being less traditional, putting 

up less physical resistance to the rape, not receiving physical Injury, and knowing their 

assailant (Werner & Rinehart, 1986; Kaneker & Kolsawalla, 1981; Muehlenhard, Friedman,

& Thomas, 1985). These are exactly the characteristics and situation of the hfy) blame rape 

victim In this study.

The victim in the high blame rape condition was a cashier who went to a party, got drunk, 

and later went back to a strange man's apartment. The woman did not put up any physical 

resistance to the attack and received no other injuries, because of the behavior and 

characteristics of the woman In the high blame rape condition, she may not hove been perceived
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os a "reel" victim of rape. Perhaps subjects did not see the situation os a rape situation at all. 

Therefore, the subjects' attitudes toward women (ambivalent, pro, or anti) had no bearing on 

their evaluations of the victim and criminal. This conclusion has some validity since it has been 

demonstrated that males ore more responsive to subtle manipulations of the rape situation than 

are females. Krulewltz ( 1982) examined the effects of the circumstances of a rape on subjects' 

perceptions of a rape victim. The results Indicated that men perceived a victim assaulted In her 

home by an acquaintance os being lass psychologically upset than a victim who was attacked by a 

stranger Furthermore, men attributed less emotional upset to victims of acquaintance rape 

than did women. Women, on the other hand, did not make a distinction among different rape 

situations and perceived all the situations as likely to be very upsetting to the victim.

Additionally, the high blame rape scenario is an example of what has been referred to as 

"date rape", (to r the past several years date rope has received significantly more publicity 

especially concerning the increased reporting of Incidences at college campuses throughout the 

United States. Indeed studies have shown that significant numbers of college man have admitted 

to using forceful or manipulative tactics in order to hove sex with a woman they were dating 

(Mosher & Anderson, 1986). Furthermore, a rather sizable number of college men Indicate 

that they would be willing to rape a woman if they knew that they would not be coutfit end 

punished (Malamuth, 1981; Tieger, 1981). This willingness on the port of college men to 

state thet they would be willing to commit a rape may bo due to the fact that many people today 

see date rape as a common outcome of the doting situation and accept violence in interpersonal 

relationships. A study by Dull andGtacopesst (1987) found that 44* of college students they 

interviewed believed that date rape is a common occurrence for those dating.

It Is possible that the absence of any significant correlations between atltudas toward women 

and ratings of the victim and criminal in the h ty blame rape condition is not only due to the



61

perception that the victim Is not e true victim of rape, but to the acceptance of sexual violence In 

dating situations. It Is unlikely that the male subjects would Identify with a man who follows a 

strange woman Into a parking lot and savagely rapes her ( low blame rape condition); It Is 

however likely that at least some of the male subjects did Identify with a man who "takes 

afrantageoTadrunk women whom he had Just met ota party (high blame rape condition).

The third hypothesis was largely confirmed. The prediction that ambivalent attitudes toward 

women would not be significantly correlated with victim blame or victim empathy In the low 

blame robbery condition was Indeed conflrmed Thls finding supports the notion that because 

robbery Is not ae affect-laden a crime as rape and not one In which men’s ambivalence toward 

women Is manifested ( It Is not a gender related crime), ambivalence toward women w ill not 

affect men's evaluations of female robbery victims.

The third hypothesis also predicted that neither the pro/equal rights nor the 

antl/tradltlonallty scores alone would be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy 

In the low blame robbery condition. This hypothesis was partially confirmed with the pro/equal 

rights scale not being found to be significantly correlated with either victim blame or victim 

empathy. On the other hand while the antl/tradltlonallty score was not found to be significantly 

correlated with the victim blame composite score, it was significantly positively correlated 

with the net victim blame score, r( 30)-.41, p< 03. Additionally, there was a trend for the 

antl/tradltJonellty score to be negatively correlated with the victim empathy composite score, 

r(30)—.33, p<07.

In the low blame robbery condition it was also predicted that neither the ambivalence score 

nor the pro/equal rights or antl/tradltlonallty scores alone would be correlated with criminal 

blame. This hypothesis was mostly confirmed with the ambivalence score and the pro/equal 

rijhts score being found to be uncorrelated with criminal blame In the low blame robbery
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condition. However, there wee o trend again for the antl/tradltlonallty score to be negatively 

correlated with criminal blame, r(30)— .33, p< 07.

Therefore, In the low blame robbery condition the antl/tradttlonaltty score was more 

predictive of attitudes toward victims and criminals, with subjects who scored higher on the 

antl/tradltlonallty scale tending to show less empathy toward the victim and less blame toward 

the criminal. In the low blame robbery condition, a woman gats followed out of a bank after 

having cashed a check and gets hit over the head and is mugged. Like the low blame rape 

condition, an Injustice has occurred to an Innocent victim. As discussed ear lia r, just world 

feelings mey have been brought Into focus. A way of resolving an Injustice Is to blame the victim 

more (or empathize with her less) and blame the criminal less. Additionally, perhaps men with 

mere hostile attitudes toward women to begin with are very critical of women who are 

unfortunate victims and w ill empathize with these victims less than men with less hostile 

attitudes toward women.

The fourth hypothesis was also largely confirmed. The prediction that ambivalent attitudes 

toward women would not be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy In the high 

blame robbery condition was confirmed Again, one would not expect ambivalent attitudes 

toward women to effect evaluations of robbery victims even if they are female robbery victims.

It was also predicted that neither the pro/equal rights nor the antl/tradltlonallty scores 

alone would be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy In the high blame robbery 

condition. This hypothesis was only partially confirmed The antl/tradlttonelfty score, as 

predicted, was not significantly correlated with either victim blame or victim empathy. 

Likewise, the pro/equal rty ts  score was not correlated with victim empathy. However, 

surprisingly the pro/equal rights score was significantly positively correlatd with the net 

victim blame score, r( 30)-.47, p<01, and there was a trend for the pro/equal rty ts  score to
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be positively correlated with the victim blame composite score (n the high blame robbery 

condition, r( 30)-.35, p<06. That Is, subjects who scored high on the pro/equel rights 9cete 

tended to blame the victim more In the high blame robbery condition. More specifically, those 

with htyer pro/equal rights scores blamed the victim's character and agreed that the victim 

may have prevented the rape by changing some aspect of her character or personality.

Lastly. It was predicted that neither the ambivalence nor the pro/equel rights or 

antl/tradltkmeltty scores alone would be correlated with criminal blame in the high blame 

robbery condition. As predicted, ambivalence was not correlated with criminal blame in this 

condition. Unexpectedly, there was a trend for the pro/equel rights score to be negatively 

correlated with criminal blame In this condition, r( 30)— .35, p<.06. Additionally, the 

antl/tradltlonallty score was found to be significantly positively correlated with criminal blame 

in this condition, r(30)-.4d, p< 01

Therefore, contrary to the predictions, subjects with higher pro/equal rights soorae tended 

to blame the high blame robbery victim more and tended to blame the robber less in this 

condition. On the other hand, subjects with a higher antl/tradltlonallty score blamed the 

criminal significantly more in the high blame robbery condition. In the high blame robbery 

condition, a rather gullible and greedy woman gets taken in by a oonman and her purse gets 

stolen. The woman tells the officer that the situation sounded ‘ fishy'1 to her, but the thoutfit of 

getting half of the money was ‘so tempting”. Perhaps In this condition, the pro/equal rights and 

antl/tradltlonallty scales functioned more like liberalism and conservatism scales. Therefore, 

the subjects who scored higher on the pro/equal rights scale may hove been more liberal and 

explored both sides of the story coming to the conclusion that the victim was greedy and culpable 

for her own victimization. Those subjects who scored higher on the anti/traditlonality scale 

may have been conservatives who viewed criminals, any criminals, in a punitive fashion.
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Additional ly. measures of blame and empathy were also correlated with the additive score 

( the standardized total pro minus the standardized total anti score) In each of the conditions, 

although no predictions were made concerning the nature of these correlations. In both rape 

conditions, the additive score was not significantly correlated with measures of victim blame, 

victim empathy, or criminal blame and therefore, was not more effective in predicting 

evaluations of victims or criminals than were the other scores. However, In the low blame 

robbery condition the additive score was significantly positively correlated with victim 

empathy, r( 30 )-.38,p<04. Additionally, In the hltf) blame robbery condition the additive 

score was significantly correlated with the net victim blame score, r( 30)-.49, p< 01, and the 

criminal blame composite score, r( 30)— .54, p<002.

Concluding Remarks

Although this research examined men's ambivalence toward women and Its manifestations In 

their evaluations of rope victims, perhaps rape Is not an adequate domain in which to examine 

men's ambivalence toward women. Indeed, the results presented here failed to show that 

ambivalent men w ill blame a hty blame rape victim more and empathize with her less than w ill 

men who score lower on ambivalence. Conversely, the results also failed to show that 

ambivalent men w ill blame a low blame rape victim less and empathize with her more than w ill 

men who score lower on ambivalence.

First when looking at the crime of rape and attitudes toward Its victims, we not only see in 

our attitudes toward rape victims our attitudes toward women but other salient attitudes as well. 

Attitudes toward rape victims reflect our attitudes toward victims and crime in general as well 

as our attitudes toward sex and violence. For example, It is possible that a person (male or 

female) with conservative sexual attitudes w ill blame a rape victim a good deal. However, this 

blame need not have a misogynistIc origin and may be due to a conservative attitude that frowns
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upon sexual activity (evan coerced activity) outside the domain of marriage. Additionally, 

paople who are accepting of violence in Interpersonal relationships may see nothing wrong In e 

man exerting a certain amount of force In order to get a woman to have sex with him. While It is 

true that sexual attitudes and attitudes concerning the acceptance of violence in interpersonal 

relationships may be somewhat related to attitudes toward women, they ere s till rather distinct 

attitudes In their own right Reeearch would be needed to explore more completely the 

relationships between these sets of attitudes.

In addition, rape is an extremely affect-taten situation which may conjure up not only 

sympathetic and hostile attitudes toward the victims and criminals but other attitudes as well. 

For example, just world beliefs may be brought forth In a situation where an Innocent person 

suffers from an extrema Injustice. A person's sense of the world as being a just end orderly 

place where good thing happen to good people and bad things happen to bad people Is severely 

threatened with a situation such as rape.

Further research is needed to explore men's ambivalence toward women In a less conflict 

producing or threatening domain. An example of such a domain would be women's competence. 

The area of female competency would be a good area because men may In fact feel conflicted over 

the accomplishments of women. On the one hand, men may feel that women who achieve despite 

the barriers that exist ere truly worthy and competent, yet they may feel a certain level of 

threat or resentment toward these women. Extrapolating from the research exploring attitudes 

toward blacks and the handicapped, one might hypothesize that ambivalent men would evaluate a 

very competent woman more positively than an equally competent man and ambivalent men 

would evaluate a woman who was not competent more negatively than they would evaluate an 

equally incompetent man. These ere of course merely speculations and further research is 

needed to examine them more critically.



Appendix A-- 50 Item Attitude Questionnaire

Pro Items- 

Antl items-

1.2. 4,5. 7,8. 10. 14. 16. 17(R), 19. 24(R). 25,26. 28. 30. 
32.37.39(R), 41. 43. 44. 45.48.50

3.6,9(R). 11. 12. 13, 15(R), 18(R), 20. 21, 22. 23, 27. 29. 
3I(R), 33(R). 34. 35, 36, 38. 40. 42. 46. 47, 49

Note R-Reverse coded
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This questionnaire concerns attitudes toward various different issues and is part of a stud/ being 

done at the City University of New York This is on anonymous questionnaire so please do not 

write your name on it Before reading the statements on the following pages, please answer all 

of the following questions.

College_______________________

Major _____________

Age ---------

Sex ______

How would you describe yourself? (Check one)

  Black or Afro-American

  Hispanic or Latin American

  Oriental or Aslan American

  White (Non-H(spantc)

  Other (Write In) _____________



68

Please read each statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with It.

For example. If you agree strongly, you would write ♦ 3 In the margin to the left of the 

statement, but If you disagree with It a little, you would put - 1. Please put only qqb number 

(♦3, *2, ♦1,-1, -2 ,o r-3) next to each statement and answer all of the statements.

Agree Strongly ♦ 3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2
Agree Slightly ♦ I
Disagree Slightly - I
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

1. Men and women should be paid the same money If they do work that requires 
the same training, skills and effort.

2. It's surprising that women do as well as they do, considering all the obstacles 
that they face.

3. Women are often their own worst enemies.

4. Less media attention Is paid to female athletes in comparison to male athletes.

5. Television commercials portray women in a stereotypical way.

6. It is not a good idea if a woman asks a man out for a date first.

7. In general, men are not as tactful as women.

8. Most women still cannot rise to positions of power in the business world 
because of discrimination.

9. A woman can live a full and happy life without ever marrying.

10. Today women still do not earn as much money as most men do.

11. Women are less scientifically oriented than are men.

12. A wife should be willing to move if her husband's job involves relocation to a 
new place.

13. Women who do not want at least one child are being selfish.
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Agree Strongly >3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly ♦ 1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately - 2
Disagree Strongly -3

14. Most men are not os sensitive as women ere to the feelings of others.

15. Women are not any mxe neurotic than men.

16. Generally speaking, women make better parents than men do

17. No special efforts should be made to recruit women Into jobs traditionally 
held by men.

18. Women should not be expected to do the majority of the housework.

19. Women do not have the same employment opportunities that men do.

20. In their push for equal rights women have become too demanding.

21. Most women are not as afrenturous as men.

22. Women often do not accept the responsibility that goes along with equality.

23. A preschool child Is likely to suffer If his x  her mother works full-time.

24. There Is too much media attention being paid to the problems that women 
face.

25. Women are mxe nurturant than men.

26. Aftx being held back fx  so long, women desxve help In catching up.

27. Moat women are not able to make up their minds easily.

28. Most bigcxpxatkms in Amxlcaxe not really Intxested in treating their 
male and female employees equally.

29. Today women are not devoting enough time to their families.

30. Too many women still lose out on Jobs and promotions because they xe 
women

31. Women xe every bit as clex thinking as men.

32. Women xe bettx than men at expressing tendx emotions.
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Agree Strongly +-3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2
Agree Slightly ♦ 1
Oleegree Slightly - 1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

33. It Is perfectly acceptable If a husband does not make as much money as his 
wife.

34. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives and mothers 
than with desiring a professional career.

35. It Is probably better for the relationship if the man is more sexually 
experienced than the woman.

36. Women should primarily be held responsible for the use of birth control.

37. Movies often depict women in a negative way.

38. It is more damaging to a marriage if the wife commits adultery than if the 
husband commits adultery.

39. Women are gaining too much economic power too quickly.

40. Because many women are more emotional than men, they are not suitable for 
certain types of jobs.

41. Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration in 
hiring

42. It seems that most women are preoccupied with their physical appearance.

43. There should be a female president in the near future.

44. Rape victims are not treated fairly by the criminal justice system.

45. Portrayals of women in the media are not fair to women.

46. Most women are too demanding in their relationships with men.

47. Sexually assertive women are threatening to most men.

48. Most women who work have a serious purpose in doing so.

49. Because women spend too much money, husbands should primarily be 
responsible for the finances in the family.

50. It is likely that an article written by a woman will not be regarded as 
favorably as a comparable article written by a man.



Appendix &--Revised 29 Item Attitude Questtonnotre

Pro Items- 1.2.3.4,6.9. 11. 16. 18.20.23.25,26.29

Anti Items- 5(R),7,8. 10(R), 12. 13. 14. 15. 17. 19.21.22.24.27.28

Note R=Reverse coded
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This questionnaire concerns attitudes toward various different Issues and Is part of a stud/ being 

done at the City University of New York.TMs Is an anonymous questionnaire so please do not 

write your name on It. Before reading the statements on the following pages, please answer all 

of the following questions.

College_______________________

Major ____________

Age ---------

Sex _____

How would you describe yourself? (Check one)

  Black or Afro-American

  Hispanic or Latin American

  Oriental or Aslan American

  White (Non-Hispanic)

  Other (Write 1n) _____________
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Please read each statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with it 

For example, If you agree strongly, you would write ♦ 3 In the margin to the left of the 

statement, but If you disagree with It a little, you would put - 1. Please put only oog number 

(♦3, *2, * I , - 1, -2. or -3) next to each statement and answer all of the statements.

Agree Strongly ♦ 3
Agree Moderately *2
Agree Subtly ♦ 1
Disagree Slightly - I
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

________  I It's surprising that women do as well as they do, considering all the obstacles
that they face.

------------  2. Less media attention is paid to female athletes in comparison to male athletes.

_______  3. Television commercials portray women in a stereotypical way.

_______  4. Most women still cannot rise to positions of power In the business world
because of discrimination.

_______  5. A woman can live a full and happy life without ever marrying.

_______  6. Today women still do not earn as much money as most men do.

_______  7. A wife should be willing to move if her husband’s Job involves relocation to a
new place.

_______  8. Women who do not want at least one chi Id are being selfish.

_______  9. Most men are not as sensitive as women are to the feelings of others.

_______  10. Women should not be expected to do the majority of the housework

_______  11 Women do not have the same employment opportunities that men do

_______  12. In their push for equal rights women have become too demanding.

_______  13. Most women are not as adventurous as men.

_______  14. Women often do not accept the responsibility that goes along with equality.
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Agree Strongly ♦ 3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2
Agree Slightly ♦ I
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately - 2
Disagree Strongly -3

15. A preschool child Is likely to suffer If his or her mother works full-time

16. After being held back for so long, women deserve help in catching up

17. Most women are not able to make up their minds easily.

18. Most big corporations In America are not really Interested in treating their 
male and female employees equally.

19. Today women are not devoting enough time to their families.

20. Too many women still lose out on Jobs and promotions because they are 
women.

21. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives and mothers 
than with desiring a professional career.

22. It Is probably better for the relationship if the man is more sexually 
experienced than the woman.

23. Movies often depict women in a negative way

24. Because many women are more emotional than men, they are not suitable for 
certain types of jobs.

25. Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration in 
hiring.

26. Portrayals of women In the media are not fair to women.

27. Most women are too demanding In their relationships with men.

28. Because women spend too much money, husbands should primarily be 
responsible for the finances In the family

29. It is likely that an article written by a woman will not be regarded as 
favorably as a comparable article written by a man.



Appendix C-- Item Analysis for Original Sample
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Table 7

Item-Total Scale Correlations for Pro and Anti Items-Orlglnal Sample®

Item Item Pro Scale Item-Anti Scale
Correlation  ̂ Correlation

PI. It's surprising that women do as 
well as they do, considering all the 
obstacles that they face.

P2. Less media attention Is paid to 
female athletes In comparison to male 
athletes.

P3. Television commercials portray 
women In a stereotypical way.

P4. Most women still cannot rise to 
positions of power in the business 
world because of discrimination.

P5. Today women still do not earn as 
much money as most men do.

P6. Most men are not as sensitive as 
women are to the feelings of others.

P7. Women do not hove the same 
employment opportunities that men do.

P8. After being held back for so long, 
women deserve help in catching up.

P9. Most big corporations in 
America are not really interested in 
treating their male and female 
employees equally

PIO. Too many women still lose out 
on Jobs and promotions because they 
are women.

.37***

47« « *

50***

.58***

.48***

.36***

.63***

.57***

.55***

.15**

-.10

-.13*

-.13*

-.17**

.23***

-.13*

-.13*

-.03

.67** - . 18* *

P11. Movies often depict women in 
a negative way.

.56*** - .01
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Item Item-Pro Scale Item-Anti Scale
Correlation Correlation

P I2. Sometimes female Job seekers .38***
should be given special consideration 
In hiring.

P13 Portrayals of women In the media 54***
are not fair to women.

P14. It Is likely that an article written by 44***
a woman will not be regarded as favorably 
as a comparable article written by a man.

Al. A woman can lead a full and happy life -.14*
without ever marrying. (R)°

A2. A wife should be willing to move if her - .15*
husband's Job involves relocation to a new
place.

A3. Women who do not want at least one - .12
child are being selfish.

A4. Women should not be expected to do - .20***
the majority of the housework. (R)°

A5. In their push for equal rights -.13*
women have become too demanding.

A6. Most women are not as adventurous .06
as men.

A7. Women often do not accept the - .03
responsibility that goes along with equality.

A8. A preschool child Is likely to suffer -.05
if his or her mother works full-time.

A9. Most women are not able to make up - .09
their minds easily

A10. Today women are not devoting enough -14*
time to their families.

.21 • * *

-  21 * * *

- 12*

.45***

.51***

.60***

.42***

.65***

.55***

.56***

4g*«*

.66* * *

68***
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Item Item-Pro Scale 
Correlation

Item-Anti Scale 
Correlation

A ll Women should be more concerned 
with being good wives and mothers 
than with desiring a professional 
career.

-.16** 70***

A12. It Is probably better for the 
relationship if the man Is more 
sexually experienced than the woman.

-.14* .66***

A13. Because many women are more 
emotional than men, they are not 
suitable for certain types of jobs.

-.02 .67***

AM. Most women ore too demanding 
in their relationships with men.

-.04 .60***

AI5. Because women spend too much 
money, husbands should primarily 
be responsible for the finances in the 
family.

.  19* * 65***

Note. "P“ refers to Pro Items and "A" refers to "Anti" Items.

8 n*256

b Item-scale correlation excludes the Item with which it is correlated 

c (R )*Reverse scored Items

•a < 05; **g < .01; ***g<001 (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix E-- Attitude Questionnaire with filler Items

Pro Items- 3, 7, 8, 9, M. 20. 25, 34, 38,42.49,53, 54,62

Anti Items- J3(R), 17. 18. 24(R), 26.28, 30.33. 35. 41. 46. 47. 52.58.59

biolfl. R3Reverse coded
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This questionnaire concerns attitudes toward various different Issues and Is part of a stud/ being 

done at the City University of New York.Thls Is an anonymous questionnaire so please do not 

write your name on It. Before reeding the statements on the following pages, please answer all 

of the following questions.

College_______________________

Major _____________

Age ---------

Sex _____

How would you describe yourself? (Check one)

  Black or Afro-American

  Hispanic or Latin American

  Oriental or Aslan American

  White (Non-Hispanic)

  Other (Write In) ______________
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Please reed each statement and dscldB the extent to which you agree or disagree with It 

For example, If you agree strongly, you would write ♦ 3 In the margin to the left of the 

statement, but If you disagree with it a little, you would put -1. Please put only qqb number 

( *3 , *2, *1, -1, -2,or -3)  next to each statement end answer all of the statements.

Agree Strongly ♦ 3
Agree Moderately *2
Agree Slightly ♦ 1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

. I . Many teachers don't seem to cere about their students.

.2. Sometimes Hispanic job seekers should be given special consideration 
In hiring

.3. It's surprising that women do as well as they do, considering all the obstacles 
that they face.

.4. Liberal democrats are responsible for many of the problems in this country.

.5. Sometimes B lack Job seekers should be given special consideration 
in hiring

.6. Many Hisponfcs have strong bonds with their community and culture.

.7 Less media attention is paid to female athletes in comparison to 
male athletes.

.8. Television commercials portray women in a stereotypical way.

.9 Most women still cannot rise to positions of power in the business world 
because of discrimination.

.10. Because of the care and dedication on the part of doctors, many people s 
lives have been saved.

.11. Teachers are very underpaid for the work that they do.

.12. Too many Blacks still lose out on jobs and promotions because of their 
skin color.
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Agree Strongly *3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

. 13. A woman can live a full and happy life without ever marrying

.14. Today women still do not earn as much money as most men do

.15. Most Blacks have the drive and determination to get ahead.

. 16. Republicans believe that this country needs a strong military

.17. A wife should be willing to move If her husband's job Involves 
relocation to a new place.

. 18. Women who do not want at least one child are being selfish.

.19. The Republican party Is primarily the party of rich people.

20. Most men are not as sensitive as women are to the feelings of others.

.21. Aslans tend to do better In math and science than do other groups 
of people.

22. Republicans often cut social services that help the poor

.23. It is still true that Htspantcs are discriminated against

24. Women should not be expected to do the majority of the housework

25. Women do not have the same employment opportunities that men do.

26. In their push for equal rights women have become too demanding

27. Black people do not have the same employment opportunities that Whites do

28. Most women are not as adventurous as men.

29. Many criminal defense lawyers will say anything to get their clients free.

.30. Women often do not accept the responsibility that goes along with equality

.31. The Democratic party is more representative of the people of this country 
than is the Republican party.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2 
Agree Slightly ♦ 1
Disagree Slightly - 1 
Disagree Moderately -2 
Disagree Strongly -3

.32. Most Aslans are very hardworking people.

.33. A preschool child Is likely to suffer If his or her mother works full-time.

.34. After being held back for so long, women deserve help in catching up.

.35. Most women are not able to make up their minds easily.

.36. This country would be better off if It were more willing to utilize the 
good things In Black culture.

.37. Most doctors are honest and hardworking.

.36. Most big corporations In America are not really Interested 1n treating 
their male and female employees equally.

.39. Many of the programs of the Democratic party have failed.

.40. Democrats are weak when it comes to Issues of military defense.

.41. Today women are not devoting enough time to thetr families.

.42. Too many women still lose out on ]obs and promotions because they 
are women.

.43. Most lawyers In the United States are only concerned about money.

.44. Aslans have come to this country and through hard work have become 
very successful.

.45. Republicans are often Insensitive to the needs of others.

.46. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives and mothers 
than with desiring a professional career.

.47. It's probably better for the relationship if the man Is more sexually 
experienced than the woman.

.48. If this country wants a balanced budget, it's more likely to be
accomplished by e Republican administration than a Democratic administration.

.49. Movies often depict women in a negative way.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly ♦ 1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

.50. Blacks have more to offer than they have been allowed to show.

.51. Teachers have a very difficult and demanding job.

.52. Because many women are more emotional than men, they ore not 
suitable for certain types of jobs.

.53. Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration In hiring.

.54. Portrayals of women In the media are not fair to women.

.55. English speakers should make an effort to learn the Spanish language.

.56. Democrats care about the poor people of this country.

.57. Lawyers have a very difficult job.

.58. Most women are too demanding In their relationships with men.

.59. Because women spend too much money, husbands should primarily 
be responsible for the finances in the family.

.60. Many doctors In the United States are only concerned about money

.61. Hispanic Americans have contributed much to American culture

.62. It Is likely that an article written by a woman will not be regarded as 
favorably as a comparable article written by a man.

.63. The typical urban ghetto public school Is not as good as it should be to 
provide equal opportunities for Blacks.

.64. The large majority of lawyers are honest.



Appendix F-- High blame rape scenario



The following Is an excerpt of an account between a woman who alleges that she had been sexually
assaulted and the police officer Interviewing her

Officer Hartley: 

Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T
Officer Hartley:
Ms. T.
Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. :

I just have to ask you a few background questions first. I 
need to know your name and address 
My name Is Nancy T. [ Last name deleted]
(Address deleted]
What Is your date of birth?
July 16. 1967 
What's your occupation?
I'm a cashier at Alexander's Department Store.
Could you please tel) me exactly what happened?
Well, I went to this party to celebrate a friend's birthday.
We were sitting around eating and drinking for a couple of 
hours and I saw this guy who was looking at me 
We started talking and he was very friendly Anyway, we 
had a couple of more drinks and he told me that he wanted to 
get some air. So we both stepped out of the apartment for 
awhile. He told me that he lived only a couple of blocks 
away on 61 st Street and invited me to join him. I wasn't 
sure at first but he seemed OK so I said yes. When I got 
there, I sat down on the couch because I felt a little dizzy 
from all of the drinks I had. Anyway, he became very pushy 
and nasty. I told him to get away from me, but he insisted 
that he knew that I wanted him. I told him ‘‘NO* and to get 
away from me. He then pushed me down on the couch and 
raped me.
What's the man's name and address?
His first name is Steve. I don't know his last nama He lives 
on West 61st Street. He'slnhlsmld-twentlesandhas 
blondtsh hair with brown eyes. I'd say he was about 
five foot ten and of average build. The woman who gave 
the party, Jessica Stewart, knows him. You should contact her



Officer Hartley: Did you try to resist his attack In any way?
Ms. T. . I couldn't. 11 happened too quickly and 1 was sort of drunk
Officer Hartley. Are there any bruises on your body?
Ms. T. : No, I don't think so.
Officer Hartley: Were you examined by the doctor yet?
Ms. T. : Yes
Officer Hartley We re through. Is there anything else that you can recall 

that may be Important?
Ms. T. No
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Appendix G— Low blame rape scenario



91

The following Is an exoerpt of an account between a woman who alleges that she had been sexually

assaulted and the police officer Interviewing her.

Officer Hartley: I just have to ask you a few background questions first. I 
need to know your name and address.

Ms. T . My name is Nancy T. [Lost name dBleted]
[Address deleted]

Officer Hartley: What Is your date of birth?
Ms. T. : July 16, 1967
Officer Hartley: What's your occupation?
Ms. T. : I’m a college student at New York University.
Officer Hartley: Could you please tell me exactly what happened?
Ms. T. : Well, I got out of class at about nine-thirty at night and I

was walking to the parking lot. It's dangerous around that 
area at night and I always walk to the parking lot with 
someone from class, but I stupidly didn't that night.
Anyway, as I was walking I thought that I heard footsteps 
behind me and I turned around but nobody was there. My 
God... It happened all of a sudden. Just as I approached my 
car, a man grabbed me from behind and put his hand over my 
mouth and held a knife to my throat and told me to shut up 
and not to scream. I tried to push his hand away from my
throat and get away. He was much stronger than me and he
pulled my arm away and cut my arm with his knife. I kept 
thinking he's going to kill me... he's going to kill me. He 
then threw me into my car. My head hit the steering wheel 
and I could not move. He then raped me. I was sort of 
dazed for awhile afterward but I managed to cry out for 
help and a woman saw me lying there and I believe she 
called the police.

Officer Hartley. Did you recognize this man?
Ms. T : No. I never saw him before In my life



Officer Hartley:
MS. T. :

Officer Hartley: 
MS. T :

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. ;

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T ■

Officer Hartley:

MS. T. :

Can you describe him?
Yes, a little. He was in his mid-twenties and had blondlsh 
hair with brown eyes. I'd say he was about five foot ten 
and of average build.
Did you try to resist his attack in any way?
Yes, as I told you before I tried to push his hand away from 
my throat and get away. He was very strong and he yanked 
my hand away and cut my arm with his knife.
Are there any bruises on your body in addition to your arm? 
Yes, there's a big black and blue mark on my head where 
my heed hit the steering wheel. Also, there are bruises 
on my neck and shoulders.
Were you examined by the doctor yet?
Yes
We re through. Is there anything else that you can recall 
that may be important?
No



Appendix H-- High blame robbery scenario
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The following Is an excerpt of an account between a woman who alleges that she had been robbed
and the police officer interviewing her.

Officer Hartley: 

Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. :
Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. :
Officer Hartley:
Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley: 
Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley:

I just hove to ask you a few background questions first.
I need to know your name and address.
My name Is Nancy T. [Last name deleted)
[Address deleted]
What Is your date of birth?
July 16, 1967 
What's your occupation?
I'm a cashier at Alexander's Department Stxe.
Could you please tell me exactly what happened?
I was waiting for the number six train at Grand Central 
Station. This guy approached me and told me that he had 
found a bag full of money- a lot of money and that he 
wasn't sure whether to go to the police because there was 
no identification on the bag He then decided that he 
should try to find a cop in the subway station and asked 
me to hold the bog If he couldn't find a cop in a few 
minutes he said he would come back and we would split the 
money. I should have known that this sounds very fishy 
but the thought of getting half the money was so tempting. 
While he handed me the brown bag, I put down my purse. 
Anyway, after he left I looked in the bag and]ust saw 
little bits of newspaper and no money. I then realized 
that I didn't know what happened to my pocketbook. It 
wasn't on the floor where I had left It. It then dawned 
on me that the jerk must have stolen my bag I still 
can't believe that I was taken in by his story.
Did you recognize this man?
No. I usually wait at the station at that spot when I come 
home from work and I never saw him there before 
Can you describe him?



MS. T.

Officer Hartley: 

Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley: 

MS. T :

Yes, a little. He was In his mid-twenties and had blondish 

hair with brown eyes. I'd sty he was about five foot ten 

and of average build.

Did he physically hurt you In any way?

No

We're through. Is there anything else that you can recall 

that may be important?

No



Appendix I - - Low blame robbery scenar to
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The following Is an excerpt of an account between a woman who alleges that she had been robbed
and the police officer Interviewing her.

Officer Hartley: I Just have a few background questions first.

I need to know your name and address.

Ms. T. : My name Is Nancy T. [Last name dBleted]

[Address deleted)

Officer Hartley: What Is your date of birth?

Ms. T. : July 16. 1967

Officer Hartley. What's your occupation?

Ms. T. : I'm a college student at New Yxk University.

Officer Hartley: Could you please tell me exactly whet happened?

Ms. T. : Yes. I went to the bank to cash a check I received.

When the bank tel ler handed the money tome,

I figured that I better double check and count It Well,

I moved over so that she could serve the next person on 

line and I counted my money. I then counted the 

money that I had just cashed. I guess that I 

shouldn't have counted the money out In the open like 

I did but I was In a hurry. When I finished counting, I 

noticed that a man waiting at the end of the line was 

staring at me. I left the bank and started crossing the 

street. Just when I was crossing the street, someone 

knocked me to the ground and stole my purse. I felt 

very sick and dizzy when I fell to the ground but I did 

get a chance to see that the man who was running away 

was the same man who was staring at me In the bank.

I guess he saw me cash my check and followed me.

Officer Hartley: Did you recognize this man?

Ms. T. : No. He was a stranger.

Officer Hartley: Can you describe him?

Ms. T. : Yes, a little. He was In his mid-twenties and had blondish

hair with brown eyes. I'd say he was about five foot ten



Officer Hartley: 

Ms. T. :

Officer Hartley:

Ms. T.

and of average build.

Old he physically hurt you In any way?

Yes, he hit me with his fist on the side of my head and 

I fell to the ground. I s till have a great deal of pain 

from the blow. Also when 1 fell I bruised my knees badly. 

We're through. Is there anything else that you can recall 

that may be Important?

No.
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Appendix J - -  Rape dependent measure

General victim blame Item- 1

Characterologlcal victim blame Items- 3, 7

Behavioral victim blame Hems- 6 ,8

General criminal blame item- 2

Characterologlcal criminal blame Item- 4

Behavioral criminal blame Item- 5

Victim empathy Items- 11,12,13

Manipulation check Items- 9,10
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P lease reed each statement end decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with it 

based on the excerpt that vou have lust read For example. If you agree strongly, you would 

write ♦ 3 1n the margin to the left of the statement, but If you disagree with It a little, you 

would put - 1. Please put only qm number ( + 3, *2 , ♦ 1, - 1, -2 , or -3 ) next to each 

statement and answer all of the statements.

Agree Strongly ♦ 3
Agree Moderately ♦ 2
Agree Slightly ♦ I
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately - 2
Disagree Strongly -3

--------------  1. The victim Is at least partially responsible for what happened to her.

--------------  2. The rapist should be given the maximum jail sentence If caught and
convicted.

--------------  3. The victim may have prevented the rape by changing some aspect of her
character or personality

--------------  4. Therapist Is a cold-blooded criminal.

________  5. The rapist behaved In a reckless way.

--------------  6. The victim may have prevented the rape by changing some aspect of her
behavior.

________  7. The victim is a axnewhat careless person.

________  8. The victim should have known better than to behave as she did.

________  9. The victim seems like an Intelligent person.

________  10. The victim seems like a very respectable person.

________  11. 1 feel sympathy for the victim.

________  12. The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.

________  13. The victim did not deserve what happened to her.



Appendix K -- Robbery dependent measure

Oeneral victim blame Item- 1

Characterologlcal victim blame Items- 3, 7

Behavioral victim blame Items- 6 .8

Oeneral criminal blame Item- 2

Characterologlcal criminal blame Item- 4

Behavioral criminal blame Item- 5

Victim empathy Items- 11,12,13

Manipulation check Items- 9,10
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Please read each statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with It 

based on the excerpt that vou have lust read. For example, If you agree strongly, you would 

write +3 In the margin to the left of the statement, but If you disagree with It a little, you 

would put -1. Please put only qqb number ( *3 , +2, ♦ 1, - 1 , - 2 ,o r -3 )  next to each 

statement and answer all of the statements.

Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately *2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -  2
Disagree Strongly -3

________  1. The victim Is at least partially responsible for what happened to her.

________  2. The robber should be given the maximum jail sentence If caught and
convicted.

________  3. The victim may have prevented the robbery by changing some aspect of her
character or personality.

________  4. The robber is a cold-blooded criminal.

________  5. The robber behaved In a reckless way.

________  6. The victim may have prevented the robbery by changing some aspect of her
behavior.

________  7. The victim Is a somewhat careless person.

________  8. The victim should have known better than to behave as she did.

________  9. The victim seems like an intelligent person.

________  10. The victim seems like a very respectable person.

________  I I .  I feel sympathy for the victim.

________  12. The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.

________  13. The victim did not deserve what happened to her.



Appendix L -- Item Analysis for Experimental Sample
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Table 8

Item-Total Scale Correlations for Pro and Anti Items-Experlmental Sample8

Item Item Pro Scale 
Correlation^

Item-Anti Scale 
Correlation

P I. It’s surprising that women do as 
well as they do, considering all the 
obstacles that they face.

P2. Less media attention Is paid to 
female athletes In comparison to male 
athletes.

P3. Television commercials portray 
women In a stereotypical way

P4. Host women still cannot rise to 
positions of power In the business 
world because of discrimination.

P5. Today women still do not earn as 
much money as most men do.

P6. Host men are not as sensitive as 
women are to the feelings of others.

P7 Women do not have the same 
employment opportunities that men do.

P8. After being held back for so long, 
women deserve help in catching up.

P9. Host big corporations in 
America are not really interested in 
treating their male and female 
employees equally

PIO. Too many women still lose out 
on jobs and promotions because they 
are women.

.04

.16

.57***

.49**

.06

.51**

.44*

.32

.45**

-.03

-.27

-.04

-.19

-.33

-.02

-.31

.23

.05

.37* -.02

P11. Hovies often depict women In 
a negative way.

.51** 13
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Item Item-ProScale I tern-Anti Scale
Correlation Correlation

Pi 2. Sometimes female job seekers 32 .34
should be given special consideration
1n hiring.

P13. Portrayals of women In the media .62*** - 09
are not fair to women.

PI 4. It Is likely that an article written by 53** 34
a woman w ill not be regarded as favorably 
as a comparable article written by a man.

Al. A woman can lead a full and happy life .02 .61***
without ever marrying. ( R)0

A2. A wife should be willing to move if her - .02 49**
husband's job involves relocation to a new
place.

A3. Women who do not want at least o .10 .49**
child are being selfish.

A4. Women should not be expected to do - .27 .42*
the majority of the housework. (R)°

A5. In their push for equal rights -.31 .52**
women have become too demanding.

A6. Most women are not as adventurous .04 .41*
as men.

A7. Women often do not accept the .14 .41*
responsibility that goes along with equality.

A8. A preschool child Is likely to suffer .27 .58**
if his or her mother works full-time.

A9. Most women are not able to make up - .01 36*
their minds easily

«

AIO. Today women are not devoting enough .01 72*
time to their families.

**
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Item Item-Pro Scale 
Correlation

Item-Anti Scale 
Correlation

A ll.  Women should be more concerned 
with being good wives and mothers 
than with desiring a professional 
career

- 17 68***

A12. It Is probably better for the 
relationship if the man is more 
sexually experienced than the woman.

.09 50**

A13. Because many women are more 
emotional than men, they are not 
suitable for certain types of jobs.

.13 .64***

AM. Most women are too demanding 
in their relationships with men.

-.17 64***

AI5. Because women spend too much 
money, husbands should primarily 
be responsible for the finances in the 
family.

-0 3 39*

Note. "P" refers to Pro Items and "A" refers to "Anti” Items.

8n=l20

b I tern-scale correlation excludes the item with which it is correlated 

c ( R)-Reverse scored Items

*B< 05; * *p < 0 1 ; ***p < 0 0 1  (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix M -- Low Blame Rape Inter correlations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings



108

Table 9

Low Blame Rape Inter correlations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings0

Victim Victim Criminal Net 
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame Victim 
Empathy Composite Composite Composite Blame 
Ratings Score Score Score

Ambiva­
lence
Score

Pro
Score

Anti
Score

(Pro-Anti)
Score

Victim 1.00 
Blame 
Composite 
Score

-.17 -.33* .81*** .40** .11 .42** -2 2

Victim
Empathy
Composite
Score

100 35* - 32* -1 9 -01 -2 5 .17

Criminal
Blame
Composite
Score

1.00 .81*** -.5 6 *** -.45 *** -.27 -1 3

Net
Victim
Blame

1.00 .59*** .34* .43** -.06

Ambiva­
lence
Score

1.00 .67*** y 1 *«« -.03

Pro
Score

1.00 -.02 .71***

Anti
Score

1.00 _ 7 |*# *

Pro-Anti 
Score

1.00

Note. °n=30

*p< 10; **p<05; ***p<.01 (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix N- -  High Blame Rape Intercorrelatlons for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings



Table to

High Blame Rape Intercorrelatlons for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings0

Victim Victim Criminal Net 
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame Victim 
Empathy Composite Composite Composite Blame 
Ratings Score Score Score

Ambiva­
lence
Score

Pro
Score

Anti
Score

(Pro-Anti) 
Score

Victim 100 
Blame 
Composite 
Score

-1 0  .15 .65*** .04 .06 -.01 .04

Victim
Empathy
Composite
Score

100 35* - 34* -.14 .02 -1 3 09

Criminal
Blame
Composite
Score

1.00 65*** .20 .05 .11 -0 4

Net
Victim
Blame

1

oo

-.12 .01 -.09 .06

Ambiva­
lence
Score

1.00 .48*** 43** 03

Pro
Score

1.00 -.5 7 *** .89***

Anti
Score

1.00 -8 9 * * *

Pro-Anti 
Score

1 00

Note. ®n«=30

*p< 10; **p<05; ***p<01 (all tests are two-tailed)



Appendix 0— Low Blame Robbery Intercorrelatlons for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings
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Table 11

Low Blame Robbery Inter correlations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings8

Victim Victim Criminal Net 
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame Victim 
Empathy Composite Composite Composite Blame 
Ratings Score Score Score

Ambiva­
lence
Score

Pro
Score

Anti
Score

(Pro-Anti)
Score

Victim 1.00 
Blame 
Composite 
Score

-3 2 *  .04 .69*** 11 -.09 24 -.21

Victim
Empathy
Composite
Score

100 31* - 46 *** -0 6 25 -3 3 * 38**

Criminal
Blame
Composite
Score

1.00 .69*** -.20 .05 -.33* .25

Net
Victim
Blame

1.00 .23 -.10 .41** -.33*

Ambiva­
lence
Score

1.00 66*** 58*** .05

Pro
Score

1.00 -.21 .78***

Anti
Score

1.00 .  78««*

Pro-Anti 
Score

1 00

M L  ®n=30

*p<. 10; **p<05; ***p<01 (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix P -- High Blame Robbery Interoorrelatlonsfor Scales and Composite and Net Ratings



Table 12

High Blame Robbery Interoorrelatfons for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings8

Victim Victim Criminal Net 
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame Victim 
Empathy Composite Composite Composite Blame 
Ratings Score Soore Score

Ambiva­
lence
Score

Pro
Score

Anti
Score

(Pro-Anti)
Score

Victim 1.00 
Blame 
Composite 
Score

-.16 -.13 75*** .27 .35* .06 .19

Victim
Empathy
Composite
Score

1 00 03 -.14 03 17 -2 0 24

Criminal
Blame
Composite
Score

1.00 -.7 5 *** .10 -.35* .48*** -5 4 * * *

Net
Victim
Blame

1.00 .11 ,47*** -.28 4g«««

Ambiva­
lence
Score

1.00 .62*** .64*** -01

Pro
Score

1.00 -.20 .77***

Anti
Score

1.00 -.77 ***

Pro-Anti 
Score

1 00

Note. ®n=30

*p<. 10; **p<05; ***p<01 (alltests are two-tailed)
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