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Abstract
MEN'S AMBIVALENCE TOWARD WOMEN:
IMPLICATIONS FOR EYALUATIONS OF RAPE YICTIMS
by
Andree Jill Martin

Advisor: Professor Irwin Katz

This study explored the effects of men's attitudes toward women on their avaluations of female
rape victims. 11 was hypothesized that male attitudes toward women wouid be ambivalent having
both positive as well as negative components, resulting in more extremse evalustions 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 undergradustes who
subsequently read one of four descriptions of a crime: low blame rape; high biame rape; low
bleme 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 precipitsted the crime. It was predicted that subjects’ ambivalence ( relatively high
scor-es on both the positive and negative attitude scales) would be releted to (o) low attributed
victim bleme 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



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,
embivalence 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 wor 1d 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 smbivalencs, t.6., having both affectionate and hostile feslings
toward enother person, as an importent phenomenon in undarstanding both the individuel who
holds these conflicted ettitudes and society. Although Freud was not certain of the origin of this
embivalence, he did believe in its ubiquitousness (Thom, 1983). Recent experimental
investigations, as will be discussed leter , have shown thet ambivaience, the hoiding of both
highty positive as well as very negative attitudes toward groups of people, accurs in whites’
views of blacks, the views of the non-handicapped towerd the hendicapped, and in the views of
people toward the mentally ill (Ketz & Hess, 1988; Betley, 1988; Katz, Glass, & Wackenhut,
1986; Dienstbier, 1970; Gergen & Jones, 1963). This ambivalence can result in differentisi
evaluetions and/or behavior toward the objects of this smbivelence, either more positive or
more negative, contingant upon the perticuler situstion and/or the cheracteristics of the object
of the ambivalence.

Rasearch Aims

The aim of this reseerch is to first develop scales designed to messure men's positive and
negotive attlitudes toward women. Although sceles have been developed to explore attitudes
toward women, they measure sttitudes from & unidimensione! perspective, combining sociel and
interpersona) issues ( Spence, Helmreich & Stapp, 1973; Benson & Vincent, 1980, Gelambos,
Peterson, Richerds & Gitelson, 1985S). The present research employs a new approech o the
exploration of attitudes toward women, testing the hypothesis thet attitudes toward women can
best be conceptuelized as iwo indapendant dimensions consisting of positive sttitudes towerd
women fn the domain of social fssues and negative sttitudes toward women in the domain of
interper-sonal relationships. Positive and negative dimensions of attitudes have previously been
scaled for both ractel attitudes and attitudes towerd the handicapped ( Ket2 & Hass, 1988;
Bailey, 1988).



Bacouse women as wel! s minor ities and the hendicepped are viewed with both scorn and
sympethy, embtivalencs ( the simuitansous possession of both positive and negative attitudes)
should be manifested by men towerd women. Thess conflicted positive and negative feslings
shouid become salient in affect- laden situations thet erouse the conflict, thereby creeting
emotionel tension within the individual and posing 8 threet to the person's self-regerd The
person wents to see himself or herssif as 8 fair - mindad indiyidusl who would not reject a
disadvantaged other , but also as a discerning indtvidual who does not sutometicaily fevor 8
deviant or undesirable other. This emotionel conflict may lead to an extremity in attitude and/or
behavior on the pert of the percetver toward the individusl who is the source of this
ambivalence. The direction of this extremity will depend upon the situstion and or the
cheracter istics of the person activating the smbivalence.

The second aim of this resserch is to determine whether men's ambivalence (s determined
by scores on the newly constructed positive and negative attitude scales) predicts evaluetions of
female rape victims. Rape was chosen es & domain in which men's ambivalence towerd women
should be manifested becouse of the offect - laden neture of the crime and beceuse it 1 a gender
related crrime. It weas hypothesized thet men's ambivalence toward women should creste an
emotional tension leading to evaluative extremity towerd female rape victims. The direction of
the evaluetive extremity will be contingant upon the apperent culpabitity of the rape victim.
Thet is, given an opportunity to evaluete a repe victim, 8 men who s relatively high on
smbivalence toward women will judge an apparently “innocent” female rape victim more
positively and blame her less than a man who s not as ambivalent toward women or even then a
man who fs unembivalently positive toward women. Conversely, a men who is reletively high on
smbivalence toward women should evaluete an apparently “cuipenie” female rape victim more
negetively and blame her more than a8 man who is not as ambivailent toward women or even than 8
man who is unambivalently negative toward women.



Ambivalence Toward Blacks and the Disabiad

Attitudes toward ver lous outgroups heve besn shown to be complex and not just simply
positive or negative in cheracter. Although some individuels have uniformly “anti-Semitic”,
“racist”, or “sexist” attitudes (Adorno, 1950), the mejority appear to have more complex
attitudes, containing both positive and negetive components (Carver , Glass, Snyder , & Ketz,
1977, Bigoness, 1976). This has been demonstrated for attitudes toward blacks and the
physically and mentally disebled (Ketz & Hass, 1988, Boailey, 1988, Katzetal., 1979; Kotz
etal, 1977, Kotz Gless & Cohen, 1973, Gergen & Jones, 1963). it hes also been shown thet
under certain conditions these conflicted attitudes give rise to efforts to reduce psychic strain,
resulting in extreme reactions to black or physicelly disabled stimulus persons, either positive
or negotive, dapending on the perticuler situetion (Ketz, 1981; Hess et al., in press).

According to Katz & Hess ( 1988), conflicted positive and negative feelings will be elevated
in affect- laden situations thet arouss the conflict. These situations thet activate the conflict
creste an emotionsl tension within the individuel and pose a threat to the person’s self-regerd.
The person wants to ses himseif or hersslf as one who is fair minded and would not respond
nagetively to & discrimineted against or disadvantaged other (8 black person). Yet on the other
hend, the person wents to sse himself or herssif as one who ts discerning and does not
sutomatically respond favorably to a devient or undesirable other. This emotional conflict will
lead 10 on extremity in attitude and/or behevior on the pert of the individuel. The direction of
this extremity will dapend upon the perticular situstion. When a person ts given an oppor tunity
to aid o stigmatized other , he or she will do 0 in order to reduce the emotione! tension ceused by
the ambtvalence. On the other hand, if @ person hes the opportunity to denigrate a stigmetized
person in order to reduces the emotione! tension he or she will do s0.

Ambivalence Toward Wamen
It is reasonable to assume thet men should exhibit ambivaience toward women in o way



similer to the way that whites exhibit ambivalence toward blacks or the nondtsabled exhibit
ambivalence toward the physically or mentally disabled. From the ancient civilizations of
Greace and Rome {0 modern Amer ice in the twentieth century, images of women have been mixed.
(Hunter, 1976, Cooper, 1985). Women have been perceived as both infertor and evi),
responsible for man's downfall. Even though women have been perceived as the sexual temptress
they have also besn perceived as the virtuous mother, or Madonne ( Ruble & Ruble, 1982). Not
only hes thers been ambivalence concerning the character istics ascribed to women, the results
of those attributions are often mixed. Even when women have been viewed as virtuous Madonnes,
they have besn put on pedestsis and relegated to essentiolly power less positions in society.
These conflicted images and the consequences resulting from these images imply thet men and
women are different not only in the sociel roles thet they occupy but are slso different in their
very neture (Hunter, 1976).
Gander Stareotypes

The fact thet men and women are perceived {0 be so different in their very neture reflects
the functioning of stereotypes. Although definitions of stereotyping differ according to the
investigator's theoretice! orientation (Miller, 1981; Ashmore & DelBoca, 1976; Ashmore &
DelBoca, 1981, Pettigrew, 1981, Jones, 1982; Adems, Lawrence, & Cook, 1979), most
definitions agres thet stereotyping involves an act of social perception or judgment on the pert
of an observer which involves attr ibuting 8 dispositionel quelity to snother individuel or group
(Ruble, Cohen, & Ruble, 1984). The stimulus for the stereotype consists of some festure of
the individual or group, usuelly e physiologicel, social, or ethnic identity quality (Miller,
1981).

One of the problems with stereotypes is thet they reflect an overgeneralization that is false
10 some dagree, perticularly when appiied to each individuel member of 8 group (Adems,
Lawrence, & Cook, 1979). Another mejor problem in the utilization of stereotypes is thet they



are virtually immune to correction (Petro & Putnem, 1979). Essentially there is an
“hypothesis confirming biss” whereby people tend to remember only information that is
consistent with their stereotype and ignore or discount inconsistent information ( Der ley and
Gross, 1983; Cohen, 1981). More specificelly, there is selective attention to consistent
infor mation along with better retrieval of consistent information. Furthermorse, there may be
o reinter pretation of ambiguous or inconsistent information to fit the individuel's prior bellefs.
infor mation thet is inconsistent with an individuel's stereotype may be attributed to situationsl
factors and therefore be attributionally discounted (Fiske & Taylor, 1984).

There are wel) defined notions of what are appropriate behaviors and cheracter istics for
women and men to manifest (Cicone & Ruble, 1978, Yendusen & Sheldon, 1976). Essentially
there ors two fundemental themes in the sex role literature reflecting the dichotomy between
instrumental ( task) and expressive ( social -emotionel) spheres of action (Pleck, 1976).
Broverman, Yogel, Broverman, Clarkson, & Rosenkrantz ( 1972) found thet there was o strong
congensus sbout the differ ing character istics of men and women across groups of people who
differ in age, religion, sex, mai-ite! status and educatione! level. Cheracteristics ascribed to
males formed 8 “competency" cluster and included such quelities as: indapendance, objectivity,
wor ldliness and self-confidence. Cheracter istics ascribed to females, on the other hand, formed
8 “warmth and expressiveness” cluster and included such descriptions as: tactful, gentle,
religious, quiet, and neat. Therefors, women are percetved 8s relatively less compstent, less
Independant, less objective, and less logicel then men. Whereas men are perceived o lack ing
interpersonal sensitivity, wermth, and expressiveness in comperison to women. Moreover,
stereotypically masculine traits are more often perceived to be desirable then ere
stersotypicelly feminine cheracter istics.

Giibert, Deutsch, & Strahen ( 1978) found thet both male and female subjects agresd thet it
{s more desirable for 3 man to be masculine ( 8s defined by his score on the Bem Sex Role



Inventory) then it is for & woman to be masculine. Conversely, subjects felt thet it was more
desirable for & woman to be feminine ( 8iso as defined by her score on the Bem Sex Role
Inventory) than it is for a men to be feminine. Thess views of whet men and women or-e and whet
they should be have implications for the evaluations of women in many spheres of 1ife, including
occupetional spheres of life (Schein, 1976; Ruble, Cohen, and Ruble, 1984; Massengill &
DeMarco, 1979; Dipboye, Arvey, & Terpstrs, 1977; Rosen & Jerdse, 1978; Dipboye,
Fromkin, & Wibeck, 197S). Furthermore, aithough therse heve been some chenges over the past
two decades in how women are viewed, the images concerning women are still mixed, with
women still being sesn as more emotionsl, submissive, and weak then men. On the other hend,
women are still seen as more considerats, sincere, unselfish, and cooperetive then men ( Wer ner
& LeRusss, 1975, Ruble,1983).
Areas of Ambivalence Joward Women

Ambivalence toward women should manifest itssif primerily in two spheres of 1ife.
According to Mason, Czejke, & Arber ( 1976), ettitudes towerd women are most strongly
monifested in men's attitudes toward sociel issues relating to women ( perticulerly issues
relating to labor force perticipetion) and in terms of men's interpersonel relationships with
women. There is essentially a spHit between issuss releting to equality in inter personal
relationships (1.6., shering housshold tasks, child-reer ing responsibility, deting, merriegs,
etc.) and equelity outsids the home (1.e., labor market discriminetion, images of women in the
media, etc.) and this detachment of per-sonel life from sociel issues can take dramatic form.

Crosby & Herek ( 1986) interviewed |82 white males betwesn the ages of 25 and 40 on
their perceptions of women in the workplace. Half of the males were employed in high prestige
occupations ( 1.e., physician, lawyer, etc.) and half of the males were employed in low prestige
professions ( 1.6., sales clerk, truck driver, etc.). The high prestigs and low prestige groups
were each further divided according to their mar ital status. Finally, the married men were



classified as to whether their wives were or were nol employed outsids the home. All men were
asked whether or not their mothers hed worked outside the home. The results indicated thet
whether a men's wife or mother was empioyed hed no effect on his perception of women in the
workplece. The subjects in this study kept their sociopolitical attitudes seperate from their
personal lives. It may be thet individuels seperate their home life from their work life so
completely thet it is difficult for them to transfer knowledge from one domain to the other.

Despite the split betwesn men's public and privete lives, it is importent to note that meny
men heve changad their views concerning sociel issues relating to women and in perticuler
working women. The growth of the women's movement over the pest twenty years hes coused
many people to accept notions of femele equality in the workplace (equal pay for equel or
comperaeble work ), in politics, and in the medie ( Mason, Czejka, & Arber, 1976). Therefore, it
is expected thet men should be more positive and sympethetic towerd soctal ssues relating to
women, such 8s job discrimination, portrayels of women in the media, etc.

On the other hend, ettitudes toward interpersonel relationships with women, which may
touch on some fundamental values in our society, have besn more resistent to change even among
what may be considered nontraditionel individuels. Denmark, Shew, & Cieli (1985)
interviewed twenty middle class couples, ten of whom wers married and ten of whom were living
togsther but not merried, on the division of housshold responsibilites in their homes. The
resuits indicated that merrisd women spent 8 significently greater number of hours on
housshold chores per week then did married men. However, even unmerr led women who were
ltving with men still perfor med household tasks for aimost twice as many hour's per week
compered to their meale counterperts. The sample in this study wes too small to permit
generalization. However, in another study, Nyquist, Slivken, Spence, & Helmreich ( 198S)
looked &t 164 middle class couples and asked the couples questions concer ning housshold
activities and tasks. Again the results indicated thet only a few women received an appreciable



emount of help from their husbends on 8 daily besis on routine housshold tasks ( 1.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 cereer families is the belief thet the
employed wife's major responsibility should still be as homemaker and thet the husbend's major
responsibility should still be as bresdwinner.

The traditionsl notion thet there should be more meaternal then peternel responsibility for
child-reering is still alive end well. Kellerman & Ketz ( 1978) found in their study of 31
parents thet mothers were seen as primerily responsible for the physical caretak ing and
emotional support of the children. Mothers were also seen as being responsible for the
assignment of housshold chores and the development of bedtime schedules for the child. Mothers
wore roated by the subjects as baing ideally responsible for the Jargest segment of child-reering
activities. However, these findings are merely suggestive, given the small size of the sample.

One con hypothesize that olher oreas of interpersonal reletionships between men and women
have slso been resistent (o chengs. Although there have been chenges in dating patterns and in
expressions of female sexuality, interactions in ereas thet touch on core values and on strong
soc'atel, psychological, and religious attitudes are herder to chengs. In general, men still heve
more conservative attitudes about roles in dating and marriage and they tend to favor sex role
specialization to a greeter extent than do women (Kelley, Bersheid, Christensen, Hervey,
Huston, & Levinger, 1983). Therefore, it is expected thet men shouid tend to show relatively
negetive attitudes towsrd women in the domain of interpersone! relationships and relatively
positive attitudes toward women in the domain of social fssues.

Yalues Under lying Ambivalence Toward Women

Two fundamental values, egalitar fanism/humaniterisnism and the Protestant Ethic, have
strongly shaped Amer ican attitudes as wel) as institutions (Lipset, 1963). There has been 8
complex interplay between these two dominant value orientations often leading to a conflict



between them. Essentially, the irypothesized conflict cresting the ambivalencs on the pert of
whites towerd blacks is between the positive and negettve feslings thet many whites have toward
blacks which runs counter to one of these two basic value or jentetions (Ketz & Hess, 1988).
The Protestant Ethic is a value thet stresses the virtue of herd work, ssif-discipline, and
individuelism (Feather, 1984). More importantly, in terms of attitudes toward the poor and
dgisadventaged, those who support Protestent Ethic values are less inclined to support public
sssistance programs and they place a lower value on equelity of outcomes (MacDonald, 1972).
On the other hand, the vaiue of egaliterianism/humanitarianism stresses equelity,
understending, and sympethy toward all people, especisily those who are less fortunate.
Therefore, having negative feslings towerd one who s less fortunete ( 1.6., a poor person or 8
black person) violotes the valus of egaliterianism. On the other hand, heving positive feelings
toward o discredited other who is often stereotyped as lazy violates the Protestant Ethic value.
These conflicted attitudes and values may give rise o efforts to reduce this strain, resuiting
sometimes in extreme reactions, either positive or negative, depending upon the particuler
situstion (Ketz, Hass, & Wackenhut, 1986).

The sources of ambivalence toward wamen, however, are different from the sources of
ambivelence toward minorities snd other stigmatized groups. Although Protestant Ethic values
versus egaliterfan values may play & role in men's attitudes toward an issue such as sffirmative
action policies affecting women, it does not adequately explain men's ambivalence toward women
regarding other social 13sues ( 1.e., how women are porirayed on television and in the movies).
Broadly speaking, more genersl values such as 1iberalism versus conservatism probebly play a
ler-ger role in explaining men's ambivalence toward women with regerd to most social issues.
However , conservetism and Protestant Ethic values heve been shown {0 be positively correlsted
and 10 both stress self-control and respect for authority (Feather, 1984). Additionelly, both
people who are conservative and people who have strong Protestant Ethic values tend to be
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asostic, distrustful of sexuel intimecy, end to plece their trust in convergsnt modss of thought
in which the rules can be followed (Festher, 1984).

Despite the overiap in beliefs between conservetism versus 1iberalism velues and
Protestant Ethic versus egalitar ian values, conservatism end liberalism cover o broader range
of ottitudes and behavior and are more besic then the Protestant Ethic versus egeliterian velues.
The conservative versus liberal value system covers a broad range of sociel topics thet extends
oacross politicel, economic, moral, educetionel, and religious domeins and practices ( Rambo,
1972). Aconservetive is typicelly a person with o right wing politicel or lentation who is
proestablisment end supportive of the status quo (W1ilson & Petterson, 1968; Wilson, 1973).
Liberalism, on the other hand, emphesizes freedom of the individuel, social progress and changs,
discussion and tolerance of different views, agelitar ianism and the rights of minor ities, and
gover nmental action to remedy social deficiencies (Kerlinger, 1984). Liberaiism has besn
found to be associated with support for verious progressive movements including the women's
movement ( Smith & Kluegel, 1984). Tevris (1973) found thet not only politicel iiberalism
but religious liberalism (i.e., Unitarianism, etheism) was sssociated with greater support for
the women's movement.

Conservatism and |iberalism should not be viewed as merely opposing velues. Each is e
value system in its own right which is orthogone! to the other system. in other words,
liberalism and conservatism are independsnt of eech other (Kerlinger, 1984). An individual
cen possess both 1iberal and conser vative velues which cen give rise to ambtvalence. For
example, a man con hoid a liberal value thet the rights of women should be protected yst hold a
congervative view which objects to governmental intervention to protect the rights of various
groups (1.8., offirmative action, ERA). Therefore, it is possible thet conservative values versus
11bera) values give rise to men's ambivalence towerd women with regard to attitudes on social

issues.
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General libera) versus conservative values probably also play 8 role in reletion to men's
attitudes toward interpersonal relationships with women. However , other concerns come into
play when one examines men's attitudes toward women on o more personal level. Kinder & Seers
(1981) discuss whet they cell “symbolic racism”. Symbolic racism is the expression in terms
of both ideologicel symbols and behavior of the fesling thet blacks are violating cher ished values
ond mak ing {1legitimate demands (Kinder & Seers,1981). 1t is the conjunction of both
traditionel values and antiblack affect. The bests for symbolic ractsm is not in current recial
exper fences but in deeply felt feslings concerning morelity and velues thet ore leerned eorly in
life (Kinder, 1986). Welfare and offirmative action programs, for example, may symbolize to
some whiles the unfair advances of blacks ot the expense of traditional values relating to herd
work and individuelism (McConehay, 1986).

Perhaps in 8 similer vein there may exist 8 “symbolic sexism” which operates in relation to
men's attitudes toward women especielly with regard to interpersonel relationships with
women. Men may see working molhers as threstening an important velue like the security snd
stability of the family or they may see equality in o dating relationship as threatening to the
traditional mesculine and feminine roles. There s a strong sex role socialization which dictates
for men and women appropr iate modes of conduct and roles which may currently be threatened.
Thereforse, many advances that women have mads may be threstening 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 regerd to interpersons! reletionships.

Altitudes Toward Rape Yictims

Men's ambivelence toward women should strongly manifest itself in an effect laden ares such
as rape. Although men do show compession toward a victim of rape and have been shown (o help
rape victims (Harari, Hereri, & White, 1985), their attitudes have often been unsympathetic
toward rape victims. On the ane hend, men have mothers, sisters, girifriends, end wives which
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should meke them more sansitive to the crime of rape. On the other hand, men are less able then
women to identify with victims of repe. There are sociological as well as psycholagicel
explanetions concer ning ottitudes toword rape victims.

Saciolagical Explanetions- "Rape Culture"

Although rape is not approved of in our society, populer definitions of what constitutes rape
vary. At the more inclusive end of the spectrum, all coerced sex ts sesn as rrape, regerdless of
whether the coercion is physical, psychological, or economic (Burt & Albin, 1981). At the
other end of the spectrum, some men and women believe thet it is impossible to force a women
into having sex against her will and they don't acknowledge thet rape exists (Burt & Albin,
1981). The definition thet most people endorss probebly falls somewhere between these two
definitions.

People’s personel definitions of rape have an important impect on their tolerance of rape
and empethy toward rape victims. Their definitions and perceptions of repe may lead to disbelief
of the victim's story or to blaming the victims for provoking or precipiteting the repe. Lestly,
there may be a denial of the seriousness of rape ( Hell, Howerd, & Boezto, 1986). Brownmiller
(1975) makes the point thet we lve in a culture which is accepting of rape. Meny myths
surround us concerning rape such as: “All women want (o be raped”; “No woman can be raped
against her will”; “She was asking for it™; “If you're going to be reped, you might as well relex
ond enjoy it” (Brownmiller, 1975; Malamuth, 1981).

Rape tolerance, on the part of men as well as some women, is inherent in our culture and
our socfalizetion practices. Tolerance of rape hes been found to be associated with sexist
ottitudes toward heterosexual relationships rather then with antisocial tendencies ( Hell,
Howerd, & Boezio, 1986). I is these sexist aititudes which are learned eerly in our 1ives and
have an impact on our adult existence. These cultursl myths regarding repe and sexist attitudes
in general restrict and nerrow our definitions of whet constitutes rape, resulting in attribution



of blame to repe victims (Burt & Albin, 1981).

Not only is rape myth acceptance associated with sexist attitudes but there are other
ottitudinel correletes of rape myth acceptance. Burt ( 1980) exemined three hypothesized
attitudinel correlates of rape myth acceptance in males: sexual conservstism, adversarial sexuel
beltefs, and acceptance of inter personel violence. Sexuel conservatism refers to 8 conservative
attitude toward sexuslity including restrictions concerning the appropr isteness of certain
sexual acts os well as limitations on when sex should aocur. Adversarial sexusl beliefs ore
beliefs thet relationships between men and women ore exploitstive, manipulative and should not
be trusted. Lastly, acceptance of interpersonel violence refers to the belief thet violence and
coercion ere legitimate in interpersonel relationships. Burt ( 1980) found thet rape supportive
beliefs were related to adverserial sexuel beliefs and acceptance of interpersonal violence. More
impor tently, acceptance of interpersonel violence was the strongest predictor of rape myth
acoeptance. The dota indicated thet rape myth acceptance forms pert of 8 larger attitude
structure thet includes sex-role stereotyping, beliefs about sexuality, and acceptance of
inter personal violence.

In a study that explored the effects of rape myths on perceptions of victims and criminels,
Burt & Albin ( 1981) administered to male subjects a set of rape vignettes thet manipulsted the
victim's reputetion, the reletionship between the victim and assatlant, and the amount of force
used during the rape. They also looked ot rape supportive attitudes (1.e., raps myth acceptance,
adversarial sexue) beliefs, and acceptance of interpersonel violence). The results indicsted thet
repe myth acceptance hed 8 direct effect on rape definitions. That is, higher rape myth
acceptance reduced the probability thet the vignette wes lsbeled o rape. Additionally, acceptence
of interpersonal violence reduced willingness to convict the rapist.

The pervasiveness of rape myths not only among rapists but in the geners] public as well
has been documenter Feild ( 1978) found thet rapists were more likely than repe crisis
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counseiors to endorse var lous views thet may be referrad to 8s rape myths. However, police
officers as well as citizens from the ganeral population were found to be more similer to the
rapists then to the rape counselors in their views concerning rape. However, it {s importent to
note that there are both gender ard racia! differences in terms of the acceptance of rape myths.
Gtacopassi & Dull ( 1986 ) found thet females wers more likely than males to reject beliefs such
s the following: victims are to blame for the rape, women want (o be raped, and women falsely
accuse men of rape. Interestingly, black males were more likely {0 endorse rape myths then
were white males and they were more accepting of rape myths than were any other group. This
may be a defensive reaction on the part of black men 1o often being stereotyped as rapists.

Rape myths have an effect not only on attitudes toward rape victims but also on the attitudes
and actions f men toward women. Mosher & Anderson ( 1986) found thet in o group of
undergraduate men many of the men, at least sometime in their )ife, employed forceful or
exploftative meens in order to have sex with 8 woman. Seventy-five percent of the men admitted
to using drugs or slcoho! 1o convince 8 woman to have sex with them. Over forty percent of the
men admitted using anger to induce an unwilling woman {0 have sex with them. Thirteen percent
threetened to use force, while twenty percent used force in order to have sex with 8 woman.
Malamuth ( 198 1) asked male subjects to indicate the likeiihood thet they would rape a women if
they could be assured of not being cought and punished. Approximetely thirty-five percent of
the males indicated some likelihood of raping & woman if they could be assured thet they would
not be caught and twenty-one percent chose a rating on 8 level equel 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 |1kelihood of committing 8 rape if they were
guoaranteed no punishment with twenty percent indiceting a l1kelihood greeter then or equel to

the midpoint of the scale.
Yictim Character istics xplanation



Not only do sociologicel factors influence men's ettitudss toward repe victims, the
cheracter istics of the victim aiso grestly affect men's sttitudes toward the victim. The
cheracteristics of the victim heve always played e major role in our ottitudes toward the rape
victim as well as in the punishment meted out to the rapist (Brownmiller, 1975). In
particuler, the respectability of the victim hes always played 8 key role in our trestment of the
repe victim. Even under Babylonien law, over four thousand yeers ago, the trestment eccorded
to the rapist and the rape victim var ied greatly according to the perceived respectability of the
victim (Brownmiller, 1975). A men who raped 8 virgin wes executed. However , if a merried
woman was reped, the rape would be labeled adultery and both the rape victim and the repist
would be bound and thrown into the river.

Although rape victims are no longer thrown into the river, typicelly females who are ssen
os more respectable and less sexuelly provocstive are biamed less for the rape (Weiner &
Rinehert, 1986, Kaneker & Kolsawalle, 1981). Unfortunately, this emphesis on the
respectability of the victim cen have very detr imentat consequences for the rape victim. Yery
often unless the rape victim ts an “idee! victim™, e women who hes & good reputation end whose
actions were beyond reproach, she is not considered @ “resl victim* of repe ( Giacopessi & Dull,
1986).

Respectability is often intertwined with notions of sex role traditionality. It hes also been
found thet if & woman beheves in a nontraditional and or suggestive way this may affect males’
perception of the justifiability of rape. For example, if 8 women chooses to go to 8 man's
apertment on a date rather then to a public place (i.e., a restaurant or a movie), this may be
perceived a5 suggestive behavior by men. Another example of nontraditional behevior would be 8
womaen {aking the initiative and asking the man out for 8 dote. Mushlenhard, Friedmen, &
Thomas ( 1985) presented male undergradustes with wr itten vignettes about two hypothetics)
characters who were on a date. The vignettes manipuleted who initatioted the date ( the men or
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the women) and whers they went (a religious function, 8 movie, the man's apartment). The
results indicsted thet rape was rated as more justifisble when the couple went to the man's
aporiment then to a religious function or 8 movie. Additionelly, rape wes olso roted as more
justifisble when the woman rather then the man initiated the date ( uniess they went to o
religious function). Therefore, if & woman engagss in certain nontraditional behaviors, such as
asking a man out or going to his apartment, 8 man may see these beheviors as indicative of the
woman wanting sex and may therefore see rape as more justifiable.

In addition to respectability, sexusl provocativeness, snd traditionelity, the attractiveness
of the victim and how much the woman tries to resist the rape also play 8 role in perceptions of
rape victims. Deltz, Littmen, & Bentley ( 1984) explored the effects of the physical
sttractiveness and resistence style of the rape victim on male and female mock jurors’ social
perceptions of the rape victims and rapists. They also investigated the influsnce of subjects’
pretrial empethy toward rape victims and repists on sttributions of responsibility. Subjects
were asked to attend exper imenta! sessions in which they were given the Rape Empethy Scale
which was designed to measure subjects’ empethy toward the repe victim and toward the rapist
in a heterosexue! rape situetion. They were also given one of six written rape vigneties which
veried the physicel attractiveness (attractive versus unettractive) and resistence style
(pessive, assertive, or aggressive) of the rape victim.

The results indicated thet male subjects rated the psychologicel impect of the rape for the
victim as grester when the victim was described as attractive then when she was descr ibed as
unettractive. Female subjects did not differ in their ratings of the psychologioal impact of the
rape for stiractive and unettractive victims. Additionelly, male subjects believed thet the
victim was more 1ikely {0 heve done something to heve encouraged the rape, identified less with
the victim, identified more with the rapist, and had less positive feelings sbout the rape victim
than did female subjects. Mein effects were also found for raps empethy. Subjects who scored
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high on the Rape Empethy Scale exper ienced greeter certainty about the repist's guilt and
attributed greater responsibility to him for the raps then did subjects who scored low on the
Rape Empethy Scele. Similarly, high scoring subjects expressed more positive feslings about
the rape victim and had greater identificetion with her and feit that the victim wes less likely to
have done something to encourage the rape. Additionally, the attributions of responsibiiity of
subjects who empethized with the rape victim were not affected by levels of victim
oitractiveness or resistance, while subjects who did not empethize with the victim rated the
unattractive victim or the woman who pessively resisted the rape as more likely to have
encouraged the rape then the ettractive victim or the woman who aggressively resisted the rape.
Therefore, Deitz et al. ( 1984) found thet male subjects and subjects who exhibited low empethy
towerd the rape victim were more responsive to subtie manipulations of victim sttractiveness
and resistance than were famales and subjects exhibiting high empethy towerd the rape victim.

Lastly, the relationship between the victim and her assailant hes also been found to have an
effect on men's perceptions of rape victims. Krulewitz ( 1982) examined the effects of the
circumstances of the assault and the relationship between the victim and assailent on subjects’
perceptions of 8 rape victim. There were three levels of rape circumstances ( outsids blitz,
home blit2, acquaintance rape). In the outside blit2 cass report, the victim indiceted thet she
was sttacked by a siranger in a perking lot. In the home blitz case report, the victim indicated
that she was attacked by 8 stranger in her own home. Lastly, in the scqueintance rape case
report, the victim indiceted thet she was attacked in her own home by her date. Subjects were
then given a questionnaire regarding their perceptions of the victim.

The results indicated that there was a main effect for sex of subject. Women attributed more
emotional upset (o the victim then did men. Sex of subject was also found {0 interact with rape
circumstances for attributions of victim upset. Men perceived 8 victim asssulted in her own
home by an acquaintance as less upset then victims assaulted under the other two conditions.
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Furthermore, men attributed less emotionel upset to victims of either the home blitz or
acquaintance rape then did women.

The results of the preceding studies indicete that cherecteristics of the victim such as
respectability, sexuel provocativeness, sex role traditionality, attractiveness end physical
resistance toward the rapist all play an important role in shaping the attitudes of people toward
the victim. Additonally, the relationship between the victim and her assailant also influences
people's perceptions with a closer relationship between the victim and assailent resulting in
more blame toward the rape victim. Unfortunetely, many of these cheracteristics are beyond
the victim's control and leave her open to blame and cr iticism.

Cher acter istics of the Male Percaiver

Not only do cheracteristics of the victim play & role in men's sttitudes toward the victim,
cheracteristics of the male perciever 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 es violent if they themselves had been attacked or threstened or
if they scored higher on the Bem Sex Role Inventory Femininity Scele ( Tieger, 1981).
Therefore, men who show more sympethy towesrd rape victims probebly heve hed 1ife
exper fences which engendered 8 more empethetic response to rape victims and who feel freer (0
express the feminine aspects of their own personelity.

On the other hend, there is a population of men with favorable attitudes concerning the
commission of rape ( Tieger, 1981). These men have bellefs which tend to minimize the violent
impact of rape on o victim. Additionally, they state 8 high 1ikelihood of raping if they were
assured that they could not get caught. The “high 1ikelihood of rape” men blame the victim and
sympathize more with the repist then do men who would not rape & women even if they knew
they would not be punished ( Tieger, 1981). These men may have a “macho personelity”
consisting of both violent and misogynistic attitudes. Mosher and Anderson ( 1986) had subjects
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111l out a hypermasculinity inventory which is 8 measure of the macho personelity consisting of
these thres components: callous sexual attitudes, the perception of violence as being menty, and
the perception of denger as being exciting. Afterward, subjects listened through headphones to
on audiotape of 8 male voice depicting o reelistic rape which the subjects were told to imagine
committing. The results indiceted thet the more macho men as revesled by their scores on the
hypermasculinity scale compared to the less macho men were more sexually aroused by and
exper ienced more positive and less negative affect while they imagined committing a rape. The
macho men exper fenced significantly less disgust, anger , fear, distress, sheme, and guilt while
they imagined committing a rape then did less macho men.

Ravchologicel Explanetions

In addition to personelity and 1ife exper fence differences, there are psychologicel
explanestions concerning men's attitudes toward rape victims. Perhaeps the most frequently cited
sttributional bies or error is called the fundamental attribution error which is the tendency of
persons to undsrestimate the impect of situational factors and to everestimets the role of
dispositional factors in controlling others' behevior (Jones, 1979). Jones and Nisbett ( 1971)
proposed thet actors and observers differ in their susceptibility to the fundemental attribution
error. Inother words, actors attribute their own behevioral choices to situstionel factors and
constraints, while observers are likely to attribule the same choices to the actor’s stable
personelity traits.

Jones and Nisbett ( 1971) offered several explanations for the actor -observer difference on
the attribution of responsibility. They suggested thet there are important differences in the
perceptual and informational perspectives of the actors and observers. However, the more the
observer {akes the perspective of the actor, the more 1ikely it is thet the observer will meke 8
situetionel sttribution. Taking the perspective of the actor, and thereby making a situetionol
attribution, should be facilitated when the observer empathizes with the actor.
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It hes been consistently shown thet women exhibit greeter empetivy toward o repe victim
then do men (Deitz et al., 1984, Deitz et al., 1984). Additionelly, rape empathy correlates
significently with attributions of responsibility in rape situstions. Individuels who havs high
levels of empathy towerd rape victims attribute less responsibility for the crime to the victim
ond greater responsibility to the rapist then tndividuels who express less empathy toward the
victims (Deitz et ol., 1982). Furthermore, individusls who exhibit low empethy toward rape
victims are more responsive to subtle manipulations of victim resistance and attractiveness
then are individuals who exhibit high empethy toward rape victims. It appeers that women
empathize and identify more with the victim and assume the attributionel perspective of the
rape victim (the actor) to a greater extent then do men. However , men are less similer to the
rape victim then women are and are therefore less likely to take the perspective of the victim.
Because men maintain the perspective of the observer and are less empethetic with the female
rape victim and since the perspective of the observer produces grester sttribution to
dispositional factors (Jones & Nisbett, 1976), meles should sttribute the rape to dispositional
factors of the victim to a greeter extent then do females. This may result in men bleming the
rape victim more than women blame the victim.

From another perspective, males may be more hersh in their judgments of rape victims
then females are in their judgments of rape victims due to defensive sttribution 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 hed subjects listen to a recording of an
interview with a stimulus person ( perpetrator ) who was responsible for an accident resulting
in ser fous consaquences for an innocent victim. The perpetrator in the story was either similar
or dissimiler to the subjects. The results indiceted thet the more similar the subject was to the
perpetrator the less the subject blemed the perpetrator.

Thess results have implications for males’ and females’ reactions towerd e rape victim or
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rapist. Men are more similer to 8 male repist then to a female rape victim not only by virtue of
the fact thet they are the same sex but also beceuse 8 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, 8 man may attribute little bleme to the rapist snd blame the
rape victim (his potential sccuser in the future). Conversely, women who are not only the same
sax &8s the rape victim but are also more likely to be tn the position of being a rape victim rether
then being a rapist, may sttribute little blame towerd the rape victim and bleme the rapist. For
& women to blems o rape victim, she would be admitting the fact that she in the future should be
held responsible {f she were raped.

In summery, there is an entire constellstion of factors thet seem to influence men's
perceptions and eveluations of rape victims, ranging from psychological biases to victim and
perceiver cheracteristics t0 sociologicel explanations regarding our culture. Some of these
explenations seem (o reflect 8 more negative attitude toward rape victims, some 8 more positive
sititude, while other explanetions reflect the fact thet men mey have mixed attitudes depending
upon their personelity or other characteristics.

In any event, an offect - laden situation such as rape is predicted to strongly arouse men's
ambivalence toward women &8s opposed Lo other less affect - laden situstions such as robbery. To
the extent thet males are ambivalent sbout women, repe should arouse both sympethy and
hostility simultensously. There will be sympethy for the victim of & heinous crime, but also
hostility for the "temptress” who probably meneuvered the man into behaving aggressively, so
she could have sex without taking responsibility for the sex. This conflict will create inner
tension bacause the man's self-image as & fair minded and sympathetic individusl who is also
discerning is under threet. The self-image cannot accommeadate the simultaneous feelings of
sympathy and hosti]ity beceuse the one fesling discredits the other feeling.

This conflict con lead to a variety of efforts at conflict~reduction ( including psychological



22

withdrewal from the stimulus situation). However, if the situetion forces the subject to
evaluate the culpability of the victim, he will try to resolve the emotional conflict by reacting
extremely sympethetically or extremely criticelly, depending on whether culpability con be
perceived as high or low. Therefore, it is hypothesized thet thers is 8 correletion between
embivalence (reletively high scores on both the pro-women and anti-women attitude scoles) and
extremity of eveluations of a repe victim, when apparent culpebility is menipulated

exper imentally.

Because of evidence demonstrating that issues such as perceived respectebility,
traditionality, resistance on the part of the victim, amount of force used during the rape, and the
relationship between the victim and assaflant heve an impect on attitudes toward rape victims,
these culpebility factors were manipuleted in the high bleme versus low blame rape scenar ios.
More specificelly, women who are perceived as being less respectable, less traditional, put up
less physical resistance (o the rape, do not receive physical injury, and know their assailant are
blamed more for the rape (Weiner & Rinshert, 1986, Kaneker & Kolsawalla, 1981,
Muehlenherd, Friedman, & Thomas, 198S; Deitz et al., 1984). Therefore, the high blame rape
victim was portrayed in this study es being less respectable, less traditionel, putting up less
physicel resistance to the rape, receiving less physical injury, and knowing her assailant;
while the opposite characteristics and factors per tained to the low bleme rape victim.

In the high and low blame robbery conditions, a similer strategy was used to develop the
scenerios. However , it was hypothesized thet intelligence may be as much of a factor if not more
in reletion to our attributions of blame toward robbery victims then is respectebility.
Therefore, the high blame robbery victim was portrayed as both less intelligent as well as less
respectable compered to the low blame robbery victim. (Although the high blame rape victim
was 8130 portrayed as somewhat less intelligent and as less respectable then the low blame rape
victim).
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Overview of Experiment
In the present study male subjects filled out scales of positive and negative attitudes toward

women. Then they were presented with an account of & crime perpetrated by a male egainst 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 o indicate their empathy toward the victim.

Hypotheses

1 8) Ambivalencs (relatively high scores on both the pro-women and anti- women scales)
will be negatively correlated with victim blame and positively correlsted with victim empathy
in the low blame rape condition. Thet is, subjects who are relatively high on ambivaience should
blame the victim less and empathize with her more in the low spparent blame rape condition
then should subjects who are less ambivalent.

b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be relsted to subjects’ blaming of the
victim or empethy for the victim in the low blame rape condition.

c) Neither ambivalence nor the seperate pro and anti scores will be correlated with
blaming the criminel in the low bleme rape condition ( becouse these scores all refer to attitudes
about women).

23) Ambivalence will be positively correlsted with victim blame and negetively
correlated with victim empethy in the high bleme 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 seperate pro and anti scores will be related to
criminal blame in the high bleme rape condition.

38) Ambivalence will not be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy in the
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low bleme robbery condition. ( No relations are expected because robbery is not as affect - laden a
crime 8s rape and it is not & gender related crime.)
b) Neither the pro nor the anti scores alone will be relsted to victim bleme or victim

empethy tn the low blame robbery condition.

c)  Additionally, neither the ambivalence score nor the seperate pro and anti scores will
be related to criminel blame in the low blame robbery condition.

40) Ambivelence will not be correlated with victim blame or with victim empathy in the
high tlame robbery condition.

b)  Neither the pro nor the anti scorss alone will be related to victim blame or victim
empsathy in the high blame robbery condition.

c) Lostly, 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. METHOO

Construction of Pro and Anti Femals Scales
Subjects were presented with SO items believed to reflect positive snd negetive 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 inter personal
relationships, two types of items were developed, profemale and antifemale. Beceuse people
are probably more accepting of gender equelity in relation to social issues due to the growth of
the women's movement then gender equelity in relation to interpersonel relationships, which
may touch on some fundamental values in our society which are more resistent to chengs, the
items relating to social issues consituted the profemals items while the items relating to

inter personel relationships constituted the antifemale items. Additionelly, positive stereotypes
of women were incorporeted as profemale items and negative stereotypes of women were

incor por-ated as antifemale itams.

The twenty- five profemale items consisted of 20 items relating to sociel issues. Subjects
were asked to indicate their agreement and or disagresment regerding such issues as: portraysis
of women in the media, job discriminetion, employment opportunities for women, affirmative
action policies towerd women, women's econom ic power , the judgment accordsd {0 women's
work, elc. (see Appendix A). Some of the items relating to women's employment opportunities
and &ffirmative action were adapted from Katz & Hess ( 1988) Pro-Black and Anti-Black Scales.
A six-point response format was used ( strongly agree to strongly disagree, with no neutra)
point), and scored from | t0 6. All items were scored so thet higher scores indicated grester
ogresment with the statement. Three of the profemale items relsting 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 agresment/disagresment with the following
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stereotypes: women are more nurturant then men, men are less tactful then women, women are
more expressive then men, men are not 8s sensitive to others as women are sensitive to others,
ond women moke better parents ( see Appendix A).

The twenty-five antifemale items consistedof |5 items reiating to inter personei
relationships with women. Subjects were asked to indicate their agresment/disagreement
regerding such issues as: the appropr iateness of 8 woman asking a man for a date, 8 woman's
concern with being 8 wife and mother versus her concern over a career , the sharing of household
responsibilities, women desiring not to merry, whether women should be responsible for birth
control, etc. (see Appendix A). Three of the entifemale items relating to interpersona!
relationships were reverse coded.

Additionally, 10 out of the 25 antifemale items consisted of negative stereotypes of women.
Subjects were ssked to indicate their agresment/disagresment with such stereotypes as: women
ore more emotionsl then men, women are less scientifically oriented than men, women are oo
demending, met:hn't make up their minds easily, etc. ( see Appendix A). Two of the
ontifemale items relating 1o negetive stereotypes of women were reverse coded
ubjects

Two hundred and fifty-six male undergradustes between the ages of | 7 and 33 perticipated
in the first questionnaire study. Ninety-five subjects were from the Brooklyn College subject
pool and 161 subjects were convassed from colleges in the New York area (Hunter, New York
University, and Purchess). Subjects at Brook lyn College perticipeted voluntarily in exchange
for course credit. Subjects at the other colleges were approached by the experimenter and asked
whether they would be willing to volunieer in a questionnaire study.

Procedure

Subjects wers (0ld that they would be perticipating in an anonymous study exploring men's

attitudes. They were informed not to put their nemes or any other identifisble tnformation on
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the questionnaire and were then handed the SO item scale.
Eactor analysis

A principal components factor analysis with varimax rotation and internal consistency and
item - total correletions strategy was used to cull items from the SO item domain to represent
the profemale and antifemale items. An exploratory principal components factor analysis with
vorimax rotation was done on the total pool of SO items. An examinetion of the latent roots
revesled two sizeble 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 & loading criterfon of .35
or higher, it was found thet 15 of the 25 antifemale items loaded only on Factor 1 ( 13 anti items
which loaded positively on the first factor & two reverse anti items which loaded negatively on
the first fector ). Also, two of the reverss pro items uniquely loaded on factor 1. Fector 1 con
best be conceptualized as a traditione! sex-role scale ( see Table 1).

For the second factor, 15 out of the 25 profemale items loaded on it. No antifemale items
loaded on Factor 2. Factor 2 can best be conceptuelized as en equel rights scale for women. An
exomination of the smaller factors reveaied thet these items also loaded on Factors | and 2 and
thet these factors were uninterpretable. Therefore, the results suggest thet the pro and ant!
items constitute two separate dimensions (See Table 1). Two scales were der ived ofter the
factor enatytic procedure, a 15 item antifemale/sex-role traditionality scale ( the two reversse
pro items that loaded on Factor | were elimineted) and a 14 item profemale/equa! rights scale
(o pro item explicitly dealing with rape was also elimineted). See Appendix B.
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TABLE 1. item Loadings on Major factors

item Fector! Fector?2

39. Women are gaining too much economic power too quickly. * 12 .06

34. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives a1 .06
ond mothers than with desiring 8 professionsl cereer.

29. Todey women are not devoting enough time to their femilies. .69 10

40. Because many women are more emotional then men, they are not 67 19
suitable for certain types of jobs.

49. Because women spend too much money, husbends should primerily 67 -.01
be responsibie for the finances in the family.
3S. 1t is probably better for the relationship if the men is more sexuelly .65 05

exper tenced then the woman.

20. In their push for equal righls women have become too demanding. 65 10

27.  Most women are not able to make up their minds easily. .64 14

13.  Women who do not want st least one child are being selfish. 59 .06

46. Most women are too demanding in their relationships with men. .59 19

24. There is oo much media attention being paid to the problems that .52 -.07
women face. *

22.  Women often do not accept the responsibility that goss along with 52 A7
equality.

12. A wife should be willing to move if her husbend's job involves 52 -.01
relocetion to & new place.

21.  Most women are not as adventurous s men. S1 .28

23. A preschool child is likely to suffer if his or her mother works .46 .09
full-time.

9. A woman can live 8 full and heppy life without ever merrying -.44 .05

18.  Women should not be expected to do the major ity of the housework.  -.43 A3

30. Too many women still 1ose out on jobs and promotions because they  -.30 .66
are women.

19.  Women do not have the same employment opportunities thet mendo. -.22 .64
8.  Most women still cannot rige o positions of power in the business  -.25 .60

wor id becouse of discriminetion.
28. Most big corporations in Amer ica are not reslly interested in tresting -.13 .59
their male and femaie employees aquelly.
37. Movies often depict women in & negative way. -.10 .59
26. After being held back for so long, women deserve help in catching up. -.23 52
4S. Portrayais of women in the media are not fair o women. -.31 49
S.  Television commercials poriray women in 8 stereotypical way. -.23 .49
10. Todey women still do not earn as much moneyas most men do. -.25 47
4.  Less media sttention is paid to female athletes in comperison tomale -.17 .45
sthietes.

14.  Most men are not a3 sensitive as women are to the feelings of others. .22 42
41. Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration .14 41
in hiring
44. Rape victims are not treeted fairly by the criminel justice system.* -.16 .40
2. ItU'ssurprisinmg thet women do as well as they do, consideringallof .11 .40
the obstacles thet they face.
S0. It is likely thet an article writlen by & woman will not be regarded 8s -.20 .38
favorably as a comperable article writlen by 8 man.
*Reverse Pro items and rape item that was eliminated from final scale
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|tam analysis and reltabilities
The Pearson correlations between scores on each of the 15 individual anti items and the

total score on all other antifemele items scale ranged from .42 to .70, all significant beyond the
.01 level. Correlations between individuel ant! items and the total profemale scale renged from
-.021t0-20. (Al 1S items had 8 significant correlation with the total scora on other items of
the same type and 8 lower correlstion with the total score on the items of the opposite type.) The
item -totel scale correletions for the sample are found in Appendix C. Cronbech's coefficient
alphe for the resulting 15 item antifemale ( sex-role traditionality) scale was .88.

The Peorson correlations between scores on the 14 individual pro items and the tote!
profemale scale rangsd from .36 to .67, all significant beyond the .01 level. Correlstions
between individual pro items and the total antifemale scele renged from -.01 t0 .23. The
item-total scale correlations for the sample are found in Appendix C. Cronbach's coefficient
alphe for the resulting 14 item profemale (equal rights) scole was .81.

Additionally, the correlation between the 14 item profemale scele and the 15 item
ontifemale scale was -. 11 further supporting the indspendence of these two scales.

Yalidity evidence

An additionel sample of S4 undergraduate males from New York University and St. Peter's
College were administered the resulting 29 item scale ( 1S anti items end 14 pro items) along
with the shortened, 16 item version of the Mar lowe-Crowne Social Desirability Scale ( see
Appendix D). These scales were adm inistered 10 undergraduste 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 Merlowe-Crowne Scale and the profemasie scale,
r(S4)= -.13, ond for the Marlowe-Crowne and the antifemale scale r(S4)= .10, indicating
thet subjects’ responses to these two scales were not influenced by their attempt to portray

themselves in a socislly desirable way.
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To establish the construct validity of these two scales the 29 item attituds questionneire was
administered to another sample of 76 undergraduetes, 38 of whom were female and 38 of whom
were male. Again, these wers undergraduetes at New York University and St. Peter's College who
were enrolled in sociology and history classes who were asked by their instructors whether they
would like to perticipete in an snonymous and totally voluntary study.

If the scales passess “construct validity”, one should expect that known groups differ in
response to the scales in a theoretically predictable manner. Therefore, women should score
significently 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 thet 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<.001). Conversely, women's scores (M=38.71) were significantly lower then men's
scores (M=50.84) on the anti scele (t(74)= 4.72, p<.001). Therefore, each scale
demonstrates the ability to differentiste between two known groups.

Exper imant

Overyiew
Ina 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
random ly assigned to read 8 report of 8 rape while the other half of the subjects read a report of
arobbery. Helf the time the rape or robbery victim was portrayed as “blemeworihy” and half
the time s not blameworthy. After reading the crime reports, subjects answered questions
concerning victim blame, empethy for the victim, and criminal blame.
Subjects

One hundred and (wenty male undergradustes perticipated in the study. Ninety-five of the
subjects were students at the City University of New York ( Brooklyn College, LaGuerdia College,
and Hunter College) while twenty-five of the subjects were students at St. Peter’s College. The
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meon age of the subjects was 20.5 yeers old. The ethnic breskdown of the subjects was as
follows. 65.8% white, 19.2% black, 9.2% Hispanic and 5.8 % Asien. Subiects at Brooklyn
College participated voluntarily in exchange for course credit. Subjects at the other colleges
werg enrolled in psychology classes and were asked by their tnstructors whether they would 1tke
to participate in an anonymous and totally voluntery study.
Procadure

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 8 cless) and were Instructed
by a female graduate student that they would be perticipating in two seperste studies. The first
study was axplained to the subjects &s funded by the National Science Foundation, and designed to
8556sS college students’ attitudes toward varfous topics and groups. Subjects were told that they
would be asked 10 indicate their agresment/disagreement with & veriety of issues. They were
also instructed to enswer 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 dur ing the same exper imental session thet the second study wes part of the
experimenter's dissertation and concerned attitudes toward crime. Subjects were instructed
that they were going to reed a crime scenar fo fnvolving 8 police officer interviewing a crime
victim and answer some questions after reading the scenario. After the experimental session
was completed, subjects were debriefed end thenked for their perticipation. Subjects were
informed concerning the ambivalence hypothesis and were given 6n explanation 8s to why the
nature of the study and the hypothesis hed to be withheld from them until the end of the
exper imental session.

Altitude Questionnaire
Subjects were first presented with the 29 item questionnaire on attitudes about women,
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along with 35 filler {tems incorporated into the scale. The filler items were used in an effort to
disguise the purpose of the scale and make it appeer to be a scale look ing at attitudes toward
vorious different tssues and groups. Ten of the filler items concerned attitudes towerd
democrats and republicans. Another ten of the filler items concerned sttitudes toward varfous
professionals (doctors, lawyers, teachers). Five of the items asked subjects about attitudes
toward Hispenics, while three of the filler items concerned attitudes toward Asians. Seven of the
filler items concerned attitudes toward blacks adepted from the Katz and Hass ( 1988) racial
attitude scales ( see Appendix £)

Afterward subjects were presented with one out of four possible scenerics: high bleme
rape, low blame rape, high bisme robbery, low blame robbery.
Ihe Crime Scanarios

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 assailent were made identical in all four scenarios. The victim's name was listed as Nancy T.
ond her address was deleted. 1t wes decided to give the victim only 8 1ast initial and to delete her
address th order 10 make the scenar 10s appeer more reslistic and to appeer 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 his
mid-twenties with blondish heir and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of average bufld.
Additionelly, in the high blame robbery and the high blame rape conditions the occupation of the
victim (a cashier ) wes the same, both victims did not resist the rape or robbery, and the
victims received no phyiscal bruises or injury. The same heid 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.



33

High biame rapa condition. in the high biame rape condition the victim, Nancy T., stated
that she wes a 21 yeer old cashier st Alexander's Department Store. She proceedad to tell the
officer that she went to a party and was sitting around and drinking for 8 couple of hours. She
stortad talking to 8 man whom she had just met at the party and went back with him to his
aportment. He beceme sexually aggressive and she told him “No”. He then pushed her down on
the couch and raped her. She indicated thet she did not resist his attack and was “sort of drunk .
Additionally, she indicated thet there were no bruises on her body. The victim told the officer
thet the assailent's first name was Steve and she did not know his sacond name. He was described
&8s being in his mid-twenties with blondish heir and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of
overage build ( ses Appendix F ).

Low blame rape condition. The low blame rape victim was portrayed as being more
respectable and as exercising better judgment then the high biame rape victim. She wes not
drunk, not sexually provocative, did not go to & strange man's spartment, did not know her
assatlent, physically resisted his sttack, and received bodily infury. The victim was & college
student who was reped in 8 parking ot end received bodily injury from her asseilant.

in the low blame rape condition the victim, Nancy T., stated thet she was 21 yeers old and
wos 8 college student at New York University. She stated that she got out of class at nine-thirty
at night and was walking to the perking lot when she heard footsteps behind her. She steted that
she usually walked to the parking lot with someone else becouse it was dengerous but she didn't
that night. As she approached her car, 8 man grabbed her from behind and put his hand over her
mouth while holding 8 knife to her throet and told her not to scream. She tried to push his hand
away from her throet and get away, but the assailant was stronger and cut her arm with his
knife. She stated thet she thought that the assailant was going to kill her. He then threw her into

the car and her head hit the steer ing wheel and she could not move. The assatlant then raped her
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She was lying dazed for ewhile but managed to cry out for help and a8 woman found her and called
the police. Ms. T. indiceted thet in addition to being cut on the arm there were bruises on her
head, neck , and shoulders. The victim stated thet she did not know her assaiiant but descr {bed
him as being In his mid-twenties with blondish heir and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of
average butld. (see Appendix G).

High blama robbery conditian. In the high blame robbery condition the victim, Nency T.,
stated thet she was 8 21 yeer old cashier st Alexandsr's Despr{ment Store. She procesded to tel)
the officer thet she was waiting for 8 train st Orand Central Station when 8 man epprosched her
claiming he had found 8 beg full of money. According (o the victim, the man said that he would
try to find & police officer and told her (o hold the bag. He claimed thet if he couldn’t find a police
officer, he would return and split the money with her. Ms. T. went on (o state thet she should
have known thet the story sounded fishy, but the thought of getting helf of the money was so
“tempting”. The victim reporied that ofter the men handed Ms. T. the bag, she put down her
purse. He then left and she realized thet he had stolden her bag. She 8lso stated thet she was not
physicelly hurt. Additionelly, she described the robber as being in his mid-twenties with
blondish hair and brown eyes, about five foot ten, and of average build ( see Appendix H).

Low blame robhery condition, !n the low blame robbery condition the victim, Nency T.,
stated thet she was 21 yeers old and was a college student at New York Unfversity. She stated
thet she went to the bank to cash a check, and thet while ot the bank she started to count her
money. When she finished counting her money, she had noticed thet a man was stering st her.
Ms. T. went on to say thet she probably shouldn't have counted her money out in the open but did
S0 because she wes in 8 hurry. After she left the bank and started crossing the street, someone
knocked her o the ground and stole her purse. She stated that she recognized the man who
kiocked her down 8s the man from the bank. Ms. T. claimed thet she was physically hurt when
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the robber knocked her to the ground. She 8lso brutsed her knees badly as she fell. The assailant
was descr ibed as being in his mid-twenties with blondish hair and bown eyes, sbout five foot
ten, and of average build. (see Appendix |)
Depandant Measures

In order to assess subjects’ attributions of bleme toward the victim and criminal and
empathy towerd the victim, s 13 ftem Likert-type scale was administered to the subjects at the
end of the scener o that they had read (see Appendix J & k') The statements were chosen to
reflect evalustion along the a priol dimensions of percetved victim blame, perceived criminel
bleme, empathy, perceived intelligance, and perceived respectability. tach of the items were
scored on 8 six point scale ranging from 1sstrongly disagree to 6=strongly agree, with no
neutral point. The items used to tap victim blame, criminal blame, victim empathy, perceived
intel 1igence of the victim, and perceived respectability of the victim were as follows:
Item 1. (General victim blame)

The victim is ot least partisily responsible for what happened to her.
item 2. (General criminel blame)

The rapist/robber should be given the maximum jail sentence if cought and convicted.
Item 3. (Cheracterological victim blame 1)

The victim may heve prevented the repe/robbery by changing some aspect of her character

or personality.
item 4. (Charecterologicel criminel blame)

The rapist/robber s a cold- bloodad criminal.
item S. (Behavioral criminal bleme)

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

The victim may heve prevented the rape/robbery by chenging some aspect of her behavior.
Item 7. (Characterological victim blame 2)

The victim 1S 8 somewhet 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 11ke an intelligent person.
Item 10. (Perception of victim's respectsbility)

The victim seems ike 8 very respectable person.
item 11. (Victim empathy 1)

| feel sympethy for the victim.
Item 12. (Victim empathy 2)

The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.
Hem 13. (VYictim empethy 3)

The victim did not deserve whet happened to her
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3. RESWLTS
Pro and Anti- Women Scales

It was hypothesized thet attitudes toward women in the domain of social issues would be
Indspendent from attitudss toward women in the domain of Interpersonal reletionships. The
Product Moment correletion between the total pro and total anti scores for this sample of 120
subjects wes -.25, p<.01. However, in the prior administration of this scale using a sample of
256 subjects the pro and anti scoles wers found to be uncorreleted ( the correlation for the
prior sample as discussed eorlier was -.11).

The item-totel correlations for this sample are shown in Appendix L. The most notable
difference between this pettern of {tem-total correlations and the pettern found in the eerlier
sample ( see Appendix C) lies with some of the pro items. In this semple, pro items 1 and 2 do
not correlate strongly with either scele. Item pro S correlates more strongly with the totel anti
score then with the totel pro score. Lestly, item pro 12 correletes about equally well with both
the total pro and total anti scores. Apert from these differences, the pettern of correlstions for
both samples appeers to be similer.

Internal consistency s measured by Cranbach’s alphe for the profemale scele was .78 and
for the antifemale scale was .80 thus demonstrating interne! consistency. (In the originel
sample discussed earlier, the alphe for the profemale/equel rights scale wes .81 and for the
entifemale/traditionelity scele wes .88).

Experimental Rasuits

Raliahility of Blame and £ mpathy Messuras
The reliability of the five statements used to assess subjects’ perceptions of victim blame

(two cheraterologicol measures of victim blame, two bshevioral measures of victim bleme, and
ons general measure of victim blame) was .87 as messured by Cronbach's coefficient alphe.
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Furthermors, the reliebility of the thres statements used to assess perceptions of criminel
blame (one cheracterologicel measurs of crimine! blame, one behavioral messure of criminel
bleme, and one general measurs of criminel blame) wes . 76. Lastly, the reliability of the three
statements used to assess victim empethy was . 79. Becsuse the items relating to victim blame,
criminel blame, end victim empethy were found to be internelly consistent, they were combined
to produce three composite scores (a victim blame composite scors, 8 criminel blame composite
score, and a victim empettry composite scors) to test all of the experimental hypotheses.
Parception of Yictio Checks

In order (0 assess the efficecy of the blame manipulations, the dote were analy2ed using 8
2X2 analysis of veriance, with two levels of victim blame (high vs. low) and two types of crime
(rape vs. robbery). The results indicoted thet there was a significant main effect for blame on
the per-ception of the victim's intelligance, F( 1,116)=45.42, p<.000 (see Table 2). Subjects
perceived victims in the high blame conditions as significantly less intelligent then victims in
the low blame conditions. Additionelly, there wes also 8 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 high blame conditions as significently less respectable then victims in the low
bleme conditions. Therefore, the desired perceptions of the victims were achieved in the high
end low blame conditions.

Additionelly if the manipulations were successful, then subjects should blame the victims
more and the orimineis Jess in the high blame conditions (where the victim s less respectable)
then in the low blame conditions. These results were found. On all individual messures of
victim blame, on 8 net victim blame score (composed of the standardized victim blame composite
score minus the standerdized criminel blame composite score), 8s well as on 8 combined total
victim blame composile measurs (compossd of two messures of characterolagicel victim blame,



39

TABLE 2. Meen Attribution of Blame and Empethy Ratings

Blame & Empethy Ratings

Exper imental Conditions
low  Low High High Main Mein Bleme
Bleme Blome Blome Blame  Effect-  Effect- X

Reps Robbery Rape Robbery Bleme Crime  Crime

Composite Yictim Blame
Net Yictim Blame

1230 17.63 21.93 24.67 103.46%** 2424%** 252
-3.83 483 860 1480 114.63"** 50.49%** 139

Composite Yictim Empathy 17.23 14.50 14.77 1153 33.11%%% 39 g3nes 28

Composite Criminel Blame 16.13 12.80 13.33 9.87 23.78%** 33 46%** (|

General Victim Blame
Cheracter Yictim 8lame 1
Cheracter Victim Blame 2
Behavior Victim Blame |
Behavior Yictim Blame 2
Victim Empothy |

Yictim Empethy 2

Victim Empethy 3

General Criminal 8lame
Cheracter Criminal Blame
Behavior Criminel 8lame
Inte)ligence Check
Respectability Check

1.97 347 467 510 99.74%%% (9 gonun 6 04"
197 297 347 467 40.85"** 1931%** 16
283 360 457 503 42.41%*%* 6.43%%* 38
313 413 497 S.1U3  40.29%%*  6.83%%* 3 49%
240 3.47 427 473  43.49"%* 10.42%** 160
563 460 473 3.47 20.50%%% 26.22%%** 27
573 480 500 380 19.58%%* 29.67%%* 46
5.87 S.10 S03 427 19.03%%* 16.11%** 0]
S60 477 443 407 1355%%#* 560"t 85
S13 360 393 280 13.74%%% 24.42%%% 55
S40 443 497 300 16.34%"% 40.35%%* 469**
467 427 300 293 4542*** 110 .56
447 447 310 283 5852%%% 46 46

Noig: The higher the score, the grester the blame or smpethy.

#p<.10; *#pc0S; **¥*pc.01
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two measures of behaviora! victim blame, and one genaral victim bleme measurs), victims were
blamed significently more in the high blame then in the low blame conditions,
F(1,116)=103.46, p<.000 (sse Table 2 for mean scores). Additionelly, on all individusl
measures of criminel blame as well 8s on o combined totel criminel blame composite messure
(conststing of one messurse of cher-acterologice! criminel blame, one measure of behavioral
criminal blame, and one gener sl criminel blame measurs), criminels were blamed
significantly less in the high blame conditions (where the victim is less respectable) than in the
low blame conditions, F(1,116)=23.78, p<.000. Lastly, on all individul measures of victim
empathy as well as on 6 combined tolal victim empethy composite score, victims wers
empethized with significantly more in the low blame conditions, F(1,116)=33.11, p<.000.
Therefore, the manipulations were proven successful in the study.

Addtionelly, 8 significent main effect for crime wes found on ai) attributions of blame toward
victims and criminais and on al) measures of victim smpethy. On 8!l individuel measures of
victim blame, on the net victim bleme score, as well as on 8 combined total victim blame
composite score, robbery victims were blamed significantly more then rape victims,
F(1,116)=24.24 , p<.000 as shown in Teble 2. On ail individual measures of criminel blame
83 well a8 on o combined total cr iminel bleme composite soore, repists were blemed
significantly mors then robbers, F(1,116)=33.46, p<.000. Lestly, on 8il individuel measures
of smpothy as well a8 on 8 combined total esmpethy composite score significantly more smpatiy
wes gtven (o the rape than the robbery victims, F(1,116)=39.93, p<.000. No interactions
betwean blame end crime were found on attr ibutions of blame towerd the victim or criminel or
on victim empethy on eny of the composite messures. Therefore, it ssems thet rape victims are
viewed less punitively then robbery victims and rapists are held more responsible than robbers

for the commission of their crime.
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Iest of Hypothasts |
Hypothesis 1 a stetes thet ambivalence will be negatively correlated with victim blame and

positively correlated with victim empethy in the low bleme rape condition. An ambivalence
score weas computed by converting the pro scale and the anti scale respectively into standerdized
scoles. To make the standardi2ed scores all positive, with a distribution with a meen of SO and a
stendard devistion of 10, the Z score for the pro scale and the Z score for the anti scale wes
multiplied by 10 and a constant ( SO) wes addad to this number. Then the transformed pro and
onti scores were multiplied to yield an ambivelence score.

As shown in Table 3, Pearson correlations were computed between ambivaience scores and
measures of victim blame and victim empethy in the low biame rape condition. The results
indicate thet ambivalence was significently positively, not negatively, correlated with the
victim bleme composite score, r(30)=.40, p<.03. Thet is, subjects who were higher on
embivalence toward women blemed the rape victim more in the low blame rape condition than
subjects who were less ambivalent toward women. Looking ot the individual measures of victim
blame, the correlation between ambivalence and victim blame is much stronger for the general
ond cheracterological measures of victim blame than for the behavioral measures of victim
blame. The correlstions between ambivelence and the general and two cheracterological
measures of victim blame are .S3, .41, & .46 respectively (all pS¢.05). Additionsily, 8 net
victim blame score was computed ( composed of the standardized victim blame composite score
minus the standardized crimine) blame composite scors) indiceting thet ambivalence wes
positively correlated with the net victim bleme score, r(30)=.59, p<.001.

On the other hand, ambivalencs was nagatively, not positively, correiated with the victim
empethy composite score although this correlation did not reach statisticel significence. Thet is,
subjects who were more ambivalent tended to empethize less with the low blame rape victim
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TABLE 3. Low Blame Rape Correlations for Scoles and Ratings?

Ambivalence-  Pro Scele- Anti Scole- (Pro-Anti)-

Rating Rating Rating Rating
Bleme & Empethy Ratings Correletion Correlation Correlation Correlation
Victim Blame Composite Score 40n® Bl 42%* -.22
Net Yictim Blame Sguus 34 A3 -.06
Victim Empethy Composite Score -.19 -.01 -25 A7
Criminel Blame Composite Score  -.S6%*# -.45nn -.27 -13
General Victim Blame S3nun 18 Siunn -.24
Cheracterologicel Yictim Bleme 1 K 1 Rl Bl I} daedd -.27
Characterologice! Victim Blame 2 . 46%%* 34" 33+ .01
Behavioral Victim Blame 1 .02 -.14 A1 -17
Behavioral Victim Blame 2 4 -.09 18 -.19
Victim Empathy | -.19 -.04 -.21 A2
Victim Empethy 2 -.06 A2 -.23 .24
Yictim Empethy 3 -.28 -.14 -.20 .04
General Criminel Blame -. 3% -31* -.18 -.10
Characterologicel Criminal Blame - S5+ - 45nee -.28 -.12
Behavioral Criminel Blame -.S5nne -. 449" -.26 -12

Nota ®n=30
*pc.10; *%p<c.05; **%p<c.01 (o)) tests are two- toiled).
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then did subjects who were less ambivalent. Therefors, the ambivalence prediction wes
disconfirmed in the low blame rape condition with ambivalence being significently positively
correlated with victim blame and somewhet negetively correloted with victim empathy.

Hypothesis 1 b states the neither the pro/equel rights nor the anti/traditionelity scores
alone will be correlated with victim blame or victim empathy in the low blame rape condition.
The results, as shown in Table 3, indicete thet the pro/equal rights score was not significantly
correloted with the victim blame composite score, nor was it correlated with the victim
empathy composite score, although there wes a trend for the pro/equel rights score to be
positively correleted with the net victim blame score, r( 30)=_34, p<.06.

However , the anti/traditionality score was significantly positively correleted 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 anti/traditionality score the more he
blamed the low bleme rape victim. Exemining the individuel messures of victim bleme, there is
asimiler pattern of correlations to the correlations between ambivelence and the individuel
measures of victim blame. Thet ts, the correlation between the anti/traditionality score and
victim blame is much stronger for the general and cheracterological measures of victim blame
then for the behavioral measures of victim bleme. The correlations betwesn the
anti/traditionelity score and the general end two cher-acterologicel measures of victim biame sre
51,.49, & .33 respectively os shown in Table 3 (all pS¢.10). Additionelly, the
anti/traditionelity score (1ike the ambivalence score) shows o low negative correiotion with the
victim empethy composite score although this correlation did not reach statisticel significance.
In other words, the higher the subject's anti/traditionality score the less he tendad to empethize
with the low blame rape victim. Therefore, hypothesis | b was only pertially confirmed due to
the unexpected correlation between the anti/traditionality score and victim blame.



Hypothests 1 ¢ states thet neither ambivalence nor the pro/equet rights or
anti/traditionality scores alone will be correlated with criminel blame in the low blame rape
condition. The results, as shown in Table 3, indicate thet embivelence wes significantly
negatively correleted with the criminel blame composite score, r( 30)=-.56, p<.001.
Additionslly, the pro/equel rights score wes significantly negetively correlated with the
criminal blame composite score, r(30)=-.45, p<.01. The anti/traditionelity score wes aiso
slightly negatively correlated with the criminel blame composite score although not
significantly so. Therefore, hypothesis 1 c was only pertiatly confirmed dus to the unexpected
correletion between the ambtvalencs score and criminel blame and between the pro/equel rights
soore and cr iminel bleme in the low blame raps condition.

Therefore, the first hypothesis was mostly disconfirmed. Instead of ambivalence being
negatively correlated with victim blame and positively correleted with victim empethy, the
opposite results cocurred.  Subjects who were higher on ambivelencs blemed the low blame rape
victim mare and showed 8 slight tendsncy to empathize with her less then were subjects who
were lower on ambivalence towerd women. An unexpected, but similar, pettern of correlations
wes found between the anti/traditionelity score and victim bleme and victim empethy ( the
onti/traditionelity score wes signifcently positively correlated with victim bleme and slightly
negattvely correleted with victim empethy). Lastly, both the ambtvelence score and the
pro/equel rights scors were found to be significently negatively correlated with criminel blame
daspite the hypothesis suggesting thet they should be uncorrelated
Other F indings-Low Blame Rape Condition

Correletions were also computsd betwesn messures of biame and empethy , respectively, and
the addittve score ( the standardized totel pro score minus the standerdized totel anti score) in
the low blame rape condition, aithough no predictions were mads concerning the neture of these
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correlations. Correletions were made betwesn the additive score and bleme and empethy ratings
to test whether & unidimensional net favorability score would be more predictive of eveluations
of victims then would be the other aititude scores.The results indiceted, as shown in Table 3,
thet the additive score was not significantly correloted with any measures of victim bleme,
victim empethy, or criminel 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/equel rights score was not significantly correleted with the anti/traditionelity score in the
low blame rape condition, r(30)=-.02, p¢.93.

Iast of Hypothasis 2

Hypothesis 2 8 stales thet ambivelence will be positively correlated with victim blame and
negatively correleted with victim empethy in the high bleme rape condition. The results, as
shown in Table 4, indicate that ambivalence is not significently correlated with any of the victim
blame scores nor with any of the victim empethy scores. Therefors, the ambivelence prediction
was disconfirmed in the high blame rape condition.

Hypothesis 2 b states thet neither the pro/equel rights nor the anti/traditionelity scores
alone will be correlated with victim bleme or victim empethy in the high bleme rape condition.
As shown in Table 4, the resuits confirmed the prediction.

Hypothesis 2 ¢ states thet neither the ambivalence score nor the pro/equal rights or
enti/traditionelity scores alons will be related to atir ibutions of criminel bleme in the high
blame rape condition. The results were found to confirm this hypothests.

Therefors, contrary to the hypotheses the resuits for the high blame rape condition failed to
damonsirete any significent correlations bstwesn ambivalencs, pro/equel rights scores,
onti/traditionelity scores, and measures of victim blame, victim empethy, and criminel blame.



TABLE 4. High Blame Rape Correlations for Sceles and Ratings®

Ambivolence-  Pro Scole- Anti Scale- (Pro-Anti)-

Rating Rating Rating Rating

Bleme & Empethy Ratings Correletion Correletion Correletion Correletion
Victim B lame Composite Score .04 .06 -.01 .04
Net Yictim Blame -12 01 -.09 .06
Victim Empethy Composite Score -.14 .02 -13 .09
Criminel Blame Composite Score .20 .05 A -.04
General Victim Blame -.03 A3 -.16 A7
Cheracterologicel Victim Blame | .30 .08 22 -.07
Cheracterological Victim Blame 2  -.06 04 -.09 .07
Behavioral Yictim Blame | -.28 -.18 -.08 -.0S
Behavioral Yictim Blame 2 .07 .07 -.01 .04
Yictim Empathy 1 12 .02 1 -.05
Victim Empethy 2 -.12 22 -.32* 30%
Victim Empethy 3 -.30 -.14 -.12 -.01
General Criminal Blame -.07 -.10 .01 -.06
Cheracterologicsl Criminal 8 lame 22 -.08 22 -7
Behaviora! Criminsl B lame .26 .25 .01 A3

Nots. ®n=30
*pc.10; **pc.05; *2%pc.01 (al) tests are two-tailed).
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These results dtsconfirmed the mejor hypothests thet subjects who are high on ambivalence
toward women will bleme the high blame rape victim more and empethize with her less then
subjects who are lower on ambivalence toward women.

Other F indings- High B lame Rape Condition

Measures of blame and empethy were also correleted with the additive score for the high
bleme rape condition, as shown in Table 4. No predicitions were made concerning the
relationship between the additive score and bleme and empethy. The results indiceted thet the
additive score was not significantly correlated with any composite measures of victim bleme,
victim empathy, or criminel blame.

The complete matrix of intercorrelstions for the scales and the compasite end net retings in
the high blame rape condition is found in Appendix N. In the high biame rape condition the
pro/equel rights score was found 1o be significantly negatively correleted with the
anti/traditionality score, r(30)=-.57, p<.001, as shown in Appendix N.

Inst of Hypothests 3

Hypothesis 3a states thet ambivalence will not be correlsted with victim blame or with
victim empsathy in the low blame robbery condition. This prediction was confirmed as shown in
Table S. The results showed thet ambivalence was not significantly correlated with the victim
blame composite scors, the net victim bleme score, nor was it correleted with the victim
empothy composite score.

Hypothesis 3 b states thet neither the pro/equel rights nor the anti/traditionality scores
alone will be correlated with victim blame or victim empethy in the low blame robbery
condition. As shown in Table S, the pro/equel rights score was not correlated with the victim
blame composite acore, the net victim blame scors, nor with the victim empetly composite
score. The anti/traditionality score was 81s0 not found to be significantly correlated with the



TABLE S. Low Blame Robbery Correlations for Scales and Ratings®

Ambivalence-  Pro Scale- Anti Scale-  (Pro-Anti)-

Rating Rating Rating Reting
Blame & Empethy Ratings Correlotion Correlation Correlation Correletion
Yictim 8lame Composite Score A1 -.09 24 -.21
Net Victim Blame 23 -.10 4] -.33*
Yictim Empethy Composite Score  -.06 25 -.33* 3gne
Criminel Bleme Composite Score -20 .05 - 33 .25
General Yictim Blame -.10 -.09 -.01 -.05
Cheracterological Victim Blame | .01 -.18 22 -.26
Cheracterologicel Victim Blame 2 .22 .04 21 -1
Behaviorel Yictim Blame | .05 A 01 .06
Behavioral Yictim Blame 2 18 -.14 4% -3
Yictim Empethy | -.10 A2 -.24 23
Victim Empathy 2 -.08 .25 -.34* 38%%
Victim Empethy 3 .04 29 -.26 3%
Genera! Criminal Blame -.46n % -.23 -. 36" .08
Cheracterologicel Criminel Blame  -.15 -.02 -.16 09
Behaviorsl Criminel Blame 27 AGRun -.18 L) Ml
Nata @ n=30

#pc.10; **p<.05; ***pc. 01 (ol tests are two-atled).
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victim bleme composite scors. However, the anti/traditionelity score wes significently
positively correlated with the net victim blame score, r(30)=.41, p<.03. Additionelly, there
was o trend for the enti/treditionality score to be negatively correleted with the victim empethy
composite score, r(30)=-.33, p<.07. Therefore, hypothests 3 b was confirmed except

for the positive correletion between the anti/traditionelity score end the net victim bleme score
ond the trend for the anti/traditionelity score to be negatively correleted with the victim
empethy composite score.

Hypothesis 3 ¢ states thet nefther ambivalence nor the pro/equel rights or
anti/treditionelity scores alone will be correlated with criminel blame in the low blame
robbery condition. Ambivalence was not found to be correlated with the criminel blame
composite score, nor was the pro/equel rights score found to be correlated with the criminel
blame composite score. However, there was a trend for the anti/traditionelity score to be
negoetively correlated with the crimine! bleme composits score. r(30)=-.33, p<.07. Therefore,
hypothesis 3 ¢ was confirmed except for the trend for the anti/traditionelity score to be
negetively correlated with the criminel blame score.

Therefore, the results for the low bleme robbery condition lergsty confirmed the prediction
thet ambivaient attitudes, or pro/equel rights scores or anti/traditionelity scores alone will not
be related to evelustions of victim blame, victim empathy, or criminal blame with a low blame
robbery victim. However, there was a trend for people with higher anti/traditionality scores to
ampethize less with the low blame robbery victim and blame the criminal in this condition to @
lesser dagres then thoss with lower anti/traditionelity scores. Additionally, the
onti/traditionelity score wes significantly positively correlated with the net victim blame score
(oithough 1t was not significently correloted with the victim blame composite score or with

most individual meass-es of victim blame).
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Other F indings-Low B lama Robhery Condition

Measures of blame and empetlryy were also correlated with the additive score for the low
bieme robbery condition, as shown in Table S, aithough no predictions were made concer ning the
relationship between the additive score and biame and empethy. The results indicated thet the
additive score wes not significantly correleted with either the victim bleme composite score,
nor with the criminel blame composite score. However , the additive score was significantly
positively correloted with the victim empethy composite score, r( 30)=.38, p<.04. There wes
also 6 trend for the additive score to be negatively correlated with the net victim bleme score,
r(30)=-.33, p<.08.

The complete matrix of intercorrelations for the scales and composite snd net retings in the
low blame robbery condition ts found in Appendix 0. As shown in Appendix O, the pro/equel
rights score was not significently correlated with the anti/traditionslity score in the low blame
robbery condition, r(30)=-.21, p¢.26.

Iast of Hypothesis 4

Hypothesis 4 o stotes thet ambivalence will not be correlated with victim blame or with
victim empethy in the high blame robbery condition. This prediction was confirmed a8 shown in
Table 6. The results show thet ambivalence wes not significently correleted with the victim
blame composite score, the net victim blame score, nor with the victim empethy composite
c0re,

Hypothests 4 b states thet neither the pro/equel rights nor the anti/traditionelity scores
alone will be correlated with victim blame or victim empethy in the high blame robbery
condition. The results indiceted that there wes o trend for the pro/equel rights score to be
somewhet positively correleted with the victim bleme composite score, r(30)=.35, p<.06, and
to be significently positively correlated with the net victim bleme score, r(30)=.47, p<01.
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TABLE 6. High 8lame Robbery Correletions for Sceles and Ratings®

Ambivelence-  Pro Scale- Antf Scole- (Pro-Anti)-

Rating Rating Reting Reting
8 lame & Empathy Ratings Correlation Correlation Correletion Correlation
Yictim Blame Composite Score 27 35% .06 19
Net Yictim Blame N Y dadaied -.28 AgRun
Yictim Empethy Composite Score .03 A7 -.20 24
Criminel Blame Composite Score .10 -.35% 48N - Sqnnn
General Victim Blame -.07 26 -.30 36%*
Cheracterological Yictim Bleme ! 32* 44" -.01 29
Cheracterologicel Victim Blame 2 .26 25 A3 .08
Behavioral Victim Blame 1 -.03 -.06 .05 -.07
Behavioral Victim Blame 2 35% 20 29 -.06
Yictim Empethy 1 32 .28 10 12
Victim Empathy 2 -.24 10 - 43 35%
Yictim Empethy 3 -.07 -.03 -.14 .07
Oeneral Criminal Blame -.01 -.33* 34% -.43%e
Cheracterologicel Criminal Blame .13 -.35* 4pnns =.52%ns
Behavioral Criminal Blame A3 -.18 35% -.32*

Nate. ®n=30
*nc. 10; **pc.05; ***pc.01 (ol tests are two-tailed).
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However , the pro/equel rights score was not correleted with the victim empetiy composite
score. Lestly, the anti/traditionality score was not significantly correleted with the victim
blame composite score , the net victim blame scor's, nor with the victim empethy composite
score. Therefore, the results largsly confirm hypothesis 3 b except for the trend for the
pro/equel rights score to be positively correlated with the victim bleme composite score and
significantly positively correlated with the net victim bleme scors.

Hypothesis 4 ¢ states thet neither the ambivalence nor the pro/equel rights or the
onti/traditionality scores alone will be correleted with criminel bleme in the high blame
robbery condition. As shown in Table 6, ambivalence was not found to be significently
correleted with the cr iminel bleme composite score. However, there was @ trend showing thet
the pro/equel rights score was nagatively correlated with criminel blame in the high bleme
robbery condition, r{ 30)=-.35, p<.06. Lestly, the enti/traditionslity score was found to be
significently positively correleted with criminel bleme in this condition, rr(30)=.48, p<.01.
Therefore, hypothesis 4c was only pertially confirmed due to the unexpected trend for the
pro/equel rights score to be nagatively correlated with criminel blame and the significant
positive correlation between the anti/traditionality score and crimina! blame in the high blame
robbery condition.

Therefore, the results for the high blame robbery condition confirmed the prediction thet
ambivalent ettitudes toward women will not influence victim blame, victim empethy, or
criminel blame in the high blame robbery condition. However, there was an unexpected trend
for the pro/equel rights score to be positively correleted with the victim bleme composite score
and negetively correlated with the criminel blame composite score. Additionelly, there was &
significent positive correlation betwesn the pro/equal rights score and the net victim blame
score. Therefore, subjects with a high pro/equal rights score tendad to blame the victim more
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ond the criminel less in the high blame robbery condition. Lastly, unexpectedly the
enti/traditionelity soore was found to be significantly positively correlated with criminel blame
in the high bleme robbery condition.

Other F indings-High Blame Robhery Condition

Measures of bleme and empathy were aiso cor related with the additive score for the high
blame robbery condition, as shown in Table 6. The results indiceted thet the additive score was
not significently correlated with either the victim bleme composite score or with the victim
empativy composite score. However, the additive score wes significently positively correlated
with the net victim bleme score, r( 30)=.49, p<.01, and significantly negattvely correlated
with the criminel 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/equel
rights score was not significently correloted with the anti/traditionelity score in the high blame
robbery condition, r( 30)=-.20, p<.29.
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4. DISCUSSION

This research first developed 8 scale to messure men's ambivalence toward women.
Previous ressarch hed taken 8 unidimensional approach to the topic of how men viewed women.
This study viewed men's attitudes as not simply positive or negative towerd women, but 8s
having both positve as well as negative components. It was hypothesized thet men's attitudes
towerd women tn the domain of sociel issues would be independant from men's attitudes toward
women in the domain of inter personel relationships. For example, men cen believe thet women
should get equel pay for equel work and at the same time believe that women should primerily be
responsible for housekeeping and childrearing. The results showed in the originel validation
study thet these attitudes were uncorreleted (-.11). However, in the experiment, these
ottitudes were found to be negatively correloted ( -.25). Although this correlation reeched
statisticel significance, the correlation itself is still not very high. Only in the high bleme rape
condition were the pro/aquel rights and enti/traditionelity sttitudes found to be significently
correloted. Therefore, one can tentetively concluds that while these attitudes may tend to be
somewhet negatively correleted in some samples they cen also function independently.

The sceles developed were found to be internelly consistent, uncorreleted with the Marlowe
Crowne Social Desirability Scale, and differentioted between known groups ( women scored
higher on the pro/equel rights scale end lower on the anti/treditionality scele then did men).
The advantage of having two scales is thet sometimes the pro/equel rights scele is predictive of
evaluations of female victims while sometimes the anti/traditionelity scele is predictive of
evaluations of female victims. That is, the results show thet thess scales tend to function
indapendently and sometimes one score is more predictive of evaluations of female victims then
is the other score.

The results of this study do not confirm the major hypotheses. Post hoc tests done on items



35

thet most clearly met the psychometr ic criteria ( items with 8 significent and higher
correletion 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 wes predicted thet
ambivalence would be negatively correleted with victim bleme and positively correlated with
victim empethy in the low blame rape condition. The resuits indiceted that ambivalence was
significantly positively r( 30)=.40, p<.03, not negatively, correlsted with victim blame and
somewhet negatively r(30)=-.19, p<.32, not positvely, correlated with victim empsthy in the
low blame rape condition. However, the ambivalence score was significantly correlsted only
with the general and cher-acterological messures of victim blame and not the behaviors!
measures. Therefore, theee resulls can be considered a significant disconfirmation of the
hypothesis since the signs of the two correlations are in directions oppposite to the prediction.

Secondly, it was predicted thet neither the pro/equel rights nor the anti/traditionelity
scores alone would affect victim blame or victim empethy in the low blame rape condition. This
hypothesis was only pertielly confirmed with the pro/equel rights scale being uncorrelated with
both the victim blame composite score and the victim empethy composite score. However, an
unexpected, but similar pettern of correlations was found between the anti/traditionality score
and victim blame and victim empethy as was found between the ambivalence score and victim
blame and victim empethy ( the anti/traditionelity score was significantly positively correleted
with victim blame, r{ 30)=.42, p<.02, and somewhat negatively correlated with victim
empathy, r(30)=-.25, p<.18). Like the ambivalence score, the anti/traditionality score was
significantly correlated with only the general and cheracterological measures of victim bleme
and not the behavioral messures.

in the low blame rape condition, an innocent victim is raped by 8 stranger in 8 parking lot
and receives bodily injury. Her behevior did not contribute to her victimization and none of the
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scores (the pro, ant!, or ambivalence) were correleted with the measures of behavioral victim
blame. The more ambivalent the subject or the higher the subject's snti/traditionelity score,
the more the subject blemed the victim's cheracter. These results may be explained by what
Lerner (1971) refers to as the just world theory, which states thet there is 8 pervasive
tendancy for people to blame victims for their fetes. In other words, people have a need to
believe in a just wor Id where people gat whet they deserve . Sinos the belief that the worid is
just serves an importent adaptive function, individuels are very reluctant to give up this belief
(Lerner & Mtller, 1978).

Individuals who are confronted with an injustice generally will be motivated to restore
justics. One way of accomplishing this is by acting to compensete the victim ( which is usually
difficuit or impossible to do). The sacond method of restoring justice s to blame or derogate on
innocent victim by claiming thet the victim deserves to suffer. Yictims cen “deserve” their fate
@s & consequence of having 8 bad cherecter or as 8 consequence of angaging in bad behaviors
(Lerner & Miller, 1978).

Much research hes documented the belief in & just word effect (Walster, 1966, Lerner &
Stmmons, 1966; Rubin & Peplau, 1978). Walster (1966) found thet blaming others for an
uncontrollable event is pervasive especially when the consequences become more severe.
However , when the consequences are relatively minor, people can feel compession for the
individuel. Lerner ( 1971) found that those who suffer the most and ere the most innocent
(*mortyrs") are blamed the most for their misfortunes. The greater the suffering end the less
deserved the suffering, the greater the Iikelihood thet the victim will be rejected and blamed.

Jones and Aronson ( 1973) demostrated thet the more respectable the victim is perceived as
being the more responsible the victim may be found for her misfortune. in o simulated jury
context, a defendent was depicted as heving raped or 8s having sttemped o0 rape 8 virgin, 8
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married woman, or @ divorced women. Pretesting had established thet subjects differentiated
among these thres cotegor fes in terms of perceived respectability, with the virgin being
perceived as the most respectable and the divorced woman being perceived as the least
respectable. The results showed thet the victim of the repe was ssen as more personelly
responsible when she was either o virgin or o marr jed woman then when she was a divorced
woman. Apperently, the know ledge thet innocent and highly respectable females cen be raped
was especially threatening to the subjects’ belief thet the worid is just and to avoid the threet
posed by this type of an admission it wes necessary to find fault with the victim.

Perhaps in the low blame rape condition where an extreme injustios has occurred, thess
just wor \d beliefs were brought into focus. Therefore, the men who were more ambivalent
towerd women to begin with end who were exper fenceing more smotiona! tension sought & way to
restore justice to this situation and reduce their emotionel tension. The wey to do this wes by
blaming the low bleme rape victim and empethizing with her less. Because there was no
justification in blaming her behevior, the smbivaient men blamed the victim's character.
Additionelly, beceuse of the neture of the low blame rape condition, the anti attitudinel
component may have been mads more salient then the pro attitudinel component. The fact thet
subjects with a higher anti/traditionelity score blemed the victims more in the low blame rape
condition may indicate thet mtsogynistic men may have 8 very critical opinion of women and
since the women's behavior did not precipitate the raps, they felt thet there must be something
wrong with her cheracter.

It was also hypothesized that neither the ambivalence nor the pro/equel rights or
anti/traditionality scores alone would be correlated with criminel blame in the low bleme rape
condition. This hypothesis was only pertially confirmed. The anti/traditionslity score, 8s
hypothesized, was not signifcantly correlated with criminel blame in this condtion. However,
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[both the subjects’ embivalence scores and pro/equel rights scores were significantly negatively
correlated with criminel blame in the low blame rape condition (-.56 & -.4S respectively).
Thet s, the higher the subjects’ ambivalence score or pro/equel rights score, the less likely
they were to blame the criminal in the low bleme rape condition.

The fact thet ambivailent men in the low blame rape condition blamed the rape victim
significontly more then men who were less ambivalent, empethized with her less, and blemed
the rapist significantly less then men who scored lower on the ambivelence scale may reflect a
misogynistic tendency on the pert of these men. It is also possible thet in a situation in which an
“innocent™ woman s a victim of 8 heinous crime, smbivalent men may fes! an extraordinery
amount of tension. Not only are thess men smbivalent about women, but their concept of 8 just
wor |d is also threotened. The low blame rape situstion, instead of making the cherecter istics of
the victim more salient (i.e., her respectability and inteiligence) resuiting in less blame towerd
the victim and more blame toward the criminel, may heve mads the injustice more salient
resulting in more blame toward the victim end less blame towerd the criminel.

The fact that men who scored higher on the profemale/equel rights scale blemed the rapist
less is herder to interpret. Perhaeps in the low bleme rape condition the pro/equel rights scale
functioned more as o liberalism scale then as a profemale scele. Men who scored higher on the
pro/equel rights scale blamed the criminel less but they did not tend to blame the victim more
then men who scored lower on the pro scele. On most of the measures of victim blame, there
wera no significant correlations between the pro/equel rights score and victim bleme. in other
words, thess men wers not simply antifemale. Therefore, men who were more liberal (rether
than more profemale) were less punitive toward a criminel offender. Thess men may have been
more reluctant in believing the victim's sids of the story without heering the allegad
perpetrator's side of the story.
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The sscond hypothests predicted thet ambivalence would be positively correlated with victim
bleme and negattvely correleted with victim empethy in the high blame rape condition. The
results disconfirmed the hypothesis, showing instead thet ambivalence was not correlated with
victim blame or with victim empethy. As predicted, neither the pro/equel rights nor the
enti/traditionality scores alone were correlated with victim bleme or with victim empethy.
Additionelly, as predicted, neither the ambtvalence score nor the pro/equel rights or
anti/traditionelity scores alone were correlated with crimine! blame in the high bleme rape
condition.

Interestingly, nons of the correlations between attitude scores and blame or empethy retings
were found (o be significant. As discussed ear lier, people’s definitions and perceptions of rape
con vary greatly. At one extreme end of the continuum, some people contend thet it is virtuslly
impossible for & woman o be raped ageinst her will; others belleve thet all coerced sex is rape
whether or not the coercion ts physicel, psychologicel, or economic (Burt & Albin, 1981).
Additionally, the character istics of the women play & mejor role in people's appraisal of the rape
ond the repe victim. Women are blamed more for the rape if they are sesn to have any of the
following cheracter istics: being percetved as less “respectable”, being less traditionel, putting
up less physicel resistancs (o the rape, not recsiving physicel injury, and knowing their
assailont (Werner & Rinshart, 1986; Keneker & Kolsawalle, 1981; Mushlenherd, Friedman,
& Thomaes, 1985). These are exactly the cherecter istics and situstion of the high blame rape
victim in this study.

The victim in the high bleme rape condition was a cashier who went to & perty, got drunk,
ond later went back (0 a strange man's apertment. The woman did not put up any physical
resistance 1o the attack and recefved no other injuries. Because of the behevior and
character istics of the woman in the high blame rape condition, she may not have been perceived
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6s 8 “reel” victim of rape. Perhaps subjects did not see the situation as 8 rape situstion at all.
Therefore, the subjects’ attitudes toward women (ambivalent, pro, or anti) had no beering on
their evaluetions of the victim and criminel. This conclusion hes some validity since 1t has been
demonstrated thet males are more responsive to subtie manipulations of the rape situation then
ore females. Krulewitz ( 1982) exemined the effects of the circumstances of & rape on subjects’
perceptions of & rape victim. The resuits indicated thet men perceived a victim sssaulted in her
home by an acquaintance as being less psychologicelly upset then a victim who was attacked by o
stranger. Furthermore, men sttributed less emotionel upset to victims of scqueintance rape
than did women. Women, on the other hend, did not make a distinction among different rape
situations and percefved all the situstions as likely 0 be very upsetting to the victim.

Additionelly, the high blame rape scenar fo is an example of whet hes been referred to as
“dote rape”. Over the past several yeors date rape hes received significantly more publicity
especially concerning the increased reporting of incidences at college campuses throughout the
United States. indeed studies have shown thet significant numbers of college men heve adm itted
o using forceful or manipulative tactics in order to heve sex with & women they were deting
(Mosher & Anderson, 1986). Furthermore, a rather sizable number of college men indicate
thet they would be willing to rape 8 women if they knew thet they would not be cought and
punished (Malamuth, 1981; Tieger, 1981). This willingness on the pert of college men to
siate thet they would be willing to commit & rape may be due to the fact thet many people today
980 date rape as a common outcome of the dating situstion and acoept violence in interpersone)
relationships. A study by Dull and Glacopessi ( 1987) found thet 448 of college students they
interviewed believed thet date rape is a common occurrence for those dating.

It is possible that the absence of any significent correlations between atitudes toward women
ond reatings of the victim and criminel in the high blame rape condition is not only dus to the
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perception thet the victim is not 8 true victim of repe, but to the acceptance of sexuel violence in
dating situations. It is unlikely thet the male subjects would identify with a man who follows &
strangs woman into 6 parking lot and savagely rapes her ( low blame rape condition); it is
however likely thet at least some of the male subjects did idantify with 8 man who “takes
adventags of " 8 drunk women whom he had just met at 8 perty ( high blame rape condition).

The third irypothesis was largely confirmed. The prediction thet ambivalent attitudes towerd
women would not be signtficantly correloted with victim bleme or victim empethy in the low
blame robbery condition was indeed confirmed. This finding supports the notion thet becouss
robbery ts not as offect- laden a crime s repe and not one in which men'’s ambivalence towerd
women s menifested (it is not o gander related crime), smbivalence toward women will not
offect men'’s evaluations of female robbery victims.

The third hypothesis also predicted thet neither the pro/equal rights nor the
onti/traditionelity scores alons would be correlated with victim blame or with victim empethy
in the low blame rabbery condition. This hypothesis was partially confirmed with the pro/equel
rights scale not being found to be significantly correleted with sither victim blame or victim
empethy. On the other hand while the anti/traditionelity score was not found to be significantly
correlated with the victim bleme composite score, it was significently positively correleted
with the net victim blame score, r( 30)=.41, p<.03. Additionelly, there was a trend for the
onti/traditionelity score to be negatively correleted with the victim empethy composite score,
r(30)=-.33, p<.07.

In the low blame robbery condition it weas also predicted thet neither the ambivalence score
nor the pro/equal rights or anti/traditionality soores alone would be correlated with criminal
blame. This hypothesis was mostly confirmed with the embivalence score and the pro/equel
rights score being found (o be uncorrelated with criminal blame in the low blame robbery
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condition. However, there wes a trend again for the anti/traditionelity score to be negatively
currelated with criminel blame, r(30)=-.33, p<.07.

Therefors, in the low blame robbery condition the anti/traditionelity score wes more
predictive of attitudes toward victims and criminels, with subjects who scored higher on the
onti/traditionality scele tending to show less empethy towerd the victim and less blame towerd
the criminel. In the low blame robbery condition, a woman gets followed out of 8 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 eerlier, just worid
feslings may heve besn brought into focus. A way of resolving an injustice is to bleme the victim
more (or empathize with her less) and blame the criminel less. Additionelly, perheps men with
more hostile attitudes toward women to begin with are very criticel of women who ore
unfortunete victims and will empethize with these victims less then men with less hostile
oltitudes toward women.

The fourth hypothesis was also largely confirmed. The prediction that ambivalent attitudes
toward women would not be correlated with victim bleme or with victim empathy in the high
blame robbery condition was confirmed. Again, one would not expect ambivalent attitudes
toward women (0 offect eveluations of robbery victims even if they are female robbery victims.

It wes aiso predicted thet neither the pro/eque! rights nor the anti/traditionality scores
alone would be correlsted with victim blame or with victim empethy in the high blame robbery
condition. This hypothesis wes only pertielly confirmed The anti/traditionelity score, as
predicted, wes not significantly correlated with either victim blame or victim empethy.
Likewise, the pro/equal rights score was not correlsted with victim empethy. However
surprisingly the pro/eque! rights score was significantly positively correletd with the net
victim bleme score , 1r( 30)=.47, p<O1, and there wes a trend for the pro/equel rights score to
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be positively correleted with the victim blsme composite score in the high bleme robbery
condition, r(30)=.3S, p<.06. Thet s, subjects who scored high on the pro/equel rights scale
tendsd to bleme the victim more in the high bleme robbery condition. More specificelly, those
with higher pro/equal rights scores blamed the victim's cheracter and agreed thet the victim
may have prevented the repe by chenging some aspect of her cheracter or personelity.

Lestly, it was predicted thet neither the smbivalence nor the pro/equel rights or
onti/treditionality scores alone would be correlated with criminel blame in the high blame
robbery condition. As predicted, embivalencs was not correleted with crriminel blame in this
condition. Unexpectedly, there was a trend for the pro/equel rights score to be negetively
correlated with criminal blame in this condition, r( 30)=-.35, p<.06. Additionally, the
onti/traditionelity score was found to be significantly positively correlated with criminal blame
in this condition, r{ 30)=.48, p<01

Therefore, contrary to the predictions, subjects with higher pro/equel rights scores tended
to blame the high blame robbery victim more and tendsd to blame the robber less in this
condition. On the other hend, subjects with & higher anti/traditionelity score blemed the
criminel significantly more in the high blame robbery condition. In the high blame robbery
condition, & rether gullible and greedy woman gets taken in by 8 conmen and her purse gets
stolen. The woman tells the officer thet the situstion sounded “fishy" to her, but the thought of
getting helf of the money was “30 templing”. Perheps in this condition, the pro/equel rights and
anti/traditionslity scales functioned more 11ke Iiberalism and conservatism scales. Therefore,
the subjects who scored higher on the pro/equel rights scale may have been more liberal and
explored both sides of the story coming to the conclusion thet the victim was greedy and culpsble
for her own victimizstion. Those subjects who scored higher on the anti/traditionality scale
may have been conservetives who viewed criminels, any criminels, in a punitive fashion.
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Additionally, measures of blame and empethy were also correlated with the additive score
(the stenderdized totel pro minus the standerdized total anti score) in each of the conditions,
olthough no predictions were made concerning the neture of thess correlations. |n both repe
conditions, the additive score was not significently correlated with messures of victim bleme,
victim empethy, or criminal blame and therefore, was not more effective in predicting
evaluations of victims or criminals then were the other scores. However, in the low blame
robbery condition the additive score wes significently positively correleted with victim
empethy, r(30)=.38, p<.04. Additionelly, in the high blame robbery condition the additive
score was significently correleted with the net victim bleme score, r(30)=.49, p<.01, and the
criminel blame composite score, r( 30)=-.54, p<.002.

Concluding Remarks

Although this reseerch exam ined men's ambivaience towerd women and its manifestations in
their evaluations of rape victims, perheps rape is not an adequeate domain in which to examine
men’s ambivalence toward women. |ndeed, the results presented here failed to show thet
ambivalent men will blame & high blame rape victim more and empethize with her less than will
men who score lower on ambivalence. Conversely, the results also feiled 1o show that
ambivalent men will blame & low blame rape victim less and empethize with her more than will
men who score lower on ambivalence.

First when looking at the crime of rape and attitudes towerd its victims, we not only see in
our attitudes towerd rape victims our sttitudes toward women but other salient attitudes as well.
Attitudes toward repe victims reflect our sttitudes toward victims and crime in ganeral as wel
as our at!itudss towerd sex end violence. For example, it is possible thet & person ( mele or
female) with conservative sexus) attitudes will blame o rape victim o good desl. However, this
blame need not have & misogynistic or igin and may be due to a conservative attitude thet frowns
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upon sexual activity (even coerced activity) outsids the domein of marriags. Additionally,
people who are accepting of violence in interpersonel relationships may see nothing wrong in o
man exerting o certoin amount of force in ordar to get 6 women to have sex with him. While it is
true thet sexuel attitudes and attitudes concerning the acceptance of violence in tnterpersone)
relationships may be somewhet releted to ettitudes toward women, they ere still rather distinct
sttitudes in their own right. Ressarch would be needed to explore more completely the
relationships between these sets of attitudes.

In addition, rape is an extremely offect-leden situation which may conjure up not only
sympothetic and hostile ettitudes towerd the victims and criminels but other ettitudes as well.
For axample, just worid beliefs may be brought forth in 8 situstion where an fnnocent person
suffers {rom an extrems infustics. A person's senss of {he wor id a3 being 8 just and orderly
place where good thing happen to good people and bed things happen to bed people is severely
threatened with & situstion such as repe.

Further resserch is nesdad o explore men's ambivalence toward women in & less conflict
producing or {hreatening domein. An example of such a domain would be women's competencs.
The ares of female competency would be 8 good aree becouse men may in fact feel conflicted over
the accomplishments of women. On the ane hend, men may fesl thet women who achieve despite
the berriers thet exist are truly worthy and competent, yet they mey feel & certain level of
threet or resentment toward thess women. Extrapoleting from the resserch explor ing attitudes
toward blacks and the hendicapped, one might hypothesize that ambivalent men would evaluete 8
very competent woman more positively then an equelly competent man and ambivalent men
would evaluete 8 woman who was not competent more negatively than they would evaluete an
equally incompetent man. These are of course merely speculetions and further reseerch is

needed to examine them more critically.



Appendix A-- S0 item Attitude Questionnaire

Proftems- 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

Anti items- 3, 6,9(R), 11, 12,13, I1S(R), 18(R), 20, 21, 22, 23, 27, 29,
31(R), 33(R), 34, 35, 36, 38, 40, 42, 46, 47, 49

MNote R=Reverse coded
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This questionneire concerns attitudes toward var lous different issues and is part of a study being
done at the City University of New York.This is an anomymous questionnaire so plesse do not
write your name on it. Before reading the statements on the following peges, plesse answer il

of the following questions.

College

Major

[ R—
Sex

How would you descr ibe yourself? (Check one)
Black or Afro-Americen

—— Hispenic or Latin Amer fcan

— Ortental or Asian Amer ican

White (Non-Hispenic)

— Other (Writein)




Plesse read each statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagres 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 woild put - 1. Pleess put only ong number

(+3,42,+1,-1,-2,0r -3) next toeach statement and answer a]] of the statements.

Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Dissgres Moderately -2
Disagres Strongly -3

w

o o a

10.

12.

13.

Men and women should be paid the same money if they do work that requires
the same training, skills and effort.

I's surprising thet women do as wel) as they do, considering al! the obstacles
thet they face.

Women are often their own worst enem1es.

Less madia attention is paid to female athletes in comparison to male athletes.
Television commercisls portray women in & stereotypical way.

It is not & good ideo 1f 8 women asks & man out for a dete first.

In general, men ere not 8s tactful as women.

Most women stiil cannot rise to positions of power in the business worid
because of discrimination,

A woman can live 8 full and happy 1ife without ever marrying.

Today women still do not earn as much money 8s most men do.

. Women are less scientifically oriented then are men.

A wife should be willing o move if her husband’s job involves relocation to a
new place.

Women who do not want at lesst one child are being selfish.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agres Moder ately +2
Agres Slightly +1
Disagres Slightly -1

Disogree Moderately -2
Dissgres Strongly -3

14,
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.

25.
26.
27.
28.

29.
30.

31.
32.

Most men are not as sensitive as women are to the feslings of others.
Women are not any more reurotic then men.
Generally spesking, women make better parents than men do.

No special efforts should be mads to recruit women into jobs traditionally
held by men.

Women should not be expected to do the major ity of the housework.
Women do not have the same employment opportunities that men do.

In their push for equal rights women have become oo demanding.

Most women are not as adventurous as men.

Women often do not accept Lhe responsibility that goes along with equality.
A preschoo) child is 1ikely to suffer if his or her mother works full-time.

There is too much media attention being paid to the problems that women
face.

Women are more nurturant then men,
After being held back for so long, women deserve help in catching up.
Most women are not able (o make up their minds easily.

Most big corporations in Americe are not reslly interested n tresting thetr
male and female employees equally.

Today women are not devoting enough time to their families.

Too mary women stil) lose out on jobs and promotions because they ere
women.

Women are every bit as clesr thinking 8s men.

Women are better then men at expressing tender emotions.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agres Moderately +2
Agree Stightly +
Disagree Slightly -1

Disagres Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

33.

34.

35.

6.
37.
38.

39.
40.

4.

42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.

50.

It is perfectly acceptable if 8 husband does not make 8s much money as his
wifle.

Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives and mothers
then with desiring & professtonal cerser.

It is probably better for the relationship if the man is more sexually
exper fenced than the woman.

Women should primarily be held responsible for the use of birth control.
Movies often depict women in a negative way.

it s more damaging to a merriage if the wife commits adultery then if the
husband commits adultery.

Women ere gaining too much economic power oo quickly.

Becouse many women are more emotional then men, they are not suitable for
certain types of jobs.

Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration in
hiring

it seems that most women ore preoccupied with their physical appeerance.
There should be & female president in the neer future.

Rape victims are not treeted fairly by the criminal justice system.
Portrayals of women in the media are not fair to women.

Most women are 100 demanding in their relationships with men.

Sexually assertive women are threstening o most men.

Most women who work have a ser 1ous purpose in doing so.

Because women spend oo much money , husbands should primarily be
responsible for the finances in the family.

It is 1ikely thet an article written by 8 woman will not be regerded as
favorably as a comparable article writlen by a man,



Appendix B--Revised 29 1tem Attituds Questionneire

Proitems- 1,2,3,4,6,9,11,16, 18,20, 23,25, 26,29
Anti items- S5(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 towerd ver fous different issues and is part of 8 study being
done 8t the City University of New York.This is an snormymous questionnaire so pleass do not
write your name on it. Before reading the statements on the following peges, plesse snswer all
of the following questions.

College

Major

Ap
Sex

How would you describe yourself? (Check one)
Black or Afro-Amer ican

Hispanic or Latin Americon

— Orilentel or Asian Americen

White (Non-Hispenic)

—— Other (Write in)
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Plesss 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 mergin to the left of the

statement, but iIf you disagres with it 8 11ttle, you would put - 1. Pleass put only ong number

(¢3,42,¢+1,-1

,-2,0r -3) next to each statement and answer al} of the statements.

Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderstely *2
Agres Slightly +
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

10.
(AR
12.
13.
14.

It's surprising that women do as well as they do, consider ing all the obstacles
that they face.

Less media attention is paid to female athletes in comparison to male sthietes.
Television commercials portray women in 8 stereotypical way.

Most women still cannot rise to positions of power in the business world
becouse of discrimination.

A woman can 1ive 8 full and happy 1ife withoul ever marrying.
Today women still do not earn as much money as most men do.

A wife should be willing to move if her husband's job involves relocation to a
new plece.

Women who do not want at ieast one child are being selfish.

Most men are not as sensitive as women are to the feslings of others.
Women should not be expected to do the major ity of the housework.
Women do not have the same emplioyment opportunities thet men do.
in their push for equal rights women have become too demanding.
Most women are not as adventurous as men.

Women often do not accept the responsibility that goes along with equality.
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Agree Strongly +3

Agres Moderately +2

Agree Slightly +

Disagree Slightly -1

Disagree Moderately -2

Disagree Strongly -3

1S. 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 reelly interested in tresting their
male and female employees equally.

19. Todey women are not devoting enough time to their familfes.

20. Too many women stil) lose out on jobs and promotions because they are
women.

21. Women should be more concerned with becoming good wives and mothers
then with desiring a professions] career.

22. It is probebly better for the relationship if the moan is more sexually
experfenced than the woman,

23. Movies often depict women in o negetive way.

24. Because many women are more emotional then men, they are not suitable for
certain types of jobs.

25. Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration in
hiring

26. Portiraysis of women in the media are not fair to women.

27. Most women are too demanding in their relationships with men.

28. Becouse women spend 100 much money , husbends should primarfly be
responsible for the finances in the family.

29. It s likely that an article written by a woman will not be regerded 8s

favorebly as a comparable article written by 8 man.



Appendix C- - Item Anealysis for Original Semple
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Table 7
item~Total Scale Correlations for Pro and Ant! Items-Or iginal Semple®

Item Item Pro Scale item-Anti Scale
Cor relationd Corralation

P1. It's surprising thet women do as I ¥ Aokl il

well as they do, considering all the

obstacies thet they face.

P2. Less media atiention is paid to I ¥ hhded -10

female athlstes in compar ison to male

alhletes.

P3. Television commercials portray Son e -.13=

women in a stereotypical way.

P4. Most women still cannot rise to Sgrus - 13*

positions of power in the business

wor 1d because of discrimination.

PS. Today women still do not eern as 4gnus o WAl

much money as most men do.

P6. Most men are not as sensitive as IR bl 23w

women ore to the feslings of others,

P7. Women do not have the same HTRnn -.13%

smployment opportunities thet men do.

P8. After being held back for so long, Y dakald - 13"

women dsserve help in catching up.

P9. Most big corporstions in okl -.03

America are not really interested in

treating their male and female

employees equally.

P10. Too meny women still loss out N Y kel - 1 8%=

on jobs and promotions because they

are women.

P11. Movies often depict women in Y aladl -.01

8 negetive way.
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Item Item-Pro Scale Item-Ant{ Scale
Correlation Correlation

P12. Sometimes femele job seekers 3gnun 21w

should be given special considerstion

in hiring.

P13. Portrayals of women in the media Sqnnn - 21 uun

are not fair to women.

P14. It is likely that an erticle written by 44nnn - 12*
a women will not be regerdsd as fovorably
as 8 comparable article writien by a man.

Al. A women con lead a full and happy life - 14% I okl
without ever merrying. (R)°

A2. A wife should be willing to mave if her - 15* Slunn
husband's job involves relocation to 8 new

place.

A3.  Women who do not want st least one -12 HOH**
child are being selfish.

A4. Women should not be expected to do - 20% %% 42unn
the majortty of the housework. (R)C

AS. Intheir push for equal rights -3 HonnN
women have become t00 demanding.

A6. Most women are not as adventurous .06 S5
8s men.

A7. Women often do not accept the -.03 Senun
responsibility that goes along with equality.

A8. A praschool child is Vikely o suffer -.05 [4grns
if his or her mother works full-time.

A9. Most women are not able to make up -.09 66"
their minds essily

A10. Today women are not devoting enough - 14% 68nun

time to their families.
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Hem Item-Pro Scale Item-Anti Scale
Correlation Correlation

A11 Women should be more concerned - 16"+ AUkl

with being good wives and mothers

then with desiring a professionel

career.

A12. 1tisprobably better for the -. 14 N Sehede

relationship if the man is more

saxually exper fenced than the women.

A13. Because many women are more -.02 K Y aahaled

emotional than men, they are not

suitable for certain types of jobs.

A14. Most women are {00 demanding -.04 6OHnn

in their relationships with men.

A1S. Because women spend 100 much - |gus 65N
money , husbends should primerfly

be responsible for the finances in the

fomily.

Note. “P" refers to Pro items and "A”" refers to “Anti” items.

%n=256

b 1em - scale correlation excludes the ftem with which it is correlated
€ (R)=Reverse scored items

%0 ¢<.0S; **p<.01; **%p ¢ 001 (all tests are two-tatled)
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Appendix £-- Attitude Questionnaire with filler items

Proitems- 3,7,8,9, 14,20, 25, 34, 38, 42,49,53,54, 62
Anti items- 13(R), 17, 18, 24(R), 26, 28, 30, 33, 35, 41, 46, 47, 52,58,59
Note. R=Reverss coded
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This questionnaire concerns attitudes toward var fous different tssues and is part of 8 study being
done ot the City University of New York.This is an anorymous questionnaire so please do not
write your name on it. Before reading the statements on the following peges, plesse answer all

of the following questions.

College

Major

Ag
Sex

How would you descr ibe yourself? (Check one)
Black or Afro-Americen

Hispenic or Latin American

— Orientsl or Asian Amer ican

White (Non-Hispenic)

— Other (Writein)
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Pleese read each statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with it.

For example, if you agres 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 one number

(+3,42,+1,-1,-2,0r -3) next to each stetement snd snewer all of the statements.
Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Dissgree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

10.

1.
12.

Many teachers don't seem to care about their students.

Sometimes Hispenic job seekers should be given special consideration
in hiring.

it's surprising that women do 8s wel| s they do, considering a1l the obstacles

that they face.

Liberal democrats are responsible for many of the probiems in this country.

Sometimes Black job seekers should be given special consideration
in hiring

Many Hispenics have strong bonds with their community and culture.

Less media attention is paid to female athletes in comperison to
male athletes.

Television commercials portray women in a stereotypical way.

Most women still cannot rise to positions of power in the business worid
because of discriminetion.

Because of the care and dedication on the part of doctors, many people's
lives have been saved.

Teachers are very underpaid for the work that they do.

Too many Blacks stili lose out on jobs and promotions because of their
skin color.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agres Moderstely +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1

Dissgree Moderstely -2
Disagree Strongly -3

A woman can live a full and happy 11fe without ever marrying.

Today women stil] do not earn as much money as most men do.

. Most Blacks have the drive and determination to get shead.
. Republicens believe that this country needs 8 strong militery
. Awife should be willing to move If her husbend’s job involves

relocation to a new placs.
Women who do not want at least one child are being selfish.

The Republicen perty is primarily the party of rich people.

. Most men are not 8s sensitive as women ere to the feslings of others.

. Asions tend o do better in math and science than do other groups

of people.

. Republicans often cut social services thet help the poor.

It 1s sti)) true that Hispanics are discriminated against.

. Women should not be expected to do the major ity of the housework.

. Women do not have the same employment opportunities thet men do.

. Intheir push for equal rights women have become too demanding.

. Black people do not have the same employment opportunities that whites do.
. Most women ore not as adventurous 8s men.

. Many criminal defense lawyers will say anything to get their clients free.

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

. The Demacratic party is more representative of the people of this country

then is the Republican perty.
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Agres Strongly +3
Agres Moderstely +2
Agres Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disogres Moderastely -2
Disagree Strongly -3

Moset Agians ere very herdworking people.

A preschool child is 1ikely to suffer if his or her mother works full-time.
After being held back for so long, women deserve heip in catching up.
Most women are not able to make up their minds essily.

This country would be better off if it were more willing to utilize the
good things in Black culture.

Most doctor's are honest and herdworking.

Most big corporations in America are not really interested in treating
their male and female employees equally.

Meny of the programs of the Democratic perty have failed.
Democrats are week when it comes to issues of military defense.
Today women are not devoting enough time to their families.

Too many women still lose out on jobs and promotions because they
are women.

Most lewyers in the United States are only concerned sbout money.

Asians have come to this country and through hard work have become
very successful.

Republicans are often insensitive to the needs of others.

Women should be more concerned with becom ing good wives and mathers
then with desiring a professionai coreer.

IU's probably better for the relstionship if the men is more sexually
experfenced than the woman.

If this country wants a balanced budget, it's more likely to be

sccomplished by & Republicen administration then o Democratic administration.

Movies often depict women in 8 negative way.
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Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1

Disagree Moderstely -2
Disagree Strongly -3

Blacks have more to offer than they have been allowed to show.
Teachers have a very difficult and demanding job.

Because marny women are more emotional than men, they are not
suitable for certain types of jobs.

Sometimes female job seekers should be given special consideration in hiring.
Portrayals of women in the media are not fair to women.

English speskers should make an effort to leern the Spanish language.
Democrats care sbout the poor people of this country.

Lawyers have 8 very difficult job.

Most women are too demanding in their relationships with men.

Because women spend too much money, husbends should primarily
be responsible for the finances in the family.

Mony doctors in the United States are only concerned about money.
Hispanic Amer tcans have contributed much to Americen cuiture.

It is likely that an article written by 8 woman will not be regarded as
favorably 8s a comparable article written by a men.

The typical urban ghetto public school is not &s good as it should be to
provide equal opportunities for Blacks.

The lorge major ity of lewyers are honest.
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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 Hortley: | just have 1o ask you a few background questions first. |
need to know your name and address.

Ms. 1. : My neme is Nency T. [Lest name deleted)
{Address deleted)
Officer Hortley: What is your date of birth?
Ms. T July 16, 1967,
Officer Hortley: What's your accupation?
Ms. T . I'm & cashier at Alexandsr's Dapartment Store.
Officer Hortley: Could you pieass tell me sxactly whet happened?
Ms. T . Well, | went to this perty to celebrate a friend's birthday.

We were sitting around esting and drinking for a couple of
hours and | saw this guy who was look ing ot me

We started talking and he was very friendly. Anyway, we
had a couple of more drinks and he told me thet he wented to
et some air. So we both stepped out of the apartment for
awhile. He told me that he ived only a coupis of blocks
away on 6 1st Street and invited me to join him. | wasn't
sure at first but he seemed OK so | said yes. When | got
there, | sat down on the couch becauss | felt a 1ittle dizzy
from all of the drinks | had. Anyway, he became very pushy
ond nasty. | told him to get away from me, but he insisted
that he knew that | wanted him. | told him “NO" and to get
away from me. He then pushed me down on the couch and

raped me.
Officer Hartley: What's the man's name and address?
Ms. T : His first name is Steve. | don't know his last name. He lives

on West 6 1st Street. He's in his mid-twenties and has
blondish hatr with brown eyes. 1'd say he was sbout

five foot ten and of average build. The woman who gave

the porty, Jessica Stewart, knows him. You should contact her.



Officer Hortley:

Ms. T .

Officer Hortley:

Ms. T :

Officer Hortley:.

Ms. 1.

Officer Hartley:

Ms. T
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Did you try to resist his sttack in any way?

1 couldn’t. 1t happened too quickly and | was sort of drunk.
Are thers any bruises on your bady?

No, | don't think so.

Were you examined by the doctor yet?

Yes

we're through. 1S there anything else thet you can recsl!
that may be important?

No
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The following s an excerpt of an account betwean a woman who alleges that she had been sexually

oassoulted and the police officer interviewing her.

Officer Hartley: | just have to ask you 8 few background questions first. |

need 10 know your name and addr ess.
Ms. T . My neme s Nancy T. [ Last neme deleted)
{Address deleted)
Officer Hartiey: What is your date of birth?
Ms. T : July 16, 1967
Officer Hortley: What's your occupation?
Ms. T.: 1'm 8 college student at New York University.
Officer Hertley: Could you plesss tell me exactly what happened?
Ms. T : Well, | got out of class at about nine-thirty at night and |

was walking to the parking lot. It's dengerous around that
ores at night and | always walk to the parking lot with
someone from class. But | stupidly dion't thet night.
Anyway, 8s | was walking | thought that | heard footsteps
behind me and | turned around but nobody was there. My
God... It happened all of a sudden. Just as | approsched my
car, 8 mon grabbed me from behind and put his hand over my
mouth and held a knife to my throet and told me to shut up
and not to screem. | tried to push his hand away from my
throet end get away. He wes much stronger then me and he
pulled my arm away and cul my arm with his knife. | 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
ond | could not move. He then raped me. | was sort of
dazed for awhile afterward but | managed to cry out for
help and & woman saw me lying there and | believe she
called the police.

Officer Hartley: Did you recognize this man?

Ms. T No. | never saw him before in my life.



Officer Hartley:
Ms. T

Officer Hortley:
Ms T :

Officer Hertley:
Ms. T :

Officer Hortley:
Ms T :
Officer Hartley:

Ms. T.:
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Con you descri1be him?

Yes, 8 little. He was in his mid- twenties and had blondish
hair with brown eyes. 1'd say he was about five foot ten
and of average build.

Did you try to resist his attack in any way?

Yes, 8s | told you before | tried to push his hend awey from
my throst 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 biack and blue mark on my head where
my head hit the steering wheel. Also, there are bruises

on my neck and shoulders.

Were you examined by the doctor yet?

Yes

We're through. s there anything else that you can recall
that may be important?

No
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The following is an excerpt of an account between a woman who alleges that she had been robbed
ond the police officer interviewing her.

Officer Hortley:

Ms. T. .

Officer Hartley:
Ms. T. .
Officer Hortley:
Ms. T. .
Officer Hartley:
Ms. T.:

Officer Hartley:
Ms. T. .

Officer Hortley:

| just have 10 ask you 8 few background questions first,

| nead 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 & cashier at Alexander's Depertment Store.

Could you please tell me exactly what happened?

| was waiting for the number six train at Grand Central
Station. This guy approeched me and told me thet he had
found & bag ful) of money- & lot of money and that he
wasn't sure whether 10 go to the police because there was
no identification on the bag. He then decided that he
should try to find & cop in the subway station and asked
me to hold the bag. If he couldn’t find & cop in 8 few
minutes he said he would come back and we would split the
money. | should have known that this sounds very fishy
but the thought of getting haif the money was so tempting.
While he handad me the brown bag, | put down my purse.
Anyway , after he left | looked in the bag and just saw
little bits of newspaper and no money. | then reelized
that | didn’t know what heppened to my pocketbook. It
wasn't on the floor where | had left it. It then dewned

on me that the jerk must have stolen my bag. | still
con't believe that | was taken in by his story.

Did you recognize this man?

No. | usually wait at the station at that spot when | come
home from work and | never saw him there before.

Can you describe him?



Ms. T :

Officer Hortley:
Ms. T :
Officer Hartley:

Ms. T. :

Yes, a littie. He was in his mid-twenties and had biondish
heir with brown eyes. 1'd say he was about five foot ten
and of average build.

Did he physically hurt you in eny way?

No

We're through. Is there anything else that you can recall
that may be important?

No
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The following 1s an excer pt of an sccount between & woman who alleges that she had been robbed
and the potice officer interviewing her.

Officer Hartley: | just have o few background questions first.

| need to know your name and address.
Ms. T.: My name is Nancy T. [Last name deleted)
{ Adaress deleted)
Officer Hortley: 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 Hortley: Could you plesse tell me exactly whet happened?
Ms. T.: Yes. | went to the bank to cash a check | received.

When the bank teller handad the money to me,

| figured that | better double check and count it. Well,

| moved over so that she could serve the next person on

line and | counted my money. | then counted the

money that | had just cashed. | guess that |

shouldn't have counted the money out in the open like

| did but | was in a hurry. When | finished counting, |

noticed that 8 man waiting at the end of the 1ine was

stering ot me. | left the bank and started crossing the

strest. Just when | was crossing the street, someone

knocked me to the ground and stole my purse. | feit

very sick and dizzy when | fell to the ground but | did

st a chence to see that the man who was running away

was the same man who was stering at me in the bank.

| guess he saw me cash my check and followed me.
Officer Hortley: Didyou recognize this man?

Ms. T.: No. He was 8 stranger.
Officer Hortley: Can you describe him?
Ms. T.: Yes, 8 little. He was in his mid-twenties and had blondish

hair with brown eyes. 1'd say he was about five foot ten



Officer Hertley:
Ms. T.:

Officer Hortley:

Ms. T.:

ond of average build.

D1d he physically hurt you in any way?

Yes, he hit me with his fist on the side of my head and
| fall to the ground. | still have a great deal of pain

from the blow. Also when | fell | bruised my knees badly.

we're through. s there anything else that you can recall
that may be important?
No.
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Appendix J-- Repe dependent measure

General victim blame item-
Cheracterological victim blame items-
Behavioral victim blame 1tems-
General criminal blame item-
Characterological criminel blame item-
Behavioral criminal blame item-
Yictim empathy items-

Manipulation check items-

]

3,7

6,8

2

4

S
11,12,13
9,10

99
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Please read eech statement and decide the extent to which you agree or disagree with it

hased on the excerpt that vou have just 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 8 little, you

would put - 1. Pleesee put only ang number (+3,+2, +1, -1, -2, 0or -3) next to each

statement and answer ga}] of the statements.

Agree Strongly +3
Agres Moder ately +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1
Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

10.
.
12.
13.

The victim is at least partially responsible for what happened to her .
The rapist should be given the maximum jail sentence if caught and
convicted.

The victim may have prevented the rape by changing some aspect of her
character or personality

The rapist is a cold- blooded criminal.

The repist behaved in a reckless way.

The victim may have prevented the rape by chenging some aspect of her
behavior.

The victim is a somewhat careless person.

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

The victim seems like an intelligent person.

The victim seems like 8 very respectable person.

| fes] sympathy for the victim.

The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.
The victim did not deserve what happened (o her.



Appendix K - - Robbery dependent measure

OGeneral victim blame item-
Characterological victim bleme items-
Behavioral victim blame items-
General criminal blame item-
Cheracterological criminal blame item-
Behevioral criminal blame item-
Yictim empathy items-

Meanipuletion check {tems-

3,7

6,8

2

4

S
11,12,13
9,10
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Pleass read each statement and dacide the extent to which you agree or disagree with it

basad on the excerpt that vou have just read For exemple, 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. Pleese put only ong number (+3,+2,+1, -1,-2,0r -3) next to eech

statement and answer gl] of the statements.

Agree Strongly +3
Agree Moderately +2
Agree Slightly +1
Disagree Slightly -1

Disagree Moderately -2
Disagree Strongly -3

10.

12.
13.

The victim is ot least pertially responsible for what happened 1o her.

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

The victim may have prevented the robbery by changing some aspect of her
cheracter or personslity.

The robber is a cold-blooded criminal.
The robber behaved in 8 reck1ess way.

The victim may have prevented the robbery by changing some aspect of her
behavior.

The victim is 8 somewhat careless person.

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

The victim seems 1ike an intelligent person.

The victim seems like a very respectable person.

| feel sympathy for the victim.

The victim deserves all the help and understanding that she can get.
The victim did not deserve what happened to her.
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Appendix L-- Item Analysis for Experimental Semple
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Item - Total Scale Correlations for Pro and Anti Items-Exper imental Sample®

item item Pro Scale 1tem-Anti Scale
Correlation? Correlation

P1.  It's surprising that women do &s 04 -.03

wel ! as they do, consider ing ali the

obstacles that they face.

P2. Less medie attention is paid to 16 -.27

female athletes in compar ison to male

athletes.

P3. Television commercials portray S7unn -.04

women in g stereotypical way.

P4. Most women still cannot rise to 4Qnn -.19

positions of power in the business

wor id because of discrimination.

PS.  Today women stil] do not eern as .06 -.33

much money &8s most men do.

P6. Most men are not as sensitive as Spux -.02

women are to the feslings of others.

P7. Women do not have the same .44*% -.31

employment opportunities that men .

P8. After being held back for so long, 32 23

women deserve help in catching up.

P9. Most big corporations in 45%* .05

Americe ore not really interested in

tresting their male and female

employees equatly.

P10. Too many women still lose out J7* -.02

on jobs and promotions because they

ore women.

P11. Movies often depict women in Sus A3

0 negative way.
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item Item-Pro Scale Item-Anti Scale
Correlation Correlation

P12. Sometimes female job seekers .32 .34

should be given special consideration

in hiring.

P13. Portrayals of women in the media H2nnw -.09

ore not fair to women.

P14. It is likely thet an erticle written by 53 34

a woman will not be regarded as favorably

8s a comparable article written by a men.

Al. A woman can lead a full and happy life .02 Y Ralall

without ever marrying. (R)

A2. A wife should be willing to move if her -.02 49%*

husbend's job involves relocation 1o 8 new

placs.

A3.  Women who do not want at lesst o 10 49

child are being selfish.

A4.  Women should not be expected to do -27 42*%

the major ity of the housework. (R)C

AS. Intheir push for equal rights -.31 S2n*

women have become {00 demanding.

A6. Most women are not as adventurous .04 41*

85 men.

A7. Women often do not accept the 14 41%

responsibility thet goes slong with equality.

A8. A preschool child is likely to suffer 27 58w

if his or her mother works full-time.

A9. Most women are not able to make up -.01 .36*

their minds essily

A10. Todey women are not devoting enough 01 J2nnn

time to their families.
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Item Item-Pro Scale Item-Anti Scale
Correlation Correlation

A11. Women should be more concerned - 17 6gnn

with being good wives and mothers

than with desir ing a professional

coreer.

Al12. Itis probably better for the .09 S0+

relationship if the men is more

saxually exper fenced than the woman.

A13. Becouss meny women ore more 13 64nnn

emotional than men, they are not

suitable for certain types of jobs.

A14. Most women are too demanding -17 Hqnnn

in their relationships with men.

A1S. Because women spend too much -03 9%

money , husbands should primer ity
be responsible for the finances in the
family.

Note. “P" refers to Pro items and "A” refers to “Anti" items.

9n=120

b 11em - scale correlation excludes the item with which it is correlated
C (R)=Reverse scored items

%p ¢ .0S; *%g ¢ .01; #%p ¢ 001 (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix M-- Low Blame Rape Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings
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Table 9

Low Blame Rape Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings®

Yictim  Victim  Criminal Net Ambive- Pro Anti (Pro-Anti)
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame  Victim lence Score  Score  Score
Empathy Composite Composite Composite Blame  Score
Ratings  Score Score Score

Yictim 1.00 -17 -.33* Buns 4o} 42** -22
Blame

Composite

Score

Yictim 1.00 35*% -32¢ -19 -.01 -.25 17
Empathy

Composite

Score

Crimina) 1.00 - QIR _ Gpunx - 45un - 97 -13
Blame

Composite

Score

Net 1.00 SQnnn  34n 43%% - 06
Yictim
Blame

Ambiva- 1.00 H7nnn Junx _ (3
lence :
Score

Pro 1.00 -.02 AL A
Score

Anti 1.00 - 71n%e
Score

Pro-Antf 1.00
Score

Note, ®n=30
%pc 10; #%pc.0S; **¥%pc 01 (all tests are two-1ailed)
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Appendix N-- High Blame Rape Intercor relations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings
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Table 10
High Blame Rape Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings?

Victim  Victim  Criminal Net Ambive- Pro Anti  (Pro-Anti)
Blame & Blame Empathy Blame Yictim  lence Score  Score  Score
tEmpethy Composite Composite Composite Bleme  Score
Retings  Score Score Score

Yictim 1.00 -10 15 65%%* (04 .06 -.01 .04
Blame

Composite

Score

Yictim 1.00 35% -34% - 14 .02 -13 09
Empaethy

Composite

Score

Criminal 1.00 - 65 20 .05 1 -.04
Bleme

Composite

Soore

Net 1.00 -12 .01 -.09 .06
Yictim
Blame

Ambive- 1.00 48unn 438 (T
lence
Score

Pro 100 - 57%sx  gguwx
Score

Antt 1.00  -.8g%n*
Score

Pro-Antf 1.00
Score

Note 3n=30
%pc10; **pc.0S; **%pc 01 (ol tests ore two-tailed)
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Appendix O-- Low Blame Robbery Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings
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Table 11

Low Blame Robbery Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings?

Yictim  VYictim  Criminal Net Ambive- Pro Ant{ (Pro-Antt)
Blame & Bleme Empethy Bleme  VYictim lence Score  Score  Score
Empathy Composite Composite Compaosite Blame  Score
Retings  Score Socore Score

Yictim 1.00 -.32% .04 69%RR -.09 24 -.21
Blame

Composite

Score

Yictim 1.00 3% - 46%%% - 06 25 - 33% Jg%x
Empathy

Composite

Score

Criminal 1.00 -.69%%% - 90 .05 -.33+ 25
Blame

Composite

Score

Net 1.00 23 -.10 41ee _ 3%
Yictim
Blame

Ambive- 1.00 66%n®  5grEr 05
lence
Score

Pro .00 -2 L el
Score

Anti 1.00 - 78%nn
Score

Pro-Anti 1.00
Score

Note. %n=30
%nc. 10; #%pc0S; **%pc 01 (all tests are two-tailed)
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Appendix P-~ High Blame Robbery Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings
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Table 12

High Blame Robbery Intercorrelations for Scales and Composite and Net Ratings®

Yictim  Victim  Criminel Net Ambive- Pro Anti  (Pro-Antt)
Blame& Blame  Empethy Blame  VYictim lence Score  Score  Score
tEmpethy Composite Composite Composite Blame  Score
Retings  Score Soore Score

Yictim 1.00 -.18 -13 qone® 27 35% .06 19
Blame

Composite

Soore

Yictim 1.00 03 -14 03 17 -20 24
Empathy

Composite

Score

Criminal 1.00 -.75%%% 0 -.35% 48nnn _ Sqnnn
Blame

Composite

Soore

Net 1.00 N 47nn% - 28 4gnns
Yictim
Blame

Ambiva- 1.00 Hunn  g4quu% _ (g
lence
Score

Pro .00 -.20 0 ki
Score

Antl 100  -.77%%
Score

Pro-Antf 1.00
Score

Note, %n=30
5. 10; #%pc 0S; *#%pc 01 (o)) tests are two-tsiled)
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