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INTRODUCTION

Background

In  re c e n t y e a rs , s o c ia l  p sy c h o lo g is ts  have shown in c re a s in g  i n ­

te r e s t  i n  te s t in g  th eo ry  and app ly ing  knowledge in  v a rio u s  a sp e c ts  o f 

the  c r im in a l ju s t i c e  system . Work has ranged from a wide v a r ie ty  o f 

experim ental analogues (Landy and Aronson, 1969; W als te r, 1966; Jones 

and Aronson, 1973; Doob, 1975) to  a c t io n  re se a rc h , in c lu d in g  the  ap­

p l ic a t io n  o f  survey and s t a t i s t i c a l  tech n iq u es  to  the  s e le c t io n  o f  

ac tu a l j u r i e s  (Schulman e t  a l . , 1973; K airys e t  a l . )

Much o f the ex perim en ta l work has a ttem p ted  " to  determ ine whether 

in d iv id u a ls  use e x t r a le g a l  d ev ices  in  a r r iv in g  a t  d e c is io n s  regard ing  

r e s p o n s ib i l i ty  and degree o f  punishm ent fo r  i l l e g a l  a c tio n s"  (Jones 

and Aronson, 1973, p . 415). Most o f  th e  work to  which Jones and Aron­

son r e f e r  has been grounded in  a t t r i b u t io n  th e o ry , p a r t ic u la r ly  in  

th a t  a re a  o f a t t r ib u t io n  re se a rc h  concerned w ith  the  n o tio n  o f  a  " ju s t  

world" (L erner, 1965; L erner and Simmons, 1966). According to  th is  

id ea , people  have a  s tro n g  tendency to  b e lie v e  th a t  one g e ts  what one 

d ese rv es , and deserves what happens to  him . In  a j u s t  w orld , th e re  

w il l  be a  tendency to  blame even in n o cen t v ic tim s  fo r  th e i r  f a te  as a 

way of m a in ta in in g  c o g n itiv e  constancy . A lthough L erner (1965) has 

shown th a t  observers tend to  p re fe r  to  a t t r i b u t e  c a u s a l i ty  to  someone 

o ther th a n  the  v ic tim  o f a c c id e n t o r  c a ta s tro p h e  i f  p o s s ib le ,  examples 

abound o f  what Ryan (1966) has  c a l le d  "blam ing th e  v ic t im ,"  so th a t  

Jews were held  somehow re sp o n s ib le  fo r  t h e i r  p e rse c u tio n  by th e  N a z i 's  

(H a llie , 1971; S elzn ick  and S e lz n ick , 1969), th e  p l ig h t  o f  th e  poor i s  

sometimes seen by th e  m iddle c la s s  as th e  r e s u l t  o f la z in e s s  (Ryan,



1966), and even n a tu ra l  d i s a s te r s  nay be seen  as punishm ent fo r  s in  

(Rosenman, 1956).

The tendency to  blame the v ic tim  may have I n te ra c t iv e  consequences 

fo r  o th e r  a t t r i b u t io n s .  The b e l i e f  th a t  c h a r a c te r is t i c s  o f the  v ic tim  

in flu e n c e  n o t o n ly  how much the  v ic tim  w i l l  be blamed fo r  what happened 

b u t a lso  how much punishment w i l l  be assig n ed  to  an o ffen d e r in  a  c r i ­

m inal c a se  i s  a  common one. R e su lts  d e a lin g  w ith  th e  d ire c t io n  o f 

th i s  in f lu e n c e ,  however, have been c o n tra d ic to ry . Landy and Aronson 

(1969) found th a t  s im u la ted  ju ro r s  gave th e  h ig h e s t sen ten ces  when th e  

defen d an t was " u n a t t r a c t iv e "  in  c h a ra c te r  and the v ic tim  " a t t r a c t i v e ,"  

sen ten ces  were low est when th e  defendan t was " a t t r a c t iv e "  o r  " n e u tra l"  

and th e  v ic tim  Was " u n a t t r a c t iv e ."  The mythology o f lawyers a lso  seems 

to  hold  t h a t  th e  d e c is io n  o f a  ju ry  w i l l  be a f fe c te d  by th e  c h a ra c te r  

o f th e  v ic tim : Percy Foreman has claim ed th a t ,  " th e  b e s t  defense in  a

murder c a se  i s  th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  deceased should have been k i l l e d  r e ­

g a rd le ss  o f  how i t  happened" (Sm ith , 1966). This mythology may have 

some b a s is  in  f a c t .  In  t h e i r  m assive s tudy  o f judges and ju r i e s ,

Kalven and Z e ls e l (1966) found th a t  c e r ta in  c h a r a c te r is t ic s  o f  the v ic ­

tim  do seem to  in flu e n c e  sen ten c in g  o f an o ffen d e r: drunkenness, and,

in  sex c rim es, bad c h a ra c te r  in  a  v ic tim  seem to  have the  g re a te s t  e f ­

f e c t  in  d e c re a s in g  th e  sen tence  which w i l l  be given to  a  defendan t.

A ll o f  th e  work m entioned above has used  sen tence  as th e  dependent 

v a r ia b le ;  none s p e c i f i c a l ly  asked bo th  fo r  sen tence to  an o ffender and 

how much th e  responden t fe ltf  th e  v ic tim  was a t  f a u l t .  In  c o n tr a s t ,

When Jones and Aronson (1973) asked both  f o r  a sen ten ce  fo r  an o ffen d er 

and a t t r i b u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim , th ey  found a  p o s it iv e  r e la t io n ;  

h ig h e r  sen ten ce  was found in  th e  same s i tu a t io n  which produced the
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g re a te s t  tendency to  a t t r i b u t e  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim .

A f in a l  v a r ia b le  t h a t  has been thought to  In flu en ce  both  a t t r i b u ­

t io n  o f f a u l t  to  a  v ic tim  and, in  c rim in a l c a se s , sentence given to  an 

o ffe n d e r , i s  the  se rio u sn e ss  o f th e  crim e, in c lu d in g  ex ten t o f  In ju ry . 

Both W alster (1966) and Jones and Aronson (1973) found th a t  tendency 

to  a t t r i b u t e  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  in c reased  w ith  s e v e r i ty  o f th e  conse­

quences. Indeed, a  m ajor p e rcep t o f  the  ju s t  w orld no tion  i s  the  id ea  

th a t  the more someone s u f f e r s ,  th e  more l ik e ly  he i s  to  be perce ived  

by o th e rs  as d eserv in g  o f  what has happened to  him.

A crim e th a t  has been the  o b je c t  o f  s p e c ia l focus in  re c e n t y e a rs , 

p a r t ic u la r ly  in  th e  a re a  o f  p e rcep tio n s  o f  the v ic tim  by o th e rs ,  and 

th e  s p e c ia l  problems a v ic tim  encounters as a r e s u l t  o f th ese  a t t i tu d e s ,  

h as  been fo rc ib le  ra p e . D iscussions o f  the crim e have abounded in  the  

m edia: d ra m a tiz a tio n s  have reached a  wide audience and books and a r t i ­

c le s  on th e  s u b je c t  aimed a t  th e  g en era l p u b lic  have p ro l i f e r a te d .

Those in s t i t u t i o n s  th a t  t r a d i t io n a l ly  have d e a l t  w ith  rape and rape 

v ic tim s: law enforcem ent and h e a l th  care  f a c i l i t i e s ,  have, in  some

c a se s , i n s t i t u t e d  s p e c ia l  programs and t ra in in g  fo r  th e i r  personnel 

who d ea l w ith  rap e  v ic tim s  (Brodyaga, G ates, S in g e r, Tucker and W hite, 

1975; Burgess and H olstrom , 1974). C it iz e n 's  groups concerned p r i ­

m arily  w ith  h e lp in g  the  v ic tim  and w ith  d issem inating  in fo rm ation  about 

rap e  have sprung up around th e  co u n try . Indeed, the  p l ig h t  o f  th e  rape 

v ic tim  has  been a  m ajor focus o f  th e  renascen t fem in is t movement 

(Brodyaga A t A l .» 1975; Csida and C sida, 1974; Brownm iller, 1975).

^Throughout th is  document th e  term  "rape" w il l  be used to  r e f e r  to  
fo rc ib le  rape as  opposed to  s ta tu to r y  rape.
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A common a s s e r t io n ,  e s p e c ia lly  by fe m in is t w r i te r s  (R u s se ll ,  1975;

Connell and W ilson, 1974), has been th a t  rape has  been co n sid e red  by

our s o c ie ty  to  be s u b s ta n t ia l ly  d i f f e r e n t  from o th e r  v io le n t  crim es

a g a in s t th e  person . A major source o f th is  d if f e r e n c e ,  i t  has been

claim ed, has l a in  in  p ercep tio n s  o f the v ic tim . Hllberman (1976)

quotes a  common i l l u s t r a t i o n  o f th i s  d if fe re n c e ;

. . . t h e  c o n tra s t  i s  s tr ik in g  i f  one imagines the c ro s s  exa­
m in a tio n  o f a  robbery v ic tim  which p a r r a l l e l s  th a t  o f  the 
ra p e  v ic tim :

In  o th e r  words, Mr. Smith, you were w alking around th e  s t r e e t s  
l a t e  a t  n ig h t in  a  s u i t  th a t  p r a c t ic a l ly  a d v e r tis e d  th e  f a c t  
th a t  you m ight be a  good ta rg e t  fo r  some easy  money, i s n ' t  
t h a t  so? I  mean, i f  we d id n 't  know b e t t e r ,  Mr. S m ith , we 
m ight even th in k  th a t  you were ask ing  fo r  th i s  to  happen, 
m ig h tn 't  we? (p . 3)

Perhaps th e  b e s t evidence fo r  th e  e x is te n c e  of such a  d i f f e r e n t i a l  

s ta tu s  comes from an exam ination of th e  law and le g a l commentary. In 

many j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  rape  has had ev id e n tia ry  requ irem ents  more s t r i n ­

gent th an  those  expected in  o th e r  crim es g e n e ra lly  Included  in  th e  

ca teg o ry  " v io le n t crim es a g a in s t the  person": hom icide, ro b b ery , and

aggravated  a s s a u l t  (LeGrand, 1973; B a rn e tt, 1971; Babcock e t  a l . ,  1975). 

In  most c a s e s , th e  a lle g e d  v ic tim  must have p ro o f beyond her? sworn 

testim ony th a t  she d id  no t consent to  th e  a c t  (p ro o f such  as b r u is e s ,  

la c e r a t io n s ,  to rn  c lo th in g  or o th e r  evidence o f  a s t r u g g le ) ,  and th a t  

a sex a c t  took p la c e . While some s ta te s  have embodied th e se  r e q u i r e ­

ments i n  s t a t u t e ,  in  many more s ta te s  they have been a  p a r t  o f  a a se

2
Although in  some s ta t e s  males may be v ic tim s o f  rape and fem ales o f ­
fe n d e rs , in  th e  v a s t m a jo rity  o f  c a se s , a  male i s  th e  o ffen d e r  and a 
female th e  v ic tim . T herefo re , th e  male pronoun w i l l  be used to  
r e f e r  to  th e  o ffen d er and the  female to  the v ic tim .



law (LeGrand, 1973; B a rn e tt , 1971; W ashington, D. C . , Task F orce  on 

Rape, 1973). In  o th e r c rim es, such as robbery , th e  sworn testim o n y  of 

the  v ic tim , e i th e r  male o r  fem ale, u s u a lly  Is  s u f f i c i e n t  to  e s ta b l i s h  

lack  of consen t and th a t  the a c t  took p la c e . [However, p o l ic e  sources 

suggest th e  need fo r  c o rro b o ra tio n  in  cases of a s s a u l t  ( In te r n a t io n a l  

A sso c ia tio n  o f C hiefs o f  P o lic e , 1971)Q  F u rth e r ev idence o f  th e  d i f ­

ference in  the  le g a l  p ro cess  between rape  and o th e r  crimes may be seen 

in  the f in d in g s  th a t  rap e  i s  the  l e a s t  l ik e ly  o f th e  v io le n t  crim es 

a g a in s t th e  person  to  r e s u l t  in  a  c o n v ic tio n  a f t e r  an a r r e s t  has been 

made (Kalven and Z e is e l ,  1966; K e lle y , 1974).

As L erner (1965) h a s  suggested happens in  o th e r  c ircu m stan ces , 

a t t r ib u t io n s  o f  f a u l t  to  the rape v ic tim  o fte n  a re  couched i n  term s o f 

h e r  c h a ra c te r . Many o f  th e  re c e n t commentaries on rape have echoed 

th e  sp e c u la tio n  o f  the W ashington, D. C ., Task F orce  on Rape th a t  

sp e c ia l  le g a l  r e s e rv a t io n s  about rape  a re  a r e s u l t  o f

. . .V ic to r i a n  anachronisms {which) appear to  u n d e r l ie  many 
ju d ic ia l  d e c is io n s  as  w ell a s  th e  v e rd ic ts  o f  even th e  m ost 
r e p re s e n ta t iv e  j u r i e s .  These in c lu d e  the su sp ic io n  t h a t  a 
"p roper" person  should  have absorbed s u b s ta n t ia l  p h y s ic a l 
b r u ta l i t y  to  ev idence lack o f  co n sen t; th a t  p r io r  se x u a l ex­
p e rien ce  o f  any k in d  is  reaso n ab le  evidence o f  p o s s ib le  m is­
conduct o r  "p rovocation" on th e  p a r t  o f the  unm arried  v ic tim ; 
th a t  "n ice  g i r l s  d o n 't  ge t raped  and bad g i r l s  s h o u ld n 't  
co m pla in" .. . .  (pp. 5-6)

This s ta tem en t im p lie s , as have many o thers  (Babcock e t  a l . , 1975; 

Bard and E l l i s o n ,  1974), th a t  many o f th e  a t t r ib u t io n s  ty p ic a l ly  made 

about rap e  have revo lved  around concep tions o f th e  a c t  as b e in g  p r i ­

m arily  o f  a  s e x u a l, as opposed to  a c r im in a l, n a tu r e .  Thus th e  cla im  

i s  th a t  rape  has been sadd led  w ith  much o f  the a t t l t u d l n a l  baggage 

th a t  has a tta c h e d  i t s e l f  to  s e x u a lity  in  our s o c ie ty .  In  t h i s  c o n te x t, 

sev e ra l themes in d ic a t iv e  o f c h a ra c te r  a t t r ib u t io n s  emerge: th e  " r e a l"
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rape v ic tim  is  a  "good" woman who v a lu es  h e r  "honor" more than  h e r  l i f e ,  

and can be raped on ly  when b ea te n  o r o therw ise  rendered  unconscious; 

o th e r women who r e p o r t  rap e  probab ly  a re  l i a r s ,  provoked the  crim e, 

and p o ss ib ly  en joyed th e  a c t .

The Idea t h a t  rape i s  a  crim e p a r t ic u la r ly  s u sc e p tib le  to  ly in g  la  

c e n tu r ie s  o ld: P o t ip h a r 's  w ife  was one o f th e  more n o to rio u s  examples.

H a le 's  Rule of C aution  ( a f t e r  Lord C hief J u s t ic e  Matthew H ale, a  seven­

teen th  cen tu ry  E n g lish  j u r i s t )  s t i l l  must be Included in  th e  charge to  

th e  ju ry  in  many s t a t e s :  "rape i s  an a c c u sa tio n  easy to  be made and

hard  to  be proven, and h a rd e r  to  be defended by the  person  accused , 

tho never so in n o c e n t."

Wigmore (1 9 7 0 ), considered  an ex p e rt on e v id e n tia ry  requ irem en ts , 

concurs w ith  th e  n o tio n  th a t  ly in g  i s  common in  rape co m p la in ts :

...m odern  p s y c h ia t r i s t s  have amply s tu d ie d  th e  b ehav io r o f 
e r r a n t  young g i r l s  and women coming b e fo re  th e  c o u r ts  in  a l l  
s o r t s  of c a s e s .  T h e ir p sy ch ic  complexes a re  m u lt i f a r io u s ,  d i s ­
to r te d  p a r t ly  by in h e re n t d e f e c ts ,  p a r t ly  by d ise a se  derange­
ments or abnorm al i n s t i n c t s ,  p a r t ly  by bad s o c ia l  environm ents, 
p a r t ly  by tem porary p h y s io lo g ic a l o r  em otional c o n d itio n s .
One form ta k e n  by th e se  complexes i s  th a t  o f  c o n tr iv in g  f a ls e  
charges o f s e x u a l o ffen ses  by men. The unchaste  ( l e t  us c a l l  
i t )  m e n ta lity  fin d s  in c id e n ta l  b u t d i r e c t  ex p ress io n  in  the 
n a r ra t io n  o f  im aginary  sex  in c id e n ts  o f  which the  n a r ra to r  i s  
th e  hero ine o r  the  v ic tim . On th e  su rfa c e  the n a r ra t io n  i s  
s tra ig h tfo rw a rd  and conv incing . The r e a l  v ic tim , however, 
to o  o ften  i s  th e  in n o cen t man; fo r  th e  re sp e c t and sympathy 
n a tu ra l ly  f e l t  by any t r ib u n a l  fo r  a  wronged fem ale h e lp s  to  
g iv e  c re d i t  to  such a  p la u s ib le  t a l e . . . .  No doubt any judge 
o f  a  c r im in a l c o u rt and any p ro sec u tin g  a tto rn e y  can c o rro ­
b o ra te  th is  w ith  in s ta n c e s  from h is  own o b se rv a tio n . Judging 
m erely  from th e  re p o r ts  o f  cases  in  th e  a p p e la te  c o u r ts ,  one 
m ust in fe r  t h a t  many in n o cen t men have gone to  pp lson  because 
o f  ta le s  whose f a l s i t y  could  n o t be e x p o s e d .. . .  (p . 736, n o te  
6)

Wigmore does no t e la b o ra te  fu r th e r  on evidence su p p o rtin g  th is  

s ta te m e n t, b u t, on the b a s is  o f  i t ,  su g g ests  th a t  a l l  rap e  com plainants 

be re q u ire d  to  subm it to  a  p s y c h ia tr ic  exam ination. In  the  same v e in ,
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many p o l ic e  departm ents re q u ire  a lle g e d  rape v ic tim s  to  subm it to  a 

polygraph exam ination (Brodyaga e t  a l . ,  1975).

In  a d d it io n  to  a t t r ib u t io n s  o f f a u l t  based on th e  v ic t im 's  charac­

t e r ,  a t t r i b u t i o n s  o f f a u l t  may b e  based on the  v ic t im 's  beh av io r. This 

i s  the a r e a  o f in q u iry  commonly known a s  "v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n ."

The is s u e  o f  v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  has  been the c e n tr a l  focus of 

th e  a re a  o f  crim inology  known as  "v ic tim o lo g y ."  Although o r ig in a l  ly  

conceived as  a  s tu d y  r e f le c t in g  " s c i e n t i f i c  concern f o r  the p l ig h t  o f 

those v ic tim iz e d  and ex p lo ite d "  (Weis and Borges, 1973), the emphasis 

has come to  be an exam ination o f  the  b eh av io r o f  the v ic tim  as excu l­

pato ry  ev id en ce  fo r  th e  behavior o f  the  o ffe n d e r : as Weis and Borges

(1973) p u t  i t ,  th e  a c t  becomes j u s t i f i a b l e  on th e  p a r t  o f th e  o ffen d er, 

and th e  v ic t im iz a t io n  " le g i t im a te ."  As Percy Foreman pu t i t  in  a 

hom icide c a s e , "The ju ry  was read y  to  d ig  up th e  deceased and shoot him 

a l l  over ag a in "  (Sm ith, 1966).

Weis and Borges (1973) contend th a t  most c r im in o lo g ica l work could 

be c a l le d  " 'v i c to r o lo g y '. . . r e f l e c t in g  more i n t e r e s t  in  the w inners 

( l a t .  v ic to r e s )  than  in  the  lo s e r s  of c r im in a l a c t i v i t i e s . . .  and lo sin g  

s ig h t  o f  v ic tim s"  (p . 9 7 ) .

The id e a  t h a t  the  v ic tim  provoked th e  crim e o f rape  is  common.

The ex cuses fo r  j u s t i f y in g  rape a re  v a r ie d . F or example, i t  has been 

common t o  I n te r p r e t  s o c ia l  In te ra c t io n  o f  the v ic tim  w ith  th e  o ffender 

as ev id en ce  o f v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  in  ra p e . As evidence o f th e  a lleg ed  

" la c k a d a is ic a l  a t t i t u d e  by many fem ales to  be in g  a v ic tim  o f  ra p e ,"  

th e  Columbus, O hio, P o lic e  Department (1974) o f fe r s  th e  fo llow ing :

. . . c o n s i d e r  th a t  32% of re p o rte d  ra p e  v ic tim s , between Ja n ­
u a ry  and Septen& er o f 1973, were in te r a c t in g  s o c ia l ly  e i th e r  
in  a  ta v e rn , c o c k ta i l  p a r ty ,  f r i e n d 's  h o u se , e tc .
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Some c r im in o lo g is ts  agree. Amir (1971), In  a d e s c r ip t iv e  study  

o f  rape from p o lic e  reco rd s  in  P h ila d e lp h ia  In  1958 and I960 , has de­

fin e d  v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  as

. . . t h o s e  rape s i tu a t io n s  in  which th e  v ic tim  a c tu a l ly ,  o r  so 
i t  was deemed, agreed to  sex u a l r e la t io n s  b u t r e t r a c te d  be­
fo re  th e  a c tu a l  a c t  o r  d id  n o t r e a c t  s tro n g ly  enough when the  
su g g estio n  was made by th e  o f fe n d e r ( s ) .  The term  a p p lie s  
a ls o  to  cases in  r is k y  s i tu a t io n s  marred w ith  s e x u a l i ty ,  e s ­
p e c ia l ly  when she u ses what could be in te rp re te d  as indecency 
in  language and g e s tu re , o r  c o n s t i tu te s  what could be taken 
as an in v i ta t io n  to  sexual r e l a t i o n s . . . .  (p . 266)

N ineteen p e rcen t o f  th e  cases in  th e  P h ila d e lp h ia  s tudy  f i t  th i s  d e ­

f in i t i o n .  On th e  b a s is  o f  th is  f in d in g , and w ith o u t com parison w ith  

o th e r  crim es, Amir ag rees  w ith th e  id ea  th a t  more r ig id  e v id e n tia ry  

requirem ents a re  needed in  rape cases th an  in  o th e r  crim e s i tu a t io n s .

The q u es tio n  o f v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  in  rape  tak es on a  somewhat 

d i f f e r e n t  c h a ra c te r  when s tu d ied  in  comparison w ith  o th e r  v io le n t 

crim es. In  a  study o f p o lic e  reco rd s  fo r  1967 in  17 U. S . c i t i e s ,

C u rtis  (1974), u s in g  A m ir's d e f in i t io n  o f  v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  fo r  ra p e , 

judged 5% o f  the  cases s tu d ied  to  have involved such p r e c ip i ta t io n ;  

in  82%, no provocation  was e v id e n t, and in  12% th e  c ircum stances were 

u n c le a r . In  c o n tr a s t ,  20% of th e  cases o f c r im in a l hom icide were 

judged c le a r ly  to  have involved p rovocation  on th e  p a r t  o f  th e  v ic tim , 

as were 17% o f th e  cases o f aggravated  a s s a u l t ,  6% o f th e  armed ro b ­

b e r ie s ,  and 9% o f  the  unarmed ro b b e rie s .

Indeed , in  v a r ia b le s  o th e r than v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  th e  r e s u l t s  

o f the  m a jo rity  o f s tu d ie s  th a t  have compared fo rc ib le  rap e  w ith  o th e r  

crim es a g a in s t th e  person  seem to  favo r the h y p o th esis  th a t  rape has 

much in  common w ith  th e se  a c ts .  The R eport o f  th e  U. S. N a tio n a l Com­

m ission  on the Causes and P reven tion  o f  V iolence (1969), and Wolfgang
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and F e r r a c u t l 's  (1967) work on the s u b c u ltu re  o f v io le n c e  bo th  g iv e  

s u b s ta n t ia l  evidence th a t  th e  m a jo rity  o f  o ffen d e rs  In  a l l  v io le n t  

crim es: hom icide, fo rc ib le  rape, ro b b ery , and a s s a u l t ,  come from th e

same age, socio-econom ic and e th n ic  group. As Wolfgang and F e r ra c u ti  

(1967) pu t i t ,  "There are  c lu s te r s  o f  v a r ia b le s  th a t  have been t r a d i ­

t io n a l ly  noted to  be a sso c ia ted  w ith  hom icide and o th e r  a s s a u l t iv e  

crim es" (pp. 293-294). In  a d d itio n  to  be ing  young, m ale, and b la c k , 

the  m a jo rity  o f  v io le n t  o ffen d ers  in  the  s tu d ie s  c i te d  w ere c h a ra c te r ­

ized  by low socio-econom ic s ta tu s ,  below average I .  Q., d is ru p te d  fam ily , 

and res id en ce  in  poor neighborhoods (Wolfgang and F e r r a c u t i ,  1967, p. 

269). Nor do most o ffen d ers  confine  them selves to  a  s in g le  kind o f  

crim e. S tu d ies  o f a r re s te d  o ffen d ers  show th a t  s iz e a b le  numbers o f  

su sp ec ts  a r re s te d  fo r  fo rc ib le  sex crim es up to  80% in  New O rleans) 

had p rev ious a r r e s t s  fo r non-sex r e la te d  o ffen ses  (Amir, 1971; Mlnyard 

and N lk lau s, 1974).

In  the  l ig h t  o f  th is  evidence o f  d i f f e r e n t i a l  tre a tm e n t of rap e  

and rape  v ic tim s in  the le g a l  p ro c e ss , e s p e c ia l ly  g iven  th e  evidence 

c i te d  th a t  rape  may have much in  common w ith  o th e r  c rim es, the q u e s tio n s  

a r i s e :  how p erv asiv e  are  th ese  a t t i tu d e s  and what f a c to rs  a re  i n f l u ­

e n t i a l  in  determ in ing  them? To beg in  to  answer such q u e s tio n s , one 

must f i r s t  a sk : what fa c to rs  have been found to  in f lu e n c e  the forma­

t io n  o f  a t t i tu d e s  in  g e n e ra l, and p a r t i c u la r ly ,  what f a c to r s  seem to  

in flu e n c e  a t t i tu d e s  about crime?

The g en e ra l l i t e r a t u r e  on a t t i t u d e  form ation  i s  voluminous and 

c o n tra d ic to ry . A major is s u e  has been the  im portance o f ex p erien ce  

in  determ in ing  a t t i tu d e s .  The l i t e r a t u r e  o f fe r s  c o n f l ic t in g  ev idence, 

w ith  no s tro n g  b ia s  in  one d i r e c t io n  o r th e  o th e r (MaGulre, 1969).
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A v a ria b le  Chat has f re q u e n tly  been found to  have a t  l e a s t  a  m ed iating  

e f f e c t  on th e  in f lu e n c e  o f ex p e rie n ce  has been the norms o f  groups to  

v h lch  an in d iv id u a l belongs (McGuire, 1969).

The In flu en ce  o f  ex p erien ce  on p e rc e p tio n s  o f crime and crim e 

v ic tim iz a tio n  has re c e iv e d  l i t t l e  d i r e c t  a t te n t io n ,  nor I s  th e re  c le a r  

evidence th a t  group norms may in f lu e n c e  th ese  p e rc e p tio n s . A review  of 

th e  l i t e r a t u r e  on th e  p u b l ic 's  p e rc e p tio n s  o f  c rim in a l b eh av io r by 

Newman and T r i l l in g  (1975) d id  f in d  th a t  "a  broad consensus reg ard in g  

th e  s e v e r i ty  o f t r a d i t i o n a l  c r im in a l  b ehav io r has been found in  many 

s tu d ie s ."  An example i s  a  s tu d y  by S e l l in  and Wolfgang (1964), which 

showed no d if fe re n c e  in  th e  judgem ent o f se rio u sn ess  o f  a  number o f 

o ffenses by u n iv e r s i ty  s tu d e n ts ,  l i n e  p o lic e  o f f ic e r s ,  ju v e n ile  d iv i ­

s io n s  o f f ic e r s  o r ju v e n ile  c o u r t  ju d g es . S im ila r  consensus about v io ­

le n t  crime was found by W right and Cox (1967) in  a s tudy  o f  2,278 

seventeen and e ig h tee n  y ea r o ld  s u b je c ts .  However, a  lack  o f  consen­

sus about th e  se rio u sn e ss  o f  v io le n t  o ffen ses  i s  ev id en t in  th e  sen ten ces  

g iven  d i f f e r e n t  o ffen d e rs  fo r  what i s  le g a l ly  th e  same o ffe n se . A 

re c e n t study  commissioned by th e  judges o f th e  U. S. C ourt o f Appeals 

fo r  the Second C ir c u i t  found v a s t  d if fe re n c e s  in  the sen te n ces  th a t  

judges s ta te d  they would g iv e  in  a  s e r ie s  o f cases p re sen ted  to  them. 

O ther s tu d ie s  have shown th a t  c e r t a in  judges a re  much more l ik e ly  to  

im prison defendan ts f o r  a  g iv en  crim e than a re  o thers in  th e  same 

county (D ershow itz, 1975).

in  an attem pt to  r e c o n c ile  th e se  c o n f l ic t in g  f in d in g s ,  o th e r 

s tu d ie s  have attem pted  to  I s o l a t e  more s p e c i f ic  fa c to rs  th a t  In flu en ce  

percep tion  o f crim e. In  t h e i r  rev iew  o f the  l i t e r a t u r e ,  Newman and 

T r i l l in g  (1975) found th a t
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. . . s t r e n g t h  o f r e l i g i o s i t y  i s  an im portan t f a c to r  m edia­
t in g  p e rc ep tio n s  o f  dev iance . However, in  comparison to  
th e  ex te n s iv e  work in  p e rcep tio n s  o f m ental i l l n e s s ,  p e r ­
c e p tio n s  o f crim e have r a r e ly  been found to  be a f fe c te d  by 
th e  v a rio u s  s o c ia l  c la s s  v a r i a b l e s . . . .

F in a l ly ,  th e  p e rc e p tio n s  o f  th e  se rio u sn ess  o f  crime by the  g en era l 

p u b lic  a re  no t always in  accord w ith  the sa n c tio n s  o f the  law. While 

Gibbons (1969) found th a t  v io le n t  crim es tended to  be most sev e re ly  

punished by the law and a ls o  g iven severe  p e n a lt ie s  by lay  p e rso n s , the 

c o r r e la t io n  was by no means p e r f e c t .  R ledel (1972), u s in g  th e  S e l l ln -  

Wo I f  gang s c a le ,  dem onstrated  th a t  th e  in te n t  o f th e  c rim in a l to  i n f l i c t  

harm o r n o t d id  n o t in f lu e n c e  s u b je c ts ' judgement o f the  se rio u sn e ss  

o f  the  a c t ;  only th e  e x te n t o f  harm a c tu a l ly  I n f l ic te d  seemed to  have 

been im p o rtan t. The law , on th e  o th e r  hand, does recognize th e  impor­

tance o f  i n t e n t ,  o r  o f  m it ig a t in g  circum stances.

In  c o n tr a s t  to  th e  l i t e r a t u r e  on the  g en era l p e rcep tio n  o f crime 

and c r im in a ls ,  th e  l i t e r a t u r e  on th e  p e rcep tio n  o f the v ic tim , which, 

except f o r  the  " j u s t  w orld" work, i s  r a th e r  sp a rs e , seems to  argue th a t  

in  some in s ta n c e s  group norms may be im portan t in  determ in ing  a t t i tu d e s ,  

p a r t ic u la r ly  a t t i t u d e s  toward v ic tim s o f rap e . In  p a r t ic u la r ,  p o lic e  

and ad h eren ts  o f  th e  fe m in is t  movement o f te n  a re  co n sid e red , a t  le a s t  

in  an ecd o ta l l i t e r a t u r e  and in  th e  w ritin g s  o f r a d ic a l  fe m in is ts  

(B row nm iller, 1975; C onnell and W ilson, 1973), c o n f l ic t in g  in  th e i r  a t ­

t i tu d e s  toward rap e  v ic tim s . Brownmiller (1975) i s  p a r t ic u la r ly  v i t u ­

p e ra tiv e  in  h e r  a t ta c k s  on p o lic e .  She spends s e v e ra l pages d isc u ss in g  

th e  8in g le  in c id e n t  o f  rape  by a  p o lic e  o f f ic e r  th a t  i s  re p o rte d  y e a r­

ly  in  New York C ity , w h ile  f a i l i n g  to  m ention th e  few cases o f female 

o ffen d e rs  who se x u a lly  a s s a u l t  m ales. She fu r th e r  c h ro n ic le s  s e v e ra l 

case h i s t o r i e s  o f  " in s e n s i t iv e ,  o f te n  h o s t i le "  trea tm en t o f  rape  v ic tim s
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by p o lic e  o f f i c e r s .  In  c o n tr a s t ,  she Im plies th a t  fem in is ts  a re  un­

f a i l in g ly  su p p o rtiv e  o f  the  v ic tim , re g a rd le ss  o f  h e r behav io r o r 

c h a ra c te r :

. . .  I ,  on the o th e r  hand, vould  co n sid e r th e  housew ife fwho 
l e t s  a  s tra n g e  man In to  h e r  house fo r  a g la s s  o f water} and 
th e  h i tc h -h ik e r  I n s u f f ic ie n t ly  wary, bu t In  no way would I  
co n s id e r th e i r  a c tio n s  p ro v o ca tiv e  o r  even m ild ly  p r e c ip i ta n t .  
S im ila r ly ,  most men seem to  co n sid e r a woman who engages In  
sex  p lay  b u t s to p s  sh o r t  o f  In te rc o u rse  g u i l ty  no t only  o f 
p r e c ip i ta n t  b eh av io r, bu t o f  c r u e l ,  p ro v o ca tiv e  behav io r w ith  
no excuse , y e t I  and my s i s t e r  fem in is ts  would argue th a t  h e r  
a c tio n s  a re  p e r fe c t ly  a llow ab le  and q u ite  w ith in  th e  bounds 
o f  human decency and r a t io n a l  d e c i s io n s . . . .  (p. 354)

In  view o f  th ese  s ta te m e n ts , i t  seems f r u i t f u l  to  examine more

c lo se ly  the  evidence about th e  a t t i tu d e s  o f th e se  two groups, p o lic e

and fe m in is ts ,  toward crim e v ic tim s , p a r t ic u la r ly  the v ic tim s o f  ra p e .

P o lice  a t t i t u d e s  toward v ic tim s

N ied e rh o ffe r  (1967) has argued th a t  the  p o lic e  may be viewed as a

su b cu ltu re  w ith  a s tro n g  and co h eren t s e t  o f v a lu e s :

...w h en  a  group f e e ls  th a t  i t  i s  being  th re a te n e d , o r t r e a te d  
u n f a i r ly ,  i t  f a l l s  back on i t s  code o f v a lu e s . Cynicism i s  
an id e o lo g ic a l p lan k  deep ly  en trenched in  th e  e thos o f  th e  
p o lic e  w orld , and I t  se rv es  eq u a lly  w e ll fo r  a t ta c k  o r d e fen se .
For many reaso n s , th e  p o lic e  a re  p a r t ic u la r ly  v u ln e rab le  to  
cyn icism . When th ey  succumb, they lo se  f a i th  In  peop le , 
s o c ie ty ,  and e v e n tu a lly  in  them selves. In  th e i r  Hobbesian 
view , th e  world becomes a  ju n g le  in  which crim e, c o rru p tio n , 
and b r u ta l i t y  a re  normal fe a tu re s  o f  the  t e r r a i n . . . .  (p . 9)

A study by N ied erh o ffe r  (1967) o f  p o lic e  a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e i r  c l ie n ­

te le  shows women com plainants a re  b e t t e r  lik e d  than  c o p - f lg h te r s , homo­

sexuals o r  known c r im in a ls , b u t le s s  w e ll lik e d  th a t  "bohemians" o r  

m in o rity  group members.

Symonds (1973), drawing la rg e ly  on c l i n i c a l  ex p erien ce , found in ­

d if fe re n c e  o r  even antagonism  toward th e  v ic tim s o f  crim e to  be p re ­

v a le n t both  in  the  g e n e ra l p o p u la tio n  and among p o lic e . He h y p o th esizes  

th a t  such a t t i tu d e s  a re  due In  p a r t  to  "p rim itiv e  fe a r  o f  contam ination
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by th e  unlucky v ic tim ,"  and, e s p e c ia lly  in  p o l ic e ,  to  th e  f a c t  th a t

. . . b y  the  tim e th e  v ic tim  i s  seen the c r im in a l a c t  i s  in  the 
p a s t w ith  the  c rim in a l gone. There i s  no th ing  a c t iv e  th a t  
the  l i s t e n e r  can do and the v ic t im 's  e x p ress io n  o f  h e r  d i s ­
t r e s s  i s  experienced  by the  l i s t e n e r  as an im plied  demand 
th a t  something be done, as w ell as an im plied  c r i t i c i s m  th a t  
the  l i s t e n e r  f a i le d  to  p ro te c t  h e r  from th i s  t r a g ic  e x p e r i­
ence.

This r e a c tio n  o f seeming in d if fe re n c e  o f th e  p o l ic e ,  
th a t  the  v ic tim  ex p erien ces, i s  due to  a common m is in te rp re ­
t a t io n  by the  p o lic e  o f  the  concept o f p ro fe ss io n a lism . In  
t h e i r  z e a l  to  be n e u tr a l ,  and s in ce  i t  i s  a  crim e in  th e  p a s t 
w ith  th e  c r im in a l gone, they ag g re ss iv e ly  q u es tio n  th e  v ic tim  
as to  the  d e ta i l s  o f th e  crim e. This behav io r r e j e c t s  im plied  
e x p e c ta tio n s  o f com fort to  th e  v ic tim , as w e ll as r e j e c t s  the  
v ic t im 's  im plied  c r i t ic i s m  th a t  th e  p o lic e  have f a i le d  to  do 
t h e i r  job  o f  p ro te c tin g  him from c r im e .. . .

S p ec ia l cynicism  about the  v a l id i ty  o f com plaints o f  rap e  i s  b u i l t

in to  much o f  th e  m a te r ia l  used in  t r a in in g  p o lic e  in v e s t ig a to r s .

O 'H ara 's  (1974) te x t  on c rim in a l in v e s t ig a t io n  cau tio n s  th a t  " s in c e

charges o f  rap e  a re  e a s i ly  made, th e  n e c e s s ity  o f c lo se  s c ru t in y  o f

th e  v ic t im 's  com plaint i s  ev id en t"  (p . 305). He fu r th e r  a s s e r t s  th a t

. .  .where a  v igorous woman a lle g e s  rav ishm ent, i t  i s  to  be ex ­
pected  th a t  s ig n s  o f v io len ce  such as wounds, b r u is e s ,  and 
s c ra tc h e s  w i l l  be p re sen t and th e i r  absense should  induce a  
m oderate degree o f sk ep tic ism , u n le ss  th e  g i r l  avers  th a t  she 
fa in te d  from f e a r ,  became p a n ic - s tr ic k e n , o r  was o th e rw ise  
rendered  in cap ab le  o f p h y sica l r e s is ta n c e .  The a c ts  and de­
meanor o f th e  fem ale im m ediately a f t e r  th e  a lle g e d  commis­
s io n  should be su b je c t to  very  c r i t i c a l  in v e s t ig a t io n  in  
th e se  c a s e s . . . .  (p . 307)

In  th e  same v e in , a T rain ing  Key pu t ou t by the  I n te rn a t io n a l  As­

s o c ia tio n  o f C hiefs o f P o lice  (1969) warns th a t

. . . s e p a r a t in g  th e  t ru th  from the  l i e  i s  o f te n  a  d i f f i c u l t  
ta s k . C a re fu lly  n o te  th e  appearance and b eh av io r o f  th e  
v ic tim . G en era lly , th e  a c tio n s  and th e  appearance o f  a  bona 
f id e  v ic tim  leav es  l i t t l e  doubt th a t  a crim e has been com­
m itte d . She i s  h ig h ly  a g ita te d  o r em otionally  u p s e t ,  o f te n  
in  a  s t a t e  o f  h y s te r ia .  Host o f te n , she has su s ta in e d  i n ­
j u r i e s ,  c u t s , b ru is e s  o r gunshot wounds. Her c lo th in g  i s  
ripped  or to rn  o f f  as evidence th a t  i t  was fiirc ib ly  removed.
I f  th e  rape occurred o u tdoors , th e  v ic tim  i s  g e n e ra lly  thrown
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to  th e  ground and h e r  ou ter-garm en ts  a re  s ta in e d  o r  soiled.^

During th e  In v e s t ig a t iv e  In te rv iew , n o te  th e  v ic t im 's  
a t t i t u d e  and re a c tio n  to  your su g g estio n  th a t  she be g iven  a 
m edical ex am in a tio n .. .be  su sp ec t o f h e r  d e s ir e  to  fo rg e t the  
w h tle  in c id e n t and r e fu s a l  to  coopera te  T e llp se s  and i t a l i c s  
in  th e  o r ig in a l ] .

This document a ls o  s tro n g ly  su g g ests  charg ing  the  a lle g e d  v ic tim  w ith  

f a l s e  com plaint i f  th e  in v e s t ig a to r  harbo rs  and su sp ic io n s  about the  

v a l id i ty  o f  h e r  com plaint.

In  c o n tr a s t ,  O 'H ara 's  only comment about th e  v ic tim  o f  robbery  i s

th a t

. . . a t  l e a s t  20% o f th e  v ic tim s were ch ron ic  drunks o r  men 
seek ing  the  company o f p r o s t i tu t e s  o r  hom osexuals. The h a b its  
o f  th e se  persons ren d er them e s p e c ia l ly  v u ln e ra b le  to  th e  
m ugger.. . .  (p . 427)

Examples o f  th e  g en era l sk e p tic ism  o f  p o l ic e ,  and t h e i r  tendency 

to  emphasize th e  sexual n a tu re  o f  th e  crime o f  ra p e , abound (Brodyaga 

e t  a l . , 1975). A re p o rt by the  p o lic e  departm ent o f Columbus, Ohio

(1974), s ta te s

. . . s e x  education  in  our schoo l system  has tau g h t th e  v a rio u s  
measures in  avo id ing  pregnancy. The " p i l l , "  so a v a i la b le  and 
f r e e ly  used in  our s o c ie ty ,  has undoubtedly  developed a some­
what la c k a d a is ic a l  a t t i t u d e  by many fem ales to  be ing  a  v ic tim  
o f r a p e . . . .

I n te r e s t in g ly ,  d e s p ite  th e  c o n te n tio n  o f  fe m in is ts  that policewomen 

can be expected to  be more su p p o rtiv e  o f th e  rape v ic tim  than  p o l ic e ­

men — ap p a ren tly  by v i r tu e  o f  t h e i r  gender a lone  — Brodyaga and h e r  

co lleag u es  (1975) found s im ila r  In s tan ces  o f  sk ep tic ism  among female 

o f f ic e r s .

3
C urrent evidence does n o t support th e se  c o n ten tio n s  (Amir, 1971; New 
York P o lic e  Department Sex Crimes A nalysis  U nit Annual R eport, 1973).
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In  c o n tr a s t  to  th e se  la rg e ly  su sp ic io u s  s ta te m e n ts , very  re c e n t 

m a te r ia l tends to  be more m oderate. The most re c e n t In te rn a t io n a l  As­

s o c ia tio n  o f  C h iefs o f  P o lic e  T ra in ing  Key on rape (1974), d e t a i l s  the  

range of p sy ch o lo g ica l re a c tio n s  o f v ic tim s , and Inc ludes s ta tem en ts  

in d ic a t iv e  o f  a  r e a l i z a t i o n  th a t  th e se  r e a c tio n s  may be q u ite  complex:

. . . i t  i s  ex trem ely  im portan t th a t  p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  view rap e  
as an em otional a s  w e ll as a p h y s ica l a s s a u l t .  This i s  t ru e  
re g a rd le s 8 o f  th e  m oral r e p u ta tio n  o f th e  v ic tim . Even p ro s ­
t i t u t e s ,  who re g u la r ly  s e l l  t h e i r  b o d ie s , w i l l  ex p erien ce  
th e  p sy ch o lo g ica l v io la t io n  o f s e l f  when r a p e d . . . .

. . . th e  v ic tim  may respond in  a  c o n tro lle d  behav io r p a t t e r n . . .
[and) appears to  be calm , composed, o r  su b d u e d ....

. . . s p e c i a l  c a re  should  be ex e rc ised  so  th a t  th e  rape  v ic tim  
i s  n o t p laced  in  th e  p o s it io n  o f  p e rc e iv in g  h e r s e l f  as be ing  
g u i l ty  because o f  th e  p e rso n a l n a tu re  o f  th e  crim e and th e  
s o c ia l  s tigm a a tta c h e d  to  i t . . . .

Even fe m in is ts  have noted  examples o f  s e n s i t iv e  tre a tm en t o f  the 

v ic tim  by p o lic e .  C onnell and Wilson (1974) rep o rted  th a t  th e  c h ie f  

o f  d e te c t iv e s  o f  the  New York P o lice  Department was " s u rp r is in g ly  sen ­

s i t i v e  to  th e  problem" o f  rap e . He was "v ery  aware o f  th e  is s u e s .

The p o lic e  departm ent as  a  whole i s  more s e n s i t iv e  and more resp o n siv e  

and more eag er to  accep t c r i t i c i s m  and make changes than  some o th e r 

c i t y  agen c ies"  (p . 237).

Most o f  th e  ev idence o f p o lic e  a t t i tu d e s  about v ic tim s has come 

from c l in i c a l  m a te r ia l  such as th a t  o f  Symonds (1973), an ecd o ta l mate­

r i a l ,  o f te n  d e liv e re d  to  su p p o rt a  th e o r e t ic a l  p o s it io n  (Brow nm iller, 

1975), o r  th e  i n d i r e c t  ev idence found in  th e  o f f i c i a l  d i c t a  o f  t r a in in g  

m a te r ia ls .  In  th e  o n ly  d i r e c t  study  o f p o lic e  a t t i tu d e s  toward rap e , 

conducted in  Du Page County, I l l i n o i s ,  Brack! and Connor (1975) found 

l i t t l e  d if f e re n c e  between p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  and s tu d e n ts  on a w r i t te n  

q u e s tio n n a ire . However, when s u b je c ts  were in terv iew ed  in  g roups, th e
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s tu d e n t s u b je c ts ' responses on th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  and t h e i r  o ra l  d i s ­

cu ssio n s  were found to  ag ree . P o lic e  s u b je c ts ,  on th e  o th e r  hand, 

responded d i f f e r e n t ly .  In  group d is c u s s io n s , they  d isp lay ed  c o n s id e r­

ab ly  more su sp ic io u sn ess  o f  th e  rap e  v ic t im 's  s to ry  than they  had in  

th e  q u e s tio n n a ire . The au th o rs  h y p o th esised  th a t  i t  i s  th e  " t e s t  tak in g  

b eh av io r"  th a t  i s  su sp e c t. An a l te r n a t iv e  h y p o th esis  m ight s t a t e  th a t  

group norms were s tro n g ly  a t  work in  th e  d is c u s s io n s , th a t  p o lic e  o f ­

f i c e r s  in  a  group m ight m odify t h e i r  responses to  f i t  those  which they  

expected  th e i r  co lleag u es  to  h o ld , o r  which were perce ived  as m ost ac - 

c e p t ib le  in  u n o f f i c i a l ,  and o f te n ,  as was seen  in  the  t r a in in g  m a te r ia l  

d iscu ssed  p re v io u s ly , o f f i c i a l  p o lic e  c i r c l e s .

The q u es tio n  o f  th e  im portance o f  experience in  determ in ing  a t ­

t i tu d e s  toward a  v ic tim  o f  rape  was n o t addressed  s p e c i f ic a l ly  in  th i s  

s tu d y . The au th o rs  d id  s t a t e  th a t  few o f th e  s u b je c ts  had had p e rso n a l 

ex p erien ce  w ith  a  rap e  v ic tim ; indeed , only  76 cases o f  rape were r e ­

p o rte d  in  th e  county d u rin g  th e  y ea rs  1973-74.

F em in ist a t t i tu d e s  toward v ic tim s

A group th a t  a ls o  claim s ex p erien ce  w ith  v ic tim s , e s p e c ia l ly  v ic ­

tim s o f ra p e , and whose o f f i c i a l l y  expressed  a t t i tu d e s  and p o s it io n s  

a re  in  c o n tr a s t  w ith  th e  p o lic e  a t t i tu d e s  noted  above i s  the  women's 

movement th a t  gained prominence in  th e  l a t e  1960 's and the  7 0 's .  As 

was d iscu ssed  p re v io u s ly , t h i s  movement has had an enormous e f f e c t  on 

fo cu sin g  p u b lic  a t t e n t io n  on th e  v ic tim  o f  ra p e . The most r a d ic a l  view 

o f  rape by fe m in is t  au tho rs  (B row nm iller, 1975; R u sse ll ,  1974) has been 

th a t  rape  i s  p r im a r ily  a  p o l i t i c a l  a c t ,  used by men fo r  th e  su b ju g a tio n  

o f  women. Brownmiller (1975) goes so f a r  as to  c la im  th a t  rape " i s  

no th in g  more o r  le s s  th an  a  conscious p rocess o f in tim id a tio n  by which
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a l l  men keep a l l  women in  a s t a t e  o f f e a r , "  (p . 15) and

. . . a  w orld w ith o u t r a p is ts  would be a  w orld in  which women 
moved f re e ly  w ith o u t fe a r  o f  men. That some men rap e  p ro ­
v id es  a  s u f f i c i e n t  th re a t  to  keep a l l  women in  a  c o n s ta n t 
s t a t e  o f in tim id a tio n , fo re v e r  conscious o f  th e  knowledge 
th a t  the  b io lo g ic a l  to o l must be h e ld  in  awe f o r  i t  may tu rn  
to  weapon w ith  sudden sw iftn ess  borne o f  harm ful i n t e n t . . . .
(p . 209)

C onnell and W ilson (1974) ag ree . Rape, they  sa y , i s  th e  " lo g ic a l  

r e s u l t  o f  women being  to ld  to  be subm issive to  th e  dom inant male" 

(Appendix V I I I ) ,  because "our so c ie ty  i s  s tru c tu re d  so th a t  men con­

tin u o u s ly  e x p lo i t  women w hether i t  i s  c a l le d  rap e , p r o s t i t u t i o n ,  o r 

m arriage" (p . 174).

V ir tu a lly  every  fem in is t w r i te r  has d iscu ssed  th e  is s u e  o f  " v ic ­

tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n ,"  and has condemned th e  tendency to  blame th e  v ic tim  

o r to  su sp ec t th e  v ic tim  who re p o rts  rape  o f  ly in g  (C sida and C sida, 

1974; B a rn e tt , 1971; LeGrand, 1973; B row nm iller, 1975; C onnell and 

W ilson, 1974). They contend th a t  " th e  f a c t  i s ,  women a re  raped because 

they  e x i s t ,  no t because o f any th ing  they  do" (C onnell and W ilson , 1974).

The more r a d ic a l  fem in is ts  e x h ib i t  some co n fu sio n  and c o n tra d ic t io n  

over th e  n a tu re  o f rap e . While contending th a t  rap e  i s  a v io le n t  a c t ,  

n o t a sexual one, th e  sentim ent has a ls o  been expressed  th a t  a l l  h e te ro ­

sex u a l sex  has a sp e c ts  o f  rape:

...h o w  d i f f e r e n t  i s  p redato ry  c r im in a l rape  from "norm al" 
sex u a l behavior? We suggest th a t  th e  d if f e re n c e  i s  e s se n ­
t i a l l y  one of degree , th a t  we l iv e  in  a  c u l tu re  t h a t ,  a t  b e s t ,  
condones and, a t  w o rst, encourages women to  be p e re n n ia l v ic ­
tim s, men to  be co n tin u a l p re d a to rs , and sex u a l r e la t io n s  to  
be fundam entally  a g g r e s s iv e . . . .  (C onnell and W ilson , 1974, 
p . 84)

I n te r e s t in g ly ,  in  an attem pt to  in d ic t  p o lic e  f o r  t h e i r  g en era l 

conduct toward women, Connell and W ilson (1974) g iv e  an example o f 

p o lic e  d i s b e l i e f  o f a robbery v ic tim :
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. . . I  was once working a t  a  s n a i l  b o o k sto re , and a very  b ig  
nan  cane In . I  was trapped  behind  th e  desk , and he s a id ,
"T his I s  a  s tlc k u p , g ive  me a l l  th e  money ou t o f  the  
d raw er."  . . .A s  soon as he l e f t ,  I  c a l le d  th e  cops, and when 
they  came, I  gave them th e  d e s c r ip t io n  and so  f o r th ,  and they  
s a id  to  me, "Did he touch you?" I  s a id ,  "Ho, he stood  w ith  
h i s  hands in  h is  p o c k e ts ."  They s a id ,  "Oh, d id  you see  th a t  
he had a  weapon?" "No." "You mean he J u s t  asked you fo r  th e  
money and you gave I t  to  him?" "Y es." "T h a t 's  no t a  ro b b e ry ."
I t '8  as i f  th e  guy s a id ,  Hay I  have some money, and I  s a id ,  
C e r ta in ly . A pparen tly  t h a t 's  n o t a  robbery . I t  seemed to  me 
th a t  they thought I  should s a y , No I My money o r my l i f e .
And th a t  I  should f ig h t  t h i s  man o f f . . . .  (p . 10)

U n fo rtu n a te ly , as w ith  p o lic e  w r i t in g s  on the  s u b je c t,  th e  m a jo rity  

o f th e se  commentaries a re  n o t based  on c a r e fu l ly  weighed, r e p re s e n ta ­

t iv e  ev idence. Most o f  th e  fe m in is t  ev idence seems c a re fu l ly  s e le c te d  

to  su p p o rt p o l i t i c a l  ideo logy .

Rape and the "just world"
Given th e  abundance o f  s p e c u la tio n  about th e  n a tu re  o f p u b lic  

a t t i tu d e s  on ra p e , i t  seems p r o f i t a b le  to  examine th e  o b je c tiv e  e v i­

dence. In  th e  only s tu d y  on th e  s u b je c t  in  th e  p sy ch o lo g ica l l i t e r a t u r e ,  

Jones and Aronson (1973) have t r i e d  to  b r in g  p e rcep tio n s  about rape 

and th e  rape v ic tim  in to  th e  o r b i t  o f  th e  " ju s t  w orld" s tu d ie s .  They 

p resen ted  a  group o f 234 und erg rad u ate  s tu d e n ts  w ith  a p e n c il  and paper 

q u e s tio n n a ire  which included  case accounts e i th e r  o f a rape o r  an a t ­

tempted ra p e , and asked them to  a s s ig n  a  sen ten ce  to  the  o f fe n d e r , and 

to  judge th e  e x te n t to  which th e  v ic tim  m ight have been a t  f a u l t ,  tn  

some o f  th e  accounts th e  v ic tim  was d e sc rib e d  as m arried , in  some as 

d iv o rced , and in  o th e rs  as a v i r g in .  In  l in e  w ith  fin d in g s  o f  o th e r  

s tu d ie s  in  th e  " ju s t  w orld" framework, th e  h y p o th esis  te s te d  was th a t  

a  " s o c ia l ly  re sp e c ta b le  person  i s  seen  as more a t  f a u l t  in  a  crim e in  

which he was th e  v ic t im ."  Jones and Aronson a lso  hypothesized  th a t  a 

"defendan t who has in ju re d  a more r e s p e c ta b le  person  i s  sen tenced  more
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se v e re ly "  than  one whose v ic tim  i s  le s s  re sp e c ta b le . Thus, the  h ig h e r 

th e  sen ten ce  given to  the  d e fen d an t, th e  more the  v ic tim  i s  l ik e ly  to  

be blamed fo r  the  crim e. These hypotheses were confirm ed. U nfortun­

a te ly ,  th e  seem ingly c o n tra d ic to ry  n a tu re  o f th ese  find ings i s  n o t ad­

e q u a te ly  ex p la in ed .

Jones and A ronson 's s tu d y  r a i s e s  more q u estio n s  than i t  answ ers.

As w ith  many o f  th e  o th e r  " j u s t  w orld" s tu d ie s  (W alster, 1966; L erner 

and Simmons, 1966; Landy and Aronson, 1969), th e  su b jec ts  were c o lleg e  

u n d e rg ra d u a te s , te s te d  in  a  g roup , on a r e s t r i c t e d ,  closed-ended in ­

s tru m en t. In  th e  case  o f  Jones and A ronson 's work, the in strum ent gave 

th e  s u b je c ts  no o p p o rtu n ity  to  make th e  a t t r ib u t io n s  which L erner (1966) 

su g g ests  they  may p r e f e r :  to  blame th e  environment o r o th e r circum ­

s ta n c e s ,  r a th e r  th an  th e  v ic tim . F u r th e r , rape  was compared w ith  an­

o th e r  sex  crim e, a ttem pted  ra p e , r a th e r  than  ano ther v io le n t crim e, 

such a s  robbery  o r aggravated  a s s a u l t .  Nor was the q u es tio n  o f  th e  in ­

f lu e n c e  o f  p h y s ic a l in ju ry  to  th e  v ic tim  ad d ressed , as a  measure of 

s e r io u sn e ss  o f th e  crim e.

F in a l ly ,  Jones and Aronson make th e  assum ption th a t  a t t r ib u t io n  o f 

f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  i s  s tro n g ly  r e la te d  to  th e  b e l i e f  th a t  the  v ic tim  

deserved  what happened to  h e r :  th a t  " f a u l t"  and "deserv ing" a re  eq u i­

v a le n t .  A p i l o t  s tu d y  fo r  th e  p re se n t work found, in  c o n tr a s t ,  th a t  

n o t o n ly  d id  th e  m a jo rity  o f  responden ts n o t equate  f a u l t  w ith  d e se r­

v in g , b u t th e  term  " f a u l t "  i t s e l f  i s  sem an tica lly  complex. When r e ­

spondents were asked both  th e  a t t r i b u t e  f a u l t  to  the v ic tim , and fo r  

an ex p la n a tio n  o f  th a t  a t t r i b u t i o n ,  s e v e ra l  were found to  u se  th e  term  

" f a u l t "  as e q u iv a len t to  " c a u se ."  These respondents ty p ic a l ly  would 

say , "The crim e was th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t ,  she was no t as s tro n g  p h y s ic a lly
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as th e  o f fe n d e r ,"  o r ,  "She had to  be ou t a lone a t  n ig h t ."  F a u lt  fo r  

th e se  responden ts was a t t r ib u te d  to  an u n c o n tro lla b le  v a r ia b le  o r 

c h a r a c te r i s t i c  on th e  p a r t  o f th e  v ic tim .

Thus, Jones and A ronson 's s tudy  has added l i t t l e  to  our under­

s ta n d in g  o f  th e  p e rc e p tio n  o f rap e  and th e  rape v ic tim . Indeed , some 

c l i n i c a l  and an ecd o ta l m a te r ia l  seems to  suggest th a t  th e  " ju s t  w orld" 

a t t r ib u t io n s  found by Jones and Aronson (1973), W alste r (1966) and 

o th e rs  may n o t be th e  s o r t  o f a t t r ib u t io n s  th a t  a re  made by people in  

th e  " r e a l  w o rld ."  Symonds (1973) found more sympathy and le s s  tendency 

to  blame th e  v ic tim  when the  v ic tim  is  in ju re d  than  when th e re  has been 

no p h y s ic a l in ju ry .  In  my own work w ith  p o lic e  o f f i c e r s  in  s e v e ra l  

j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  my s u b je c tiv e  im pression  has been th a t  when no in ju ry  has 

o ccu rred , many p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  seem anxious to  f in d  a  reaso n  fo r  th e  

crim e, which may in c lu d e  blaming th e  v ic tim . This tendency has been 

e s p e c ia l ly  s tro n g  in  rape  c a se s . However, when a v ic tim  i s  bad ly  in ­

ju re d , p o lic e  seem le s s  l ik e ly  to  ask  q u e s tio n s  th a t  im ply a t t r i b u t io n  

o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim : "What were you doing th e r e ."  "Why d i d n 't  you

. . . ( s c r e a m ,  ru n , r e s i s t ,  e t c . ) ? "  They seem l e a s t  l i k e ly  to  blame th e  

v ic tim  i f  a su sp ec t has been apprehended, perhaps because a su sp ec t 

g iv es  them a more a p p ro p ria te  o b je c t  fo r  blam e, as w e ll  as a f f irm a tio n  

th a t  th ey  have done t h e i r  jo b , so a b o rtin g  th e  tendency th a t  Symonds 

(1973) noted  to  need to  p ro je c t  t h e i r  own g u i l t .  These r e a c tio n s  do 

n o t seem to  be r e la te d  to  an o f f i c e r 's  experience  w ith  v ic tim s , a l ­

though they  may be m odified somewhat by s p e c ia l  t r a in in g  in  d e a lin g  

w ith  v ic tim s .

Purpose of the study

This study attempted to answer some of the questions that have
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l im ite d  th e  g e n e r a l iz a b i l l ty  o f  th e  a t t r i b u t io n  s tu d ie s  in  th e  " ju s t  

w orld" framework. I t  a ls o  te s te d  some o f  th e  assum ptions th a t  have 

been made about a t t r ib u t io n s  about rape  and th e  rape v ic tim .

The j u s t  world hypotheses have been te s te d  la rg e ly  on groups o f 

co lle g e  s tu d e n ts . In  t h i s  s tu d y , responden ts were drawn from th e  two 

n o n -co lleg e  groups fo r  which th e re  may be hypo thesized  to  be s tro n g  

group p re ssu re s  reg a rd in g  th e  a t t r i b u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  a  rape  v ic tim , 

p o lic e  o f f i c e r s ,  and members o f  fe m in is t  o rg a n iz a tio n s . A fu r th e r  

sample o f  respondents was drawn from th e  g e n e ra l p o p u la tio n  and matched 

to  th e  t a r g e t  groups fo r  ag e , sex  and ed u ca tio n . In  t h i s ,  th e  study  

was one o f  the  few a ttem p ts  to  t e s t  the  " ju s t  w orld" hypotheses in  th e  

" r e a l  w o rld ."

The j u s t  w orld s tu d ie s  have co n cen tra ted  on c h a ra c te r  o f th e  v ic ­

tim ; th i s  s tu d y , in s te a d  o f  v a ry in g  the r e s p e c ta b i l i ty  o f  th e  v ic tim  

v a ried  h e r  beh av io r. The In flu en ce  o f  p resence  or absence o f  "v ic tim  

p r e c ip i ta t io n "  on sen ten ce  to  th e  o ffen d e r and f a u l t  a ssig n ed  th e  v ic ­

tim  was s tu d ie d . In  c o n tr a s t  to  Jones and A ronson 's (1973) work, rape 

was compared w ith  an o th er v io le n t  crim e, ro b b ery , in s te a d  o f an o th er 

sex  o ffe n se . Hypotheses a ls o  were concerned w ith  th e  in f lu e n c e  of 

p h y s ic a l in ju ry  to  th e  v ic tim , to  t e s t  more s p e c i f i c a l ly  th e  con ten­

tio n s  o f  th e  " ju s t  w orld" th e o r is t s  about th e  In flu en ce  o f  th e  s e r io u s ­

ness o f  consequences.

In  summary, th e  dependent v a r ia b le s  fo r  th i s  s tudy  were group mem­

b e rsh ip , crim e, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  and in ju ry .  The dependent m easures were 

sen tence to  th e  o ffe n d e r , a t t r i b u t i o n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic t im , exp lana­

t io n  o f  why a crime happened to  a  p a r t ic u la r  v ic tim , and e x te n t to  which 

th e  v ic tim  deserved what happened.
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Hypotheses

Dependent v a r ia b le : sen tence

Hypottletit /. The mean sentence ion nobbeny w ill be. signiiicantly 

le ts  than the. mean sentence ion nape.
The e s s e n t i a l  d if fe re n c e  between robbery  and rape I s  th a t  In  one 

th e  v ic tim  i s  f o rc ib ly  deprived  o f c o n tro l over m a te r ia l goods, In  the 

o th e r  o f  c o n tro l  over sex u al a c t i v i t i e s .  Rape has g e n e ra lly  been con­

s id e re d  th e  more s e r io u s  o f  th e  two c rim es, although In  some s t a t e s ,  

such as New J e rs e y , the  p e n a lt ie s  a re  th e  same. This h y p o th esis  was 

to  p ro v id e  a  b a s is  fo r  making fu r th e r  s ta tem en ts  about th e  in flu e n c e  o f 

s e r io u sn e ss  o f  consequences. I t  i s  c o n s is te n t  w ith  Jones and A ronson 's 

h y p o th es is  th a t  sen ten ce  w i l l  In c rease  w ith  se rio u sn ess  o f o ffe n se .

Hypothetic 2. SentenceA w ill be signiiicantly gneaten when the 

victim i t  injuned than when thene i t  no injuny.
A gain, t h i s  h y p o th esis  w i l l  t e s t  In  respondents o th e r  than  c o lle g e

s tu d e n ts  Jones and A ronson 's f in d in g  th a t  sen tence in c rea se s  w ith  s e r i ­

ousness o f  o ffe n se .

Hypothetic 3. Ton nobbeny, a£JL gnoupt w ilt give lowen tentencet

when the cnime wat "pnecipitated" than when no obvious pnecipitation wat

involved. Thit diUenence w ill be significantly gneaten ion police

than ion othen gnoupt.

Ton nape, the diHenence in sentence between pnecipitated and non-
pnecipitated conditions w ill be signiiicantly gneaten ion pdlice than

ion male civilians. Temale civilians w ill have a signiiicantly gneaten

diiienence than w ill ieminicts, and police w ill be gneaten than ieminictc. 
This h y p o th esis  s u b s t i tu te s  th e  v a r ia b le  o f v ic tim  b eh av io r fo r

th e  v a r ia b le  o f v ic tim  c h a ra c te r  th a t  Jones and Aronson (1973), W alster
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(1966), and Luglnbuhl and M ullin  (1976) s tu d ie d . I t  a ls o  t e s t s  th e  

n o tio n  th a t  p o lic e  a re  p a r t ic u la r ly  s e n s i t iv e  to  p r e c ip i ta t in g  f a c to r s  

in  th e  v ic t im '8 behav io r in  a l l  crim es, b u t e s p e c ia l ly  in  rap e . The 

fe m in is t l i t e r a t u r e  makes few consents abou t ro b b ery , so  th e re  i s  no 

b a s is  fo r  p re d ic tio n s  about th e  a t t r ib u t io n s  th a t  fe m in is ts  w i l l  make 

about robbery  v ic tim s . The l i t e r a tu r e  c i te d  above does su g g est t h a t  

fe m in is ts  should  be p a r t ic u la r ly  s e n s i t iv e  to  th e  is s u e  o f  v ic tim  p re ­

c ip i t a t i o n  in  ra p e , and th a t  th ey  w il l  avoid  the  tendency to  blame th e  

v ic tim  in  rape  c a se s .

Dependent variable; fault

Hypothec** 4. For both crime*, police and civilian* w ill attribute  

motie famlt to the victim In the precipitation than in the nonprecipita­

tion condition.

Hypothetic 4a. Ihic w ill hold far fieminict* only when the crime 

i t  robbery.
These hypotheses w i l l  t e s t  the  assum ption th a t  people reco g n ize  

fa c to rs  th a t  imply "ask in g  fo r"  v ic tim iz a tio n , and th a t  group member­

sh ip  can a l t e r  a t t r ib u t io n s .

Hypothetic 5. For police, male civilian* and female civilian t, the 

dihfarencejc in attribution o£ fault between precipitation and nonprecipi­

tation condition* w ill be tignifacantly greater far rape than far rob­

bery. For fieminictc, the di^erence w ill be reverted.
This hypothesis tests the contention that, for most people, the

more se v e re  th e  consequences, th e  g re a te r  the tendency to  a t t r i b u t e  

f a u l t .  I t  a lso  d e a ls  w ith  th e  con ten tio n  th a t  p r e c ip i ta t io n  i s  a  more 

s a l i e n t  f e a tu re  in  rape than  in  o th e r c rim es. F in a l ly ,  i t  t e s t s  th e  

n o tio n  th a t  group norms can a l t e r  p recep tlo n s .
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Hypothesis 6. Attribution oi ficuitt w ill be greater when there Is 

Injury than when the victim Is not Injured.
This hy p o th esis  a ls o  t e s t s  the " j u s t  w orld" n o tio n  th a t  a t t r i b u ­

t io n  o f f a u l t  in c re a se s  w ith  th e  s e v e r i ty  o f  th e  consequences. 

I n te r r e la t io n  o f  dependent v a r ia b le s

A p i l o t  study^ rev ea led  th a t  when responden ts were asked , Why d id  

th i s  crim e happen to  th is  p a r t ic u la r  v ic tim ? , a t t r ib u t io n s  o f  f a u l t  to  

th e  v ic tim  tended to  f a l l  in to  the fo llo w in g  c a te g o r ie s :

1. a  c h a r a c te r is t i c  over which th e  v ic tim  had some c o n tro l:  

a w i l l f u l  a c t ;

2. a  c h a ra c te r  d e fe c t :  a  bad person*

3. a c h a r a c te r i s t i c  over which th e  v ic tim  has no c o n tro l:  

p h y s ica l w eakness, e tc .*

4 . a  com bination o f th e se .

F au lt was a ls o  a t t r ib u te d  to  environm ental f a c to rs  o r  to  God's w i l l .

In  a d d it io n , many respondents felC  th a t  the  v ic tim  was chosen by ac ­

c id e n t,  a case  o f be ing  " a t  th e  wrong p lace  a t  the  wrong tim e ."

Hypothesis 7. Sentence, w ill be slgiU^lcantly greater when victim­

ization Is attributed to uncontrollable forces or characterlsticA than 

when victimization Is attributed to act& or farces under the victim*A 

control [categories 1 and 2 above).
I h is  h y p o th esis  i s  an ex ten s io n  o f  H ypothesis 3.

??

Hypothesis 8. The tendency to fael that the. victim deserved what

4
A ll th e  p i l o t  s tu d ie s  used convenience samples o f  a d u lt  responden ts who 
a re  re s id e n ts  o f  New J e rs e y . These samples were drawn from groups w ith  
which th e  in v e s t ig a to r  has worked.
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happened to hen wiZZ eonnetate &ignZ.$i.eantly with attribution oft victim­

ization to act* on &oncei> widen, the. victim'& contnoi.
In  a  fu r th e r  a ttem p t to  g e t a t  th e  meaning o f  f a u l t  fo r  responden ts ,

and to  t e s t  Jones and A ronson 's assum ption th a t  a t t r i b u t io n  o f f a u l t  

c o r r e la te s  w ith  tendency to  b e lie v e  th a t  th e  v ic tim  deserved what hap­

pened, responden ts  w i l l  be asked to  what e x te n t th ey  b e lie v e  th e  v ic ­

tim  deserved  what happened to  h e r ,  as w e ll as th e  q u es tio n s  about f a u l t .

Hypothetic 9. There taiZZ be. a positive neZation between attribu­

tion ofi fiauZt to the victim and sentence to the o&lenden.
H ypothesis 9 t e s t s  Jones and A ronson 's f in d in g s  th a t  cases th a t

lead  to  h ig h e r  sen ten ces  f o r  th e  o ffen d e r  a ls o  tend  to  lead  to  g re a te r  

a t t r i b u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim .



METHOD

Respondents

One hundred responden ts were chosen a t  random from each o f two 

groups: p o lic e  o f f i c e r s ,  and members o f  fe m in is t  o rg a n iz a tio n s . A

sample o f 200 responden ts was drawn from th e  g e n e ra l, E n g lish -sp eak in g , 

a d u lt  p o p u la tio n  o f  New Jersey.^ Members o f th i s  sample were matched 

o n e-to -o n e  w ith  th e  responden ts in  th e  s p e c ia l  i n t e r e s t  group samples 

fo r  age, sex , ra c e  and ed u ca tio n .

A ll 400 responden ts were New Je rse y  r e s id e n ts .  Ihe  s ta te  was 

chosen because i t  has a v a r ie ty  o f communities* u rban , r u r a l ,  and su ­

burban , and because th e  In v e s t ig a to r  has many c o n ta c ts  in  the  s t a t e  as 

a  r e s u l t  o f e x te n s iv e  le c tu r in g  and c o n su ltin g  on rape w ith  p o lic e ,  

fe m in is t  g roups, and c i t i z e n 's  groups. These c o n ta c ts  aided  in  th e  

development o f th e  sam ples and provided  h e lp  in  e n l i s t in g  coopera tion  

from th e  p ro sp e c tiv e  re sp o n d en ts .

The in te rv iew  schedule

The in te rv ie w  c o n s is te d  o f e ig h t  v ig n e tte s  covering  two crim es 

(rap e  and ro b b e ry ), two p r e c ip i ta t io n  co n d itio n s  ( p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no ap­

p a re n t p r e c ip i t a t io n ) ,  and two in ju ry  c o n d itio n s  (n o t in Jtired , In ju red  

bad ly  enough to  c o n s t i tu te  a tro c io u s  a s s a u l t  and b a t t e r y ) .  The o rd e r 

o f p re s e n ta tio n  o f  v ig n e t te s  was v a r ie d  from respondent to  respondent 

acco rd ing  to  a  L a tin  Square d es ig n .

A f te r  each v ig n e t te ,  responden ts were asked q u es tio n s  about the  

sen ten ce  they  f e l t  was a p p ro p ria te  fo r  th e  o ffen d e r in  the  c a se , and

^Members of these groups will be referred to as "laypersons," "civilians, 
or "nonprofessionals."
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th e  e x te n t to  which they f e l t  the  v ic tim  could be considered  a t  f a u l t  

fo r  th e  crim e. A p i l o t  s tudy  had in d ic a te d  th a t  o rd er o f  p re se n ta tio n  

o f th e se  q u es tio n s  d id  no t a f f e c t  th e  responses.

F u r th e r , each respondent was asked why (s )h e  f e l t  th a t  each crime 

had happened to  th a t  p a r t ic u la r  v ic tim , and to  what e x te n t (s )h e  f e l t  

th e  v ic tim  deserved  what happened to  h e r . F in a l ly ,  each responden t was 

asked q u es tio n s  about perso n a l experience w ith  crim e, and demographic 

q u e s tio n s , in c lu d in g  age, occu p a tio n , m a r ita l  s t a tu s ,  and frequency of 

a tten d an ce  a t  r e l ig io u s  s e rv ic e s ,  h e r e a f te r  c a l le d  " r e l i g i o s i t y . "  This 

l a s t  was to  v e r i fy  Newman and T r i l l i n g 's  (1975) o b serv a tio n s  about the  

im portance o f  t h i s  f a c to r  in  determ in ing  a t t i tu d e s  about crim e.

Construction of the interview schedule

The in tro d u c tio n . The s t a t e  o f  New Je rse y  was re v is in g  i t s  c rim in ­

a l  code a t  th e  tim e o f  the  s tu d y . This f a c t  was memtioned, and p o te n t ia l  

responden ts were to ld  th a t  a  purpose o f th e  s tudy  was to  determ ine 

p e o p le '8 op in ions abodt crime in  th e  l ig h t  o f  the  re v is io n . Although 

th e  s tu d y  had no o f f i c i a l  s t a tu s ,  p lan s  were made to  communicate th ese  

r e s u l t s  to  l e g i s l a t o r s ,  s e v e ra l o f whom had in d ic a te d  i n t e r e s t  in  the 

s tu d y .

The v ig n e t te s . 48 v ig n e tte s  (24 robbery , 24 rape) were a b s tra a te d  

from cases  taken  from p o lic e  re c o rd s . A ll had in  common the  fo llow ing  

e lem ents: v ic tim  and o ffen d er were s tr a n g e r s ;  v ic tim  was fem ale, o f ­

fen d er m ale; both v ic tim  and o ffen d er were between 19 and 25 y ea rs  o ld ; 

th e  a t ta c k  was a sudden one; com pliance was gained  through " fo rc e  and/ 

o r  f e a r " :  no weapon was used ; when th e re  was in ju ry  i t  was no t th e  r e ­

s u l t  o f  a  d e l ib e r a te  b e a tin g ; v ic t im 's  id e n t i f i c a t io n  o f th e  o ffen d er 

was co rro b o ra ted  by o th e r  ev idence; o ffen d er was conv ic ted  by a  ju ry
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t r i a l ;  o ffen d er had no prev ious record  o f  a r r e s t s .

The v ig n e tte s  were w r i t te n  In  a s ty le  b e s t  d esc rib ed  as "m odified  

co p ."  P i lo t  work in d ic a te d  th a t  people responded b e t t e r  to  th i s  s ty le  

than  to  v ig n e tte s  w r i t te n  w ithou t p o lic e  ja rg o n . C on jectu re  would sug­

g e s t th a t  most people h ea r  crim e case h i s to r i e s  from p o lic e  on th e  t e l e ­

v is io n  news, and f in d  th e  s ty le  ap p ro p ria te  fo r  d e sc rib in g  th a t  s o r t  o f 

case .

A few respondents complained th a t  th e  v ig n e tte s  d id  n o t g iv e  them 

s u f f i c i e n t  in fo rm ation  to  make a  judgement. This o b je c tio n  was c o u n te r­

ed w ith  the  rem inder th a t  a  ju ry  o fte n  does n o t have a l l  th e  inform a­

tio n  about a  c a se , e i t h e r ,  and must make i t s  judgements on th e  b a s is  o f  

a v a i la b le  ev idence.

The cases were g iven  to  a group o f 80 people (29 m ale, 51 fem ale, 

drawn from a New Je rse y  se rv ic e  c lu b ) , who were asked to  judge on a 

s c a le  o f 0 (no p re c ip i ta t io n )  to  5 (extrem e p r e c ip i ta t io n )  th e  e x te n t 

to  which even ts in  th e  case  f i t  C u r t is ' (1974) d e f in i t io n  o f v ic tim  

p r e c ip i ta t io n .  A fu r th e r  group o f 20 was asked to  r a t e  a  l i s t  o f  in ­

ju r i e s  on s e v e r i ty .  As a  r e s u l t  o f th ese  p i l o t  s tu d ie s ,  two s e ts  o f  8 

v ig n e tte s  each were made up , u s in g  those  cases chosen as b e s t  r e p re ­

se n tin g  no p r e c ip i ta t io n  and p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  and , in  th e " in ju ry "  con­

d i t i o n ,  in ju r ie s  th a t  were considered  e q u iv a le n t. Ttoo s e ts  were used 

to  a ssu re  th a t  the m anipu lations r a th e r  than  th e  v a g a rie s  o f  a  s p e c i f ic  

case  were determ in ing  th e  r e s u l t s .

Each s e t  o f v ig n e tte s  con tained  one example o f each o f  th e  f o l ­

low ing:

robbery no p r e c ip i ta t io n  no in ju ry
robbery no p r e c ip i ta t io n  in ju ry
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robbery  p r e c ip i ta t io n  no in ju ry
robbery  p r e c ip i ta t io n  in ju ry

rape  no p r e c ip i ta t io n  no in ju ry
rape no p r e c ip i ta t io n  in ju ry
rape p r e c ip i ta t io n  no in ju ry
rape p re c ip i ta t io n  i n j u r y .

A p o lic e  o f f i c e r  and a member o f a p ro s e c u to r 's  s t a f f  read  th e  

v ig n e tte s  to  a ssu re  th a t  they  involved le g a l ly  e q u iv a le n t crim es where 

a p p ro p r ia te . I n te r e s t in g ly ,  in  New J e rs e y , th e  maximum p e n a l t ie s  fo r  

robbery  and fo r  rape  a re  th e  same: 15 y ea rs  in  p r iso n  a n d /o r a  $5,000

f in e .  Both can c a rry  a d d it io n a l  charges o f a s s a u l t  w ith  i n t e n t ,  a 

crim e pun ishab le  by 12 years  in  p riso n  an d /o r a  $3,000 f in e .  In  th e  

" in ju ry "  c o n d itio n , a d d it io n a l charges fo r  a tro c io u s  a s s a u l t  and b a t ­

te ry  a re  p o s s ib le ,  w ith  a  p o ss ib le  p en a lty  o f  7 y ea rs  in  p r is o n  a n d /o r  

$2,000 f in e .

The dependent v a r ia b le s

S en tence. Gibbons (1969), in  a s tudy  o f sen ten ces  deemed ap ­

p ro p r ia te  f o r  v a rio u s  crim es by the g en era l p u b lic ,  found th e  fo llo w in g  

coding c a te g o r ie s  s u f f ic ie n t  fo r  cases o f rape  and robbery :

P ro b a tio n  an d /o r f in e  
11 months in  j a i l  o r le ss
I  y ea r to  2 years  11 months in  p r iso n  
3 y ea rs  to  5 y ea rs  11 months in  p r iso n  
6 y ea rs  to  10 y ea rs  11 months in  p riso n
I I  y ea rs  to  15 years  11 months in  p r iso n  
16 y ea rs  to  20 years  11 months in  p riso n  
21 y ea rs  to  25 years  11 months in  p riso n  
More than  25 y ea rs  in  p r i s o n .

A p i l o t  s tudy  fo r  th is  work a lso  in d ic a te d  th a t  people tend  to  

g ive  s h o r te r  sen tences in  two o r  th re e  y ea r increm ents and lo n g e r ones 

in  f iv e  y e a r  increm ents: " f iv e  to  te n  y e a r s ."

Respondents were asked the open-ended q u e s tio n , "F o rg g ttln g  any th ing  

you may know about th e  sen tences not g iv en , w hat sen ten ce  do you f e e l
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th e  defendant in  t h i s  case  should re c e iv e ? "  A lthough, o f  co u rse , no 

one can l i t e r a l l y  fo rg e t  what he knows about a  s u b je c t  f o r  th e  conven­

ien ce  o f an in te rv ie w , th e  In tro d u c to ry  s ta tem en t was to  remove concern 

w ith  g e t t in g  th e  " r ig h t"  answer. In te rv ie w ers  probed u s in g  th e  above 

c a te g o r ie s  only  i f  th e  respondent was very  h e s i t a n t  to  g iv e  any answer. 

Responses were recorded verb a tim , then  coded. When a  responden t gave 

an answer th a t  d id  n o t f i t  e x a c tly  in to  th e  c a te g o r ie s ,  e . g . ,  "5 -  10 

y e a r s ,"  i t  was coded in to  th e  c lo s e s t  c a te g o ry , in  t h i s  c a s e , "6 y ea rs  

to  10 y ears  11 m onths."

Every respondent answered every  sen ten ce  q u e s tio n : th e re  were no

m issing  d a ta .

F a u l t . Jones and Aronson (1973) used as t h e i r  f a u l t  measure 

" . . . t h e  q u e s tio n  'How much do you co n s id e r th e  crim e to  be th e  v ic t im 's  

f a u l t? ' The s u b je c t  answered by c i r c l in g  a  number o f  a  2 1 -p o in t s c a le  

from -10 to  + 1 0 ."  While such a  s c a le  may be p sy ch o m e trlca lly  e le g a n t ,  

i t  seemed in o rd in a te ly  co n fu sin g , and c e r ta in ly  n o t th e  s o r t  o f a t t r i ­

b u tio n  th a t  people make spon taneously . The fo llo w in g  f iv e  p o in t s c a le  

seemed c lo s e r  to  n a tu ra l  a t t r ib u t io n s :

n o t a t  a l l  the  v ic t im 's  f a u l t  
a  l i t t l e  th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t  
somewhat th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t  
m ostly  th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t  
a l l  th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t .

Response choices were offered explicitly. There were no missing data.

E xplanation  o f v ic t im is a t io n . To u n derstand  more p r e c is e ly  what 

people meant by the  term  " f a u l t , "  and why they  b e lie v e d  a  person  b e ­

comes a crime v ic tim , the  q u es tio n  was abked, "Why do you th in k  t h i s  

crime happened to  th i s  p a r t ic u la r  v ic tim ?" A p i l o t  s tu d y  o f 120 r e ­

spondents (60 m ales, 60 fem ales) showed th a t  answers to  t h i s  q u es tio n
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could be coded in to  th e  fo llow ing  c a te g o r ie s :

V ictim  d id  something c a r e le s s ,  s tu p id ;  "sh e  f la sh e d  money";

U n co n tro llab le  c h a ra c te r  o r  p h y s ica l v a r ia b le  o f  v ic tim : "a
persons who I s  n o t p h y s ic a lly  s tro n g " ;

C o n tro lla b le  c h a ra c te r  o r  p h y s ic a l v a r ia b le  o f v ic tim : "a
promiscuous woman, a  p e rv e r t ,  e t c . " ;

Combination o f c o n tr o l la b le  a c tio n s  and c h a ra c te r  o r  p h y s ic a l 
v a r ia b le s :  " a  women who i s  known to  be promiscuous should
be e s p e c ia l ly  c a r e fu l  about th e  way she d re sse s  i f  she wants 
to  avoid  tro u b le " ;

Combination o f c o n tro l la b le  and u n c o n tro lla b le  v a r ia b le s :
"women, because they  a re  n o t s tro n g  enough to  p ro te c t  them­
s e lv e s ,  should  no t go o u t a lone  a t  n ig h t" ;

A cciden t, f a te :  "she was a t  th e  wrong p la c e  a t  th e  wrong tim e";

God's will;

Environm ental v a r ia b le s :  " th e  c i t y  should  l i g h t  th e  s t r e e t s
b e t t e r " .

Responses to  th e  q u e s tio n  were recorded  v e rb a tim , then  coded. 

Coding was l a t e r  redone by an o th e r judge: i n t e r r a t e r  r e l i a b i l i t y  was

r  * .92 (W iner, 1962, pp. 124-126).

Deservingness of victimization. Respondents were asked the close- 

ended question,

"Sometimes people g e t w hat they  d e se rv e , and sometimes th in g s  
happen to  people th a t  th ey  d i d n 't  d e se rv e . In  t h i s  c a se , how 
much do you th in k  th e  v ic tim  deserved  what happened to  h er?
I ' l l  read  you a  l i s t  to  choose from. Do you th in k

she d id  n o t d eserv e  to  have any th ing  happen to  h e r  
she deserved  som ething, b u t le s s  th an  what happened 
she deserved what happened to  h e r
she deserved to  have som ething even w orse happen to  h e r ."

Although many responden ts  expressed  in d ig n a tio n  th a t  anyone would 

ask such a q u es tio n  — "No one d eserv es to  be a  crim e v ic tim !"  — none 

had any tro u b le  w ith  th e  q u e s tio n , and th e re  were no m issing  d a ta .
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O ther m easures

Experience w ith  crim e. Two s e ts  o f  q u es tio n s  were asked to  d e te r ­

mine th e  re sp o n d en ts ' p e rso n a l experience  w ith  crim e. In  th e  f i r s t  s e t ,  

responden ts w ere asked what sen tence  they  thought I s  now g iven  fo r  c e r ­

ta in  crim es. This q u es tio n  was to  determ ine th e  e x te n t to  tf iic h  the 

answers on th e  "sen ten ce"  v a r ia b le  may have been In flu en ced  by c u rre n t 

sen te n c in g  p r a c t ic e s .  In  the  second s e t ,  respondents were asked i f  

th ey  o r  any member o f  t h e i r  fa m ilie s  had been a  v ic tim  o f  s e r io u s  crim e.

Those la y  and fe m in is t  respondents who had never been v ic tim ized  

were asked w hether they  w orried  about c e r ta in  se r io u s  c rim es, and why 

th ey  d id  o r d id  n o t w orry . This q u e s tio n  was an a ttem pt to  see i f  

blam ing th e  v ic tim  could  be a d e fen siv e  a t t r ib u t io n .  This q u es tio n  was 

n o t asked o f  p o l ic e .  I t  was fea red  th a t  a  q u e s tio n  th a t  im plied lo ss  

o f  c o n tro l m ight be too  th re a te n in g  to  people fo r  whom c o n tro l  i s  as 

im portan t as i t  i s  to  p o l ic e .  C o n su lta tio n  w ith  s e v e ra l  p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  

confirm ed th i s  r e s e rv a t io n .

P o lic e  were asked to  e s tim a te  th e  number o f  each o f  s e v e ra l v io le n t  

crim es th a t  th ey  had worked w ith  d u rin g  t h e i r  c a r e e r s ,  as  a  fu r th e r  

m easure o f ex p erien ce  w ith  v ic tim s .

F in a l ly ,  laypersons and fe m in is ts  were asked i f  they  had ever 

serv ed  on a  ju r y ,  and what th e  most s e r io u s  cases veee on which they 

had d e l ib e ra te d .  F em in is ts , some o f whom had worked in  c o u n se llin g  

c e n te r s ,  were asked to  e s tim a te  th e  number o f  v ic tim s  o f  rape and o th e r  

crim es th a t  th ey  had co u n se lle d .

Demographic m easures. A ll responden ts were asked t h e i r  age , m ari­

t a l  s t a tu s ,  o ccupation  (o r ,  fo r  p o l ic e ,  rank and len g th  o f s e rv ic e ) ,  

r e l ig io u s  p re fe re n c e  and frequency o f  a tten d an ce  a t  r e l ig io u s  s e rv ic e s .
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The " ju s t  w orld" l i t e r a t u r e  has found l i t t l e  d if fe re n c e  In  a t t r ib u t io n s  

d u e  to  dem ographic v a r ia b le s  (Rubin and P eplau , 1975); th e  c rim in o lo ­

g i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  n o tes  sex d if fe re n c e s  and d if fe re n c e s  due to  " r e l i g ­

i o s i t y / 1 b u t  few d if fe re n c e s  due to  socio-econom ic v a r ia b le s  (Hevman 

and  T r i l l i n g ,  1975).

C o n sid e ra tio n  was given  to  asking  " ju s t  w orld" q u es tio n s  (Rubin 

and  P eplau , 1975), o r  some v e rs io n  o f th e  a u th o r i ta r ia n  p e rso n a li ty  

s c a le .  Both have been found to  be r e la te d  to  th e  tendency to  b e lie v e  

i n  a  j u s t  w orld . U n fo rtu n a te ly , th e  len g th  o f th e  in te rv ie w  a lre ad y  

was a t  th e  o u te r  l im i t  th a t  most respondents would to l e r a te ,  so th ese  

q u e s tio n s  were n o t  included .

The complete interview schedule may be found in Appendix A. 

Procedure

Respondents were In terv iew ed  on th e  te lep h o n e . The d e c is io n  to  

u s e  th is  method was based on th e  d e s ir e  to  reach  th e  g r e a te s t  number o f 

re sp o n d en ts  on a  p e rso n a l b a s is  w ith  maximum e f f ic ie n c y  and minimum 

c o s t .  Because o f  th e i r  c o s t and th e  tim e they  ta k e , f a c e - to - fa c e  in ­

te rv ie w s  c le a r ly  were beyond th e  scope of th i s  p ro je c t .  S ev era l s tu d ie s  

h av e  shown l i t t l e  d if fe re n c e  in  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  te lephone and f a c e - to -  

fa c e  in te rv ie w s  (C annell and Kahn, 1968).

Sam pling. A random sample o f th e  names and te lephone numbers o f 

125 of th e  18,000 fu ll- t im e  m unicipal and s t a t e  p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  in  New 

J e rs e y  was made a v a ila b le  fo r  th i s  s tu d y . The la rg e r- th a n -n e c e ssa ry  

8 ample was to  a llo w  fo r  r e fu s a ls .  A random sample a ls o  was chosen from 

th e  a c t iv e  membership l i s t s  o f  th e  m ajor fe m in is t  o rg a n isa tio n s  in  New 

J e r s e y ,  in c lu d in g  the  fo rm ally  o rgan ised  rap e  c o u n se llin g  groups, by 

draw ing from  th e  p ro v e rb ia l h a t .  In te rv iew ers  con tinued  to  c a l l  su e-
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c e s s lv e  te lephone ntnabers on t h e i r  l i s t s  u n t i l  a  t o t a l  o f  100 respon­

d e n ts  from each group was o b ta in ed .

To prov ide  a  sample o f  respondents from th e  g en e ra l p o p u la tio n , a  

l i s t  o f  randomly s e le c te d  r e s id e n t ia l  te lephone numbers In  New Je rse y  

was made a v a i la b le  fo r  t h i s  re se a rc h . The p a r t ic u la r  in d iv id u a l to  be 

in te rv iew ed  in  each household was determ ined by th e  need to  match to  

th e  s p e c ia l  samples o f p o lic e  and fe m in is ts .  When th e  in te rv ie w e r 

c a l le d ,  she asked th e  person  who answered th e  phone to  g ive  h e r  the  

f i r s t  names, ag es , and ed u ca tio n  le v e l  o f  the  members o f th e  household . 

She then  asked to  speak to  th e  member o f th a t  household who matched a  

member o f th e  s p e c ia l  samples (determ ined from a l i s t ) .  I f  th e re  was 

no a p p ro p ria te  person  in  th e  household , she asked th e  person  w ith  whom 

she was ta lk in g  what (s )h e  thought the  p e n a lty  fo r  robbery should  b e , 

thanked h im /h er, and hung up. In te rv iew ers  were in s tru c te d  to  make up 

to  te n  c a l l s  to  reach  th e  a p p ro p ria te  responden t, and g a in  co o p era tio n .

When th e  a p p ro p ria te  respondent was c o n ta c ted , th e  in tro d u c tio n  

was re p e a ted  and co o p era tio n  s o l i c i t e d .  C o n f id e n tia l i ty  was a ssu red : 

f o r  th e  c iv i l i a n  respondents surname was n o t reco rded . I f  a  respondent 

was r e lu c ta n t  to  p a r t i c ip a te ,  (s )h e  was g iven  a  name and te lephone num­

b e r  o f an in d iv id u a l a t  th e  C ity  U n iv e rs ity  and a  lo c a l  p o lic e  o f f ic e r  

to  v e r i f y  th e  a u th e n t ic i ty  o f  th e  s tu d y . The in v e s t ig a to r  had , in  ad­

d i t i o n ,  ex p la in ed  th e  p ro je c t  to  p o lic e  o f f i c i a l s  and fe m in is t le ad e rs  

and s o l i c i t e d  t h e i r  co o p e ra tio n . R e lu c tan t respondents from th e  s p e c ia l  

groups were to ld  o f t h i s  approval and urged to  c a l l  th e se  people i f  

th ey  needed fu r th e r  rea ssu ran c es  about the  s tu d y .

In te rv ie w e rs . Four in te rv ie w e rs  were used ; a l l  were fem ale. The 

d e c is io n  to  u se  fem ale in te rv ie w e rs  was prompted in  p a r t  by a  d e s ir e
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view ing — and p a r t ly  to  avoid  th e  problems th a t  m ight have been caused 

In  g a in in g  coo p era tio n  from responden ts w ith  male in te rv ie w e rs :  a t

th e  tim e o f  th e  s tu d y , New Je rse y  was ex p erien c in g  a ra sh  o f  obscene 

phone c a l l s  from men id e n tify in g  them selves as re s e a rc h e rs . A ll i n t e r ­

view ers had prev ious experience in  te lephone in te rv ie w in g . The two 

in te rv ie w e rs  who worked on th e  p o lic e  sample a ls o  had ex p erien ce  work­

ing  w ith  p o lic e .

Ending th e  in te rv ie w . At the  end o f  th e  in te rv ie w , th e  i n t e r ­

view er asked i f  th e  responden t had any q u e s tio n s  and thanked h im /her 

fo r  co o p era tin g .

The f in a l  sample. Three p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  (3%), seven fe m in is ts  

(6%), e ig h t laymen (7%), and seven laywomen (8%) re fu sed  to  p a r t i ­

c ip a te  in  the  survey. A ll o f  the  respondents in  th e  s p e c ia l  samples 

w ere, by chance, w h ite . In  view o f  th e  low p ercen tages o f  b lacks 

and H ispanics who a re  members o f p o lic e  departm ents o r o f  fe m in is t 

o rg an iza tio n s  th is  was no t unduly d is tu rb in g . C onsequently , th e  

laypeople a lso  were a l l  w h ite . The average age fo r  p o lic e  was 33.54 

y e a rs , w ith  a range o f 19 to  56 y e a rs ;  th e  average age fo r  fem i­

n i s t s  was 2 9 .4 , the range , 18 to  47; laymen averaged 32.7 y e a rs , 

w ith  a range o f  19 to  53; laywomen ranged from 18 to  48, w ith  a 

mean o f 28.3 y ea rs . A ll respondents had a h igh  school ed u ca tio n  

o r b e t t e r .



RESULTS

Dependent v a r ia b le : sen tence

A three-w ay a n a ly s is  o f v a r ia n c e , w ith  sen ten ce  as th e  dependent 

v a r ia b le ,  was used to  analyze Hypotheses 1, 2 , and 3 . A s e p a ra te  

a n a ly s is  was done fo r  each group o f  re sp o n d en ts . The main e f f e c t  fo r  

crim e was used to  t e s t  H ypothesis 1, th e  main e f f e c t  fo r  in ju ry  to  

t e s t  H ypothesis 2, and th e  main e f f e c t  f o r  p r e c ip i ta t io n  to  t e s t  

H ypothesis 3. In  a d d it io n , H ypothesis 3 concerned th e  in te ra c t io n  

e f f e c t  between crime and p r e c ip i ta t io n .  Table I .  g iv es  th e  r e s u l t s  o f 

th ese  gnalyses o f  v a rian ce .

For each group o f resp o n d en ts , th e  sen ten ces  g iv en  fo r  robbery 

were s ig n i f ic a n t ly  le s s  than th e  sen ten ces  fo r  ra p e : th e  main e f f e c t

fo r  crim e was s ig n if ic a n t  a t  the  .001 le v e l  (H ypothesis 1 ) . Sentences 

a lso  were s ig n i f ic a n t ly  g re a te r  when th e  v ic tim  was in ju re d  than  when 

she was no t in ju re d ; th e  main e f f e c t  f o r  in ju ry  was s ig n i f i c a n t  a t  the  

.001 le v e l (H ypothesis 2 ) .  F igure 1 p re se n ts  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  Hypoth­

eses 1 and 2 g ra p h ic a lly .

Contrary to  p re d ic tio n , v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  d id  n o t a f f e c t  sen ­

tence to  th e  o ffen d er. The main e f f e c t  f o r  p r e c ip i ta t io n  d id  no t 

reach  s ig n if ic a n c e  a t  th e  .05 le v e l  f o r  any o f  th e  fo u r groups of 

resp o n d en ts , no r was th e  in te ra c t io n  e f f e c t  o f  crim e and p r e c ip i ta ­

t io n  s ig n i f ic a n t  (H ypothesis 3 ) . The h y p o th e s is  o f  d if fe re n c e s  be­

tween groups in  the a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  was te s te d  by m u ltip le  £  

t e s t s .  This t e s t  was used  because s p e c i f ic  com parisons and th e i r  d i ­

re c t io n  were sp e lle d  o u t in  the  h y p o th e s is : th e  o th e r  p o te n t ia l  m u lti­

p le  comparisons (such as  Duncan's m u ltip le  range t e s t ,  o r  S c h e ffe 's  

t e s t )  assume no a  p r io r i  hypotheses as to  th e  d if f e re n c e s  between means
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T able I .

A nalysis o f  V ariance fo r  Sentence

F

P o lice Fem in ist Laymen Laywomen

Crime (C) 666.73** 545.49** 533.84** 327.59**
P r e c ip i ta t io n  (P) 2.66 1.08 2.06 1.72
In ju ry  ( I ) 16.62** 14.59** 21.44** 10.08*
C x P .13 .00 .19 .01
C x i 2.37 2.55 3.41 .40
P x I .07 .15 .50 .57
C x P x I .01 .24 .12 .04

*p 4. .002 
**p <  .001

The com plete a n a ly s is  o f  v a rian ce  ta b le  fo r  sen tence may 
be found in  Appendix I I .
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(Edwards, 1972, p. 131). Because o f th e  problem th a t  m u ltip le  £  

t e s t s  w i l l ,  by chance, o c c a s io n a lly  produce s ig n i f i c a n t  r e s u l t s ,  a  more 

r ig o ro u s  c r i t e r io n  fo r  th e  r e je c t io n  o f  the n u l l  h y p o th e s is , p < .0 1 , 

was used . No group was found to  d i f f e r  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  from any o th e r 

group on e i th e r  rape o r  robbery  sen ten ces  as a  fu n c tio n  o f  v ic tim  

p r e c ip i ta t io n .  Table I I .  g iv es  the r e s u l t s  o f  th e  group com parisons. 

Dependent v a r ia b le ; f a u l t

Although p r e c ip i ta t io n  on the p a r t  of the v ic tim  d id  no t in flu en c e  

th e  sen ten ces  th e  responden ts gave th e  o ffe n d e r , i t  d id  a f f e c t  th e i r  

a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim . F or a l l  g ro u p s, s ig n i f ic a n t ly  

more f a u l t  was a t t r ib u te d  to  the  v ic tim  in  p r e c ip i ta t io n  than in  no 

p r e c ip i ta t io n  c a se s , confirm ing  H ypothesis 4 . F e m in is ts , l ik e  the 

o th e r  g roups, found s ig n i f ic a n t ly  more fa u l t  i n  th e  p r e c ip i ta t io n  

c o n d itio n  fo r  both rape  and robbery , so  th a t H ypothesis 4a was not 

confirm ed. Means, s tan d a rd  d e v ia t io n s ,  and jt v a lu es  fo r  each group 

may be found in  Table I I I .  F igures 2 and 3 p re se n t th e  responses on 

f a u l t  g ra p h ic a lly .

W hile a t t r ib u t io n  o f f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  was g re a te r  when th e re  

was ev idence o f v ic tim  p r e c ip i ta t io n  th an  when no p r e c ip i ta t io n  was 

e v id e n t, se rio u sn ess  o f  th e  crime was n o t a s ig n i f i c a n t  fa c to r  in  a t ­

t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim . C ontrary  to  p r e d ic t io n ,  no d i f ­

fe ren ces  in  a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  as a  function  o f  crime were found 

(H ypothesis 5 ) .  These r e s u l t s  may be seen in  Table IV. S im ila r ly , 

a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  was no t s ig n i f i c a n t ly  g r e a te r  when 

she was in ju re d  than  when no in ju ry  o ccu rred . Indeed , had H ypothesis 

6 been made in  the  o p p o s ite  d ir e c t io n  — th a t f a u l t  would decrease  

when th e re  was in ju ry  — i t  would have been confirm ed f o r  the two
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Table I I .

Mean D iffe ren ces  in  Sentence 
Between Groups by Crime

Means and S tandard D eviations

Robbery Rape

X SD X SD

P o lic e 2.40 1.20 5.25 1.83
Laymen 1.80 1.18 4.34 1.70
Laywomen 2.36 1.24 4.64 2.09
F em inists 2.36 .96 4.89 1.80

t  sco res

Comparison Robbery Rape

Pollce-Laymen 3.78** 3.64**
P olice-F em ln l8 ts .27 1.42
Femlnls ts-Laywomen .02 .87
Laymen-Laywomen 4.55** .37

** p< .001
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T able I I I .

Mean A ttr ib u t io n  o f  F a u lt  as 
a F unction  o f P re c ip i ta t io n  

(H ypothesis 4 . )

Robbery

No P re c ip i ta t io n P r e c ip i ta t io n
_t -------

X SD X SD

P o lic e .06 .122 .74 .881 7.56**
Laymen .02 .138 .47 .244 3 .46*
Laywomen .10 .380 1.37 .930 13.32**
F em in ists .05 .279 .68 .883 7.13**

Rape

No P r e c ip i ta t io n  P re c ip i ta t io n

X SD X SD

10 .205 .63 .769
,01 .084 .37 .144
,17 .424 1.12 11.030
.01 .100 .32 .631

P o lic e
Laymen
Layvomen
F em in ists

6.93**
11.17**
9.55**

.50

* p ^  . 01
** p 4  .001



Table IV.

Group D ifferen ces in  A ttr ib u t io n  o f  F a u lt  Between 
P r e c ip i ta t io n  and No P r e c ip i ta t io n  C onditions 

(H ypothesis 5 .)
D iffe ren ce  

No P r e c ip i ta t lo n - P re c ip i ta t lo n
Rob - Rape

Robbery Rape

P o lic e .22 .14 - .0 9
Laymen .11 .20 + .09
Laywomen .15 .18 + .0 3
F em inists .10 .12 + .02

N ote; h y p o th esis  s ta te d  th a t  fo r  p o l ic e ,  laymen and laywomen,
th e  d iffe re n c e s  in  a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  would be s i g n i f i ­
c a n tly  g re a te r  f o r  rape th an  fo r  robbery . As th e  ta b le  
shows, on ly  p o lic e  had a  d if fe re n c e  in  th e  hypo thesized  
d i r e c t io n ,  and i t  was n o t s ig n i f i c a n t .  I t  was hypo thesized  
fu r th e r  th a t  fe m in is ts  would show a g re a te r  d if f e re n c e  fo r  
robbery than fo r  rap e . While th e  d if fe re n c e  i s  in  the  
hypothesized  d i r e c t io n ,  i t  i s  n o t s ig n i f ic a n t .
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groups o f male responden ts and the  laywomen. The r e s u l t s  o f th e  t e s t  

o f  H ypothesis 6 a re  in  Table V.

I n te r r e l a t io n  o f  dependent v a r ia b le s

Sentence to  th e  o ffen d e r was no t s ig n i f i c a n t ly  c o r re la te d  in  the  

d i r e c t io n  p re d ic te d  e i th e r  to  ex p lan a tio n  o f  v ic t im iz a t io n  (H ypothesis 

7) o r  to  a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  (H ypothesis 9 ) .  The p o in t 

b i s e r i a l  c o r r e la t io n  between sen ten ce  and ex p lan a tio n  o f  v ic t im iz a tio n  

as th e  r e s u l t  o f  c o n tro lla b le  o r u n c o n tro lla b le  fo rces  was rpj, “  .064. 

In s te a d  o f  th e  p o s i t iv e  c o r r e la t io n  th a t  had been hypo thesized  between 

sen tence  and f a u l t ,  a  n eg a tiv e  c o r r e la t io n  o f  r  » >.15 was found. Had 

the  p re d ic t io n  been in  the  o p p o site  d i r e c t io n ,  th i s  c o r re la t io n  would 

have been s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  th e  .02  le v e l ,  w ith  2% o f  th e  v a rian c e  ex­

p la in e d .

The tendency to  f e e l  th a t  th e  v ic tim  deserved what happened to  

h e r c o r re la te d  s ig n i f ic a n t ly  w ith  a t t r ib u t io n  o f  v ic t im iz a t io n  to  a c ts  

o r  fo rc e s  under th e  v ic t im 's  c o n tro l :  r pb « + .3 0 , s ig n i f ic a n t  a t  the

.001 le v e l ,  e x p la in in g  9% o f  th e  v a rian c e  (H ypothesis 8 ) .

O ther measures

In  a d d itio n  to  s p e c i f ic  t e s t s  o f th e  hy p o th eses, a  v a r ie ty  o f 

o th e r  t e s t s  were made in  an a ttem p t to  g ive g re a te r  in s ig h t  in to  the 

v a r ia b le s  under s tudy .

Group d if f e r e n c e s . D iffe ren ces  in  sen ten ce  between groups by 

crim e a re  p resen ted  in  Table I I .  D iffe ren ces  in  f a u l t  between groups 

by crim e may be found in  Table VI.

Demographic v a r ia b le s . S tepw ise m u ltip le  re g re s s io n  analyses 

were performed u s in g  sen tence  and f a u l t  as c r i t e r io n  v a r ia b le s ,  and 

sex , age , socio-econom ic s t a tu s ,  experience  w ith  crim e, and r e l ig i o s i t y
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Table V.

Mean A ttr ib u tio n  o f  F a u lt  
as a  F unction  o f In ju ry  

(H ypothesis 6 . )

No In ju ry In ju ry
t

X SD X SD

P o lice .46 .42 .17 .26 8.28**
Laymen .30 .36 .14 .24 6.28**
Laywomen .76 .47 .62 .52 4.53**
F em in ists .25 .35 .25 .42 1.25

**p .001
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Table V I.

Mean D iffe ren ces  In  A ttr ib u tio n  of 
F a u lt between Groups by Crime

Means and S tandard D eviations

Robbery Rape

X SD X SD

P o lice .377 .395 .257 .298
Laymen .245 .373 .192 .277
Laywomen .737 .489 .647 .538
Fem inists .367 .468 .167 .310

t  sco res

Comparison Robbery Rape

Police-Laymen 2.44 1.58
P o lice -F em ln is ts .37 2.04
Femlnls t s  -Laywomen 5.44** 7.74**
Laymen-Laywomen 7.93** 7.46**
Pollce-Laywomen 5.81** 6.29**
Femlnls ts-Laymen 2.03 .59

** p Z .001
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as p r e d ic to r  v a r ia b le s .  For th e se  a n a ly se s , a l l  groups were combined.

Demographic v a r ia b le s  d id  no t c o r r e la te  s ig n i f i c a n t ly  w ith  sen­

te n c e . They w ere, however, a  s ig n i f i c a n t  f a c to r  in  a t t r i b u t io n  o f 

f a u l t :  m u ltip le  r  ■ .4 4 . Of p a r t ic u la r  i n t e r e s t  was th e  p o s i t iv e  

c o r re la t io n  o f  r e l i g i o s i t y  w ith  f a u l t  ( r  ■ + .2 1 , so th a t  the  more f r e ­

q u en tly  a  respondent a ttended  r e l ig io u s  s e rv ic e s  th e  more l ik e ly  (s )h e  

was to  f a u l t  th e  v ic t im ) , and th e  n eg a tiv e  c o r re la t io n s  o f  f a u l t  w ith  

ex p erien ce  as  a  crim e v ic tim  ( r  ■ - .1 9 ,  w ith  people who had been v ic ­

tim ized  le s s  l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  in  th e  v ig n e t te s )  and w ith  age 

( r  ■ - .1 6 ,  meaning th a t  younger people were somewhat more l ik e ly  to  

blame th an  o ld e r ) .  As m ight have been expected  from th e  p rev io u sly  

rep o rted  r e s u l t s ,  sex  c o r re la te d  p o s i t iv e ly  w ith  f a u l t  (rpb  “  .2 6 ) ,  

w ith  fem ales more l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  than  m ales.

In  a d d it io n , a se p a ra te  a n a ly s is  o f  each c r i t e r i o n  v a r ia b le  was 

perform ed fo r  p o l ic e ,  u s in g  as  p re d ic to r  v a r ia b le s  len g th  o f  s e rv ic e ,  

rank and s iz e  o f  departm ent. S ize  o f  departm ent was th e  only  s ig n i ­

f ic a n t  v a r ia b le ,  w ith  o f f ic e r s  from la rg e  departm ents s l i g h t l y  more 

l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  than  o f f ic e r s  from sm all departm ents ( r  « 

+ .1 5 ) .

F in a l ly ,  th e  tendencies  o f in d iv id u a ls  to  be b lasters o r  nonblamers 

was s tu d ie d  by a frequency count o f th e  number o f  in d iv d n a ls  in  each 

group who never a t t r ib u te d  any f a u l t  to  a  v ic tim  on any v ig n e t te ,  those  

who fa u lte d  the  v ic tim  on one v ig n e t te ,  on two v ig n e t te s ,  and so  on. 

R esu lts  o f  th i s  a n a ly s is  a re  p resen ted  in  F ig u re  4 .

Examples o f  responses

S t a t i s t i c s ,  a lthough  v i t a l  fo r  o b je c tiv e  a n a ly s is ,  o f  co u rse , may
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f a i l  to  convey adequate ly  th e  f la v o r  o f  responses to  a su rv ey  such as 

th i s  one. To a ttem pt to  remedy th i s  d e f ic ie n c y , a  sam pling o f i n t e r ­

e s t in g  responses on some o f  th e  v ig n e tte s  w i l l  be p resen ted  below.

No c la im  i s  made th a t  th i s  sample i s  in  any way re p re s e n ta t iv e .

Ca&e 7. P o lic e  o f f i c e r ,  m ale, 46 , m arried , a  se rg e a n t in  a  la rg e  

departm en t, w ith  a  B. S. degree and 22 y ea rs  o f p o lic e  s e rv ic e .

V ig n e tte  1. Robbery, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no In ju ry .

Sen tence: 10 y ears

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E xp lan a tio n : "P o ss ib le  lack  o f  p o lic e  p ro te c t io n . I f  an a re a
i s  e f f e c t iv e ly  p a t r o l le d ,  chances o f  th i s  type o f occurrence a re  min­
im al. However, th i s  would depend upon urban th ic k n e ss , demography, 
e t c . "

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u es tio n : "Academic."

V ig n e tte  3. Robbery, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

Sen tence: 5 - 1 0  y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E xp lan a tio n : " I t  i s  a n t ic ip a te d  th a t  my answer should  be 'b e ­
cause he was e n tic e d  by th e  f la sh in g  r o l e . '  Horse s h i t  ( I f  y o u 'l l  
excuse th e  language). No one has th e  r ig h t  to  tra n sg re s s  on any human 
under any c ircum stances. Even i f  he had a c h ild  a t  home s ta rv in g .
There a re  avenues w ith in  our s tr u c tu r e  to  e x p lo i t  fo r  r e l i e f . "

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

V ig n e tte  ]_• Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

Sentence: 5 y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Somewhat h e r  f a u l t .

E xp lanation : " I t  was apparen t to  someone p red isposed  to  com m itting
th i s  crim e th a t  a  female re s id e d  in  the b u ild in g  who was n o t too  cove­
tous o f h e r  p r iv a c y ."

D eserv in g : D id n 't  d e se r v e  a n yth in g .
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Comments on d ese rv in g  q u es tio n : " I t  makes no d if f e re n c e  what a
p e rso n 's  ph ilosophy o f  l iv in g  I s ,  t h e i r  r ig h t  to  pursue t h e i r  b e l ie f s  
should be p ro te c te d  as long as no one I s  a f fe c te d  a d v e rse ly ."

Ca&fe 2. F em in is t, age 23, s in g le ,  p a r t- t im e  c a s h ie r .

V ignette  JL. Robbery, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

S entence: "He should go to  j a i l  because he took som ething th a t
belonged to  someone e ls e .  He should go fo r  about 2 - 3  y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l  h e r  f a u l t .

E xp lana tion : "Depending v h ere  th e  m ailbox i s ,  I  d o n 't  see  why he
picked h e r . She was j u s t  th e re  a t  the  r ig h t  tim e fo r  him. A nother 
reason  could be he watched when she came home from work and saw th a t  
she always went to  g e t h e r  m ail f i r s t .  He saw no one was around and 
fig u red  he could g e t away w ith  i t .

D eserving: D id n 't deserve  an y th in g .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u e s tio n : "She d id  no th in g  wrong, th e re fo re
she d id  no t deserv e  to  have th is  happen to  her.*'

V ig n ette  4 . Robbery, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

Sentence: 5 years  in  p r iso n . "He had no r ig h t  to  tak e  h e r  money
although she counted i t  ou t in  th e  open ."

F a u lt :  M ostly h e r  f a u l t .

E xp lana tion : " I t  happened to  h e r  because she counted h e r  money
on th e  bus. I f  she had n o t she would s t i l l  have th e  money and n o t be 
h u r t .  She should  know n o t to  count money in  p u b lic ."

D eserving: What happened to  h e r .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u es tio n : "She deserved  th i s  because i t
should teach  h e r  no t to  coun t money in  the  s t r e e t  o r  o u ts id e . I f  you 
do you a re  ask ing  fo r  someone to  rob you. She should le a rn  a  le sso n  
from th i s . "

V ignette  5 . Rape, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

Sentence: 7 - 8  y ea rs  in  p r iso n .

F a u lt:  Not a t  a l l  h e r  f a u l t .

E xp lana tion : "She happened to  come in  a t  th e  wrong tim e ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserv e  any th ing .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u es tio n : "A ll she d id  was go to  th e  b a th -
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room to  make, n o t to  g e t rap ed ."

V ig n e tte  8. Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  In ju ry .

Sentence: 5 y ea rs  in  p r is o n .

F a u lt :  Somewhat h e r  f a u l t .

E x p lan a tio n : " I t  happened to  t h i s  v ic tim  because she was w ear­
ing  s h o r ts  and a iH d r i f f  top . This i s  why, I  say  i t  i s  somewhat h e r  
f a u l t ,  b u t what should she do? Wear a long s leeved  s h i r t  and p a n ts .
I f  i t  i s  le g a l  to  w ear sh o rts  and a m id r if f  she should be ab le  to  
w ith o u t being  h a r ra s s e d ."

D eserv ing: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on deserv in g  q u e s tio n : " I  d o n 't  th in k  she deserved  to
be raped fo r  w earing those c lo th e s .  I  see  many g i r l s  walk around w ith  
s h o r ts  and m id r if f s  and they a l l  d o n 't  g e t raped . I  wear s h o r ts  and 
m id r i f f s ,  to o . I f  I  d id n 't  I  would s t i l l  th in k  th a t  th e  defendan t 
was wrong and th a t  i t  w a sn 't  th e  v ic t im 's  f a u l t  r e a l l y ."

This responden t had never had p e rso n a l experience w ith  crim e.

Her responses to  th e  q u estio n s  about w orrying about crime were:

Hugging: w orry about i t  some. " I  d o n 't  th in k  i t  i s  r ig h t  th a t  
my hard -earn ed  money should go to  a lazy  s lo b ."

Armed robbery : d o n 't  w orry about i t  a t  a l l .  "My neighborhood
i s n ' t  th a t  bad and i f  I  am alone  I  c a r ry  a  ra z o r  o r  a l ig h te d  c ig a r ­
e t t e  and a pen o r  p e n c i l ."

Rape: worry about i t  a  l o t .  " I  am a v i rg in  and I  d o n 't  want
to  be v io la te d  by some crazy  person  who on ly  wants to  show he i s  
s tro n g e r ."

Cdie 3, Female c iv i l i a n ,  age 25, m arried , s e c re ta ry ,  some c o lle g e .

V ig n e tte  2. Robbery, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

S en tence: 3 months j a i l .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lan a tio n : "She was th e  only  person  in  th e  park ing  lo t  and she
was on h e r  way to  th e  t r a in ,  so  th e  man could assume she had some 
money on h e r ."

D eserv ing: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on deserv in g  q u e s tio n : "She was tak in g  th e  s a f e s t  ro u te
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to  th e  t r a in  s ta t io n ,  by avo id ing  th e  dark  s t r e e t .  She was being 
re sp o n s ib le  by th in k in g  ahead about which ro u te  to  tak e  and was aw are."

V ig n e tte  2* Robbery, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

S en tence: 3 months.

F a u lt :  Somewhat h e r f a u l t .

E xp lana tion : "Knowing th a t  th e re  were o th e r  people in  l i n e ,  she
sh o u ld n 't  have b rought ou t a  la rg e  r o l l  o f  money and when the  man f o l ­
lowed h e r ,  she should have t r i e d  to  lo se  him ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on d eserv ing  q u e s tio n : " I  d o n 't  th in k  anyone "deserves"
to  have a crim e committed a g a in s t  them fo r  a  c a re le s s  m istak e , which 
everyone m ight make sometime In  t h e i r  l i f e . "

V ig n ette  4 . Robbery, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

S entence: 6 months

F a u lt :  Somewhat h e r  f a u l t .

E x p lana tion : "She was seen on bus coun ting  h e r  money, w ith  a 
f r ie n d . She and h e r  f r ie n d  ignored the  man fo llow ing  them, they  should 
have both  gone to  the  f i r s t  h o u se ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

V ig n e tte  5 . Rape, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

S en tence: 1 y e a r .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lana tion : " I  th in k  th e  su sp ec t m ight have known h e r . O ther­
w ise , she was j u s t  in  th e  wrong p lace  a t  th e  wrong tim e. She should
look around th e  l o t  fo r  s tra n g e  people .

D eserving: D id n 't  deserv e  any th ing .

V ig n e tte  2> Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

S entence: 1 y e a r .

F a u lt :  Somewhat h e r  f a u l t .

E x p lana tion : "She should  have been more cau tio u s  in  h e r  h a b i t s ,
s in c e  she waw th i s  man hanging around ."

D eserv in g : D id n 't  d e se r v e  a n y th in g .



V ig n e tte  8 . Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  In ju ry

S en tence: 2 y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lana tion : "U nless he knew h e r  o r  had been w atching h e r ,  I
c a n 't  see  the  reason  fo r  h e r  being  s in g le d  ou t as v ic tim . J u s t  an 
a c c id e n t, I  guess. C lothes l ik e  th a t  a re  a l l  too common in  summer."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  an y th ing .

This respondent had been a  mugging v ic tim  a y ea r ago. The crim e 
was rep o rted  to  th e  p o lic e ,  b u t no one was a r re s te d .

Ca&e 4. Male c i v i l i a n ,  31, m arried , some c o lle g e , o f f ic e  manager 
fo r  law firm .

V ignette  JL. Robbery, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

S entence: "1 y e a r , w ith  no p a ro le ."

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E xp lana tion : "Number 1, o p p o rtu n ity , she was indoors and i s o ­
la te d .  Number 2 , h e re  was a  d e fe n se le s s  v ic t im ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  an y th in g .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u es tio n : "Com pletely innocen t v ic tim ."

V ig n e tte  7 . Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no in ju ry .

Sentence: "10 y ea rs  w ithou t p a ro le ."

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lana tion : "O pportun ity ; she was is o la te d  and d e fe n se le s s .
Maybe he was w atching h e r ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserv e  any th ing .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u e s tio n : "No p ro o f th a t  I  see  o f a c tu a l
en ticem ent o r w i l l f u l  p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  the  a c t . "

Ih ia  respondent had never been a  crim e v ic tim . He re p lie d  th a t  

he w orried  about th e  c rim es, mugging, armed robbery  and ra p e , "some" 

because o f " th e  bad environm ent th ese  d a y s ."

Ccae. 5. F em in ist, age 48 , m arried , a  s e c re ta ry .



V ig n ette  5 . Rape, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  no In ju ry .

S en tence: 20 y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lana tion : "Because o f  th e  th r e a t  to  k i l l  h e r ,  she d id  no t
scream. A r e s t  room, e s p e c ia l ly  a woman's, I s  expected to  be s t r i c t l y  
fo r  a  woman and th e re fo re  th e  elem ent o f s u rp r is e  was In  the  a t t a c k e r 's  
f a v o r ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

V ig n e tte  6. Rape, no p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

S en tence: 25 y e a r s .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E xp lan a tio n : "Because she was a woman and had to  go ou t a lo n e ."

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on d eserv in g  q u e s tio n : "A woman has a  p e r f e c t  r ig h t  to
park  h e r  c a r  in  h e r  a p a rtm en t's  park ing  l o t .  Perhaps i f  th e re  had 
been an a tte n d a n t she w o u ld n 't have been prey to  th e  a t t a c k e r ."

V ig n ette  8. Rape, p r e c ip i ta t io n ,  in ju ry .

S entence: 25 y e a rs .

F a u lt :  Not a t  a l l .

E x p lana tion : A cciden t.

D eserving: D id n 't  deserve  any th ing .

Comments on deserv in g  q u e s tio n : "Rape i s  a crim e a g a in s t a  woman's
body, and th e re  i s  no excuse, fo r  i t  sim ply because h e r  a t t i r e  was 
in a p p ro p r ia te ."



DISCUSSION

A ttem pts to  ex p la in  ap p a ren tly  m eaningless s u f fe r in g  a re  as old 

as  Job. P sy ch o lo g is ts  a ls o  have s tu d ie d  ex p lan a tio n s  fo r  v ic tim iz a ­

t io n ,  and a v a r ie ty  o f th e o r ie s  and su p p o sitio n s  about the  n a tu re  o f 

a t t i tu d e s  about j u s t i c e ,  crim e and i t s  v ic tim s have been advanced. 

R ecen tly , a t t i t u d e s  about th e  v ic tim  o f  rape  have been th e  su b je c t o f 

s p e c ia l  study  and s p e c u la tio n . This study  te s te d  some o f  th ese  hy­

p o th ese s; th e  f in d in g s  la rg e ly  c o n tra d ic t  both  th e  f in d in g s  o f o th e r  

p sy ch o lo g is ts  who have s tu d ie d  a t t r ib u t io n s  about th e  crim e v ic tim  and 

th e  co n ten tio n s  o f r a d ic a l  fe m in is ts  about th e  a t t i tu d e s  p re v a le n t 

in  our s o c ie ty  about rap e  v ic tim s .

Im p lica tio n s  fo r  a t t r ib u t io n  theory

A ttr ib u tio n s  c o n s is te n t  w ith  th e  s t r i c t  S o c ia l Darwinism o f a 

" ju s t  w orld" in  which people g e t what they  deserve  and deserve  what 

happens to  them do n o t seem as c le a r  cu t in  th e  " r e a l  world" as might 

have been a n tic ip a te d  from the  work o f  Jones and Aronson (1973),

L erner (1966), W alste r (1966) and o th e rs  who have used c o lle g e  s tu d e n ts  

as s u b je c ts .

C o n sis ten t w ith  o th e r  f in d in g s , both  in  p sy ch o lo g ica l (Jones and 

Aronson, 1973; W als te r, 1966) and c r im in o lo g ic a l (Gibbon, 1969; R ied e l, 

1973) l i t e r a t u r e ,  in  t h i s  s tu d y , sen tences to  o ffen d ers  were h e a v ie r  

when th e  consequences to  the  v ic tim  were more se v e re . While a c tio n s  o f 

the  o ffen d er a f fe c te d  h is  se n te n c es , a c tio n s  o f th e  v ic tim  d id  n o t:  

obvious p r e c ip l ta t iv e  a c ts  by th e  v ic tim  d id  no t s ig n i f ic a n t ly  a f f e c t  

sen tence to  th e  o ffen d er (H ypothesis 3 ) . Nor was sen tence  a f fe c te d  by 

e x p lan a tio n  o f  v ic t im iz a t io n  as due to  u n c o n tro lla b le  fo rces  o r to  

fo rces  under th e  v ic t im 's  c o n tro l (H ypothesis 7 ).



64

While sen ten ce  to  the  o ffen d e r tended to  correspond w ith  " ju s t  

world" id e a s ,  d isc re p a n c ie s  w ith  th e  theo ry  were p a r t ic u la r ly  apparen t 

in  the v a r ia b le  o f a t t r i b u t io n  o f f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim . While many 

respondents d id  a t t r i b u t e  some f a u l t  to  crim e v ic tim s in  some c a se s , 

such a t t r ib u t io n s  were le s s  common when harm to  the  v ic tim  was more 

se r io u s .

Although they  d id  not in flu e n c e  sen ten c in g  o f th e  o ffe n d e r , 

p r e c ip l ta t iv e  a c tio n s  on th e  p a r t  o f  the  v ic tim  d id  a f f e c t  th e  amount 

o f f a u l t  a t t r ib u te d  to  h e r ,  g iv in g  evidence th a t  respondents were sen­

s i t i v e  to  th e  p r e c ip i ta t io n  m an ipu la tion .

An exam ination o f  the  ex p lan a tio n s  o f v ic t im iz a t io n  g iv es  a 

c le a r e r  p ic tu re  o f th e  k in d s  o f a t t r ib u t io n s  people make spontaneously  

about v ic tim s . H ere, a g a in , respondents were s e n s i t iv e  to  th e  p re ­

c ip i ta t io n  m an ip u la tio n . For a l l  g roups, th e  modal e x p la n a tio n  in  the 

no p r e c ip i ta t io n  cases was " a c c id e n t" ;  in  th e  p r e c ip i ta t io n  c a se s , i t  

was "v ic tim  d id  som ething."

The c o r r e la t io n  between a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  and ex p lan a tio n  o f 

v ic tim iz a tio n  as be ing  w ith in  th e  v ic t im 's  c o n tro l (rp j, <* + .5 6 , ex­

p la in in g  31% o f the  v a r ia n c e ) ,  lends credence to  th e  id ea  t h a t ,  w hile  

fo r  many responden ts the  word " f a u l t "  im p lies  p e rso n a l, w i l l f u l  r e ­

s p o n s ib i l i ty ,  fo r  o th e rs  th e  term seems to  be e q u iv a len t to  " c a u se ,"  

and does no t imply p erso n a l r e s p o n s ib i l i ty  on the p a r t  o f th e  v ic tim , 

bu t r e f e r s ,  r a th e r ,  to  u n c o n tro lla b le  p e rso n a l v a r ia b le s .  For example, 

one p o lic e  o f f i c e r ,  who had sa id  th e  crime was "a  l i t t l e  th e  v ic t im 's  

f a u l t , "  e x p la in ed , "Muggers p ick  v ic tim s  who a re  sm a lle r  o r  w eaker- 

look ing , l ik e  women o r o ld  p eo p le ."  By th e  same to ken , s e v e ra l  r e ­

spondents who answered "no t a t  a l l  h e r  f a u l t , "  gave answers to  the



65

q u e s tio n , "Why do you th in k  th i s  crim e happened to  th i s  p a r t ic u la r  

v ic tim ?" such a s ,  "Because she was w earing som ething ap p ea lin g  to  th e  

a t ta c k e r  and he f ig u red  he should  g e t what he w anted, l i k e  th e  m ugger," 

(F em in is t, v ig n e tte  8 ) ,  and " I t  i s  always s a f e r  n o t to  f la s h  your 

money, b u t he had no r ig h t  to  tak e  what d id  n o t belong to  him" (Lay- 

woman, v ig n e tte  3 ) .

In  view o f  th e  j u s t  w orld assum ption th a t  c h a ra c te r  a t t r ib u t io n s  

w i l l  be made to  ex p la in  v ic t im iz a t io n ,  and s im i la r  fe m in is t  co n ten tio n s  

about ty p ic a l  a t t r ib u t io n s  about rape  v ic tim s  ("good g i r l s  d o n 't  g e t  

r a p e d . . . " ) ,  i t  i s  p a r t i c u la r ly  in te r e s t in g  th a t  only  two responden ts 

in  th is  s tu d y  (one layman on v ig n e t te  3 , one laywoman on v ig n e tte  1) 

a t t r ib u te d  v ic t im iz a t io n  to  c h a ra c te r  v a r ia b le s .  I t  would appear th a t  

people may, as L em er (1966) su g g e s ts , p r e fe r  to  a t t r i b u t e  cause o f  

v ic tim iz a tio n  to  chance, p a r t ic u la r ly  in  th e  absense o f  s p e c i f ic  e v i ­

dence o f  th e  v ic t im '8 c h a ra c te r  o r p r e c ip l ta t iv e  a c tio n s .

J u s t  as th e  term  " f a u l t "  was n o t p e r f e c t ly  in te rc h an g eab le  w ith  a 

concept o f  p e rso n a l r e s p o n s ib i l i ty ,  th e  connection  between " f a u l t "  and 

"d ese rv in g "  was f a r  from p e r f e c t .  Indeed , th e  q u e s tio n , "How much do 

you th in k  th e  v ic tim  deserved  what happened to  h e r?"  was o ffe n s iv e  to  

some resp o n d en ts , and e l i c i t e d  th e  most h ea ted  responses o f  any ques­

t io n . A ty p ic a l  response  w as, "She may have ac ted  u n w ise ly , b u t no 

one deserves to  be a crim e v ic t im ."  One p o lic e  o f f i c e r 's  answer i s  

reproduced in  F ig u re  5 . This s u b je c tiv e  o b se rv a tio n  i s  supported  by 

th e  f in d in g  th a t  th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f responden ts say ing  th a t  the  v ic tim  

deserved  to  have any th ing  happen to  h e r  w as, in  a l l  c a s e s , lower than 

th e  p ro p o rtio n  a t t r i b u t in g  f a u l t  to  h e r .  The p ro p o rtio n  say ing  th a t  

she deserved  th e  s p e c i f ic  th in g  th a t  happened to  h e r  was even low er.



QUESTIONS

F o rg e ttin g  anything you may know about the sentences th a t 
are now given, what sentence do you fe e l  the  defendant in  
th is  case should receive? . *  / • . * / !

r7  v  srK&<z^c>tx*<i£..
How much ds^you consider th is  crime to  have been the 
v ic tim 's ^ fa u lt?  (Check one.)

Hot a t  a l l  her f a u l t  
Only a l i t t l e  h e r f a u l t  
Somewhat h e r fa u lt  
Mostly h er f a u l t  
A ll h e r  f a u l t

Why do you th ink  th is  crime .haopened to  th is  p a r t ic u la r ,  
v ictim ?

Y 'icr if* \ ] Suspgcr

Sometimes p e o d e  g e t what they deserve, and sometimes 
th in g s happen to  people th a t  they d id  no t deserve.
In th i s  ca se , how much do vou th ink the v ictim  deserved 
what happened to  her? (Check one.)h a t happe 

w r she  d id  n o t deserve to  have anything happen to  h e r .
_ _  She deserved something, b u t le ss  than what happened. 
___ She deserved what happened to  h er.
  She deserved to  have something even worse happen

to  h e r .

Explain your answer to  number A .

p m .

F igure  5. Response o f a p o lic e  o f f ic e r  on q u es tio n n a ire
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As one respondent put I t ,  "Maybe she deserved a good s c a re ,  b u t no t to  

be robbed" (Laywoman, v ig n e tte  3 ) .  F u r th e r , w h ile  a t  l e a s t  a  few o f 

the  respondents In  each group a t t r ib u te d  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  in  the 

n o n p re c ip ita tio n  c o n d itio n s , no t a  s in g le  respondent re p lie d  th a t  th e  

v ic tim  in  th e se  cases deserved to  have any th ing  happen to  h e r .

W hile th e  p r e c ip i ta t io n  m an ipu la tion  d id  no t in flu e n c e  sen tence 

(H ypothesis 3 ) ,  the  sm all ( r  » - .1 5  ) b u t s ig n i f i c a n t  n eg a tiv e  c o r­

r e la t io n  between sen tence and a t t r i b u t io n  o f  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  

(H ypothesis 9) seems to  argue t h a t ,  a t  l e a s t  fo r  some resp o n d en ts , 

sen tence to  o ffen d e r may be a f fe c te d  by perce ived  f a u l t  in  th e  v ic tim . 

The d i r e c t io n ,  however, i s  o p p o s ite  to  th a t  found by Jones and Aronson 

(1973), and more in  l in e  w ith  law y ers ' mythology. The ap p aren t d i s ­

crepancy between th ese  fin d in g s  may be due to  th a t  sm all number o f 

respondents who tended to  blame th e  v ic tim  even in  cases where th e re  

was no obvious p r e c ip i ta t io n .  In  any c a se , on ly  2% o f th e  v a rian ce  

was ex p la in ed .

The fin d in g s  o f  a lack  of r e la t io n s h ip  between sen tence  to  o f ­

fender and a t t r ib u t io n  o f f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  f i t  in to  A belso n 's  (1968) 

idea th a t  an in d iv id u a l 's  b e l ie f s  and a t t i tu d e s  a re  o f te n  composed o f 

en cap su la ted , is o la te d  "op in ion  m olecules" which se rv e  as c o n v e rsa tio n ­

a l  u n i t s ,  g iv in g  one something to  say  when a p a r t ic u la r  to p ic  comes up 

in  co n v e rsa tio n . These modules do no t nedd to  have lo g ic a l  connections 

between them, and seem in v u ln e ra b le  to  argument because o f t h e i r  i s o ­

la t io n .  In  t h i s  c a se , o ffen d er and v ic tim  may be seen as s e p a ra te ,  

is o la te d  c a te g o r ie s . Such an in te r p r e ta t io n  i s  s tren g th en ed  by an 

exam ination o f respondents ' comments on th e  deserv in g  q u e s tio n . Typi­

c a l ly ,  in  p r e c ip i ta t io n  c a se s , th ey  answered, "She may have done some­
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th in g  s tu p id ,  b u t she d i d n 't  deserve to  be v ic tim iz e d ."  I t  may be th a t  

I f  th e  "punishm ent," in  th is  ca se , v ic t im iz a t io n ,  does no t f i t  th e  

"crim e" o f  p r e c ip l ta t iv e  b eh av io r, then respondents may d ec id e  th a t  no 

"crim e" was com m itted, and th a t  th e  "punishm ent" was a c c id e n ta l  and 

undeserved;' Even more sim ply , c rim in a ls  may be seen as a c tin g  con­

s c io u s ly  and w i l l f u l l y ,  w h ile  th e  v ic tim  may be p erce ived  as in c a u tio u s , 

b u t no t a c tin g  in  a w i l l f u l l y  p re c ip ito u s  manner, w ith  conscious m o ti­

v a tio n .

S evera l ex p lan a tio n s  may be o ffe re d  fo r  th e  d if fe re n c e s  between 

th e  r e s u l t s  o f  th i s  s tu d y  and those  o f  th e  m a jo rity  o f  the  j u s t  world

re se a rc h . The most parsim onious ex p la n a tio n s  fo r  th e se  d if fe re n c e s

„ seem to  l i e  in  p o p u la tio n  sampled and in  methodology. This s tu d y  aga in  

makes a  case  fo r  th e  need fo r  academic re se a rc h e rs  to  confirm  and r e ­

f in e  th e  r e s u l t s  o f  s tu d ie s  conducted on s e le c t  p o p u la tio n s  on o th e r  

groups in  o th e r  w orlds. As Bern (1970) p u ts  i t :

. . .w e  academic p s y c h o lo g is ts , in c lu d in g  th e  co n s is ten cy  
th e o r i s t s ,  p robably  spend too much time w ith  b r ig h t  c o lle g e  
s tu d e n ts  who a re  as eag er to  ach ieve  a  re sp e c ta b le  o v e ra l l  
u n i ty  in  t h e i r  c o g n itio n s  as we, t h e i r  in s t r u c to r s ,  a re  
eager to  im press them and o u rse lv e s  w ith  the  same adm irable 
coherence o f t h o u g h t . . . .  I  b e l ie v e ,  in  s h o r t ,  th a t  th e re  
i s  more in c o n s is te n c y  on e a r th  (and probably  in  heaven) 
than i s  dream t o f  in  our p sy ch o lo g ica l t h e o r i e s . . . .  (p . 34)

I t  may be th a t  th e  m a jo rity  o f  people in  th e  " r e a l  w orld" do

n o t s u s ta in  a  s tro n g  b e l i e f  in  a  j u s t  w orld as  d e fin ed  by co n s is te n c y

th e o r i s t s .  Rubin and Peplau (1975) found th a t  even s tu d e n ts  v a r ie d

in  th e  degree to  which they  b e liev ed  in  a j u s t  w orld . Although th i s

seems a  f r u i t f u l  avenue fo r  e x p lo ra t io n , th e  lack  o f  a v a i la b le  tim e to

In c lu d e  Rubin and P e p la u '8 " ju s t  w orld s c a le "  in  th i s  in te rv ie w  l im its

th e  p o s s ib i l i t ie s  fo r  com parison.
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A second k ind  o f  m ethodolog ical d if fe re n c e  between th i s  s tudy  and 

o th e rs  d e a ls  w ith  the  way q u es tio n s  were asked. The tw enty-one p o in t 

s c a le  fo r  a t t r i b u t io n  o f  f a u l t  used by Jones and Aronson (1973), 

Luginbuhl and M ullin  (1976) and o th e rs  i s  a  d i s t in c t io n  people can 

make, and produces g r e a te r  v a r i a b i l i t y  than  one w ith  fewer p o in ts ,  

b u t i t  i s  no t th e  s o r t  o f a t t r i b u t io n  people make n a tu r a l ly .  The f iv e  

p o in t s c a le ,  ran g in g  from "Not a t  a l l  h e r  f a u l t , "  to  "A ll h e r  f a u l t"  

seems much c lo s e r  to  th e  spontaneous comments people make. F u r th e r , 

th e  sem antic problems w ith  th e  term  " f a u l t "  which were d iscu ssed  p re ­

v io u s ly , and th e  lack  o f  p e r fe c t  correspondence between " f a u l t "  and 

"deserv ing" make some o f  the  assum ptions o f  th e  j u s t  world s tu d ie s  

q u e s tio n ab le .

A f u r th e r  d if fe re n c e  may have la in  in  the  fe e l in g  o f  th e  respon­

d en ts  o f th i s  s tudy  th a t  they were p a r t ic p ia t in g  in  somthing im p o rtan t, 

th a t  t h e i r  answers m ight have an in p u t in to  o f f i c i a l  d e c is io n  making, 

r a th e r  than  th a t  they  were p a r t ic ip a t in g  in  an experim ent fo r  a c o l­

leg e  p ro fe s so r . The assu ran ce  th a t  w h ile  the  su rvey  had no o f f i c i a l  

s a n c tio n , the  r e s u l t s  would be passed on to  o f f i c i a l  d e c is io n  makers 

may a ls o  have helped  produce th e  extrem ely  low r a t e  o f r e fu s a ls  to  

p a r t ic ip a te .

To answer th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w hether th e  d if fe re n c e s  were a  r e s u l t  

o f  th e  form o f  th e  in te rv ie w , and th a t  w r i t te n  q u e s tio n n a ire s  m ight 

have produced d i f f e r e n t  r e s u l t s ,  s im ila r  to  those  o f o th e r  s tu d ie s ,  

a q u e s tio n n a ire  form o f  th e  survey was g iven  to  convenience samples 

o f  tw en ty -fiv e  in d iv id u a ls  from each o f  th e  fo u r groups th a t  had p a r ­

t ic ip a te d  in  th e  o r ig in a l  su rvey : p o l ic e ,  f e m in is ts ,  and laypeop le .

No d if fe re n c e s  between the  two forms were found between mean sen tences



o r  a t t r ib u t io n s  o£ f a u l t  fo r  crim e, in ju ry ,  o r p r e c ip i ta t io n .

F in a l ly ,  p r e c ip l ta t iv e  a c tio n s  a re  n o t the  same as c h a ra c te r  de­

f e c t s .  The o ffen d er may be seen  as p o ssess in g  a  d e fe c tiv e  c h a ra c te r  

by v i r tu e  o f  h is  a c t io n s ,  and th e re fo re  d i f f e r e n t  from th e  v ic tim  who 

p ossesses no obvious c h a ra c te r  d e fe c ts  o r  v i r tu e s .  While th i s  may 

account fo r  some o f th e  d if fe re n c e  between th i s  and o th e r  s tu d ie s ,  i t  

does no t ex p la in  th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  the  e f f e c t  o f th e  se rio u sn e ss  o f 

consequences. S im ila r ly , a sen ten ce  to  an o ffen d er i s  d i f f e r e n t  from 

a s ta tem en t o f  f a u l t  o f  the v ic tim  (a lthough  a s ta tem en t about de­

se rv in g n ess  o f  v ic tim iz a tio n  i s  c lo s e r  to  sen ten ce) and may c a l l  fo r  

d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  th in k in g  and a t t r ib u t io n s .

A p o te n t ia l  c r i t ic is m  o f  any study  such as th i s  i s ,  does i t  p re ­

d i c t  behavior — in  th i s  c a se , th e  sen ten ce  the  respondent would g iv e  

as a ju r o r ,  o r  th e  tendency to  blame a  v ic tim  w ith  whom one i s  in  con­

ta c t?  While th e  purpose of t h i s  s tu d y  was to  see  i f  the  t e s t - ta k in g  

behavior o f a " r e a l  w orld" sample was s im ila r  to  th a t  o f c o lle g e  

s tu d e n ts  in  th e  f in a l  a n a ly s is ,  one would l ik e  to  be ab le  to  g e n e ra l­

iz e ,  so a  sm all a ttem pt was made to  v a l id a te  th e  in stru m en t as a p re ­

d ic to r  o f  a  tendency to  blame the  v ic tim . Ten p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  who had 

been id e n t i f ie d  by the  in v e s t ig a to r  and by th e i r  su p e rv ie o r  as men who 

tended to  blame th e  v ic tim  in  th e  course  o f  th e i r  work and ten  who 

were id e n t i f ie d  as nonblamers were in te rv iew ed . The in te rv iew ers  who 

conducted th e se  in te rv iew s were g iven  the  names and phone numbers as 

p a r t  o f  th e i r  re g u la r  sam ples. N e ith er th ey , nor the o f f i c e r s ,  knew 

th a t  th e re  was any s p e c ia l  reason  fo r  t h e i r  s e le c t io n .  These d a ta  

were analyzed s e p a ra te ly . Nonblamers averaged one case on which they  

a t t r ib u te d  any f a u l t  to  the  v ic tim , blam ers averaged f iv e  c a se s .
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Im p lica tio n s  fo r  popu lar and fem in is t mythology

The popu lar p re ss  and fem in is t l i t e r a t u r e  has made much o f sup­

posed d if fe re n c e s  in  a t t i t u d e s  toward rape v ic tim s  in  com parison w ith  

v ic tim s o f o th e r  crim es, d if fe re n c e s  th ey  have contended were due 

both  to  gender and to  group membership. The f in d in g s  o f  t h i s  study  

d id  no t confirm  th e  popu lar mythology; indeed , r e s u l t s  tended to  be in  

the  opp o site  d i r e c t io n .  Thus, more f a u l t  was a t t r ib u te d  to  v ic tim s  

o f robbery than  to  v ic tim s  o f  rap e . I t  would seem th a t  p r e c ip i ta t io n  

i s  a  c le a r e r  is su e  in  robbery  than  i t  i s  in  ra p e : th e re  i s  consensus

th a t  " f la sh in g "  money i s  in c a u tio u s , and much le s s  fe e l in g  th a t  w ear­

ing skimpy c lo th in g  o r  leaving shades up i s  in  any way p r e c ip l ta t iv e .

I t  may a lso  be th a t  the  enormous amount o f p u b l ic i ty  th a t  th e  is su e  

o f p r e c ip l ta t iv e  b ehav io r in  rape has rece iv ed  as a  r e s u l t  la rg e ly  o f 

th e  e f f o r t s  o f  fe m in is t groups has had an e f f e c t .

Contrary to  p re d ic tio n s  from the  l i t e r a t u r e  o f a t t i t u d e s  toward 

rape v ic tim s , p o l ic e ,  fe m in is ts  and laymen d id  no t d i f f e r  s ig n i f i c a n t ­

ly  from each o th e r  in  a t t r i b u t io n  o f f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  e i th e r  o f  

robbery or rap e . Laywomen, however, were s ig n i f ic a n t ly  more l ik e ly  

than any o th e r  group to  a t t r i b u t e  f a u l t  to  th e  v ic tim  in  bo th  crim es. 

This f in d in g  pu ts in  q u es tio n  the  fe m in is t assum ption th a t  women w i l l  

be more su p p o rtiv e  o f o th e r  women m erely by v i r tu e  o f t h e i r  gender. 

Because o f th e  very  la rg e  d if fe re n c e  between laywomen and o th e r  g roups, 

sex  was a m ajor f a c to r  in  a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t ,  th e  f i r s t  o f  th e  demo­

g rap h ic  f a c to rs  in  th e  s tep -w ise  m u ltip le  re g re s s io n . The ax p lan a tlo n  

o f a t t r ib u t io n  o f  f a u l t  as a  "d e fen siv e  a t t r ib u t io n "  was r a is e d  by 

Luginbuhl and M ullln  (1976) to  e x p la in  th e  sex  d if fe re n c e s  they  found 

on a  study s im ila r  to  th a t  o f  Jones and Aronson (1973). The id ea  of



d efen siv e  a t t r ib u t io n s  i s  co n cep tu a lly  messy. On th e  one hand, i t  

m ight be argued , as Shaver (1970) does, th a t  th e  more th e  o b serv er i s  

l ik e  the  v ic tim , th e  le s s  (s )h e  vould blame the  v ic tim  fo r  an a c c id e n t, 

e s p e c ia lly  i f  th e re  were a  p o s s ib i l i ty  th a t  the  observer m ight a ls o  

become a v ic tim  o f a s im i la r  s i tu a t io n .  One m ight expect such a  p ro ­

cess  to  make women le s s  l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim . On th e  o th e r  hand, 

one might a rg u e , as Symonds (1973) su g g e s ts , th a t  one way to  escape 

an x ie ty  about the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f v ic t im iz a t io n  would be to  f in d  some 

reaso n  i t  happened to  th e  o th e r  person  and could no t happen to  o n e 's  

s e l f :  " I  tak e  p re c a u tio n s , am a good woman." e tc .  Women, because they

a re  more l ik e ly  to  be v ic tim s , a t  l e a s t  in  ra p e , would tend to  make 

th i s  s o r t  o f  a t t r i b u t io n  more f re q u e n tly  than  would men.

Some su p p o rt f o r  th e  Im portance o f  a  fe e l in g  o f s im i la r i ty  to  the  

v ic tim  comes from th e  s ig n i f ic a n t  n eg a tiv e  c o r re la t io n  between a t t r i ­

b u tio n  o f f a u l t  and ex p erien ce  as a  crim e v ic tim . Those respondents 

who had a lread y  been crim e v ic tim s , o r  had a  member o f t h e i r  immediate 

fam ily  v ic tim iz e d , were le s s  l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  th an  were those  

who had never had p e rso n a l experience w ith  crim e. However, laywomen 

were not le s s  l ik e ly  to  have had p e rso n a l ex p erien ce  w ith  crim e than  

were members o f th e  o th e r  groups.

Perhaps more re le v a n t  i s  G oldberg 's (1968) f in d in g  th a t  women 

tend  to  judge o th e r s ,  p a r t ic u la r ly  o th e r  women, more h a rsh ly  than  do 

men. A d d itio n a l su p p o rt fo r  th i s  e x p lan a tio n  comes from th e  f in d in g  

th a t  laywomen gave s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h ig h e r  se n te n c es , as w e ll as f in d in g  

more f a u l t ,  a t  l e a s t  in  robbery  than  d id  laymen.

An exam ination o f  F igu res 2 and 3 re v e a ls  th a t  fe m in is ts  in  many 

ways seem to  resem ble th e  male groups more than  they  do th e  o th e r
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fem ale group. Perhaps feminism e i th e r  a t t r a c t s  women who have many 

t r a d i t io n a l ly  male v a lu e s , o r s o c ia l iz e s  I t s  adheren ts In to  th ese  

v a lu e s . F em in ists  might a ls o  use  as ex p lan a tio n  fo r  th e  h ig h e r  f a u l t ­

f in d in g  by laywomen th a t  th e se  women a re  no t y e t " e n lig h te n e d ."

An a d d it io n a l  m an ipu la tion  th a t  m ight have shed more l ig h t  on the  

q u e s tio n  o f d e fen siv e  a t t r ib u t io n s  m ight have been to  d e sc rib e  crim es 

w ith  male v ic tim s . In  th e  i n t e r e s t  o f  keeping the  number o f v a r ia b le s  

and th e  len g th  o f th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  m anageable, th i s  was no t done. I t  

w arran ts  f u r th e r  s tu d y . However, d e s c r ip tio n s  o f crim es invo lv ing  

female o ffen d e rs  and s tra n g e r -v ic tim s  probably  a re  too b iz a r re  to  be 

e q u iv a le n t.

A f in a l  popular concep tion  about a t t r ib u t io n  o f f a u l t  to  rape 

v ic tim s d e a ls  w ith  the im portance o f group membership. P a r t i c u la r ly ,  

i t  has been b e lie v e d  th a t  p o lic e  a re  more l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  

than a re  la y -p e o p le , and c e r ta in ly  more l ik e ly  to  blame th e  v ic tim  than 

a re  fe m in is ts .  The d iscrep an cy  between expected p o lic e  a t t i t u d e s  and 

those  found may be a r e s u l t  o f  th e  enormous amount o f  un fav o rab le  pub­

l i c i t y  th e  " t r a d i t io n a l"  p o lic e  a t t i t u d e s  and behavior have rece iv ed  

re c e n tly .  Support fo r  t h i s  ex p lan a tio n  may be found in  th e  d if fe re n c e  

between re c e n t p o lic e  t r a in in g  m a te r ia l  and th a t  o f  a  few y ea rs  ago 

as  noted in  th e  In tro d u c tio n . A nother p o ss ib le  ex p lan a tio n  m ight be 

th a t  in  th e  cases p re sen te d , an o ffe n d e r  had been apprehended, g iv in g  

an a p p ro p ria te  ta r g e t  fo r  blam e, and thereby  a b o rtin g  th e  tendency de­

sc rib e d  by Symonds (1973).

A remnant o f  the  t r a d i t io n a l  p o lic e  a t t i tu d e  may have accounted 

fo r  th e  responses to  v ig n e tte  5 (see  F igure 3 ) . I n <t\ rap e  case where 

th e re  was no p r e c ip i ta t io n  and no in ju ry ,  a s ig n i f ic a n t ly  la rg e r  p re -



74

ce n t o f  p o lic e  o f f ic e r s  found f a u l t  than  d id  th e  members o f th e  o th e r  

groups.

Im p lica tio n s  fo r  law and p u b lic  p o lic y

The r e s u l t s  o f  th is  s tudy  su g g est some f r u i t f u l  a reas  o f  a p p l i ­

c a tio n  and fu r th e r  in q u iry  in  s e t t in g s  o u ts id e  th e  t r a d i t io n a l  academic 

re se a rc h . F i r s t ,  i t  suggests  th a t  th e  maximum sen ten ce  now given fo r  

rape in  Mew J e rs e y  (15 y earq  w ith o u t le s s e r  in c luded  charges) may be 

c o n s is te n t w ith  p u b lic  f e e l in g ,  b u t th a t  fo r  robbery  (15 y e a rs )  may 

n o t. F u r th e r , th e  d if fe re n c e  in  sen ten ce  as a  r e s u l t  o f in ju ry  av e r­

aged le s s  than  th re e  y ears  in  p r is o n , le s s  than  h a l f  the  seven years  

the  law a llo w s. I f  the  law i s ,  indeed , an ex p ress io n  o f s o c ia l  mores —

w ith , o f  co u rse , a  r a th e r  co n s id e rab le  tim e la g  - -  changes in  th e  law

m ight be in  o rd e r.

Second, th e  e s u l t s  o f th i s  s tudy  suggest a  hard  look a t  th e  a s ­

sumption th a t  rape v ic tim s can b e s t  be served  by a  woman even i f  she 

has rece iv ed  no s p e c ia l  t r a in in g .  Such a  s i tu a t io n  now e x is t s  in  

some p o lic e  departm ents w ith  which th e  in v e s t ig a to r  i s  f a m il ia r  in  

which any a v a ila b le  woman, w ith e r a  p o lic e  o f f i c e r ,  nurse  o r s te n o ­

g rap h e r, i s  c a l le d  in  to  in te rv ie w  a rape  v ic tim  (see  a ls o  Brodyaga 

e t  a l „  1975).

T h ird , i t  makes a  case fo r  f u r th e r  study o f  the  e f f e c t s  o f  t r a i n ­

ing  on a t t i tu d e s  toward th e  v ic tim .

L a s t, i t  sug g ests  q u es tio n s  fo r  in c lu s io n  in  surveys o f  p o te n t ia l  

j u r o r s ,  and fo r  v o ir  d i r e ,  e s p e c ia l ly  in  rape c a se s . P a r t i c u la r ly ,  

i t  c a s ts  doubt on a  non-uncommon id e a  among law yers th a t  a  young woman 

w i l l  tend to  lean  toward the  p ro sec u tio n . The q u e s tio n  o f  r e l i g i o s i t y ,  

seldom tapped in  ju ry  surveys o r even in  sim u la ted  ju ry  work, m ight



prove an im portan t p r e d ic to r ,  and c e r ta in ly  should be considered  In  

fu tu re  re sea rc h  in  th ese  a re a s .
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[Schedule C]
ATTRIBUTIONS ABOUT CRIME 

Interview  Schedule 
C itizen  Sample

[INTRODUCTIONJ
My name i s  __________________ . I  am w ith the C ity U niversity

o f New York Psychology Department. We are  doing a su rvey , and I

would l ik e  to  ask you a few q u estio n s .

F i r s t ,  I 'd  l ik e  t o  know the names ;and ages of each person

now l iv in g  in  your household who i s  over the age o f 18.
Name Age Sex

1.   ___
2 .
3.

4. •

5.

(Be sure th a t  the respondent includes s e l f  i f  ap p ro p ria te . Then 
•pick an appropria te  respondent and ask to  sneak to  t h a t  person . 
i f  u n av a ilab le , ask when (s)he w i l l  be av a ilab le  and sav you 
w i l l  c a l l  back. '.Then vou get appropriate  respondent, rep ea t 
INTRODUCTION, then sav :) ' “

As you may know, th e  New Jersey  S ta te  L eg is la tu re  i s  considering

a  new c rim in a l code fo r  the  s t a t e .  We are  c a ll in g  people around the

s ta te  to  g e t  th e i r  opinions on c e r ta in  is su es  re la te d  to  crime. I 'd

l ik e  to  ask you some questions about your op in ions. L et me reassu re

you th a t  your answers are  c o n f id e n tia l.
* * * * *

Now I  am going to  read you a s e r ie s  o f case h i s to r ie s  of crimes 

and ask you some questions about each. There are no r ig h t  or wrong 

answers to  these questions? we want to  know what you th in k .

[GROUP

[SUBJECT NUMBER

[ORDER
In terv iew er

1?ggg
g g
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[Schedule F]

ATTRIBUTIONS ABOUT CRIME 
In terv iew  Schedule 

Fem inist Sample

I INTRODUCTION] - x

My name i s  _____________________ . I  am w ith  th e  C ity U niversity

o f New York Psychology Department. We a re  doing a survey of o p in io n s •

o f various p eo p le , and we are p a r t ic u la r ly  in te re s te d  in  the opinions

o f  people who are  members of fe m in is t o rg a n iz a tio n s . Your name was

given to  us by (o rgan iza tion ) as someone who might be w illin g  to  help

u s.
•  * * * * * *

TVs you may knew, the New Jersey  S ta te  L eg is la tu re  i s  considering  

a  new crim in a l code fo r th e  s t a t e .  We'd lik e  to  f in d  out some o f 

your opinions on c e r ta in  q u estio n s  r e la te d  to  crim e. Let me reassu re  

you th a t  your answers are c o n f id e n tia l.
* * * * * * *

I  am going to  read  you a s e r ie s  o f case h i s to r i e s  o f crimes 

and ask you some q uestions about each. There a re  no r ig h t  o r  wrong 

answers to  th ese  q u es tio n s ; we want to  know what you th ink .

[GROUP

[SUBJECT NUMBER

[ORDER

In terv iew er

□ □□ 1 • T  T■ gg



CASE

Carol L . , age 21, was re tu rn in g  to  her apartment 

a f te r  work. As she was opening her mailbox, a main came 

up behind h e r and demanded h e r pocketbook. She gave i t  

to  him, and he pushed h e r ag a in s t the w all and ran . She 

began to  scream. The superin tendent of the apartment 

b u ild in g  heard  h e r , and he and another tenan t chased and 

caught the man. He s t i l l  had the pocketbook in  h is  hand. 

The v ic tim  had only minor b ru ise s .

The su sp ec t, age 23, was convicted of robbery. He has 

no previous record  of a r r e s t s .

[V ignette *ls RO,NP,NI] 
[0* 1]



CASE

Angela P . ,  age 19, was on h er way to  the t r a in  s ta t io n .

The time was 5:45 in  the afte rnoon . Because i t  was g e ttin g  

dark, she decided to  walk through a parking lo t  which was 

lig h ted  and where she knew th ere  was an a ttendan t on duty 

ra th e r  than  down a dark , o ften  d ese rted , s t r e e t .  Suddenly 

a man who had been crouching behind a ca r stopped her and 

to ld  h e r , "Be a good g i r l  and give me your money and you 

w on 't g e t h u r t ."  When she fumbled g e ttin g  the w a lle t  out of 

a coat pocket, he shoved h e r ag a in st a ca r and grabbed the 

w a lle t from h er hand. She began to  scream and he ra n . A 

c ru is in g  p o lice  ca r heard h e r scream s, and responded. They 

ca lled  an ambulance fo r  the v ic tim , got a d esc rip tio n  of a su s­

p ec t and radioed i t  to  o ther c a rs . A man f i t t i n g  the d esc rip ­

tio n  was stopped th ree  blocks away. He was found to  have 

two of the v ic tim 's  c r e d i t  cards.

At the h o s p ita l  i t  was discovered th a t  the v ic tim 's  arm 

had been broken in  two p laces by the a tta c k .

The su sp ec t, age 20, was convicted o f robbery. He has 

no previous record  of a r r e s ts .

[Vignette #2: R0,NP,I] 
[0« 2]



CASE

The v ic tim , Jean P . ,  age 25, had stopped a t  the s to re

to  boy a few item s. The b i l l  came to  $2.78. She paid  •

w ith a $5 b i l l  which she took from a large r o l l  of money.

The su sp ec t, who was in  l in e  behind h e r , followed her from 

th e  s to r e ,  stopped h e r as she was g e ttin g  in to  her c a r , and 

demanded h e r money. When she began to  open her pocketbook 

to  give i t  to  him, he grabbed the  pocketbook roughly, causing 

h e r  t o  stunfole and f a l l .  Then he ran . The v ic tim  was shaken 

b n t n o t in ju re d .

A s to re  c le rk  saw th e  in c id e n t and ca lle d  the p o lic e . 

They a rr iv e d  in  time to  apprehend the  suspect as he was

running from th e  parking l o t .  He was id e n tif ie d  by the v ic ­

tim  and by th e  c le rk  in  the  s to re .

The su sp e c t, age 19, was convicted of robbery. He has 

no p revious reco rd  o f  a r r e s t s .

tV ignette >*3t'" ro>  In i ]' 
TO* 41



CASE

The su sp ec t, age 23, followed the v ic tim , C harlo tte  

t . , age 22, and a fr ie n d  when they got o f f  the bus. The 

f r ie n d 's  house was only th ree  houses from the bus stop ; 

the  v ic tim 's  was a block and a h a lf  away. The v ictim  sa id  

goodnight to  h e r fr ie n d  and continued toward her house.

The su sp ec t approached h e r from behind, p u t h is  hand on her 

shoulder and demanded h e r money. She handed i t  to  him, and 

he shoved h e r to  the ground and ran . The v ictim  was in ju re d , 

w ith  many cu ts  about h e r face and a gash in  her head which 

req u ired  32 s t i tc h e s .

A woman looking from her window saw the in c id en t and 

phoned the  p o lic e . A suspec t was picked up 4 blocks away.

He had the v ic tim 's  id e n t i f ic a t io n  in  h is  possession . Both 

the v ic tim  and her fr ie n d  id e n t i f ie d  him as a man who had 

been on the bus with them.

An in terv iew  w ith the v ic tim  brought out the fa c t  th a t  

she had taken her money out and counted i t  on the bus.

The su sp ec t was convicted of robbery. He has no previous 

record  of a r r e s t s .

^Vignette 4s RD,P,I]



CASE

The v ic tim , Roberta A., age 24, had gone in to  the women's 

restroom in. .her o ff ic e  b u ild in g . The su sp ec t, age 21, came 

out of one of the boo ths, th rea ten ed  to  k i l l  her i f  she did 

n o t "behave," pushed her to  the  f lo o r , pu lled  o ff  h e r under­

clo thes and raped h e r . She received  no physical in ju r ie s .

An a r r e s t  was made from the  v ic tim 's  d esc rip tio n . The 

suspec t’s f in g e rp r in ts  matched those found in  the restroom .

The suspect was found g u ilty  of rape. He has no previous 

record  of a r r e s t s .

[V ig n e t te  #5 ; r a ,N P ,N I]
[0# 3]



The su sp ec t, age 19, stopped the v ic tim , Susan S .,  

age 2 0 , as she was g e tt in g  o u t of her ca r in  the parking 

l o t  of h e r apartm ent b u ild in g . He forced h e r in to  another 

c a r , where he raped h e r and b ea t h e r sev e re ly . Then he 

pushed h e r o u t of the ca r and drove away. She su ffe red  

broken bones in  h e r hand and w r is t .  She was able to  give 

the  p o lice  the lic en se  number of the car the suspect had 

been d riv in g . The p o lic e  located  the car and found the 

v ic tim 's  to rn  underwear in  i t ,  as w ell as b loodsta ins th a t  

matched h e r  blood type.

The su sp ec t was convicted of rape. He has no previous 

crim inal reco rd .

iV ig n e t te  # 6 : R A ,N P ,I]
[O* 5]



CASE

The v ic tim , Jane S . ,  age 24, was grabbed by the sus­

p e c t, age 23, as she was coming o u t o f her apartm ent, pushed 

in to  a s ta i rw e l l ,  and raped. Sh'e su ffe red  only minor b ru ise s .

In terview s w ith neighbors showed th a t  a man f i t t i n g  the 

d esc rip tio n  o f the suspec t had been hanging around the neigh­

borhood fo r  sev e ra l days. The neighbors a lso  s ta te d  th a t  the 

v ic tim  was in  the h a b it  of leav ing  her shades up a t  n ig h t and 

could occasionally  be seen through the windows in  her n igh t 

c lo th es .

A suspect was a r re s te d  and id e n t i f ie d  by the v ictim  as 

the man who had a ttack ed  h e r , and by sev e ra l people in  the 

neighborhood as the man who had been seen in  the a rea . His 

f in g e rp rin ts  were found on the door to  the s ta i rw e ll .

The suspect was found g u ilty  of rape. He has no p re­

vious record  of a r r e s ts .
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CASE

The v ic tim , Marie T ., age 21, wa3 re tu rn in g  to  h er 

house from a t r i p  to  the drugstore fo r suntan lo tio n . The 

su sp ec t, age 25, was w aiting  in  the bushes by her door, 1

grabbed, h e r ,  to ld  h e r he would k i l l  her i f  she made any 

n o ise , pushed her behind the bushes and raped h e r. Her 

back was in ju red  in  the  a c t and she spen t a day in  the 

h o sp ita l .

Zn a  search  of the yard , p o lice  found an envelope with 

a man's name on i t .  This man was id e n tif ie d  by the v ictim  

as the person who had a ttack ed  h e r. He was found to  have 

c lo th ing  l ik e  th a t described  by the v ic tim . This c lo th ing  

had blood and d i r t  on i t .

At the  t r i a l  the v ic tim ’3 to rn  c lo th in g : a p a ir  of 

sh o rts  and a bare m id r i f f - s h i r t ,  were in troduced  as evidence.

The suspec t was found g u ilty  of rape. He has no p re - 

'v ious record . ■

[Vignette #8 : p'» *1
[Of 8]



[PART X.]

Now I 'd  l ik e  to  ask you some questions about th is  case.

1. F o rg e ttin g  anything you may know about th e  sentences th a t  
a re  now given, what sentence do you fe e l  the  defendant in  
t h i s  case should receive?

(Record verbatim , then code as below. I f  respondent i s  
h e s i ta n t ,  probe to  f i t  c a te g o rie s ; "Well, would you “say . . . " )

TO
[1[2
13
[4
[5
16
[7
[8
[9

-  Probation &/or f in e
-  11 months in  j a i l  o r le ss
-  1 year -  2 years 11 months in  prison
-  3 years -  5 years 11 " " "
-  6 years -  10 years 11 " " "
.  w _  ii i, n M M

-  16 " -  20 " " " " "  21 • — 25 ii ii n m u
-  More than  25 years in  p riso n
-  Other

2. How much do you consider th is  crime to  have been th e  
v ic t im 's  f a u l t?  Would you say i t  was (Read l i s t .)

0 -  Not a t  a l l  h e r  f a u l t
1 -  Only a l i t t l e  her f a u l t
2 -  Somewhat h e r f a u l t
3 -  Mostly h e r f a u lt
4 -  A ll h er f a u l t

3. Why do you th in k  th is  happened to  th is  p a r t ic u la r  v ictim ? ' 
(Record verbatim , then code as below .)

n r  -  Victim d id  something c a re le s s , stup id
11 -  C o n tro llab le  ch a rac te r o r p h y sica l v a r ia b le  
I ("That s o r t  of p e rs o n .. ." )
12 -  U ncontrollable ch a rac te r or p h y sica l v a ria b le  
I (weak, c a n 't  always be on guard)
[3 -  Combination of c o n tro llab le  v a r iab le s  & ac ts  
[4 -  Combination of c o n tro llab le  & u ncon tro llab le
I v a r ia b le s  (A person who i s  weak, has money,
[ e t c . ,  s h o u ld .. .)
15 -  A ccident, wrong p lace a t  wrong time
[6 -  F a te , God's w ill
t7 -  "The w o rld 's  a ju n g le ,"  e tc .
[9 -  Other
I NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE B L A N K ________________

P i11 2 
15 3

P i
12 2 
16 3

P i
13 2
17 3



tP a rt I . ]

Sometimes people p e t what they deserve, and sometimes th inqs happen 
to  people th a t  they d id n 't  deserve. Let me ask you, in  th is  
case, how much do you th ink  the v ictim  deserved what happened 
to  her? I ' l l  read you a l i s t  to  choose from. Do you th ink  
(Read l i s t . )

□0 -  She did n o t deserve to  have anything happen to  her
1 -  She deserved something, bu t le s s  than what happened
2 -  She deserved what happened to  her ___
3 -  She deserved to  have something even worse happen to  h e r io

I*(Repeat i f  n e c e ssa ry .) 18

Why do you th ink  so? (Record v erb a tim .)

V ignette #



Hie v ic tim , Jan ice  L . , age 20, s t a t e s  th a t  she got 

in to  the  e le v a to r  of h e r apartm ent b u ild in g  on the  ground 

f lo o r  and pushed the bu tton  fo r  the th i rd  f lo o r .  The door 

opened a t  the second f lo o r  and a  man g o t on. He to ld - th e  

v ic tim , "Give me a l l  your money or y o u 'l l  be s o r ry ."  She 

handed him h e r pocketbook, and he got ou t on the th ird  f lo o r  

and ran  down the h a l l .  She took the  e le v a to r  back to  the  

ground f lo o r  and to ld  the  su p erin ten d en t what had happened'. 

He c a lle d  the p o lic e , who a rr iv e d  in  time to  f in d  the  su s­

p e c t s t i l l  in  a s ta i rw e l l .  The v ic t im 's  pocketbook was 

found, w ithou t money, in  the h a l l .  The s u s p e c t 's  f in g e r ­

p r in ts  were found on i t .

The su sp ec t, age 19, was found g u il ty  o f robbery . He 

has no prev ious a r r e s t  reco rd .

[V ignette * la: RO,NP,NI] 
[0# 1J
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CASE

The v ic tim , Jean H ., age 24, had stopped a t  the  s to re  

to  buy a few item s. The b i l l  came to  $3.40. She payed 

w ith  a $5 b i l l .  The su sp e c t, age 20, was in  l in e  behind 

h e r ,  fo llow ing h e r from the  s to r e ,  stopped h e r  as she was 

g e tt in g  in to  h e r c a r ,  and demanded h e r  money. She fumbled 

w ith  h e r purse g e tt in g  th e  money o u t. He pushed h e r ,  grabbed 

th e  purse and ran . She h i t  h e r head a g a in s t the  c a r  as she 

f e l l ,  gashing i t  open. At th e  h o s p ita l  she was found to  have 

a b lack  eye and a broken bone in  h e r  w r is t  as w e ll.

An o ff-d u ty  p o lic e  o f f ic e r  saw the man running from the 

scene and stopped him. He had the purse in  h is  hand, and 

was id e n t i f ie d  by th e  v ic tim  and by the  c a sh ie r  in  the s to re .

The su sp ec t was found g u il ty  of robbery . He has no 

p rev ious a r r e s t  reco rd .

t t e  #2as. R 0 ,N P ,I ]



The v ic tim , M a r i a n  C ., age 23, s ta te d  th a t  she wa3 

walking home from the th e a te r  a t  9:30 a t  n ig h t.  She took 

a - s h o r t -c u t  through a park  th a t  i 3 n o t w e ll l i t .  A man 

came ou t from behind a sm all s to rag e  sh ed , and demanded h e r 

money and th e  fu r  s c a r f  she was w earing. She gave i t  to  

him and he ran .

A su sp ec t was a r re s te d  when he t r i e d  to  pawn th e  fu r  

s c a r f .  When he was searched fo llow ing  h is  a r r e s t ,  he was 

found to  have a c r e d i t  card  w ith  the v ic t im 's  name on i t .

The su sp ec t, age 22, was convicted  o f  robbery . He has 

no p rev ious a r r e s t  reco rd .

{ V ig n e t te  # 3 a : R O ,P ,N I]
10# 4]



The v ic tim , A lice T . , age 24, to ld  p o lic e  th a t  she 

had gone to  the bank on Friday evening to  cash h e r  pay 

check. The bank i s  in  a sm all shopping ce n te r . She s ta ted - 

th a t  she stood ou tside  the bank a minute counting her money, 

then went to  h e r c a r . The su sp ec t, age 23, stopped her as 

she was g e tt in g  in to  the c a r ,  and to ld  h e r to  g ive him h e r 

money "o r e ls e ."  He grabbed the  purse and slammed the door 

to  the  c a r ,  ca tching and b reak ing  h e r arm. Her screams 

a t t r a c te d  the  bank guard, who chased and captured ' the su s­

p ec t in  a  b lin d  a lle y .

The suspec t was convicted  o f robbery. He has no p re ­

v ious reco rd  of a r r e s t .

[V ignette 4a: RO,P,I] 
„L9#_.7J_________ ;________



CASE

The su sp ec t, age 19, came up behind the  v ic tim ,

Anna B ., age 23, as she was c lo s in g  the  door to  h e r garage 

a f te r  d riv in g  her c a r  in .  He pushed h e r in to  the garage, 

threw h e r onto the f lo o r ,  to re  o f f  h e r  underwear and raped 

h e r . Then he ran . She was no t p h y s ic a lly  in ju re d .

A p assin g  p o lice  c a r saw the  v ic tim  s ta g g e r  ou t o f the  

garage, c ry in g . They took a d e sc r ip tio n  o f the su sp ec t and 

radioed i t  to  o th er c a r s .  A su sp ec t was s topped , and iden­

t i f i e d  by the  v ic tim . O il from th e  garage f lo o r  and p a r t i ­

c le s  o f p a in t  th a t  matched samples from the garage were 

found on h i s  c lo th es .

The su sp ec t was found g u il ty  o f rap e . He ha3 no 

previous a r r e s t  reco rd .

[ V ig n e t te  # 5 a :  RA,N P,NI]
[Of 3]



Hie v ic tim , Nancy P . ,  age 22, s t a t e s  th a t  she had 

had to  work la te  and i t  was dark when she l e f t  the o f f ic e .  

She chose to  walk through an underground c o r r id o r  th a t  she 

knew norm ally had a guard on d u ty , r a th e r  than on a dark 

s t r e e t .  A man came o u t o f a se rv ic e  c lo s e t ,  g rabbed .her, 

p u lled  h e r  in to  the c lo s e t .  When she scream ed, he b e a t h er 

and threw h e r to  the f lo o r .  Then he p u lled  o f f  h e r under­

wear and raped h e r . Then he ran .

The guard, who had stepped ou t on a "b reak ,"  heard  h er 

screams and re tu rn ed  in  time to  s to p  th e  su sp ec t as he was 

leav ing  the c o r r id o r .

The v ic tim  was badly c u t and b ru ised  and req u ired  hos­

p i t a l iz a t io n  o v ern ig h t. She was fo rced  to  wear a b race on 

h e r back fo r  sev e ra l weeks as a r e s u l t  o f th e  a tta c k ..

The su sp ec t, age 25, was convicted  o f rap e . He has 

no previous reco rd  of a r r e s t s .

[V ignette 16a: RA,NP,I) 
[0* 5]
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CASE

The v ic tim , Lois A ., age 25, had stopped a t  a news­

stan d  n ex t to  her apartm ent b u ild in g  and bought a copy of 

P la y g ir l  magazine and a magazine c a lle d  S ingles Datebook.

The su sp e c t, who was stand ing  n ex t to  the news’S tand , 

followed the  v ic tim  in to  h e r b u ild in g  and in to  the  e le v a to r .  

He was s t i l l  on the e le v a to r  when she g o t o f f  a t  h e r  f lo o r .  

However, as she was opening the door to  h e r  apartm ent, he 

came up behind h e r , pushed h e r in to  the apartm ent and raped 

h e r . He to ld  h e r n o t to  move fo r  10 m inutes, and l e f t .  She 

c a lle d  the  p o lic e .

A su sp ec t who f i t t e d  the v ic t im 's  d e sc r ip tio n  was a r ­

re s te d .  His f in g e rp r in ts  matched those found in  h e r a p a r t­

ment.

The su sp ec t, age 20, was conv icted  o f rape . He has no 

previous reco rd  of a r r e s t s .

[ V ig n e t te  # 7 a : R A ,P ,N I]
[O# 6]
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CASE

The v ic tim , C arol S . ,  age 19, s t a t e s  th a t  she b e liev es  

th e  su sp ec t, age 24, had follow ed h er when she go t o f f  the 

bus. Because th e re  had been many people on the s t r e e t  she 

d id  n o t n o tice  th a t  he was fo llow inq  h e r ,  b u t she remembered 

th a t  he had s a t  ac ross from h e r  on the b u s. •' ' -

Vie v ic tim  s t a t e s  th a t  when she g o t home she went in ^ t  

the  house, then remembered th a t  she wanted to  take o u t the 

garbage. The man was w aiting  in  the a l l e y .  He to ld  h e r ,

“I f  you behave, I  won’t  h u r t  you ."  Then he rip p ed  o f f  h er 

c lo th e s  and raped h e r .  Her head was c u t open and she buffered  

d izzy  s p e l ls  fo r  a week.

As the suspec t was running from th e  a l le y ,  he tr ip p e d , 

f a l l in g .  An o ff -d u ty  p o lice  o f f ic e r  ran  to  help  him , then 

h ea rin g  the v ic t im 's  scream s, h e ld  him. The v ic tim  id e n t i ­

f ie d  him as the  man who had raped h er.

Blood was found on the s u s p e c t 's  c lo th in g . The v ic tim ’s 

c lo th in g , a p a i r  o f sh o rts  and a  th in  w hite  b lo u se , were a lso  

found to  be- bloody and to m .

The su sp ec t was found g u i l ty  of ra p e . He has no previous

c rim in a l record .
*. *

[V ignette 8a: RA,P,U fO# 8]
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[P a r t I . ]

Here a re  the  q u es tio n s :

What sentence do you fe e l  th e  defendant in  th i s  case should 
rece ive?  (Record verbatim , then  code as below .)

[6 - P robation s /o r  f in e
[1 - 11 months in  j a i l  o r le s s
[2 - 1 yea r -  2 years 11 months in  p riso n
[3 - 3 years -  5 " H N M N
[4 - 6 " -  10 " N N M M
[5 - 11 " -  15 " M M  M M
[6 - 16 " -  20 " M M  M M
[7 - 21 " -  25 • M M  M M
[8 - More than 25 years in  p riso n
(9 - Other
( NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK

How much do you co n sid er th i s  crime to  have been the 
v ic t im 's  fa u lt?  Would you say i t  was (Read l i s t .)

0 -  Not a t  a l l  her f a u l t
1 -  Only a l i t t l e  h e r f a u l t
2 -  Somewhat h er f a u l t
3 -  Mostly h e r f a u l t
4 -  A ll h e r f a u l t

Why do you th in k  th is  happened to  th is  p a r t ic u la r  victim ? 
(Record verbatim , then  code according to  ca te g o rie s  below.)

23
27
31

24
28
32

35 8

36 8

O r
25 5 
29 6 
33 7 
37 8

-  v ic tim  d id -som ething c a re le s s ,  s tu p id  ]
[1 -  C o n tro llab le  c h a ra c te r  o r p h y sica l v a r ia b le  ]
[ (?That s o r t  o f p e r s o n .. ." )  ]
(2 -  U ncontro llab le  ch a rac te r ' o r p h y sica l v a r ia b le  ]
[ (weak, c a n 't  always be on guard) ]
(3 -  Combination o f c o n tro lla b le  v a r ia b le s  6 a c ts  ]

~ ( 4 -  'Combination o f c o n tro lla b le  & u n co n tro llab le  ' ]
I v a r ia b le s  (A person who i s  weak, has money, ]
[ e t c . ,  s h o u ld .. .)  ]
(5 -  A ccident, wrong p lace  a t  wrong time ]
[6 -  F a te , God's w i l l  ]
[7 -  "The w o rld 's  a ju n g le , e t c .  ]
[9 -  O ther   ‘_____ J_____ __

* f NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK___________________ .______ j
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[P a rt I . ]

In  th is  ca se , how much do you th ink  the v ic tim  deserved what 
happened to  her?  (Read l i s t .)

0 •». She d id  n o t deserve to  have anything hapoen to  her
1 -  She deserved som ethinq, b u t le s s  than what happened
2 -  She deserved what happened to  h e r
3 -  She deserved to  have something even worse happen to  h e r

22 4
26 5Why do you th in k  so? (Pecord verbatim .) 30 5
34 7
38 8

□

"Vignette #



(PART I I .  GENERAL QUESTIONS]
(Schedule F] 
(Schedule c]

We've been ta lk in g  about s p e c if ic  c a ses , and your opinions 

about these s i tu a t io n s .  Now w e'd l ik e  to  g e t some general in ­

form ation about how much people know about crim e.

I'm  going to  read  you a l i s t  o f  crim es, and ask you to  

t e l l  me what you th in k  i s  th e  maximum — the most severe — 

sentence a person can g e t fo r  t h a t  crime in  New Je rse y .

(Record answers to  Questions 1 - 5  verbatim , then  use the 
follow ing code ca te g o rie s  fo r Q uestions 1 -  5 ;)

(0 -  Probation S /o r fin e  ]
(1 -  11 months in  j a i l  o r le s s  ]
(2 - 1  year -  2 years 11 months in  p riso n  ]
(3 -  3 years -  5 years 11 months in  p riso n  ]
[ 4 - 6  " -  10 • " « ■ « « j
(5 -  11 " -  1 5 ..........................................]
(6 -  16 " -  20 " ■ - ]
[7 -  21 " -  2 5 ..........................................]
(8 -  More than 25 years in  p riso n  ]
(9 -  Other ]
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK________________]

1 . 'The f i r s t  crime I  want to  know abou t i s  f i r s t  degree homicide, 
th a t  i s ,  a planned k i l l in g .

2 . What about second degree hom icide; a  passion  k i l l i n g ,  on the 
spur of the moment?

4 . Armed robbery: th a t  i s ,  tak in g  money away from someone w ith 
a gun, kn ife o r o th e r weapon?

5 . S trong arm robbery: tak in g  money away from someone w ith  no
weapon, bu t by making him a f ra id  o f  being h u r t  o r k i l le d ?

3 . F orcib le  rape o f an ad u lt?

/

O
D

D
 

D
O



( P a r t  I I . ] (Schedule **] 
[Schedule cj

New I 'd  l ik e  to  ask you about your p erso n al experience w ith 
crim e. I'm  going to  read you a l i s t  o f  crim es, and I 'd  lik e  you 
to  t e l l  me i f  you o r  any member o f your fam ily has ev er been a 
V ictim  o f th a t  crim e.

(Use the fo llow ing code ca teg o rie s  fo r  q u estio n s 6 -  12 i) 
(I f  n ecessary , probe to  f i t  c a te g o r ie s .) ■

lb -  N either s e l f  nor fam ily members T[1 - S e lf  J
[2 -  Family member(s) ]
[3 -  S e lf ANp fam ily member(s) ]
[4 -  Household (fo r  breakinq and en try ) ]
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK___________________]

Did anyone ev er break in to  your house and take something? 

(B reaking, e n try  and larceny)

Have you or 'anyone in  your fam ily been a v ic tim  o f a s s a u lt  — 
th a t  i s ,  has anyone a ttacked  you o r t r i e d  to  a tta c k  you, to  
h u r t  you, w ithou t wanting to  rob you o r  take your money?
Was a weapon used? ( I f  weapon used , code in  Question 8 .)

(A ssau lt w ith a deadly weapon.)

What about fo r c ib le  rape?

The nex t crime I  want to  ask you about i s  robbery: has any­
one ever mugged you, th a t  i s ,  taken money from you o r any 
member of your fam ily by fo rc e , b u t w ith o u t a weapon?

What about w ith a weapon?

Has any member o f  your fam ily been a murder v ictim ?

J I F  THE .ANSWER TO ANY OF THE QUESTIONS 1 -  12 IS YES, ASK-QUESTIONS 
13 & 14 FOR THE MOST SERIOUS CRIME. IF ANSWERS ARE ALL NO,SKIP TO
&UB5TI6N 18. )  ■■■ — ...................     ~

Q
O

Q
C

IC
IC

I 
d
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(Schedule F)
( P a r t - I I . ]  ■ [Schedule Cl

■V’-tf-V V y V Y v ' —v v v v ~ v v y v v v v v v y v v v y y v Y v v ^ v

13. You've to ld  me th a t  (you, fam ily member) were/was (a')victim of 
(crim e), Nhtn d id  th is  happen? (Do n o t re ad .)

(O' -  W ithin l a s t  6 months 
[ 1 - 7 - 1 1  months ago 
(2 - 1 - 2  y e a rs , 11 mo. ago 
( 3 - 3 - 5  years ago 
[4 -  More than 5 years ago 
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK

1 4 . When th i s  happened, was i t  rep o rted  to  the p o lic e ?
(Do n o t re a d . )

[0 -  No : T
[1 -  Yes 1
[2 -  D on 't know, remember ]
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK________ ]_

(IF  THE ANSWER TO QUESTION 14 IS YES, ASK QUESTION.15; •
IF NO,. SKIP TO QUESTION 267)

X X X X v X  X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X  X X  X X X
15 . Was someone a rre s ted ?  (Do n o t re a d .)

(0 -  No T
[1 -  Yes )
[2 -  D on 't know, remember ]
[ NO RESPONSE -  I.EAVE BLftNK______________)_

(IF YES, ASK QUESTION 16, IF NO, SKIP TO QUESTION 20.)

1 6 . Did th e  case go to  t r i a l ?  (Do n o t read .)

.to" -  NO T
[1 -  Yes ]
[2 -  D on 't know, remember j
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEA^ BLANK____________

(IF YES, ASK QUESTION 17, IF NO. SKIP TO 20.)

 --17,— Was - th e  • person -convicted?— (Do-not r e a d .) ------------ ,..... ......— ........

[0 -  No ‘ T
[1 -  Yes ]
(2 -  D on 't know, remember ]
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK_____ ]_

---------  (SKIP TO QUESTION 20.) --------------------------------

x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x x  x x

Q



[ P a r t  X I .]
[Schedule Fl 
[Schedule Cl

(Ask Questions 1R & 19 only of respondents who 3ay they have 
never been a victim  o f the crimes l i s te d  in  Q. 6 -  12 .)

18. You've s a id  th a t  you 've never been a v ic tim  o f the crimes we men­
tio n ed ; l e t  me l i s t  some crimes fo r  you, and ask you how much you
worry about th a t  crim e.

18a. F i r s t ,  muggiftg. Do you worry about i t  (Read l i s t .)
0 -  Not a t  a l l
1 -  A l i t t l e
2 -  Some
3 -  A lo t

18b. The nex t crime I 'd  l ik e  to  ask you about i s  armed robbery.
Do you worry about i t  (Read l i 3t . )
0 -  Not a t  a l l
1 -  A l i t t l e
2 -  Some
3 -  A lo t

18c. Next, fo rc ib le  rape. Do you worry about i t  (Pead l i s t .)
0 -  Not a t  a l l
1 -  A l i t t l e
2 -  Some
3 -  A lo t

. ' J. (IP RESPONDENT ANSWERS 1,2 o r 3 TO ANY OF THE ABOVE, ASK 19a.

19a.

IF RESPONDENT ANSWERS 0 TO ANY OF THE ABOVE, ASK Q. 19b.)

Why do you worry about (Marne crim es.) ? (Record verbatim .
then code accordinq to ca teo o rie s  beJow. Do n o t read unless
necessary  to  probe.)

• ■ .
(0 -  Take p recau tions 
[1 -  God's w i l l

J
1

[2. -  Rare -  n o t much chance o f i t  happening 1
[3 -  A ccident, r e s u lt  o f chance J
[4 -"The w o rld 's  a ju n g le ,"  e t c .  ]
[5 -  Common occurrence ]
[6 -  Other T

t . ■
19b. Why d o n 't  you worry about (Name crim es) ? (Record

. verbatim , .then ..code .according to  ca teg o ries  in  "19a. ) ■

g
g
g

g
~g

(SO TO QOESTION 20.)
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[Schedule C]
[ P a r t  I I .  1

20. Have you ev e r served on a ju ry  In  a  c r im in a l case? (Do n o t re a d .)

(IF YES. ASK QUESTION 21> IF  NO, SKIP TO PART I I I .)

21. What was the  crime in  the most se r io u s  case on which you 
d e lib e ra ted ?  (Do not read .)

[0 -  hom icide, attem ots ]
[1 -  F o rc ib le  rao e , attem ots ]
[2 -  Robbery, armed 6 s tro n g  armed; attem pts 1
[3 -  A ssau lt ]
[4 -  Breaking and e n te r in g , with o r  w ithou t larceny  ]
[5 -  Larceny th e f t  (p ickpocket, purse sn a tch , e tc . )  ]
[6 -  Auto t h e f t  j
[7 -  Other ____   1
[9 -  D on 't remember ]
[ HO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK_________________________ ]

(GO TO PACT I I I . )

[0 -  No 
[1 -  Yes

T
1

/
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[PART XI. GENERAL QUESTIONS] [Schedule PI

Ne’ve been ta lk in g  about s p e c if ic  ca se s , and your opinions 

about th e se  s i tu a t io n s .  Now we'd l ik e  to  g e t some g en e ra l in ­

form ation about how much people know about crim e.

I 'm  going to  read  you a l i s t  of c rim es, and ask you to  t e l l  

me the maximum sen tence a person can g e t fo r  th a t  crime in  New 

Je rse y .

(Record answers to  Q uestions 1 - 5  verbatim , then use the 
fo llow ing code ca te g o rie s  fo r  Questions 1 - 5 ; )
• •

[0 —Probation  s /o r  fin e i
[1 - 11 months in  j a i l  o r  le s s ]
[2 - 1  y ea r -  2 yea rs 11 months in  p riso n  ]
[3 - 3 years  -  5 years 11 months in  p riso n  ]
(4 — 6 * -  10 ■" " " U a 1
[5 —11 " -  IS " a a i
(6 - 16 " -  20 ■ " a a  i
[7 - 21 " -  25 ■ a a  i
[8 - More than 25 y ea rs  in  p riso n ]
[9 - Other I
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK ]

1 . The f i r s t  crime X want to  know about i s  f i r s t -d e g re e  hom icide.

2 . What about second-degree homicide?

3 . F o rc ib le  rape o f an ad u lt?

4 .  Armed robbery?

S. Strong arm robbery? oo
cc

o
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[ P a r t  I I . I  [S c h e d u le  P]

Now I 'd  l ik e  to  ask you about your oorsonal exoerience 
w ith  crime. I 'm  going to  read you a l i s t  of crim es, and I 'd  
l ik e  you to  t e l l  me i f  you or any member o f your fam ily has 
ever been a v ic tim  of th a t  crim e.

(Use the follow ing code ca te g o rie s  fo r questions 6 - 1 2 .  I f  
necessary , probe to  f i t  c a te g o r ie s .)

10 -  N either s e l f  nor fam ily members 1
[1 -  S e lf  ]
[2 -  Family member(s) 1
[3 » •Fami-ly—memberts) j

S e lf  AND fam ily member(s) ]
l & n -  Household (fo r breaking and en try ) j
f NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK '_______________j

6 . Were you ever a v ic tim  o f b reak in g , en try  and larceny?

7. Aggravated a s sa u lt?

8 . What about a s s a u lt  w ith a deadly weapon? You o r any o f your 
fam ily members?

9. F o rc ib le  ra p e ..

10. S trong arm robbery?

11. Armed robbery?

12. What about homicide?

T lT  THE ANSWER TO ANY OF THE OUESTIONS 1 -  12 IS YES, ASK 
QUESTIONS 13 R 14 FOR THE MOST SERIOUS CRIME. IF ANSWERS 
ARE ALL NO, SKIP TO QUESTION 18.)

/

O 
®D 

CD 
CD 

Cl 
CD 

CJ
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[ P a r t  I I . J [S c h e d u le  P]

_3— 2£_ X - X X X

13. You've to ld  me th a t  (you/fam ily member) were/was a v ic tim  o f 
(crim e). When d id  th is  happen? (Do n o t re a d .)

14.

10. - W ithin l a s t  6 months . j.
[1 - 7 to  11 months aao ]
(2 - 1 y r .  to  2 y r .  11 mo. ago 1
[3 - 3 to  5 years ago 1
(4 - More than 5 years aqo ]
t MO RESPONSE -  LEM'S BLANK ]

When th is  happened, was i t  rep o rted ? (Do no t read,

to - No ]
11 - Yes 1
(2 - D on 't know, remember 1
I NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK 1

(IF THE ANSWER TO QUESTION 14. IS YES, ASK QUESTION 15, 
OTHERWISE, SKIP TO QUESTION 13.)

Q
Q

_X X X X X X_ -X X.
15. Was a su sp ec t a r re s te d ?  (Do n o t re a d .)

TO -  No :
[1 -  Yes
[2 -  D o n 't know, remember 
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE 3LAWK__________

16.

(IF YES, ASK QUESTION 16, OTHERWISE, SKIP TO 0DESTI0N 18.) 

Did th e  case go to  t r i a l ?  (Do n o t re ad .)

[0 -  No 
[1 -  Yes
[ 2 -  D o n 't know, remember 
t  NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK

17.

(IF YES, ASK QUESTION 1 7 ., IF  OTHERWISE, SKIP TO 10.) 

Was the  defendant convicted? (Do n o t r e a d .)

[0 -  No 
[1 -  Yes
[2 -  D o n 't know, remember 
[ NO RESPONSE,- LEAVE BLANK

g
g

/
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( P a r t  I I . ] [S c h e d u le  P ]

of each
18. I 'd  l ik e  fo r  you to  e s tim a te  fo r  me how many/of the fo llow ing kinds o f 

cases you have worked on in  the course of your c a re e r as a p o lic e  
o f f ic e r .

(Code O. 18a -  18f according to  the  fo llow ing c a te g o r ie s . Do no t 
read unless necessary  to  probe.)

[0 -  None 
[1 -  1 to  5 
[2 -  6 to  10 
[3 -  11 to  20 
[4 -  21 to  30 
[5 -  31 to  50 
[6 -  51 to  100 
[7 -  Over 100
[ WO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK

18a. A ssau lt with a deadly weapon

18b. S trong arm robbery

18c. Armed robbery

18d. F o rc ib le  rape of an a d u lt

18e. F o rc ib le  sodomy

18f. Homicide

(GO TO PART I I I . )
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2 0 .

[ P a r t  I I . ]  [S c h e d u le  p ]

Have you ever served on a ju ry  in  a crim inal case? (Do n o t read .)

to -  Ho 
[1 -  Yes

(IF YES. ASK QUESTION 21; IP MO, SKIP TO Q. 22)
g

21. What was the crime in  the most se rio u s case on which you 
d e lib e ra ted ?  (Do n o t read .)

[0 -  Homicide, attem pts
(1 -  F o rcib le  rap e , attem ots
[2 -  Robbery, armed £ s trong  arm; attem pts
[3 -  A ssault
[4 -  Breaking fi e n te r in g , w ith o r  w ithou t larceny 
[5 -  Larceny th e f t  (pickpocket, purse sn a tch , e tc .)  
[6 -  Auto t h e f t
[7 -  o th er _____   '______
[9 -  D on't remember
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK______________________

g
22. Have you ever counseled a v ic tim  of a crime? What was 

th a t  crime? (Do no t read .)

[0 -  Never counselled  a crime v ic tim  
[1 -  Yes, rape v ictim (s) only
(2 -  Yes, v ic tim (s) o f  crimes o th e r than rape only 
[3 -  Victims o f  rape AND o th e r crimes 
t NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK_____________________

(IP ANSWER IS YES, ASK QUESTION 23, IF NO, GO TO PART I I I . ) '

g.
23. How many RAPE victim s would you estim ate  you have counselled? 

(Do n o t read .)
T r= " T  td  4------- j
[1 -  5 to  9 ]
[2 -  10 to  20 I
(3 -  21 to  SO 1
[4 -  over 50 I

. 24.. How-many-victims -of • CRIMES OTHER'THAN RAPE would ’you estim ate
you have counselled? (Do n o t read .)

[0 -  1 to  4 J
[1 -  5 to  9 ]
[2 -  10 to  20 1
[3 -  21 to  SO ]--------— ------ [4 *■ ‘over 50 ]

....... ....................

- (GO TO PART I I I . )

 ...............J~T7̂ *  *

/
o
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[PART I I I .  DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONS] [S c h e d u le  C]

F in a lly , I 'd  l ik e  to  ask you some q uestions about y o u rse lf . 
(S ta r t  with Question 3.)_____________________________________

I .
(Copy answers to  Questions 1 & 2 from FACE SHEET, and code.)

1. (Sex: T
[b -  Male ]
[1 -  Female_________________ ._________ ]

2. [Age]

3. What i s  your m a rita l s ta tu s ?  Are you (Read l i s t .)
0 -  Married
1 -  Divorced
2 -  Widowed
3 -  Separated
4 -  Single

4 .  Are you p re se n tly  (Read l i s t .)

0 -  Employed f u l l  time
1 -  Employed p a r t  time
2 -  R etired
3 -  S tudent
4 -  Housewife
5 -  Unemployed
6 -  Other

g o □64 6^

0

0

(IF  RESPONDENT IS EMPLOYED, UNEMPLOYED OR RETIRED, ASK Q. 5.
IF  STUDENT, HOUSEWIFE, GO TO Q. 6 .)

5. What is/w as your occupation? (Record verbatim , then code according 
to  ca te g o rie s  below, ' FOLLOWING Q . I ) ~

Z «-
(IF  RESPONDENT IS MARRIED, ASK Q. 6 S 7,. .IF  MOT, SKIP TO Q. 8 .)

SSr

~ 6 v ' ~ WOW'T^d lik e  to'know i f  your (husband/w ife) i s  p re se n tly  (Read l i s t .)
0 -  Employed f u l l  time
1 -  Employed p a r t  time
2 -  R etired
3 -  S tudent
4 -  Housewife

 5 Unemployed • •  -------------------
6 -  Other ■

(IF  SPOUSE i s  EMPLOYED, UNEMPLOYED OR RETIRED, ASK Q. 7 .  I F  
■ANY OTHER RESPONSE, GO TO QUESTION 8 .)

7. What' is/w as h i s /h e r  occupation? (Record verbatim , then code 
according to  ca te g o rie s  below.) gg



1X0

[P art I I I . l  [Schedule Fl
[Schedule C ].

(CODING CATEGORIES FOR QUESTIONS 5 S 7.)

[01 — ClciricsX ̂  o f f ic e  J
[02 - E n te r ta in e r  ]
[03 - Factory worker ]
[04 - Food se rv ic e  worker (cook, w a ite r ,  e t c . )  ]
[05 - Foreman J
[06 - H ealth se rv ic e s  (not p ro fe ss io n a l)  )
[07 - Laborer (unsk illed ) ]
[08 - Laborer (sk ille d )  ]
[09 Manager, ad m in is tra to r ] •
[10 - Mechanic; repairm an . ]
[11 - P o lic e , f i r e  ' ’ ' • 1
[12 - P ro fe ss io n a l S tech n ic a l (en g in eer, e t c . )  ]
[13 - Salesperson  ]
[14 - Service worker (custod ian , e t c . )  1
[15 - Steward o r stew ardess ]
[16 - Teacher 1
[17 - Truck d r iv e r  ]
f l 8 - W r i te r / a r t i s t  1 ■
t»9 - O ther 1'

p  X X X  X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X Y X X . X  X  X __X  X  X  .X . X

8 . What I s  your re lig io n ?  (Probe fo r s p e c if ic  denom ination. '.o . 
Record verbatim , then code. p0  no t  read  l i s t . )

10 -  B a p tis t ,  M ethodist, Lutheran 
[1 -  C o n g reg a tio n a lis t, P re sb y te r ia n , E p iscopalian  
[2 -  Other P ro te s ta n t 
[3 -  Roman C atholic
[4 -  E astern  Orthodox, o th e r  Orthodox 
[5 -  Jewish 
[6 -  Other 
[7 -  None
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK_____________________

(IF  RESPONSE IS 0 -  6 . ASK QUESTION 9. I f  NONE, NO RESPONSE, 
END INTERVIEW.)

•9, How o ften  do you a tten d  re lig io u s  se rv ic e s?  (Do n o t read .)

[0 -  Never
[1 -  Once a month o r le ss  
(2 -  S everal times a month 
[3 -  Weekly
[4  -  More than once a week

(End in te rv ie w .)  THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION.

Q

/
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(PART I I I .  DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONS] [Schedule P]

F in a lly ,  I 'd  lik e  to  ask you some q u estio n s about y o u rse lf .  
(Begin w ith  q uestion  2.)

1. (Sex )

2. How o ld  a re  you? (Record e x a c t ly .)

Are you (Read l i s t . )What i s  your m a rita l  s ta tu s ?
0 -  M arried
1 -  Divorced
2 -  Widowed
3 -  Separated
4 -  S ingle

What i s  your p re se n t rank w ith the p o lic e  departm ent? 
(Do n o t re a d .)

[0 -  Patrolm an, p o lic e  o f f ic e r  
[1 -  Corporal 
[2 -  D etective
[3 -  S ergean t, d e te c tiv e  se rg ean t ( a l l  c la sse s )  
[4  -  L ieu ten an t,' d e te c tiv e  l ie u te n a n t 
[5 -  Captain
[6 -  Above cap ta in  '____________________

a
How long have you been a p o lic e  o f f ic e r?  (Record verbatim , 
then code according to  c a teg o rie s  below .) •

[0 -  Less than 1 year 
[1 -  1 to  5 years 
[2 -  6 to  10 years 
[3 -  11 to  15 years 
[4  -  16 to  20 years 
[5 -  over 20 years

g
How many sworn o f f ic e r s  a re  th e re  in  your departm ent? 
(Record verbatim , then code:)

TT
l l
(2
(3
[4
(5
[6
(7

16 o r "fewer ST"
11 to  20
21 to  50

.51 to  100
101 to  250 
251 to  500 
501 to  1000 
Over 1,000

g
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(P a rt I I I . ] [Schedule P]

What i s  your re lig io n ?  (Probe fo r  s p e c if ic  denom ination. 
Record verbatim , then code. Do n o t read l i s t . )

[0 -  b a p t i s t ,  M ethodist, Lutheran 
[1 -  C o n g reg a tio n a lis t, P re sb y te r ia n , E piscopalian  
[2 -  Other P ro te s ta n t 
[3 -  Roman C atholic
[4 -  E astern  Orthodox, o th e r Orthodox 
[5 -  Jewish 
[6 -  Other 
[7 -  None
[ NO RESPONSE -  LEAVE BLANK__________

g
(IP  RESPONSE IS 0 -  6 , ASK QUESTION 8. OTHERWISE, END 
INTERVIEW?]

8. How o fte n  do you a tte n d  re lig io u s  serv ices? ' (Do n o t read .)

'[0 -  Never '
[1 -  Once a month o r  le s s  
[2 -  S everal times a month 
[ 3 -  Weekly

-  More than once-a week
g

(End In te rv iew .) THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION.

/
/
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Explanation of Interview Schedule

Thera were three forms of the Interview schedule:

Schedule C, used for laypeople 
Schedule P, for police 
Schedule F, for feminists.

A ll responden ts  were g iven  th e  same q u e s tio n s  th a t  formed the 

dependent m easures, a lthough  a  somewhat sh o rten ed  form was used 

a f t e r  v ig n e t te s  4 through 8.

There were two sets of vignettes. Half the respondents In 

each group received one, half the other.



APPENDIX I I .  

A d d itio n a l S t a t i s t i c a l  Tables
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T ab le  I .

A n a l y s i s  o f  V a r i a n c e  f o r  S e n te n c e

P o l i c e

MS d f F P
C rim e  (C) 1 6 2 4 .5 0 1 6 6 6 .7 3 .0 0 1
P r e c i p i t a t i o n  (P) 6 .4 8 1 2 .6 6 .1 0 3
I n j u r y  ( I ) 4 0 .5 0 1 1 6 .6 2 .0 0 1
C x  P .3 2 1 .1 3 .7 1 7
C x i 5 .7 8 1 2 .3 7 .1 2 4
P x  I .1 8 1 .0 7 .7 8 6
C x  P x  I .0 2 1 .0 1 .9 2 8
E r r o r 2 .4 4 792

F e m i n i s t s

MS d f F P
C rim e  (C) 1 2 7 2 .6 0 1 5 4 5 .4 9 .0 0 1
P r e c i p i t a t i o n  (P) 2 .5 3 1 1 .0 8 .2 9 7
I n j u r y  ( I ) 3 4 .0 4 1 1 4 .5 9 .0 0 1
C x  P .0 1 1 .0 0 .9 4 5
C x i 5 .9 5 1 2 .5 5 .1 1 1
P x  I .3 6 1 .1 5 .6 9 4
C x  P x  I .5 5 1 .2 4 .6 2 7
E r r o r 2 .3 3 792

Laym en

MS d f F .  P
C rim e  (C) 1 2 8 2 .7 1 1 5 3 3 .8 4 .0 0 1
P r e c i p i t a t i o n  (P) 4 .9 6 1 2 .0 6 .1 5 1
I n j u r y  ( I ) 5 1 .5 1 1 2 1 .4 4 .0 0 1
C x  P .4 5 1 .1 9 .6 6 5
C x i 8 .2 0 1 3 .4 1 .0 6 5
P x  I 1 .2 0 1 .5 0 .4 8 0
C x  P x  I .2 8 1 .1 2 .7 3 2
E r r o r 2 .4 0 792 .

Laywomen

MS d f F P
C rim e (C) 1 0 3 9 .6 8 1 3 2 7 .5 9 .0 0 1
P r e c i p i t a t i o n  (P) 5 .4 4 1 1 .7 2 .1 9 0
I n j u r y  ( I ) 3 2 .0 0 1 1 0 .0 8 .0 0 2
C x  P .0 4 1 .0 1 .9 0 5
C x i 1 .2 8 1 .4 0 .5 2 5
P x  I 113.80 1 .5 7 .4 5 1
C x  P x  I .1 2 1 .0 4 .8 4 0
E r r o r 3 .1 7 792
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T a b le  I I . : .

E x p l a n a t i o n  o f  V i c t i m i z a t i o n  
To

F o r c e s  U n d e r  V i c t i m ' s  C o n t r o l

M ale F em a le
P o l i c e  C i v i l i a n  i C i v i l i a n  F e m i n i s t

v i g n e t t e UC*' ■ C w ~ UC '— C -  'DC .....C-^ TTC ....C

1 82 18 97 3 95 5 87 13

2 82 18 90 10 90 10 80 20

3 29 71 32 68 6 94 29 71

4 39 61 47 53 12 88 30 70

5 93 7 93 7 85 15 97 3

6 92 8 97 3 82 18 91 9

7 38 62 44 56 27 73 53 47

8 69 31 59 41 38 62 64 36

*Key:
UC - Number of respondents attributing fault to 

forces not under victim's control.
C - Number of respondents attributing fault to 

forces under victim's control.
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T ab le  I I I .

Deservingness of Victimization^ 
Percent Giving Each Response

Police
Case 0 1 2 3
RO,P,NI 88 8 4 0
RO, P , I 89 6 5 0
RA,P,NI 86 10 4 0
RA,P,I 100 0 0 0

Feminists
0 1 2 3
84 12 4 0
85 8 7 0
95 5 0 0
95 3 2 0

Laymen
Case 0 1 2 3
RO,P,NI 91 5 4 0
RO,P , I 93 7 0 0
RA,P,NI 94 6 0 0
RA,P,I 100 0 0 0

Laywomen 
0 1 2

85 8 7 0
79 13 8 0
83 12 5 087 12 1 0

Key:
0 - She did not deserve to have anything happen to her.
1 - She deserved something, but less than what happened.
2 - She deserved what happened to her.
3 - She deserved to have something even worse happen to

her.
Cases:
RO - robbery; RA - rape
P - precipitation
NI - no injury; I - injury

*In the cases that involved no precipitation, all 
respondents gave the answer "0" - "She did not deserve 
to have anything happen to her."
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T ab le  IV .

Demographic Information

Police

AGE

- Laymen Laywomen Feminists
Range 19-56 19-53 18-48 18-47
Mean 33.54 32.70 28.28 29.40
SD 7.41 7.53 6.78 6.92

MARITAL STATUS 

Police .Laymen .. Laywomen Feminists
Married 79 70 61 53
Divorced 8 8 8 10
Widowed 1 0 0 1
Separated 5 7 5 6
Single 7 14 26 30
No information 0 1 0 0

Police

RELIGION

Laymen Laywomen Feminists
Bapt.,Meth.,

Luther. 7 8 9 5
Congr., Presby. 

Episco. 2 7 2 8
Other Protest. 5 6 9 8
Roman Catholic 59 48 60 35
Jewish 0 4 0 13
Other 0 0 2 0
None 21 23 17 27
No information 6 4 1 4
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