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Vict im a n d O b s e r v e r C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s as D e t e r m i n a n t s 

of R e s p o n s i b i l i t y A t t r i b u t i o n s to V i c t i m s of R a p e ' 

BARBARA K R A H E 2 

T>ie University of Sussex, Brighton. England 

T w o field studies were conducted lo investigate the influence of observer and v ic t im 

characteristics on a t t r ibut ions of vict im and assailant responsibil ity in a rape case. In 

the first study, ma le and female subjects completed a measure of rape myth acceptance 

and were presented with a rape account after which they were asked to a t t r ibute 

responsibility to v ic t im and assailant. In the second study, a new sample was asked to 

attr ibute responsibi l i ty to v ict im and assailant on the basis of one of two rape accounts 

in which victim's pre- rape behavior was m a n i p u l a t e d . Results showed that both rape 

myth acceptance a n d vict ims' pre-rape behavior in I l u e n e e d the degree of responsibil i ty 

at t r ibuted to v ict ims and assailants. N o signif icant effects of subject gender were 

found. A more complex conceptual izat ion is suggested of the link between observer 

and victim characteristics in social reactions to and evaluat ions of rape vict ims. 

T h e claim by feminis t wri ters (e.g., B r o w n m i l l e r , 1975) and vict im c o u n s e l -

lors (e.g., L o n d o n R a p e Crisis Cen t r e , 1984) tha t c o m m o n l y held s t e r e o t y p e s 

a b o u t r ape c rea te a c l i m a t e of hos t i l i ty a n d s u s p i c i o n t o w a r d v ic t ims of r a p e 

has recent ly received s u p p o r t f rom soc ia l p s y c h o l o g i c a l ev idence . A p e r s o n ' s 

r e a d i n e s s to e n d o r s e c e r t a i n " r a p e m y t h s " s p e c i f y i n g s t e r c o t y p i c beliefs a b o u t 

v i c t i m s , a t t a c k e r s , a n d c i r c u m s t a n c e s of r a p e has been s h o w n to be o n e of the 

m o s t powerfu l f ac to r s on the obse rve r s ide affect ing social a n d , to s o m e 

e x t e n t , legal e v a l u a t i o n s of rape vic t ims a n d the i r c la ims (e.g., Fe i ld , 1978; 

M a z e l a n , 1980; Russe l l , 1984). Burt a n d Alb in (1981) d e m o n s t r a t e d tha t the 

l ike l ihood of sub j ec t s ' def ining a given a c c o u n t of coerc ive sexua l i n t e r c o u r s e 

as r a p e decreased as s u b j e c t s ' r ead iness to e n d o r s e s t e reo typ ic beliefs a b o u t 

r ape increased. The i r f inding tha t belief in r a p e m y t h s entai ls m o r e res t r ic t ive 

r ape def in i t ions was a l so found by Feild (1978) . w h o s tudied s ample s o f p o l i c e 

officers and adul t c i t izens . O n the b e h a v i o r a l s ide , r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e has 

been l inked to men ' s aggress ion t o w a r d w o m e n by Briere and M a l a m u t h 

(1983) and M a l a m u t h and Check (1985) , w h o r e p o r t a posi t ive r e l a t i o n s h i p 

be tween rape myth a c c e p t a n c e and r ape p roc l iv i ty i n males . 

T h u s , there is conv inc ing evidence tha t beliefs in r ape my ths n o t on ly 

' T h ; author is now at the University of M a i n z , West G e r m a n y . The present research was 

faci l i tated by a fellowship f r o m the Alexander von H u t n b o l d t - F o u n d a t i o n , West G e r m a n y . 

'Requests for reprints should be addressed to Barbara Krahe', Depar tment of Psychology, 

Univers i ty of M a i n z . Postfach 3980, 6500 M a i n z , West G e r m a n y . 
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inf luence t he p e r c e p t i o n and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of r ape inc idents , but may in fact 

be c o n d u c i v e to sexua l assault on w o m e n . A cri t ical c o m p o n e n t of rape myth 

beliefs is the genera l ly accepted view of wha t cons t i tu tes a p p r o p r i a t e c o n d u c t 

for w o m e n . Vic t ims w h o a p p e a r to h a v e v io la ted these rules of c o n d u c t by 

e n g a g i n g in o c c u p a t i o n s , act ivi t ies , or behav io ra l pa t t e rns r e g a r d e d as in-

a p p r o p r i a t e or i n c o m p a t i b l e wi th the female role are m o r e readi ly seen as 

hav ing p rec ip i t a t ed the a t t ack or being at least par t ly responsib le for their fate. 

S t u d i e s by Best and D e m m i n (1982) , C a n n , C a l h o u n , and Se lby (1979) and 

L u g i n b u h l and M u l l i n ( I 9 8 I ) suggest t ha t even i n fo rma t ion u n r e l a t e d to and 

i r re levant for a n e v a l u a t i o n of t he specif ic case does affect a t t r i b u t i o n s of 

b l ame and respons ib i l i ty . 

T o inves t iga te the impac t of r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e and differential in forma-

t ion a b o u t v ic t im's behav io r on a t t r i b u t i o n s of responsibi l i ty to victim and 

assa i lan t , two s tudies were c o n d u c t e d . T h e first s tudy e x a m i n e d the c o n c e p -

tual val idi ty a n d rel iabil i ty of Bur l ' s (1980) r ape my t h accep tance scale with a 

Bri t ish s a m p l e . O n this basis, the s e c o n d s t u d y invest igated the in t e rac t ion 

be tween v i c t ims ' ro le - re la ted behav io r a n d o b s e r v e r s ' a l t i tudes a b o u t r ape as 

d e t e r m i n a n t s of respons ib i l i ty a t t r i b u t i o n s to r ape vict ims. Both s tudies were 

c o n d u c t e d in a field se t t ing in which o r d i n a r y beliefs and a t t i t udes a b o u t r ape 

were addressed . 

S t u d y I 

T h e first s t u d y a i m s to ex tend the s c o p e of p r e v i o u s re sea rch in t w o ways : 

(a) by i n t r o d u c i n g respons ib i l i ty a t t r i b u t i o n as a d e p e n d e n t v a r i a b l e tha t 

shou ld be cr i t ical ly sensi t ive to r ape m y t h beliefs; a n d (b) by inves t iga t ing the 

val idi ty of the c o n c e p t of r ape myth a c c e p t a n c e in a different cu l t u r a l se t t ing. 

It is hypo the s i ze d tha t pe r sons s c o r i n g high on rape myth a c c e p t a n c e will 

a t t r i b u t e m o r e respons ib i l i ty to the v ic t im of a specific rape inc ident and less 

responsib i l i ty to the assa i lant than p e r s o n s s c o r i n g low on r ape m y t h accep-

t ance . W i t h r ega rd to subject gender , e v i d e n c e from prev ious s tud ies sugges ts 

t ha t males tend to a t t r i b u t e greater r espons ib i l i ty to the victim t h a n females 

(e.g. , Howe l l s , et al . , 1984; T h o r n t o n & R y c k m a n , 1983; Tieger , 1981). T o 

e x a m i n e the c o n c e p t u a l link be tween subjec t gende r and rape m y t h accep-

tance , the p resen t s t u d y includes gende r as a fur ther i ndependen t va r i ab le . 

Method 

Subjects. Th i r ty - f ive ma le a n d 37 female m e m b e r s of the Br igh ton genera l 

pub l i c pa r t i c ipa ted on a v o l u n t a r y basis . T h e y were a p p r o a c h e d at pub l ic 

p laces such as r a i lway s t a t i o n s and s h o p p i n g cen te r s . In o rde r to en su re tha t 
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ihe s a m p l e was r o u g h l y h o m o g e n e o u s in t e rms of age, on ly p e o p l e in the age 

range of 20 to 35 were a p p r o a c h e d . T h e ave rage age was 25.2 yea r s . 

Procedure. S u b j e c t s were asked to c o m p l e t e a q u e s t i o n n a i r e tha t c o n t a i n e d 

the 19-item R a p e M y t h A c c e p t a n c e S c a l e (R M A S ) by Bur t (1980) a n d a brief 

r ape v igne t te . T h e rape vignet te was based on an a u t h e n t i c case r e p o r t e d by 

S a n d e r s (1980 . p . 43). T h e o rde r of p r e s e n t a t i o n of the R M A S and the r ape 

vignet te was ba l anced across subjects . 

F o l l o w i n g the rape vignet te , r e s p o n d e n t s were asked w h e t h e r the v ic t im had 

any respons ib i l i ty for the rape. Only t hose subjects w h o perce ived s o m e form 

of vict im re spons ib i l i t y were asked to ind ica te the a m o u n t of r e spons ib i l i t y on 

a 0 - 1 0 0 % ra t ing scale with decimal s u b d i v i s i o n s . 3 Assa i l an t r espons ib i l i ty was 

also rated on a 0 - 1 0 0 % scale. 

Results 

As the R M A S was or ig ina l ly d e v e l o p e d in the U . S . , its re l i ab i l i ty for a 

British s a m p l e had to be e x a m i n e d first. A n average c o r r e c t e d i t em- to t a l 

co r r e l a t i on of .46 (Bur t , 1980, p . 223 : .51) and a C r o n b a c h ' s a l p h a of .849 

(Bur t : .875) were ob t a ined , thus w a r r a n t i n g the use of the R M A S as a m e a n s 

of classifying subjec ts as e i ther high or low on r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e by 

m e d i a n split . 

A o n e - w a y ana lys i s of var iance with subject gende r as i n d e p e n d e n t va r i ab l e 

was then c o n d u c t e d on rape myth a c c e p t a n c e . This ana ly s i s s h o w e d no 

signif icant effect and prov ided the basis for inc lud ing the t w o va r i ab le s as 

l a r a t e fac tors in to the analysis of the a t t r i b u t i o n a l d a t a . 

the 72 sub jec t s , 6 males and 8 females ass igned r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to the 

vict im on the y e s / n o a t t r i bu t i ona l m e a s u r e . T h e r e m a i n i n g subjec ts denied 

any r e spons ib i l i t y on the vict im's pa r t . T h e y were ass igned a p e r c e n t a g e score 

of " z e r o " on the s u b s e q u e n t ra t ing scale of vict im respons ib i l i ty . 

S e p a r a t e 2 X 2 factor ia l analyses of va r i ance with rape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e and 

subject gende r as i ndependen t var iab les were p e r f o r m e d o n the p e r c e n t a g e 

rat ings for vict im and assai lant respons ib i l i ty . Resul ts s h o w e d a s ignif icant 

m a i n effect of r a p e m y t h a c c e p t a n c e on r a t i ngs of v ic t im r e spons ib i l i t y , F(l, 

68) = 6.02, p < .02. Nei ther the m a i n effect for subject g e n d e r n o r the 

in te rac t ion were s ignif icant . The cell m e a n s unde r ly ing this ana lys i s a re p r e -

sented in T a b l e I. T h e analys is for r a t i ngs of assa i lan t r e spons ib i l i t y , based on 

the m e a n s p r e s e n t e d in T a b l e 2, a l so p r o d u c e d a s ignif icant m a i n effect for 

' Th is procedure was chosen after a pretest of the materials revealed that subjects were u n h a p p y 

with being forced to al locate a percentage score to the v ic t im. They saw this fo rmat as presuppos-

ing a certain a m o u n t of victim responsibility in any case, provid ing no opt ion for a straight-

forward denial of v ic t im responsibility. Thus, in order to avoid spuriously high responsibil ity 

ratings, a d icho iomous yes/no question was included to precede the percentage scale. 
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Tab le I 

Mean Ratings of Victim Responsibility as a Function of Rape Myth 

Acceptance and Subject Gender 

S u b j e c t g e n d e r Ma le F e m a l e 

R a p e m y t h H igh 11.58 10.00 

a c c e p t a n c e L o w 0.00 2.89 

r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e , F{\, 6 8 ) = 13.2 ,p < .001 . A g a i n , ne i the r the ma in effect 

for subjec t gentfer no r the i n t e r ac t ion were s ignif icant . 

Discussion 

T h e p re sen t f indings s u p p o r t the val id i ty of the c o n c e p t of r ape my th 

a c c e p t a n c e in a c c o u n t i n g for differences in sub jec t s ' a t t r i b u t i o n s of r e spons i -

bility to r ape v ic t ims and assa i l an t s . Gene ra l beliefs a b o u t r ape p rov ide a 

f rame of re ference tha t guides the e v a l u a t i o n of specific r a p e i n c i d e n t s . To the 

e x t e n t t h a t subjec ts accept the s t e r eo typ ica l beliefs a b o u t r ape add re s sed in the 

R M A S , they tend to e m p h a s i z e the v ic t im's r e spons ib i l i ty for the a t t ack . 

G e n d e r itself d o e s no t a p p e a r to be a psycho log ica l ly re levan t va r i ab le in this 

a t t r i b u t i o n a l p r o c e s s . A l t h o u g h this f inding is at o d d s wi th t hose p rev ious 

s tud i e s t h a t d e m o n s t r a t e d a s igni f icant r e l a t i o n s h i p be tween g e n d e r a n d a t t r i -

b u t i o n s of v ic t im respons ib i l i ty , it c o r r o b o r a t e s results f rom a G e r m a n sample 

(Krahe", 1985) a n d also ties in wi th Bur t ' s (1980) f indings c o n c e r n i n g an tece-

den t s of r a p e m y t h a c c e p t a n c e w h e r e h igh ly s imi la r p a t t e r n s of r e l a t ionsh ips 

were o b t a i n e d for male and female sub jec t s . This a p p a r e n t inconc lus iveness of 

the ev idence on g e n d e r effects m a y be d u e , in pa r t , to the fact t h a t the s tudies 

d e m o n s t r a t i n g a g r e a t e r t e n d e n c y of ma le s to a t t r i b u t e r e spons ib i l i t y to rape 

T a b l e 2 , 

Mean Ratings of Assailant Responsibility as a Function of Rape Myth 

Acceptance and Subject Gender 

S u b j e c t g e n d e r M a l e F e m a l e 

R a p e m y t h High 87.63 82.22 

a c c e p t a n c e L o w 99.38 99.21 
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vict ims did not inc lude measu re s of r ape - re la ted a t t i t udes . T h u s , it m a y be 

a rgued tha t g e n d e r effects ma te r i a l i ze on ly so long as m o r e specif ic i n f o r m a -

t ion as to sub jec t s ' a t t i tudes a b o u t r a p e is not t a k e n in to a c c o u n t . 

S t u d y 2 

Th i s s t u d y seeks tp exp lo re the r e l a t i o n s h i p be tween r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e 

and d i f ferent ia l i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the v ic t im as d e t e r m i n a n t s of r e spons ib i l -

ity a t t r i b u t i o n s . Mos t previous re sea rch on the effects of v ic t im i n f o r m a t i o n 

add re s sed the i m p a c t of the w o m a n ' s r e spec tab i l i ty in t e r m s of m a r i t a l or 

o c c u p a t i o n a l s t a t u s (e.g., J o n e s & A r o n s o n , 1973). In o n e of the few s tudies 

where b e h a v i o r a l i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the v ic t im was given, Best a n d D e m m i n 

(1982) d e m o n s t r a t e d that vict ims w h o were seen as e n g a g i n g in behav io r s 

defined as p r o v o c a t i v e o r n o n c o n f o r m i n g to the female role w e r e a t t r i b u t e d 

m o r e b l a m e t h a n vic t ims seen as e n g a g i n g in n o n p r o v o c a t i v e or ro le-

c o n f o r m i n g behav io r . 

F o l l o w i n g Best and D e m m i n ' s (1982) line of r e a s o n i n g , this s t u d y e x t e n d s 

the i r a p p r o a c h by inc lud ing r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e as a re levant obse rve r 

var iab le . T w o hypo these s are a d v a n c e d : 

(1) T h e v i c t i m w h o is engaged in r o l e - d i s c r e p a n t b e h a v i o r p r i o r t o t he r a p e 

is a t t r i b u t e d g r e a t e r respons ib i l i ty t h a n the v ic t im w h o is e n g a g e d in ro le -

c o n f o r m i n g behav io r . 

(2) 11 igh rape my t h accep tance leads to g rea te r respons ib i l i ty a t t r i b u t e d to 

the victim, especial ly to the vict im e n g a g i n g in ro le -d i sc repan t behav io r . 

Subject g e n d e r is aga in inc luded as an i n d e p e n d e n t v a r i a b l e to e x a m i n e 

whe the r the lack of gende r effects in S t u d y 1 is rep l ica ted wi th an i n d e p e n d e n t 

s ample . 

Method 

Subjects. Th i r t y - s ix males and 37 females vo lun t ee r ed to p a r t i c i p a t e in the 

s tudy . All p a r t i c i p a n t s were m e m b e r s of the B r i g h t o n genera l p u b l i c in the age 

range of 20 to 35 w h o were a p p r o a c h e d at v a r i o u s publ ic p laces . T h e ave rage 

age was 26.4 yea r s . 

Procedure. Sub jec t s were p resen ted wi th a q u e s t i o n n a i r e c o n t a i n i n g e i ther 

the r o l e - c o n f o r m i n g or the r o l e - d i s c r e p a n t ve r s ion of a r ape v igne t t e . T h e 

vignet te was the s a m e as in S t u d y I excep t for the v a r i a t i o n of v ic t im's 

p re - r ape b e h a v i o r . This was con t a ined in the i n t r o d u c t o r y s en t ence that read 

e i ther "Af te r h a v i n g finished w o r k in her office, the vict im was on her way to 

the car pa rk w h e r e her car was p a r k e d , " or "Af te r hav ing had a d r i n k on her 

o w n in a p u b , t he vict im was on her w a y to the car pa rk w h e r e her car was 

p a r k e d . " T h e text then descr ibed the rape inc ident . 
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S u b j e c t s ind ica ted vict im a n d assa i l an t respons ib i l i ty on the s a m e m e a s u r e s 

as in S t u d y I. T h e y then c o m p l e t e d the R a p e M y t h A c c e p t a n c e Sca le . 

Results 

Fi r s t , it was es tabl i shed t h r o u g h a o n e - w a y analys is of v a r i a n c e tha t rape 

m y t h a c c e p t a n c e scores were no t sys temat ica l ly affected by the different 

vers ions of the rape vignet te p r e sen t ed p r io r to the R M A S . Because i n fo rma-

t ion a b o u t v ic t im's p r e - r a p e b e h a v i o r s h o w e d no signif icant effect on rape 

m y t h a c c e p t a n c e , all subjects were classified as e i ther high or low on rape myth 

a c c e p t a n c e by m e d i a n split . 

E igh t ma le s a n d 9 females a s s igned respons ib i l i ty to the v ic t im on the 

yes / no a t t r i b u t i o n a l measu re . T h e r e m a i n i n g 56 subjects den ied any respons i -

bil i ty on t he v ic t im 's par t a n d were ass igned a score of " z e r o " on the per-

cen tage scale of vict im respons ib i l i ty . 

S e p a r a t e 2 X 2 X 2 ana lyses of v a r i a n c e were p e r f o r m e d for vict im and 

assa i l an t r e spons ib i l i t y wi th sub jec t g e n d e r , r ape my th a c c e p t a n c e , and vic-

t im ' s ro le c o n f o r m i t y as i n d e p e n d e n t va r i ab l e s . T h e cell m e a n s for ra t ings of 

v ic t im respons ib i l i ty are p re sen ted in T a b l e 3. The ana lys i s of va r i ance p ro -

duced a h igh ly s ignif icant ma in effect for r ape myth a c c e p t a n c e , F{1, 65) = 

12 .32 ,p < . 0 0 1 , a n d a s ignif icant i n t e r a c t i o n be tween v ic t im 's role c o n f o r m i t y 

and s u b j e c t s ' r a p e my th a c c e p t a n c e , /"�( 1, 65) = 4 . 2 6 , / ; < .05, i nd i ca t i ng thai 

d i f ferent ia l information a b o u t v ic t im 's p r e - r a p e behav io r on ly affected the 

a t t r i b u t i o n s of subjec ts s c o r i n g h igh on r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e . N o n e of the 

r e m a i n i n g ma in effects and i n t e r ac t i ons were s ignif icant . 

M e a n r a t i n g s of a s sa i l an t r e spons ib i l i t y a re given in T a b l e 4. T h e only 

s ignif icant effect was the i n t e r a c t i o n be tween vic t im's role c o n f o r m i t y and 

sub jec t s ' r a p e m y t h a c c e p t a n c e , F{\, 65) = 6 . 3 \ , p < .02: Subjec t s high on 

T a b l e 3 

Mean Ratings of Victim Responsibility as a Function of Victim's Pre-rape 

Behavior, Subject Gender, and Rape Myth Acceptance 

Subjec t gender M a l e Fema le 

R a p e m y th accep tance High Low High Low 

Ro le -

Vic t im 's c o n f o r m i n g 
6.25 0.00 3.75 1.67 

p re - r ape b e h a v i o r ^ Q j e 

d i sc repan t 
15.45 0.00 17.00 0.00 
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T a b l e 4 

Mean Ratings of Assailant Responsibility as a Function of Victim's Pre-rape 

Behavior, Subject Gender, and Rape Myth Acceptance 

Sub jec t gender M a l e F e m a l e 

R a p e m y t h accep tance H igh L o w H i g h L o w 

. . . . , * o l e " . 94.38 86.25 96 .25 93.33 
V i c t i m s c o n f o r m i n g 

p re - r ape b e h a v i o r Role 

.. 84.55 97.78 73 .00 97.86 
d iscrepant 

r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e a t t r i bu t ed m o r e respons ib i l i ty to t he a s sa i l an t t h a n 

those low on rape my th accep tance w h e n the vict im had e n g a g e d in role-

c o n f o r m i n g b e h a v i o r pr ior to the r ape . T h e reverse pa t t e rn was o b t a i n e d w h e n 

the vict im has behaved in a ro le -d i sc repan t fashion. 

Discussion 

N o s u p p o r t is o b t a i n e d for the first hypo the s i s der ived f rom Best a n d 

D e m m i n (1982) , s t a t i ng that differential i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t v ic t im b e h a v i o r 

s ignif icant ly affects a t t r i b u t i o n s . H o w e v e r , s t r o n g ev idence is found for the 

second hypo thes i s p o s t u l a t i n g an i n t e r ac t i on be tween vict im's ro le c o n f o r m i t y 

and subject 's r a p e m y t h accep tance : P e o p l e w h o accept s t e r e o t y p i c ideas 

a b o u t r ape a p p e a r m o r e ready to t a k e v ic t im ' s b e h a v i o r in to a c c o u n t as an 

aggrava t ing o r a t t e n u a t i n g factor in assess ing bo th vict im a n d assa i l an t 

respons ib i l i ty . T h u s , inc lud ing a m e a s u r e of r a p e my th a c c e p t a n c e al lows 

m o r e specific c o n c l u s i o n s a b o u t the w a y in which i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the 

vict im in te rac t s wi th obse rver a t t i tudes w h e n the vict im's role in a specif ic r ape 

incident is e v a l u a t e d . As in S t u d y 1, t h e r e is no ev idence of g e n d e r effects on 

responsib i l i ty a t t r i b u t i o n s . 

Genera l D i s c u s s i o n 

R esults f rom the two s tudies s t rongly suggest that r ape myth a c c e p t a n c e is a 

cri t ical d e t e r m i n a n t of responsibi l i ty a t t r i b u t i o n s to r ape v ic t ims and as-

sa i lan t s . A pe r son ' s general a t t i t ude a b o u t w h a t cons t i t u t e s r a p e a n d u n d e r 

wha t c i r c u m s t a n c e s it can occur at all sys temat ica l ly influences his or her 

eva lua t ion of a specific rape incident . 

A second v a r i a b l e s h o w n to affect r e spons ib i l i t y a t t r i b u t i o n s c o n c e r n s 
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i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the vict im's b e h a v i o r p r io r to the a t t ack . A l t h o u g h the rape 

v igne t t e s c o n t a i n e d no impl i ca t ion tha t vict im p re - r ape b e h a v i o r was in any 

w a y r e l a t ed to the s u b s e q u e n t a t t a c k , subjec ts high on r a p e m y t h a c c e p t a n c e 

did ut i l ize this i n f o r m a t i o n in the i r respons ib i l i ty a t t r i b u t i o n s . T h i s f inding 

lends f u r l h e r s u p p o r t to the c o n c e p t u a l val idi ty of r ape my th a c c e p t a n c e : On ly 

for t h o s e i nd iv idua l s w h o rely on s t e r eo typ i c beliefs a b o u t r a p e w h e n a sked to 

e v a l u a t e a specific case does v ic t im p r e - r a p e behav io r c o n s t i t u t e a re levant 

piece of i n f o r m a t i o n . 

T h e s e f indings suggest a m o r e c o m p l e x i n t e rp r e t a t i on of the psycho log ica l 

p rocesses involved in the social e v a l u a t i o n of rape vic t ims a n d offenders t h a n 

has been offered in the pas t . A s t r o n g point has been m a d e by p rev ious a u t h o r s 

a b o u t t he pe rvas ive t e n d e n c y of o b s e r v e r a t t r i b u t i o n s be ing cr i t ical ly affected 

by i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the vict im (e.g. , B o r g i d a & W h i t e , 1979; F e l d m a n -

S u m m e r s & L i n d n e r , 1976; S m i t h , K e a t i n g , Hes te r , & Mi t che l l , 1976). H o w -

ever, n o n e of these s tudies i n c o r p o r a t e d r ape myth a c c e p t a n c e as an a t t i -

t u d i n a l v a r i a b l e , the reby failing to a d d r e s s the crucial q u e s t i o n of the 

p s y c h o l o g i c a l func t ions tha t tha t type of i n f o r m a t i o n a b o u t the vict im may or 

m a y no t se rve for the observer . 

M o r e o v e r , t he fa i lure of the p resen t s tud ies to find ev idence for gende r 

di f ferences in b o t h r ape m y t h a c c e p t a n c e and r e spons ib i l i t y a t t r i b u t i o n s 

s p e a k s aga ins t a s imp le c o r r e s p o n d e n c e be tween gende r a n d restr ic t ive vs. 

s y m p a t h e t i c j u d g m e n t s of r ape v ic t ims . It is not ma le a t t i t udes but s t e r eo typ ic 

r ape m y t h s held ac ross the genders tha t have to be c h a n g e d in the social 

p e r c e p t i o n of v ic t ims of rape . 
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