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Abstract 

 Participants (N=496) reviewed an ambiguous rape scenario involving a ‘perpetrator’, 

in a high/low authority position, and a ‘victim’, who had/had not consumed alcohol. They 

indicated whether they viewed what happened as rape, and rated the perceived responsibility 

of the individuals involved. They also completed Conservatism and Rape Myth Acceptance 

scales. Most believed the scenario to constitute rape. Perpetrator responsibility ratings were 

highest in the high-authority condition, and victims were assigned greater responsibility when 

they had consumed alcohol. Those who scored higher on the Conservatism/RMA scale 

attributed less responsibility to the perpetrator and more responsibility to the victim across all 

conditions. 

Keywords: rape myths, conservatism, gender roles, alcohol consumption, ambiguous rape 

scenarios 
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Background 

Rape is a highly prevalent, gendered crime which has long-lasting repercussions for 

victims’ physical and mental health and long-term wellbeing (Hine & Murphy, 2019). 

Gendered crime affects women disproportionately through higher rates of repeated 

victimization of sexual violence, where rape is used as a tool to subjugate women (Papp & 

Erchull, 2016; Walby & Towers, 2017; Walters & Tumath, 2014).  In such instances, the 

victim may have lost their sense of personal autonomy and self-worth as a result of the abuse 

suffered (Alhabib et al., 2010). The subjugation of women, however, can be implicit and 

subtle, where women often take on lower-status roles in line with expected gender norms of 

being nurturing or caring, whereas men often dominate higher-status roles (Taschler & West, 

2017). Sexism is ingrained within Western culture, and uses racism, homophobia, ageism, 

and classism to reinforce gender norms where the expectation is for women to modify their 

behavior to reduce their risk of rape and sexual assault (Stoll et al., 2017; Suarez & Gadalla, 

2010; Vonderhaar & Carmody, 2014).  

Despite the high prevalence of rape, society has reinforced barriers that prevent 

victims from seeking therapeutic and legal support, and which have led to low conviction 

rates (Klement et al., 2019). Rape myths are widely believed but inaccurate schemas that 

blame the victim through exonerating the perpetrator and minimizing the impact of rape by 

rationalizing sexual aggression (Edwards et al., 2011). Individuals demonstrating high levels 

of Rape Myth Acceptance (RMA) are likely to assign more responsibility to the victim and 

less to the perpetrator, with previous research having found that participants judge 

perpetrators who are culturally similar to themselves as less guilty and less deserving of 

punishment while simultaneously demonstrating higher levels of victim blaming (Bongiorno 

et al., 2016; Hayes et al., 2013). Stereotypes reinforced through RMA also impact how jurors 

perceive the victim and perpetrator within the context of criminal trials, which could 
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influence the legal processing of rape cases and help contribute to low conviction rates 

(Sommer et al., 2015). 

Previous research has found that men, older adults, and those who hold conservative 

political beliefs and traditional gender roles or who express high levels of aggression are 

more likely to subscribe to rape myths (Barnett & Hillz, 2018; Grubb & Turner, 2012; Suarez 

& Gadalla, 2010). The endorsement of traditional gender roles and sexist attitudes within 

society reinforces RMA, as victims who do not fit gender norms are more likely to be blamed 

or assigned higher levels of responsibility (Chapleau et al., 2008; Davies et al., 2012). 

Previous research has not considered how conservatism interacts with RMA and sexism in 

regard to attributing responsibility to perpetrators and victims. Political ideologies reflect a 

long-term and rationalized collection of beliefs and values that are stable across a lifespan 

(Chen & Urminsky, 2019).  

The Moral Foundation Theory (MFT) suggests that political values are rationalized 

and justified through binding foundations (“loyalty/betrayal”, “authority/subversion”, and 

“sanctity/degradation”) and individualizing foundations (“care/harm” and 

“fairness/cheating”) (Clifford et al., 2015). Conservatives endorse all five foundations but 

place greater emphasis on the binding foundations, as they have a stronger preference for 

familiar, stable, and predictable behaviors with a strong emotional sensitivity to threats to 

social order (Barnett & Hillz, 2018; Reynolds et al., 2020).  Conservatives also tend to have a 

pessimistic view of human nature, with behaviors or values that conflict with the perceived 

needs of society seen as immoral, and society seen as needing the constraints of authority, 

institutions, and traditions to limit the liberties of individuals who threaten the social order 

(Graham et al., 2011; Rempala et al., 2016). Thus, individuals who ascribe to stereotypical 

beliefs about social hierarchy, particularly values believed by conservatives, would be more 
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likely to condone the existing social structures and traditional gender roles that underpin 

RMA (Barnett & Hillz, 2018). The endorsement of traditional gender roles and sexist 

attitudes within society reinforces RMA, as victims who do not fit gender norms are more 

likely to be blamed or assigned higher levels of responsibility (Chapleau et al., 2008; Davies, 

Gilston, & Rogers, 2012). 

 Previous research suggests that endorsement of traditional gender roles, where men 

are dominant and women are passive, may result in moral judgements based on the belief that 

it is wrong to challenge established social hierarchies and to be sexually promiscuous (Milesi 

et al., 2019). Where occurrences counter the “norm”, many individuals may have difficulty in 

identifying and labelling a rape as the common script is of a “stranger attack” on a woman 

alone at night (Deming et al., 2013). Rape myths reinforce a script of what “normal” rape is, 

where a perpetrator is unable to control his behavior, so a woman must remain safe, or is 

responsible for her own victimization; if - for example - she had consumed alcohol (Hayes et 

al., 2016). While there is a wealth of literature showing the impacts of rape myths on jury-

decision making, previous research has tended to use scenarios that depict clear scenarios of 

non-consensual sexual acts and/or have not measured the perceived contributory 

responsibility of the perpetrator and victim (Dinos et al., 2015).  

Misperceptions of sexual intentions are important, as men who assume that a woman 

is sexually interested in them or who infer greater sexual interest from the woman may feel 

justified in pushing for unwanted sexual activity (Wegner et al., 2015). Sexual double 

standards are evidenced in previous research which suggests that individual judgements of 

victims and perpetrators are impacted by alcohol consumption (Hockett et al., 2016). 

Previous research suggests that victims who have consumed alcohol are blamed more than 

sober victims, whereas the more alcohol the perpetrator has consumed, the less blame they 

are likely to be attributed (Gravelin et al., 2019). Alcohol consumption means that the female 
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victim is often judged as more responsible and the male perpetrator’s behavior as more 

appropriate; indeed, even when a jury was exposed to thoughts or images of alcohol, they 

ascribed more responsibility to the victim who had consumed alcohol (Monk & Jones, 2014). 

Offences in which alcohol has been consumed may be interpreted as being the victim’s fault, 

as they partook in risky-behavior and deviated from gender norms (Romero-Sánchez et al., 

2018). It should also be noted that previous research has tended to focus on student 

populations, who may have different alcohol consumption behaviors, lower levels of RMA 

and greater awareness of sexual violence which means that findings cannot necessarily be 

generalized to the broader population (Barn & Powers, 2018; Hayes et al., 2016; Larsen et al., 

2016). Thus, further research is needed to understand the complex interplay between alcohol 

consumption and RMA.  

The Present Study 

Previous research has found a correlation between levels of RMA and conservative 

political ideology; however, scenarios employed in such paradigms are based on clear non-

consensual acts where perpetrators are strangers or the victim had consumed alcohol (Cook, 

et al., 2011). Further, there is limited research into the responsibility assigned to the 

perpetrators and victims in non-consensual acts, and whether perceived responsibility 

changes if the perpetrator or victim deviate from stereotypes or expectations.  

The present study investigated whether a perpetrator in a high or low authoritative 

position would be attributed higher levels of blame for a non-consensual act in comparison to 

a victim who had consumed either an alcoholic or soft drink. Age, gender, ethnicity, and 

academic attainment was also considered, to explore whether demographic factors play a role 

in RMA alongside conservatism (Reling et al., 2018). It was hypothesized that individuals 

who ascribe to conservative ideologies would be less likely to judge the scenario as rape. 
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Responsibility allocated to the low-authority perpetrator was expected to be lower and 

responsibility allocated to the victim was expected to be higher. Generally it was predicted 

that where the victim had consumed alcohol a higher level of responsibility would be 

allocated to them. Individuals who ascribed to conservative ideologies were expected to 

assign higher responsibility to the victim and lower responsibility to the perpetrator. It was 

hypothesized that older adults, males, and those with lower levels of academic attainment 

would ascribe to rape myths to a greater extent, would judge the scenario not to be a rape, and 

would attribute lower responsibility to the perpetrator and higher responsibility to the victim.  
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Method 

Design 

The study used a 2x2 between-subject design, with authority and traditional gender 

norms as manipulated variables. Participants were randomly assigned to one of four 

conditions. Each condition involved a short vignette of an ambiguous rape scenario involving 

a male (Paul) and female (Katie). The male had consumed alcohol and was in a high 

authority position (superintendent) or a low authority position (unemployed plumber). The 

female either conformed (soft drink) or deviated (alcohol) from norms which have been 

linked to ambiguous scenarios that counter stereotypical assumptions and which have been 

shown to influence judgments of the contributory responsibility of women and men. Thus, 

the conditions were high authority/normal (superintendent/soft drink), high authority/deviated 

(superintendent/alcohol), low authority/normal (unemployed plumber/soft drink) and low 

authority/deviated (unemployed plumber/alcohol).  

Participants 

The sample consisted of 496 participants, 356 of which were female, 116 male, 4 who 

self-identified as “other”, and 20 who did not disclose their gender. The average age was 

34.55 (SD= 11.76), with a range of 18 - 73. The majority of the sample described themselves 

as White British (52%), and the most common academic attainment level was level three, or 

the equivalent of education up to age 18 (29.4%) and level 6, the equivalent of a bachelor’s 

degree (29.2%).   

Participants were recruited via opportunity and snowballing sampling, including 

through social media (e.g. Facebook, Reddit), and via Birmingham City University's 

Research Participation Scheme (RPS). This was a deliberate strategy employed to ensure a 

broad and diverse sample, as studies focusing on specific populations - such as students – 
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have generated inconclusive findings regarding factors impacting on levels of RMA 

(Edwards et al., 2011). 

Materials 

 The questionnaire used in the present study was comprised of two parts. In part one, 

participants read a vignette and answered questions regarding the scenario presented. In part 

two, participants completed a 20-item questionnaire measuring levels of RMA and 

conservatism via responses indicating level of agreement with a number of generalized 

statements.  

The vignette depicted Paul, who was consuming alcohol in a pub setting, buying an 

acquaintance, Katie, a drink. Katie invited Paul back to her apartment, where they began 

kissing and undressing. Katie then pushed Paul away and went to get out of bed, but Paul 

continued with sexual advances by getting on top of Katie and engaging in sexual 

intercourse. After it was over, Paul got dressed and went home. A previous review of the 

literature found that the victim’s gender, sexuality, level of resistance exhibited, and the 

relationship with the perpetrator, alongside the observer’s gender, professional status, gender 

role attitude, and RMA had a significant effect on the attribution of RMA (van der Bruggen 

& Grubb, 2014). The present study depicts ambiguity by describing those involved as 

acquaintances and through Katie only using behavioral cues to show non-consent.  

Within the four scenarios, Paul was described as either a superintendent or an 

unemployed plumber to connote a difference in perceived authority (Nicol & De France, 

2016). Jobs reflect social status and perceived authority so, for individuals who adhere to 

social dominance, social status would be an important factor to maintain social hierarchy and 

may ascribe less responsibility to those they perceive to have value and authority in their role 
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(Davies & Bailey, 2018; Umphress et al., 2007). Alcohol consumption was manipulated by 

describing Katie as consuming an alcoholic or soft drink.  

Following the vignette, the participants were asked to indicate whether they judged 

the scenario as rape, and how responsible they believed both Paul and Kate to be for what 

happened in the scenario. Responsibility was measured on a seven-point semantic differential 

scale, from one (not at all responsible) to seven (completely responsible).  

Participants subsequently completed a 20-item questionnaire which adapted four 

scales to measure RMA and broad conservative political ideologies based on authority and 

traditional gender roles. The conservatism/RMA scale utilized the following items: a) four 

and 15 of part one, eight, nine, 10, and 14 of the part two measure of the Moral Foundation 

Questionnaire (MFQ) (α = .73) (Graham et al., 2011); b) three, nine, and 10 of the Social 

Dominance Orientation Seven Scale (SDO7)  (α  = .72) (Ho et al., 2015); c) five, seven, 12 

and 22 of the Right-Wing Authoritarianism Scale (RWAS) (α = .87) (Altemeyer, 1998; Riley 

& Yamawaki, 2018); and d) one, six, seven, 10, 18, 26, 27, the Acceptance of Modern Myths 

and Sexual Aggressions Scale (AMMSA) (α = .76) (Gerger et al., 2007). The 

conservatism/RMA scale, made up of the four sub-scales, had good internal consistency (α = 

0.88), with a higher score indicating a higher adherence to RMA and conservative beliefs. 

The scale was adapted to reduce participant burden of completing all four scales, as the 

adapted scale had good internal consistence while utilizing items that focused specifically on 

RMA and alcohol consumption, the role played by women and men in society, and traditional 

and conservative values (Eisele et al., 2022) (Table 1). 
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Procedure 

Ethical approval was obtained from the Birmingham City University BLSS Faculty 

Research Ethics Committee and adhered to the British Psychological Society’s ethical 

guidelines.  

The study was conducted online, using a questionnaire hosted on Qualtrics. 

Participants were invited to take part via an online link, which led them to a randomly 

assigned condition. The participant was asked to read a participant information sheet and 

complete a consent form. The participant then read the vignette, answered the questions 

regarding the scenario, and then completed the second part of the questionnaire comprising 

the measures of RMA and conservatism. Participant demographic information was also 

collected. Upon completion, participants were completely debriefed.  
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Results 

 A chi-square test of independence found no significant difference between the 

conditions in terms of whether the scenario was judged as rape, χ(3) = 5.93, p = .115. Across 

the four conditions, the majority of the sample (86.5%) judged the scenario to be rape. Table 

2 shows the proportional breakdowns of “rape” and “not rape” for each of the conditions. 

There were no significant differences between the conditions in terms of judgements 

of the responsibility of Paul, χ(15) = 11.0, p = .753. Across all conditions 61.1% of the 

sample said that he was “completely responsible”, 21.6% said he was “mostly responsible”, 

11.1% said “somewhat responsible”, 4.6% “neither agreed nor disagreed”, 0.6% said he was 

“somewhat not responsible”, and 1.0% said Paul was “not at all responsible”. Proportional 

breakdowns for each of the conditions are presented in Table 3. 

There were also no significant differences between the conditions in terms of 

judgements of the responsibility of Katie, χ(28) = 27.6, p = .069. Across all conditions 40.1% 

said that she was “not at all responsible”, 15.7% as “mostly not responsible”, 11.3% as 

“somewhat not responsible”, 13.7% as “neither agree or disagree”, 10.1% as “somewhat 

responsible”, 3.4% as “mostly responsible”, and 5.6% as “completely responsible”. 

Proportional breakdowns for each of the conditions are presented in Table 4. 

 A Pearson Chi-square test found that there was a significant relationship between 

RMA and judgement of the scenario the scenario as being rape, χ2(39) = 99.86, p < .001, in 

that the higher the RMA score was the less likely the scenario was to be judged to be rape. 

There was also a significant relationship between RMA and the level of responsibility 

ascribed to Paul, χ2(195) = 465.36, p < .001; the higher the RMA score, the less 

responsibility was assigned to Paul. Finally, there was a significant relationship between 
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RMA and the level responsibility attributed to Katie, χ2(234) = 329.51, p < .001; the higher 

the RMA score, the greater the degree of responsibility assigned to Katie. 

The RMA/Conservative scale scores were classified using seven categories to reflect 

the range of political attitudes from low as 0-20 classed as “far left/Low RMA”, 21-40 as 

“Left/low RMA”, 41-60 as “center left/low RMA”, medium as 61-80 as “center/average 

RMA”, 81-100 as “center-right/high RMA”, and high as 101-120 as far right/high RMA, and 

121-140 as “far right/high RMA”. Across the four conditions, the mean score of conservatism 

was 59.27 (SD = 2.26). A Pearson Chi-square test found that there was a significant 

relationship between conservatism and likelihood of the scenario being judged to be rape, 

χ2(59) = 100.85, p < .001, in that the higher the level of conservatism the less likely the 

scenario was to be viewed to be rape. There was a significant relationship between the 

RMA/conservatism score and the level of responsibility attributed to Paul, χ2(295) = 483, p < 

.001; the higher the RMA/conservatism score, the less responsible Paul was judged to be. 

There was also a significant relationship between RMA/conservatism score and the level of 

responsibility attributed to Katie, χ2(354), = 459.05, p < .001; the higher the score on the 

RMA/conservatism scale, the higher the level of responsibility assigned to Katie.  

 A logistic regression was performed to assess the impact of RMA and conservatism 

on the likelihood that the scenario was judged to be rape. The full model containing all 

predictors was statistically significant, χ2(97, N = 496) = 169.84, p < .001, indicating that the 

model was able to distinguish between participants who judged and did not judge the scenario 

as rape. The model as a whole explained between 29% (Cox and Snell R squared) and 53% 

(Nagelkerke R squared) of the variance in the judgements, and correctly classified 90% of 

cases. However, neither of the IVs made a significant contribution in their own right, which 

indicates a complex interplay between RMA and conservatism. 
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 A multiple regression was performed to investigate the judgement of Paul’s 

responsibility with RMA, conservatism, age, gender, ethnicity, and academic attainment. 

Preliminary analyses were conducted to ensure no violation of the assumptions of normality, 

linearity, and homoscedasticity. Since a no priori hypotheses had been made to determine the 

order of entry of predictor variables, a direct method was used for the analysis. The six 

independent variables explained 8.7% of variance responsibility attributed to Paul (F(6, 468) 

= 7.43, p = .001). In the final model, only RMA score were statistically significant (β = -.29, 

p < .001); see Table 5.  

A multiple regression was performed to investigate the judgement of Katie’s 

responsibility with RMA, conservatism, age, gender, ethnicity, and academic attainment. 

Preliminary analyses were conducted to ensure no violation of the assumptions of normality, 

linearity, and homoscedasticity. Since a no priori hypotheses had been made to determine the 

order of entry of predictor variables, a direct method was used for the multiple linear 

regression analysis. The six independent variables explained 19% of variance in 

responsibility attributed to Katie (F(6,468) = 18.79, p < .001). In the final model, only two 

predictor variables were statically significant, with RMA recording a higher Beta value (β = 

.32, p < .001) than age (β = .14, p < .002); see Table 6. 
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Discussion 

The current study examined responsibility attributed to the perpetrator and victim in 

an ambiguous rape scenario, and whether judgments were impacted by RMA, conservatism, 

or demographics. Whilst the majority of participants viewed the scenario as constituting rape, 

the low authority/deviated condition was the least likely to be viewed as rape. Paul was 

generally allocated a high level of responsibility across the four conditions, and Katie was 

generally allocated a low level of responsibility. In conditions where Paul was a 

superintendent (high authority), he was ascribed more blame than in conditions where he was 

an unemployed plumber (low authority). Paul’s responsibility was judged to be lower in 

conditions where Katie had consumed alcohol as opposed to a soft drink. Katie was ascribed 

the highest responsibility in the low authority/deviated condition, where alcohol was 

consumed, implicating the complex relationship between the perceptions of perpetrator 

authority and victim alcohol consumption. There was a weak association between 

RMA/conservatism and perceived responsibility of Paul, and there was a weak association 

with RMA/conservatism and age and the perceived responsibility of Katie.  The results 

suggest that while participants were able to delineate non-consensual behavior, individual 

attitudes towards the perpetrator and victim may impact how the scenario may be viewed in 

court.  

 That the scenario was judged to be a rape in all four conditions suggests that people 

understand non-behavioral cues that convey consent. Within the UK, consent is included as a 

violation of personal autonomy in law; however, within court processes, rape myths still 

reinforce the narrative of force and resistance, with barristers often focusing on how the 

victim had withdrawn consent rather than how perpetrators gained enthusiastic consent 

(Dowds, 2019). In conditions where Katie had consumed alcohol the likelihood of the 

scenario being judged as rape was lower than when Katie had consumed a soft drink. The 
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prosecution of rape requires the jury to determine whether the perpetrator believed that the 

victim had consented to sexual intercourse, with the implication that victims are responsible 

for their own victimization through the consumption of alcohol (Gray, 2014). Victim-blaming 

may be attributed to participants’ holding conservative views, as those who scored highly on 

the RMA/conservatism scale were less likely to judge the scenario to be rape. Stereotypes 

reinforced through RMA may impact how jurors perceive the victim and perpetrator within 

the context of criminal trials, which could impact upon the legal processing of rape cases and 

contribute to low conviction rates for sexual offences.  

Paul was assigned high levels of responsibility across the four conditions, with the 

highest scores observed for the high authority/normal condition and the lowest for the low 

authority/deviated condition. In both conditions where Paul was a superintendent, participants 

may have assumed that the police would have more knowledge of the law and rape so should 

be in a higher moral position and, in such instances, judged him to be more responsible than 

in the conditions where Paul was unemployed (Kugler et al., 2014). A superintendent has 

higher legal responsibility within society, but it is not clear if this would be the same for 

individuals with different types of authority such as economic or intellectual authority. 

Across the four conditions, individuals who scored higher on the RMA/conservatism 

scale attributed less responsibility to Paul. Individuals who scored higher on the 

RMA/conservatism scale were less likely to judge the scenario as rape and to attribute less 

responsibility to Paul. This implies that – with regard to jury decision making, where the 

decision has real-life consequences - jurors may interpret information differently based on 

RMA and political beliefs, with individuals who ascribe to rape myths and hold conservative 

beliefs perhaps being less likely to return guilty verdicts. However, further research is needed 

to ascertain how and in what ways RMA and conservatism interact, as the scale employed 
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here did not separate the two, and so the judgements made cannot be correlated with factors 

such as sexism.  

The vignettes suggested that Paul had consumed alcohol, however it was unclear if 

this had had an impact on participant’s decisions. Whilst perpetrator motives differ, previous 

research suggests that perpetrators process ambiguous and non-consensual cues in a way that 

confirm their beliefs in the woman’s sexual interest. Alcohol impacts the processing of 

consensual and non-consensual cues, resulting in perpetrators feeling justified to use force if 

they believe the woman was sexually interested (Abbey, 2011). Further research should seek 

to ascertain whether judgement of a perpetrator is impacted by their consumption of alcohol 

in high or low authority conditions. 

Katie was ascribed higher levels of responsibility where participants scored higher on 

the RMA and conservatism scale, which supports the hypothesis that RMA impacts 

individual judgements of responsibility. Both RMA and age were significant predictors of the 

level of responsibility assigned, which supports the proposition that RMA places the 

emphasis on victims to engage in behaviors to avoid victimization rather than on perpetrators 

to not commit crimes, in line with traditional gender roles and sexism linked to RMA (Grubb 

& Turner, 2012). Katie may have been judged as more responsible because rape myths 

support the notion that women who partake in risky behaviors, such as consuming alcohol, 

are responsible for their victimization (Carlson & Duckworth, 2016). Rape myths reinforce 

the notion that a “real” rape would involve force and injury, and cases that counter the 

stereotype are less likely to be believed.  

Previous research has focused on the impact of right-wing beliefs on RMA as, 

generally, right-wing individuals show a greater endorsement of gender roles and RMA. The 

present sample consisted of mostly white, Eurocentric, educated women, who may share 
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similar beliefs about rape, consent, RMA, and the attribution of responsibility of perpetrators 

and victims due to the similarity between ethnicity, culture, religion, social economic status, 

gender, and educational levels (Barn & Powers, 2018). In ambiguous scenarios, however, 

there may be a more complicated relationship as more factors may impact judgments. In the 

present study, Katie and Paul were acquaintances, which may have had an impact on 

perceived responsibility compared to in a scenario in which they were strangers. Whilst Katie 

was generally judged not to be responsible for what happened, participants provided a wider 

range of judgements than they did for Paul, demonstrating a complex interplay between 

alcohol consumption and victim blaming.  

Research has focused on miscommunication in consent, as the definition of consent 

requires verbal and non-verbal ongoing and voluntary agreement to sexual acts (Conaghan & 

Russell, 2014). The focus on consent ignores the reinforcement of traditional gender norms 

that set up a sexual double-standard, whereby women are expected to place their male 

partner’s needs ahead of their own, with coercive tactics being employed to ensure that 

women consent to sex to avoid upsetting or disappointing their partner (Jozkowski et al., 

2017). The implication of the study suggest that RMA and conservatism play a complex role 

in the judgement of rape scenarios and the responsibility of perpetrators and conservatives, 

with RMA being a predictor of the responsibility of the perpetrator and victim, and age being 

a predictor of the judgement of the responsibility of the victim.  

Limitations and Future Research 

A limitation of the study are the low variances of the models, with the six independent 

variables explaining 8.7% of the variance which may be due to the gender and ethnicity of 

the participants. There was a larger number of females (n = 356) compared to males (n = 

116), and those who self-identified as other (n = 4), which suggests that the findings cannot 
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be generalized to a jury which is likely to have a more reflective sample of the population. 

Further, 29.2% of the participants had achieved an undergraduate qualification, which 

suggests lower RMA and conservatism levels; and 52% of respondents described as White 

British, where previous research found similarity to cultures may be linked to lower 

responsibility attributed.  Future research may benefit from participants from more diverse 

backgrounds, including those of more varied socioeconomic status and with differing levels 

of education, and to include scales that separate conservatism and RMA. In addition, further 

research should seek to employ more representative samples from populations that may have 

different norms or cultural expectations, in order to understand how prejudices interact to 

increase RMA.  

Previous research has focused on heterosexual relationships, with the present study 

focusing on responsibility between a heterosexual man and woman. It has been found that 

individuals who are gay, lesbian, or bisexual are less likely to exhibit RMA compared to 

heterosexual people, but also that lesbian women exhibit elevated levels of RMA, which has 

been attributed to lesbian women’s biases and animosity around women who have 

heterosexual relationships, where animosity led to victim blaming as a result of rape 

education focusing on heterosexual relationships and not lesbian relationships (Worthen, 

2021). Participants in the present study were mostly White, western-educated women, which 

may not represent how racism, homophobia, or transphobia impact RMA beliefs or attitudes 

towards responsibility of perpetrators and victims. 

The present study was conducted wholly online and completed by participants on 

their own, whereas during jury deliberations multiple people will discuss the evidence.  

Previous research suggests that rape myths around victims’ behaviors are commonly 

expressed during jury deliberations, with education around RMA being beneficial during 

mock jury trials (Leverick, 2020). In the future, it would be beneficial for research to employ 
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a mock trial paradigm with jury deliberation, in order to consider how social influence 

moderates the relationships between RMA, conservatism and blame attribution identified 

here. Studies might also include education around rape myths relevant to the scenario as a 

condition, before asking participants to make judgments as to the level of responsibility of 

those involved. With a clearer understanding of how RMA and political ideologies impact 

juror decision making it would be possible to put theory into practice and ensure that 

interventions are able to effectively minimise the impacts of RMA on judgements of 

perpetrator and victim responsibility.  

Conclusion 

Rape is a universal method used to subjugate women and maintain patriarchy. 

Previous research had used non-contestable scenarios of rape that do not reflect common 

scenarios where there is no apparent force or injury. Those who ascribe to high levels of 

conservatism often endorse gender roles and sexism that play a role in RMA and are less 

likely to judge scenario as rape in court. However, there is limited research into the perceived 

responsibility of perpetrators and victims, and how this impacts jury decision making. In the 

present study, while participants had generally agreed that a non-consensual scenario was 

rape, levels of responsibility assigned to the perpetrator and victim in ambiguous rape 

scenarios were significantly impacted by alcohol consumption, perceived authority, and 

subscription to rape myths.  

 

 

 

 



PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

21 

 

References 

Abbey, A. (2011). Alcohol's role in sexual violence perpetration: theoretical explanations, 

 existing evidence, and future directions. Drug and Alcohol Review, 30(5), 481-489. 

 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-3362.2011.00296.x 

Alhabib, S., Nur, U., & Jone, R. (2010). Domestic violence against women: systematic 

 review of prevalence studies. Journal of Family Violence, 25(4), 369-382. 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-009-9298-4  

Altemeyer, B. (1998). The other ‘authoritarian personality’. Advances in Experimental 

 Social  Psychology, 30(1), 47-92. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60382-2 

Barn, R., & Powers, R.A. (2018) Rape myth acceptance in contemporary times: a 

 comparative study of university students in India and the United Kingdom. Journal of 

 Interpersonal Violence, 36(7-8), 3514-3536. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518775750  

Barnett, M.D., & Hillz, E.N. (2018). The psychology of the politics of rape: political 

 ideology, moral foundations, and attitudes toward rape. Violence Against Women, 

 24(5), 545-564. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217708887  

Bongiorno, R., McKimmie, B.M., & Masser, B.M. (2016). The selective use of rape-victim 

 stereotypes to protect culturally similar perpetrators. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 

 40(3), 398–413. https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684316631932  

Carlson, G.C., & Duckworth, M.P. (2016). Sexual victimization and benefit expectations of 

 risky behavior among female college students. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 

 34(8), 1543-1562. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516651626  

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-3362.2011.00296.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-009-9298-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60382-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518775750
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217708887
https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684316631932
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516651626


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

22 

 

Chapleau, K.M., Oswald, D.L., & Russel, B.L. (2008). Male rape myths: the role of gender, 

 violence, and sexism. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 23(5), 600-615. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260507313529  

Chen, S. Y., & Urminsky, O. (2019). The role of causal beliefs in political identity and 

voting. Cognition, 188(1), 27–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2019.01.003 

Clifford, S., Iyengar, V., Cabeza, R., Sinnott-Armstrong, W. (2015). Moral foundations 

vignettes: a standardized stimulus database of scenarios based on moral foundations 

theory. Behavior Research Methods, 47(4), 1178-1198. 

https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-014-0551-2  

Cook, S. L., Gidycz, C. A., Koss, M. P., & Murphy, M. (2011). Emerging issues in the 

measurement of rape victimization. Violence Against Women, 17(2), 201–218. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210397741  

Conaghan, J., & Russel, Y. (2014). Rape myths, law, and feminist research: ‘myths about 

myths’? Feminist Legal Studies, 22(1), 25-48. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-014-

9259-z  

Davies, C., & Bailey, D. (2018). Police leadership: the challenges for developing 

contemporary practice. International Journal of Emergency Services, 7(1), 13-23. 

https://doi.org/10.1108/IJES-04-2017-0022  

Davies, M., Gilston, J., & Rogers, P. (2012). Examining the relationship between male rape 

myth acceptance, female rape myth acceptance, victim blame, homophobia, gender 

roles, and ambivalent sexism. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 27(14), 2807-2823. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512438281  

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260507313529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2019.01.003
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-014-0551-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210397741
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-014-9259-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-014-9259-z
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJES-04-2017-0022
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512438281


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

23 

 

Deming, M.E., Covan, E.K., Swan, S.C., & Billings, D.L. (2013). Exploring rape myths, 

gendered norms, group processing, and the social context of rape among college 

women: a qualitative analysis. Violence Against Women, 19(4), 465-485. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213487044 

Dinos, S., Burrowes, N., Hammond, K., & Cunliffe, C. (2015). A systematic review of juries' 

 assessment of rape victims: do rape myths impact on juror decision-making? 

 International Journal of Law, Crime, and Justice, 34(1), 36-49. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlcj.2014.07.001  

Dowds, E. (2019). Towards a contextual definition of rape: consent, coercion, and 

 constructive force. The Modern Law Review, 83(1), 35-63. 

 https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12461  

Edwards, K.M., Turchik, J.A., Dardis, C.M., Reynolds, N., & Gidyes, C.A. (2011). Rape 

 myths: history, individual and institutional-level presence, and implications for 

 change. Sex Roles, 65(11), 761-773. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-9943-2 

Eisele, G., Vachon, H., Lafit, G., Kuppens, P., Houben, M., Myin-Germeys, I., & 

 Viechtbauer, W. (2022). The effects of sampling frequency and questionnaire length 

 on perceived burden, compliance, and careless responding in experience sampling 

 data in a student population. Assessment, 29(2), 136-151. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191120957102  

Gerger, H., Kley, H., Bohner, G., Siebler, F. (2007). The acceptance of modern myths about 

 sexual aggression scale: development and validation in German and English. 

 Aggressive Behavior, 33(1), 422-440. https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.20195  

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213487044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijlcj.2014.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12461
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-9943-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191120957102
https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.20195


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

24 

 

Gravelin, C.R., Biernat, M., & Bucher, C.E. (2019). Blaming the victim of acquaintance 

 rape: individual, situational, and sociocultural factors. Frontiers in Psychology, 

 9(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02422 

Graham, J., Nosek, B. A., Haidt, J., Iyer, R., Koleva, S., & Ditto, P. H. (2011). Mapping the 

 moral domain. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 101(2), 366–385. 

 https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021847 

Gray, J.M. (2014). What constitutes a ‘reasonable belief’ in consent to sex? A thematic 

 analysis. Journal of Sexual Aggression, 21(3), 337-353. 

 https://doi.org/10.1080/13552600.2014.900122 

Grubb, A., & Turner, E. (2012). Attribution of blame in rape cases: a review of the impact of 

 rape myth acceptance, gender role conformity and substance use on victim blaming. 

 Aggression and Violent Behavior, 17(5), 443-452. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.06.002 

Hayes, R.M., Abbott, R.L., & Cook, S. (2016). It’s her fault: student acceptance of rape 

myths  on two college campuses. Violence Against Women, 22(13), 1540-1555. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216630147  

Hayes, R.M., Lorenz, K., & Bell, K.A. (2013). Victim blaming others: rape myth acceptance 

 and the just world belief. Feminist Criminology, 8(3), 202-220. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085113484788  

Hillz, P.J., Seib, E., Pleva, M., Smythe, J., Gosling, M., & Cole, T. (2020). Consent, 

 wantedness, and pleasure: three dimensions affecting the perceived stress of and 

 judgements of rape in sexual encounters. Journal of Experimental Psychology: 

 Applied, 26(1), 171-197. https://doi.org/10.1037/xap0000221  

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02422
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021847
https://doi.org/10.1080/13552600.2014.900122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216630147
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085113484788
https://doi.org/10.1037/xap0000221


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

25 

 

Hine, B., & Murphy, A. (2019). The influence of ‘high’ vs. ‘low’ rape myth acceptance on 

 police officers' judgements of victim and perpetrator responsibility, and rape 

 authenticity. Journal of Criminal Justice, 60(1), 100-107. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2018.08.001  

Ho, A.K., Sidanius, J., Kteily, N., Sheehy-Skeffington, J., Pratto, F., Henkel, K.E., Foels, R., 

 & Stewart, A.L. (2015). The nature of social dominance orientation: theorizing and 

 measuring preferences for intergroup inequality using the new SDO7 scale. Journal 

 of Personality and Social Psychology, 109(6), 1003-1028. 

 https://doi.org/10.1037/pspi0000033  

Hockett, J.M., Smith, S.J., Klausing, C.D., & Saucier, D.A. (2016). Rape myth consistency 

 and gender differences in perceiving rape victims: a meta-analysis. Violence Against 

 Women, 22(2), 139-167. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801215607359  

Jozkowski, K. N., Marcantonio, T. L., & Hunt, M. E. (2017). College students' sexual 

 consent communication and perceptions of sexual double standards: a qualitative 

 investigation: sexual consent and sexual double standards. Perspectives on Sexual 

 and Reproductive Health, 49(4), 237-244. https://doi.org/10.1363/psrh.12041 

Klement, K.R., Sagarin, B.J., & Skowronski, J.J. (2019). Accusers lie and other myths: 

 rape myth acceptance predicts judgments made about accusers and accused 

 perpetrators in a rape case. Sex Roles, 81(1-2), 16-33. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-

 018-0950-4   

Kugler, M., Jost, J. T., & Noorbaloochi, S. (2014). Another look at moral foundations theory: 

 Do authoritarianism and social dominance orientation explain liberal-conservative 

 differences in “moral” intuitions? Social Justice Research, 27(4), 413–431. 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-014-0223-5  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2018.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspi0000033
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801215607359
https://doi.org/10.1363/psrh.12041
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-%09018-0950-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-%09018-0950-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-014-0223-5


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

26 

 

Larsen, E.L., Smorawski, G.A., Kragbak, K.L., & Stock, C. (2016). Students’ drinking 

 behavior and perceptions towards introducing alcohol policies on university campus 

 in Denmark: a focus group study. Substance Abuse Treatment, Prevention, and 

 Policy, 11(1), 17-28. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13011-016-0060-7  

Leverick, F. (2020). What do we know about rape myths and juror decision making? The 

 International Journal of Evidence and Proof, 24(3), 255-279. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/1365712720923157  

Milesi, P., Süssenbach, P., Bohner, G., & Megías, J.L. (2019). The interplay of modern myths 

 about sexual aggression and moral foundations in the blaming of rape victims. 

 European Journal of Social Psychology, 50(1), 111-123. 

 https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2622  

Monk, L., & Jones, A. (2014). Alcohol consumption as a risk factor for sexual assault: a 

 retrospective analysis. Journal of Forensic and Legal Medicine, 23(1), 55-61. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jflm.2014.01.015  

Nicol, A.A.M., & De France, K. (2016). The Big Five's relation with the facets of right-wing 

 authoritarianism and social dominance orientation. Personality and Individual 

 Differences, 98, 320-323. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.04.062  

Papp, L.J., & Erchull, M.J. (2016). Objectification and system justification impact rape 

 avoidance behaviors. Sex Roles, 76(1-2), 110-120. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-

 016-0660-8  

Reling, T. T., Barton, M. S., Becker, S., & Valasik, M. A. (2018). Rape myths and hookup 

 culture: an exploratory study of U.S. college students' perceptions. Sex Roles: A 

 Journal of Research, 78(7-8), 501–514. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-017-0813-4 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13011-016-0060-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/1365712720923157
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2622
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jflm.2014.01.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.04.062
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-%09016-0660-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-%09016-0660-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-017-0813-4


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

27 

 

Rempala, D. M., Okdie, B. M., & Garvey, K. J. (2016). Articulating ideology: How liberals 

 and conservatives justify political affiliations using morality-based explanations. 

 Motivation and Emotion, 40(5), 703–719. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-016-9563-9 

Reynolds, C.J., Makhanova, A., Ng, B.K.L., & Conway, P. (2020). Bound together for God 

 and country: the binding moral foundations link unreflectiveness with religiosity and 

 political conservatism. Personality and Individual Differences, 155(1), 1-15. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109632  

Riley, C.E., & Yamawaki, N. (2018). Who is helpful? Examining the relationship between 

 ambivalent sexism, right-wing authoritarianism, and intentions to help domestic 

 violence victims. SAGE Open, 8(2), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244018781899 

Romero-Sánchez, M., Krahé, B., Moya, M., & Megías, J. L. (2018). Alcohol-related victim 

 behavior and rape myth acceptance as predictors of victim blame in sexual assault 

 cases. Violence Against Women, 24(9), 1052–1069. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217727372  

Stoll, L.C., Lilley, T.G., & Pinter, K. (2017). Gender-blind sexism and rape myth acceptance. 

 Violence Against Women, 23(1), 28-45. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216636239 

Sommer, S., Reynolds, J.J., & Kehn, A. (2015). Mock juror perceptions of rape victims: 

 impact of case characteristics and individual differences. Journal of Interpersonal 

 Violence, 31(17), 2847-2866. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515581907 

Suarez, E., & Gadalla, T.M. (2010). Stop blaming the victim: a meta-analysis on rape myths. 

 Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 35(11), 2010-2035. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509354503 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11031-016-9563-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.109632
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244018781899
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801217727372
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216636239
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515581907
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509354503


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

28 

 

Taschler, M., & West, K. (2017). Contact with counter-stereotypical women predicts less 

 sexism, less rape myth acceptance, less intention to rape (in men) and less  projected 

 enjoyment of rape (in women). Sex Roles, 76(7-8), 473-484. 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0679-x  

Vonderhaar, R.L., & Carmody, D.C. (2014). There are no ‘innocent victims’: the influence of 

 just world beliefs and prior victimization on rape myth acceptance. Journal of 

 Interpersonal Violence, 20(10), 1615-1632. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514549196  

Umphress, E.E., Smith-Crowe, K., Brief, A.P., Dietz, J., & Watkins, M.B. (2007). When 

 birds of a feather flock together and when they do not: status composition, social 

 dominance orientation, and organizational attractiveness. Journal of Applied 

 Psychology, 92(2), 396-409. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.92.2.396  

Van Der Bruggen, M., & Grubb, A. (2014). A review of the literature relating to rape victim 

 blaming: an analysis of the impact of observer and victim characteristics on 

 attribution of blame in rape cases. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 19(5), 523-531. 

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2014.07.008  

Walby, S., & Towers, J. (2017). Measuring violence to end violence: mainstreaming gender. 

 Journal of Gender-Based Violence, 1(1), 11-31. 

 https://doi.org/10.1332/239868017X14913081639155  

Walters, M.A., & Tumath, J. (2014). Gender ‘hostility’, rape, and the hate crime paradigm. 

 The Modern Law Review, 77(4), 563-596. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12079 

Wegner, R., Abbey, A., Pierce, J., Pegram, S.E., & Woerner, J. (2015). Sexual assault 

 perpetrators’ justifications for their actions: relationships to rape supportive attitudes, 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0679-x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514549196
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.92.2.396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2014.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1332/239868017X14913081639155
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2230.12079


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

29 

 

 incident characteristics, and future perpetration. Violence Against Women, 21(8), 

 1018-1037. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801215589380 

Worthen, M.G.F. (2021). Rape myth acceptance among lesbian, gay, bisexual, and mostly 

 heterosexual college students. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(1-2), 232-263. 

 https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517733282 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801215589380
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517733282


PUNITIVE ATTITUDES IN AMBIGUOUS RAPE SCENARIOS                                                                                         

30 

 

Tables & Figures 

Table 1.  

Items used in conservatism/RMA scale with associated scales.  

Scale Items 

AMMSA 1.When it comes to sex, women expect men to take the lead 

2. It is a biological necessity for men to release sexual pressure from time to time 

3. After sexual assault, women nowadays receive ample support 

4. As long as they don’t go too far, suggestive remarks and allusions simply tell a 

woman that she is attractive   

5. When a single woman invites a single man to her flat she signals that she is not 

averse to having sex 

6. Many women tend to misinterpret a well-meant gesture as a "sexual assault" 

7. Alcohol is often the culprit when a man rapes a woman 

RWA 8. It is always better to trust the judgment of the proper authorities in government 

and religion than to listen to the noisy rabble-rousers in our society who are 

trying to create doubt in people’s minds   

9. The only way our country can get through the crisis ahead is to get back to our 

traditional values, put some tough leaders in power, and silence the 

troublemakers spreading bad ideas.   

10. The old -fashioned ways and the old-fashioned values still show the best way 

to live 

11. This country would work a lot better if certain groups of troublemakers 

would just accept their group’s traditional place in society 

SDO7 12. It’s probably a good thing that certain groups of people are at the top and 

other groups are at the bottom 

13. We should not push for group equality as there are more important issues for 

government to deal with 

14. The government should not try to guarantee that every group has the same 

quality of life 

MFQ Part 2 15. Justice is the most important requirement for a society   

16. Men and women each have different roles to play in society 

17. People should be loyal to their family members, even when they have done 

something wrong. 

18. It is more important to be a team player than to express oneself 

MFQ Part 1 19. It is wrong to show a lack of respect for authority   

20. People who deviate from the norm cause chaos in the world 
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Table 2. 

Number of participants that judged each condition as rape or not rape.  

Condition Scenario judged as rape Scenario judged as not rape 

High Authority/Deviated 174 (87.88%) 24 (12.12%) 

High Authority/ Normal 95 (89.62%) 11 (10.38%) 

Low Authority/Deviated 107 (80.45%) 26 (19.55%) 

Low Authority/ Normal 53 (89.83%) 6 (10.17%) 
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Table 3. 

Number of participants who attributed level of responsibility to Paul in each condition 

Attributed Responsibility HA/D HA/N LA/N LA/D 

Fully responsible 125 (63.13%) 74 (69.81%) 33 (55.93%) 71 (53.38%) 

Mostly responsible 39 (19.70%) 20 (18.87%) 14 (23.73%) 34 (25.56%) 

Somewhat responsible 22 (11.11%) 8 (7.54%) 7 (11.86%) 18 (13.53%) 

Neither agree nor disagree 9 (4.54%) 3 (2.83%) 4 (6.78%) 7 (5.26%) 

Somewhat not responsible 1 (0.51%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.69%) 1 (0.75%) 

Mostly not responsible 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Fully not responsible 2 (1.01%) 1 (0.94%) 0 (0%) 2 (1.50%) 
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Table 4. 

Number of participants who attributed level of responsibility to Katie in each condition 

Attributed Responsibility HA/D HA/N LA/N LA/D 

Fully responsible 16 (8.08%) 8 (7.55%) 1 (1.69%) 3 (2.26%) 

Mostly responsible 5 (2.53%) 3 (2.83%) 1 (1.69%) 8 (6.02%) 

Somewhat responsible 12 (6.06%) 12 (11.32%) 6 (10.17%) 20 (15.04%) 

Neither agree nor disagree 24 (12.12%) 12 (11.32%) 11 (18.64%) 21 (15.79%) 

Somewhat not responsible 30 (15.15%) 9 (8.49%) 4 (6.78%) 13 (9.77%) 

Mostly not responsible 36 (18.18%) 15 (14.15%) 11 (18.64%) 16 (12.03%) 

Fully not responsible 75 (37.88%) 47 (44.34%) 25 (42.37%) 52 (39.10%) 
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Table 5. 

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis for responsibility of Paul 

 R2  β  B  SE  CI 95%  

Model .09*     

RMA/Con 

Score 

 -.29** -.035 .007 -.289/-.226 

Age  .01*** .001 .004 -.007/.009 

Gender  .02**** .026 .078 -.128/.179 

Ethnicity  -.05***** -.019 .018 -.054/.016 

Academic 

Attainment 

 -.03****** -.013 .024 -.060/.034 

Note. Statistical significance: *p < .001; **p< .001; ***p<.827; ****p<.742; *****p<.293; 

******p<.592 
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Table 6. 

Multiple Linear Regression Analysis for attributed responsibility of Katie 

 R2  β  B  SE  CI 95%  

Model .19*     

RMA/Con 

Score 

 .01** .07 .01 .05/.09 

Age  .01*** .02 .01 .01/.04 

Gender  .13**** -.17 .13 -.43/.09 

Ethnicity  .03***** .07 .03 .01/.13 

Academic 

Attainment 

 .04****** .01 .04 -.07/.09 

Note. Statistical significance: *p < .001; **p< .001; ***p<.002; ****p<.191; *****p<.293; 

******p<.849 
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