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ABSTRACT <

: T e telatlonships between acquaintanceship,
,resistance, and perceptions_of rape were examined. In a 2 x 2 x 2
factorial design, subjects were presented with a description of a° ,
situation in which the woman was forced to engage.in sex. Four levels
of acquaintance were included. In addition, the wcman either strongly
resisted her assailant, or acquiesced to his demands. Subjects vere
asked to make judgm€nts about the man, the wcman and the rape
situation. The results revealed that subjects defined rape in teras
.of the:. level of resistance evidenced by the woman. The level of
acquaintance did not affect the subjects' definition of the eituation
as rape, although it did affect their attitudes toward prosecution of
the assailant. Pinally, men and women differ in their use of the g
. acquaintance and resistance dimensions in determining the severity of
a situation - when coercive sex has occurred. (Author)
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" HARD COPY NOT AVAIA
While rape is a topic of much discussion these days, re able

data on it is scarcen Very. few . carefully controlled studies have

' been done. Most of our information comes from police records." .
Unfortunately, ‘police files)provide a rather biased viey/éfﬂrape
aince the vast. maerity of rapes are never reported to ‘the police.
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This,il especially true when the rapist and victim are well

-

acquainted or other situations where the victim feels she may not
be believed. ) | }\
" «  Aanother approach to the study of, rape is thru attribution
-theory. People attribute characteristics to others based on’
' very little information. For example, aj individual may assume <
2 that another person belongs to a given social class and holds a,
zVariety of attitudes based simply on the clothes that nerson
ig wearing. The;sane process,occurs when a rape situation is
'described to a person; That person makes a variety of aSSumptions
about the Victim and assailant in an attempt to. understand why —
the rape occurned . By systematically varying small portions of |
the rape~description, it is. possible to explore- the way in which ¢
a dimension affects people s perceptions of rape. : ’ .
Using this technique, a number of researchers have foundgthat :
less respected women-—for exam le, a prostitute or a ‘topless
dancer--are seen as more responsible for their rape than a ma&ried

woman is.’ Por\g?ample, Krulewitz (1977) found that a victim who
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~did not resist her assailant was seen as more responsibleifor

her‘rape.' Furthermore, 'Smith;n%eatinajwﬁester, and Mitcheil

(19576) found that a w;x'nan wha) was acqua:.nted with her ;ssailant
. wag seen as less responsible for her rape than a woman who had

never met. her assailant. On the other hanqg, Calhoun, Selby and

(-

- Warring (1976) found no significant effect for acquaintance\
Both of these studies used . a very low level of aeQuaintance--i"

one case the actors had met four times; in: the otherlthey had been‘

~

in the same class. ‘ ' o C
The present~study attempted te clarify the relationships
. ~ between acquaintanceshlp, resistance, and perceptions of rape by
o expanding the range - of acqualntance cosxderably. In the study,
subjects were presented with a description of a sitnation in
which the woman was forced to engage in' sex. Four levels of
acqnaintance were\;ncluded.. At the lowest level of acquaintance,
the victim ahd assailant had never met./ Other levels of'acqnaintanee
were: they had met a few tlmes, had dated a few times, or he was‘>/<9
; ;L‘ her steady boyfriend. 1In addltlon,'the woman either strongly .
'sﬁ reslsteé her assav;ant, or "did what he told her-to." 1In elther
case, he used force--thus meetlng the legal deflnltion gf rape in ,///

~¥

Ohio wher®e the study tSFk pla‘ez/iThus the study was a 2x4x2

' *(sex of subject x aéquaintanee of actors x victim reeistance)l
fagtbrial deeign. The subjects, 240 introductory'psychology
students, were asked to make a variety'pf 5udgnénts about the man,
'the Qoman and the rape situation in a f4-item questionnaire. '

Their res%onses were factor analyzed to form scale scores. These

scores are more reliable than/responses-on.single items. Then,
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_f' dh analysis of variance of the factor scores was performed.
. . We found. that res:stance ‘was. a ‘significant - factor~494101» ‘

~

in attributing ‘resporisibility tq the victim. The victin vas seen

" as more responsible for her rape when she dld not reésist her

3%

assiilant than when she resisted strongly Sub]ects were also

more certain that a rape‘had in fact ocecurred: when the v1ctim
reszsted,strongly tKan ,vvhen she did:not (p< 05). Houever, the.
< level of acquaintance did not significantly affect the subjects'f
_belief (p- 11) that a rape had occurred After the Qubjects
. read the definition of rape according to Ohio law, neither the.

level of acquaintance nor reszstance affected the subjects
A
‘certainty that the s:LtuatJ.on was rape. Thus 1mt1allj, sub;ects were using

v the level of resistance but ‘not acquaintance as a defining

- w

characterigtic of rape. ‘But, when confronted w1th the legal
definition, they were able to replace their personal definitions
"of rape with a standard.of force in determining«the legal gullt
of the assailant. This suggests that people can be relatrvely
_easzly educated to cons ider rape in terms of the force used by
the assailant rather than resxstance by the victim.. ' .

e Even though the subﬁE;gs definition of the 51tuation as a
’rape was not affected by the level of acquaintance between‘the;
victim and assailant, acquaintancesh'p did affect the actions Coe
they expected the/v1ctim to take £ low1ng the rape (p< 005). |
The better acqua%nted the v1ctim and assailant were, the more '
certainaeubjects were that the victim would not call the police;-

'go to the hospital or. take other actions which would be necessary

‘in order to attempt to prosecute the assailant.” This .is of
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' particular 1mportance since acquaintance was not a factor 1n ' o

Ilabeling the situatio ~as rape. This suggésts that victims who

know their assailant*may be reluctant to report a rape to the‘
police in ggi__ of the fact that“fﬁey label the 81tuation rape.
This suggests that special efforts may be needed to encourage
women who know their assailant to report their rape to the police.
These women may also have unigue concerns in relation to their

rape. For example, if they choose to or feel required to. continue
» . & . . - - ‘. .
' their relationship with their assailant, they may have prablems '

with that relationshipv. On the.other hand, an attempt to

completely avoid their assailanbrmay nece951tate such drastic

-

changes as a new ]Ob, moving, or changing colleges. They may i s
‘also feel particularly ineffectual or experience a ‘much lower &

‘'sense of personal worth since the legal system has not functioned

~

-tO'protect them 3‘ , . S

s In addition, the level of acquaintance 51gn1ficant1y affected
- hqw severe the 51tuation appeared to the sthects (p< ‘05) .
As’ you can see in figure A the 31tuation was seen as most stressful
when the victim anrl assailant were moderately well acquainted ‘
The s;tuation was perceived as, less . serious when the)v1ct1m and
_,_assailant had never met or when they were in a long—termﬂJsteady
- -;relaﬁionship. Apparently, up to'a p01nt the rape situation waJ'F
| Auseen as 1ncre&s1ng1y upsetting as the victim and assailant
"Were better acquainted However, in the context of a relationshlp
where the v1ctim and assailant vere "steadies" coerced sex was

not seen as very serious. Vi |
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On the same 1ssue, there was a three-way interactlon. This
'was apparéntly due to the way in- nhxch females responded tq the
situation 1n whlch the female r381sted As shown in flgure 2,;
"they perceived the s1tuat1onpwhere the v1ct1m and assallant
were well-acqualnted as much more serious than when the v1ctim
| and assallant vere less»well-acqualnted This is in marked
contrast to the way: 1n which other subjects responded . This

N -
suggests that, at hlgh levels of acquaintance, females are making

-~ - a. dlstlnctlon whlch males are not. Women seem to Judge coerced
® >
j‘ gex as an acceptable part of an- 1ntimate relatlonshlp only if

the woman does not re51st Forumen it appears that they are
willlng to accept coerced sex as gcceptable behav1or in - an ; ) .

‘ 1nt1mate relatlonshlp regardless of the ‘woman' S response.

’ To summarlze,asubjects deflned rape., 1n terms of‘the level

\ )} —~

:_of re51stance evidenced by the woman, although they.were capable

4

.  of u51ng a force standar when they were instructed to do so,
~Whlle the level of acquaintance between the. actors did not affect

" the subjects' definition of the situation as rape, it d1d affect
¢

-
thelr att1tude§ about attemptlng to prosecute.the assallant. Flnally:

men. and women dlffer in their use of the acqualntance and
Tl

resxstance d1men51ons in determlnlng the severity of a situation

Where-coerced sex has occurred. ’ .
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