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. Acknauledgéd rape victins are women who nave.#
exge:;enéed forced sexual ;ntdEcgurse and view their -experience is .
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" rape attitude survey to detE?mlne if differences exist in the rape Coe

belief systems of the two grcups, and to identify~facte;s involved in: =
the rape labelling process. Unacknowledged v1ct1ms were more likealy ' g;ffs
~than ackncwledged victims to have known the man, to have been
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experieace. Unacknowledged victims characterized the man involved .
more positively and were less offended by his behavior than the
acknowiedged victims. There were no differences in attitudes between
the two groups. Findings suggest that there are important situational
differences between the experiences of acknowledged and

" unacknowledged rape victims, but few, if any, internal differences

“ between the wcmen. (Author/NRB) )

_ : NE

H

KRR R KK R o K oo K K oK R R o o R R 3 KK oK R oK o A o o R KK
* Beproductions supplied by EDRS are the best tnat can be made *
% . from the original document. *
i******#*t**#**#***#*****************#**#***#ﬁ#*##**#**********tﬁi LS SRS

Q




we,

0199590

-

-

N
Al 3
v ‘4
- , -
¥ A : - b Yol
¢ /. : : : , N .
_ / Mary P. Eass\and“cherylfJiiQrcs, . :
. . e H . * ’ . . . *
+ _ N = = o ¥
/ . Kent. State Unive ty L PR
] B . : ’ . . . i‘ﬁ
: [ : . : - i
. — h : e .
. ) . o B . = ’
U ¢ DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. “PERMISSION TO REFRODUCE THIS
- . . EDUCATION A WELFARE . X MATERIAL HAS BEEN GHANTEQ BY e .
HATIONAL INSTITUTEOF -} . . . .
® EQUCATION, : - }"}7 gj ot
» : A _ 2Arzy 7 Npgas
. THI5 DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO- ' .- § .
DUCED ERAACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM . . HIE / * '
THE PERSON OF ORGANIZATION DRIGIN- : . — . —
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS . o ) _
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESQURCES
LENTOERICIAL MATIONAL INSTITUTE OF INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC),
" EQUCATION POSITION OF POLICY - T i )
]

¢

Paper presented at the Amerlcaﬁ Psychologidal Association Meeting
in Montreal, Canada, 1980.
i esearch project was’supported by grant. MH 31618 ffDm the .
onal Center for the Conttol and Prevention Df Rape, NIMH&
Department of

EEUlsmrl

may be obtained from the f;rst author 3t

Co
?QthQQYr Ként State Universyty, Kent, Dhla 44242.
ot : e - .
7 g'i
o
23‘ A , ‘

[~

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



5ﬂlzed as be;ng

ajéfftWG”SubgrDups; -“Ackngwledgea" rape v1ct1ms are
E”per;enced forced sexual 1ntezcourse and v1éw

‘g \.‘

if éxpgblence as ;ape.;="Unackngwleﬂged" rape v1ct1ms are

;“t
H

- ;l wbmen whc have suffered the  same experlence - f@rced sexual
e . i . r

?, _’1nte:caurse - but wha for variaé reasahs-dé not .cdnceptualize

‘ ?; i fthe;zlegge:leﬁce as rape.q Fa;}ure to view-their’victimizaﬁién‘
‘;?:i:: vag.taégfreﬁders thé gnaéknawiédgéd rape 7iét, ,-in vigtimél@ﬁy‘
'i;y{ifi'f téfmin§l§QY} aa"saféiéiééiﬁ;“' A safe victim iszgﬁe ;hafié-' B
ff?f   9“1 kely to lmpllcate the man ‘who ra ped her t’.ﬁéli e, ac-
o ;“qualnéances, or famlly “An unagknawledged rape V1ét1m is also -
 uﬁ11kely tc ut;llze ccmmunlty rape resaurces that may be )
’ crlt;calzaf her un@gfstand;ng and ass;m;latléq of the ex .
; perience. ,u R .;_‘ v |
- Wéis;aﬁdvéérgés (1973)553?@ labéleé'as "vigﬁimizatiaﬁ“
A thékéfDEéSS through whlch a wgman,.shauld she ever encounter
) ‘sexual aggression, is preparédv,e be a rsafe v;ciim.J VlcS'

Fl
S

\atlmlzatlan lnvclvesj"the Sacletal pragesses that hefgre, durlng,

L '_:ﬁ and after the event éLmhltaEegusly EEﬂder the v;ct;m defenseless
*“and e;en responsible for 1F._ Vl:tim;zatlcn includes the prep-
. ' -t ) et * -
afat;on of the victim f@r the Crime,~hl5'éf!héf expe§;2ﬁces
durlng thg crime and tbg treatment ar res§@nSés he or she wili-

encounter as part of the aftermath,  If these processes of

' woman is,a 'legitimate’' or 'safe' victim who will not be
. dangerous to the Eaﬁgst" (Welis & Bérgeé, 1973,'p. 72).
R s Several writers (e.q. Brownmiller, 1975; Medea & Thompson,

o

‘1974 Schwendinger & SchwendiHQEE; 1974; Burt, 198Q) have
S e = -, »

-

- : . . : L”. ' i ) - B ) e
: fﬁictimizat%on are succegsful with regard to rape, the raped . ﬂ\ .
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suggested that rapé cauld be . fcstered and malntalned ;n et
R

Amérlcah 5921ety by a culturally tzansmltted bellef st:ucture

suppart;VE of rape that consists- Df myths ab@ut :ape‘ attltudes f
vftawa:d-v1alange. att;tudes tcwa:d male and female r@leé; ét¢§:
:'éccegﬁéncé-af é'rapé:sﬁ§por€ive beliéf"éysteﬁzhas Eéen‘pas¥;

ﬁulatéd'by W215 and Borges (1973) t@ afféct thg behaficﬁvéf .

bath men and wamen.v>Dur1ng an aggressive sexual .encounter

a:zaptaﬁceigfﬁa.rape supﬁartiﬁe belief system Ey a wcﬁaﬁ-cguld

- foster mfépgrceptibﬁ Gf the expérienée (eiggira,“ni:e girl"
 would not be in this situati n; I am responsible far un-
o - _ , I , v
- leashing this man's unc@ntrcllable sex drive; this couldn't

bé_fapé because I know this man, he s not a“ﬂark alley , e

 straﬁgEr), If two groups of women had a 51mllar sexual

aasault éxperienéeg aiffe rences in the degree cf accéptaﬁce

of asfape Suppgrtlve hellef system could acccunt for why

some acknpwledge the;r axper;e ce as rape and S§m§ dé not.
 The present study had two g@als The' first was to

' document the existence of "safe" or unacknowledged rape vig-
- . ! o

.‘;ﬁimsi The second goal was to co mpare ackncwledged and un-

kiaékﬁcwledged viétimS'Gn rape attitudlﬁal measures and GnAthe
Sltuatlonal Gharacterlst of thevsexg?l assaulﬁs in an |
.‘égttempt to identify scmg.of the fa@t@fs that might be in-

> 'iv@1ved'in the fapefﬁégeiﬁng PfDSESSlahdi£é dé;ermine if the,

. two groups Df‘wamen'differed in their belief system related
_ ; v =

to rapé as victimization theory might suggest.

" oo :
, Subjects and Procedures .. _ . : ‘S
- Vietims we:élchqsén based on théir réspohses to a Sexual
. f. ( ! ' ’ =E “ *
, Egp:fiencés Survey (Koss & Oros, 1978) administered in a random
o i : . . - ) R ,




Eeﬁgl;ng'ef elaesee (eee Flguze,l) The eurvey can51sted ef-;,} ‘sA@

- a series of eelf repcrt queetlene :egerd;ng the woman' e ex— i
' * L LA R

lperiehe w;th var;eue degrees of sexual eggreeelen. Subjects Y

lh @

(.

fer thisietudy all reepanded "yee" to Dne or more ef ?he:l“
R 'fellew1ng queetlene.'; o ;, ,.{ o S ; ‘

y -,f —\

i

RO o g ——Have yeu ‘ever hed sexual ;ntereeuree w1th a man

when you dldn’t want te be" use he threatened to

=

use phyejcal:fc: (tw1st;ng yeur arm, held;ng you N

= =

down,; etec.) if" yeu dld nDt eemperate?

esHeve you eVervhed eexuel intereeurse with a man:
when you didn' t want to beeauee he ueed dome
: degree of thSlEal fofce (tW1et1ng yeur arm,-x

. held;ng.yeg dewn, etc.)?

.

_EEHeve you ever been in a situation where a man

\ 5 . Lo

ebtelned ‘sexual acts with y u :uch as anal or ‘ ' -
¥ L ’ - e - i
oral intercourse when you didn't want to by - .
o - using threats or physical force (twisting your

arm, h&lé;ng you down, etc.)?

In addltlen, all eubjecte were asked for consent to be e@n—.'iﬁ7
taeted further. fer n. interview. Overall, 2016 eurveys were
administered and 336 wemen whe met the er;terle for high victim

etetue were ;dentlfled Df theee, 68 were lnterV1ewed pro=

‘v;dlng the 51tuetlenal and att;tudlnal date requlfed for the
study. The;e were lelded into eeknewledged and uneeknewledged AL
; gr@upe by their r’”poneee tg*EPE fallow1ng quee%l@n- '
--Have you ever been raped? S . L R
T S L LT a & T X i . . . —




68 subjects who, respcnded ta one f he survey qu est iénS~v”ﬂ.\
v
”ﬁtlng that they had had an éxpéf;ence which wguld meet tha"'

deflnitian Df rape, 35 alsc resp@ndéd "yes" that thay %;if”

‘?ﬁ“ﬁegﬁ faped= They were. Iéheléd “acknawledged":rape v1ct1ms
- : N
whxié the 29 Vlctlms wh@ respgnded "nc" they‘hadan@t.baeq rape ed. -

- e

wgre labeled "unacknawledged" rape victimsi

PR Yo -

- All thése Sublects were :cntacted and scheduled for a

. prlpate 1% haur lntervlew w1th a fémale mastérs level clinical

g PEthDlOngt-. Dullng thls ;ntéfview a 39 1tem "Sexual Experlences

3

fInterv1ew" caverlng ‘the 51tuatlcnal chara:terlstlcs of the—sexual

assault (e q‘} th well the'waman knew the man, their relation-°
. f

Sh;g, what happened, where, etg. were answered in elthér a nine
S §01nﬁ‘leert scala or a yes-no farmat) was dmlﬁlstered aloﬁg

!_w1th a 77 1tem factcr analytlc lly con tructed "Attltuﬂé Survey"

1

-»dgsigﬁéd t assess the degree to which a woman agreeﬂ with six

O

€

attitudé clu er

that Eauld(be dared Qa:t of a rape sup- -
. 9 » 7 :
‘paftlva beilef system. The items.Df-thEXattltudezsurvey were

1]

Y

found to- Elu' er’ t@ flve graups frDm a facta: analy515 perb

formed as part of ancther,study (Leanardi Oros & Koss, 1980).
The sig;h factor on which the women's responses were scored

LY
|-

ngaspthe Attlﬁude . Toward’ Women Scale (Spence & Helmreith 1972)-.

. The six attltud n l factors on WhlEh‘thE women's data were ;"

!ﬁségredAw§re~(abhigher'sccie Wéulq ;eflect more . agreement w;thﬁ'

O A'; étﬁégféétgr in";"diraétién stated): . o ' '>\s
o !Al)‘éégegtgzié foséxual aggréssi@ﬁ asiabncrmalv '

A 2).11beral VlEW Df female sexual;ty, o
'3) acceptance af rape mythsf . \ /

- 4) relat10n5h1p5cas ngn -gaine play;ng,
, E . s _5{' cc ptance af aggression as n@zmal
Q by ‘ ’ .
ERIC - - ! "6) liberal ‘attitude toward women. O
! Y v A, ' - ) ! o
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The results @f the 1nterv1éw can Eest be cencaptualizéd

T

1n twn bas;c EDmenentS"* factérs relateﬂ to the 51tuatlcn

and fadta:s related to the v1§th., The attltudinal data Wlll

= ¥ ¥ ;o=

-’be repgrted undef factars re£§té§ tD the V1ct1m The facter5~(

related ta ‘the 51tuat;gn will be further organlzed accaralng .

/ H

to these maln cgnéeptual Eaﬁégcrlas the leval of acgualntanéé

Qf the v1ct1m ané assailarnt, the;use Gf forcey by the assallant

A
w1th Subsequént reactigns by gbe.v1ct1m‘ anﬂ/éharacterlstlcz
<

of the assallant Data from quegtlonnalre 1tems related ‘to

these categcr;es will be presented : . ;{7 ; o ’3i -
C - . . ,‘/" ) .

Fact@rsiRéléted't@ the Situétian'

Level of ‘Acquainfance:- The data revealed é trendvfgr un-

acknéwledgéa €iétim§ to- be better acqualnted w1th the man

H gi

‘involved in the 1ﬂgldent (F(1, 52) = 3.63, E €07, A= 5.12,

..f"#i

U= 6. 31), and- all unackn@wledged victims repartgd knaw1ng
o« #

the*man, Whllé only 59% of the acknawledged v1ctlms ‘knew the
2 ‘ '

1]
[l

13.36, df = 1, p<.0004). In aascribiﬁg‘their relation-

L]

: S o . : . ,
ship to the man, more unackricwledged v1é§;ms reported that he

was romantically involved with them (§2 = 17.8, df = 7, p <.02,

i,

'30.8%, U = 75.8%) thaﬁ‘aékn@%ledgeﬂ victims. . Unacknowledged”
vﬁitims also reported haviﬁg consented to more Sexual'intimé:y
prlor to the'incident~(F(I,55) %V26@57 p £:0001, A = 1.62,

\ .

u, = "3 38) and on the OCCaElDﬁ Df the 1nc1ﬁent (F(leE).; 54.7,

p é!OOOl, A = 1 36, U = 3. 17) than the agkn@wledged victims.

'Thus, "there appearéd to be mEJDL d;fferences in the level of

acqualntanze between acknawlédged-and.gnacknawledged vi:tiys

and their offenders,



¥
[ Cox

_Usé'qf'ﬁprceé"There=w§s a. trend faf éckﬁawledgeﬂ'victims to

X | ;réééft mG§E verbal’ préssure,!Such as thraats (xz = 3. 37 df = 1i'7
R ] {f§7,93,; 87% yes, _ 65 5%) than thé unacknmwledged v;ctlms,
! » anﬂ there were more threats of bQﬂll% harm reparted by the T i;
; acknéwledged victims (X4 f?116 48, df = l,jng 0001 A = 17% yes,'
u ;:8 ). *There were alsa dlfferenées in type af 9hy51callﬁcrcg :
) o used with acknawledgea viétlms repcrtlng naV1ng been hlt or"
672;' ibeaten more (Ez'% 7. 55 Sf 5 1, p<. OOE, A =34, 2% yes, U =
‘;3 4%) and the assa;lant as hav1ng shawn a weapsn more foen '
-(§2 = 63Q3, df ? 1,;£e§.02 YA = 23.7% yes,éU = 0%) than the
uﬁacknéwledged viétims. Thé ackncwiedged v1ct1ms alsa rep@rted
‘a trend ta have experlenced chckingsmare than the unagknowledgedv
victims (22 = 3,28, df 3=1,VEf{,DBi A= 1518% yes, U ¥-O%); ;Gvef=
all, ‘the acknéwiédgéd;victiﬁs rated Ehe man,astmgre vi@1eﬁt'(£
(1,66) = 39.0, p <-0005, A = 7.36, U = 5!83) than did un-
’ a-c:}‘ci};zwladgxea v1ct1‘fns _ , .
! Thé'ué%'éf greater force bg the‘agknéwledégd victims'
.éséailaht‘is also refléétéi in their reactioné, in which_mcrei ;J
" . acknowledged victims cried (x? = 9.55,-df z'ii%gég.DOB, A= 33.3% . °
yés, U= 0%) and'ézreamédr(gz 2}3;?9; df = 1, p<.05, & = ié.4%
yeé, u éva%) thah unackn@wledgea vic%ims. Acknowledged victimév
‘réporﬁed making i? mo;$ cléar that they did not ﬂesir% inter-
céurse (E(l}éé) = 13!29j1£ <.05, A =8.31, U = 7,41) and we}e; ,
more @Efendéd by theimaﬁis behavior (F(1,66) = 8.59, p<£.02,.A =
_8262; U = ;,éQ)'than the unacknowledged victims. Aéknowledgedg
, victims also reported more severe and ﬁegaﬁivé emotional ré; |

actions and adjustment than the unacknowledged victims, The
N ' acknowledged victims reported, at the time of the 1nci?ent

———




N : L .i & [P
[

. more feé:,ﬁg(i;ss)’='53‘ p<. 0004 A =g.05, U't~s-24y,'he1p%fﬂ
" lessness (E(l,Eé‘) = _25(9\24 002, A = '8 21, 4 = 6. 7, shock
(F'(’l '65') 5,49, Ei-ﬁz 03, A= 8. 08, y o= 6 85), unhapp;ne$5 (F

- | (1, 551 . 13, TS 05, A = &”47; u,-: 7.9), and anxletzy 1 eg)

S= 33 Q £.02, A';-7 53, U = 6 l) than the unacknggledged

=

S v1ct1ms There were alsg\tfends fcr the acknczleﬂged v1ct1ms

1 =,-3‘.39, E_»:;-.oa» AL 5.08,1U &= 6. 38)

: tq fe 1 l ss gu1lt (F(} 65)
: R .
and respcns;blllty (?ﬁl 65) = p<.10, A =‘3_97}iU = 4.97)

;and mcreshatred toward' the. man (F(l 65)

=t

:3;65,——-2%‘07, A= -

6. 03) than the unackn@wledged victims. When reflectlng
'

P '7,29h U
.GH “the lncldent at the time Df the lﬂterlew, the acknéwledgedjf‘

.i \ ¢ N - )
v;ctlms c@ntlnued to feei mar§ shcck (F(l EE) ;.4.29, p;ﬁiDS,

A= ‘,5.'35; U = 4.0), disqust (£(1,66) = 6.18, p<. 02, A,%-‘E;_BS,

| A

U= 4.79), and’hatred;thard the man (F(1,66)

. R 7" A, A . ) ) .

EA.E §103g U = 3. 62) than the unacknawiedged victims. There
’ ; were abgc trends for the ackn@wledged v1ct1ms to feel more
L &

% helpless (F(1,66) = 3.04, p<.09, A = ¢.18, U = 3.07) and,

#
¢

angry toward ‘the man (E(1,66) = 3.37, §<.08, A = 6.72, U =

5.45), and less responsible (F(1,66) = 3.41, p <.07, A = 2.87,
; o i - - o S,
U =.3.97) than uﬁackn@wledged égétims. Overall, acknowledged

victims reported ma;e_@f a negative effect of the “incidence on

their emgtianal_adjustﬁent,(E(l{é?) = 4.35, g,{;oﬁ,'g =,3.46,
U = 4.41) ﬁﬁan did’ugackngyledgedavictims_ Thus, ackﬂowledged'
victims appeared to have expéfieﬁééd more force directed, against N
ﬁhém, with, a greater subsequent negatlveaematlgﬁai faactlon than‘

o=

did uﬂacknawledged victims.

i 3 4
T

. - 1
Characteristics of' the Assailant: .Unacknowledged victims rated
the man as having experienced more guilt (g(lESSY = 3.82, p.< .

_ " ‘ L S Y
EBiq‘ | o ‘ . | o




= L3
<

A S A

;k , .DS A = 1 92 2 97) than the acknéwledged v;ctlms., Un— N

gsﬁ,_ff agkngwledgéd V1ct1m5 alsn descrlbéd the man ‘as bettér lackLng

4-69,:Qv 6. 62),,mcre gentleguﬁ

'Q(F(l 63).

ll,DB, p ¢.002, A

f95; E}i.OZ}iA‘g ngZ} U'; 4Ll4), maré athletlc_j- :;::‘

1]
.

(E(i;64li=“6.53, P <.02, A'='4.73, u’;'s 28), moré sexy (F(1, 54)

‘é"z 11574 fggi.DDE,_é = 3_38—,U-§ 5 45), more emat;anall; strgng

\ L - '
: (F(l 63) fj;; 3 Eii DDDB,=W_: 3.28, U = 5 28), a@d mQre undérs

standlng (F(1,65) = 5. 75, p<- oz A= 2.32, U = 3.34) than the

&
acknawledged v;ctlms. There were ‘dlso trends f@r the un-

T i s \-
. acknéwledged victims. to rate the’ man as more suggestible,
S (F(1, 54) ='3.47, p <,07, A = 4.68,.U = 5.79), more cultured

(g(lféa) A =

I
A
WO
o
-
o
M
J—J
o> ]
I
L%
oo
-
w

J = 3.66), more tactful.

(F(1,65)

I
L
b
o
-
o]
3 .
Lo
00
>
|
b
o
~J
=
l

= 3, 93),_,;' ‘__m;zsr% ea‘s,_ily hurt

(F(1,64) 3.79), and less forceful

I
\w
o
o
=
o
b
il
(N
~l
=
]

(F(1,65) = 3. 7.47, U = 6. 62) than the acknowl-

H’U
I
—
0
>
l

f

Aiedgeﬂ’Vigtimsi» Unackn@wledged victims. were generally-mare
ip951t1ve in their fatlngs af ‘the men 1nvc1ved in the ;nc1dent
"than the acknowledged victims. : : ' ' C
SR FFééths Rel@ted to the Victim

~ R551stance and Attltude\‘ Acknawlédged and unackngwledged

vv;ét;ms reporteﬂ e, dlfference in their levels Gf rés;stance,
both rated thém%LiV@S m@dérately resistive. In additiang
theréiwere-ne d;fferences between the two groups on the six
factors of the attitudinal measﬁre_ i
r 7 These daﬁa suggest that there appears to be little, ifz
- any, differences between the women invélved in thége rape
51tuat1@ns in terms of thelf acceptance of attltudés supp@rt;ve

of rape. The women's labeling 3§jth2lr situations as rape did

. \
Q - . & s * =

4

xizh
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' Canc1u51ans and Impllcatlans

L LUs

- i

'

bnct Eppear tc be made because @f 1nternal dlffe:ances (at least a

as measured in thls study), but rather because Qf asgects of the

i

f force he used. e Cooe '*%

. The flndlngs 1ndlcate that there]defln;tely are d;fferences-

;-1n the 31tuatlanal charactérlstlcs of 'the sexual assaults ax=

perlenzed by a grcup Dfawamen wh@ canceptuallze themselves as .

- but do not cans;der themselves rape VlCtlmS. The findlngs ﬂDi

not suggest that the éverall nature-af the sexual assaults '

experlenced by the two- graups of wamen differed greatly’ exaept
1}

in several crltlcal ‘areas. Thus, victims were not f@und ta

differ in the;r age at the time, in whether alcohol or cher

drugs were used, where the experleDCE took place, or ‘in how

,str@ngly they re51sted. Hawever, they did d;ffer in the degree

of violence they experlenced in whether threats or actual force
were useﬁrjin the degree and type of acquaintanca, in thé amount

af prior and immediate intimacy, and in the emotional reactions
- ' %

and adjustment to théif;éxPéfiEﬁCé, They also differed in their
ratiﬂgs of the male invqivedi The portrait thatAemefged of the
rape experienced by women who later’bécame "safef unaéknowleéggd;
victims is that it involvéd & man and woman Qh@ were romantically

&

involved, .who had shared moderate degrees of sexual intimacy!

prior to and on the occasion of the assault, and an offender

who used a moderate amount of forece.
The questiannaife used to tap ‘acceptance of rape supportive'

beliefs by the two groups of victims revealed no® significant

oy

zl . E]

™~

rape v;ct;ms campafed ‘to women whD have had Slmllaf exper;ences .
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diffe:énges: Therefgre, the. flgdlngs seem ta g

¥

~any, 1nternal ﬂ ff ,ences in the women.
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' chSLStant with -a VlCtlleQt%@n deel 1n that’lhey cguld

SEIVE as factgrs a waman mlght use t@ "excusa" thé behaV;ér

'.;;ki‘ af thé @ffender. Thus,,the unackn@wledgeﬂ -1ct1m ccula reascn ;ff”t.

wyo
v

g,
"Wran

ithat her experleﬁce cculd n@t have been rape 51nce ‘she’ wasf if

H s E - ;f“"
acquainted witﬁ.tbé fo nder and had expeglenced B;i@r sexual

o 1nt;macy with hlm, and he really cnly u;ed m@ﬂerate V1Dlence. ; ]

, Hawever, any woman may be as vu;nerabl? ta these attribut;énal

g /

biases, as there were ng attltudlnal dlffer nces. ng the, twa_i_ f
. . . H

grcugs of women. What we have found are 51mllar women ex=- '
L

encing ualltat%ﬁéLy different rape
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peri

factors such ‘as ac qualniance and force to label tHeir experiences

as rape or not. All women who share these attributional biases
. : = : ]
may then bévfutur% "safe™ victims if ‘they make determinatiaﬁs

of rape on. such fact@:s rather thaﬁ the simple- fact of whether 4

a man thalned sex from them forcibly.

L ’ ®

-The majcr CGﬂtrlbutlQnst this study-has been the devel@p=

',ment of "a Strategy to ;dentlfy women who hava experlen ced sexual - =

“assault but who do not- ccncegtuallze themselves as rape victims

¢

and whag_therefgre,‘are unlikely to have been includded in previous
studles of . rape VlCtlmS that have utlllzed crisis center @r.paliae

". data tD feﬂfu;tthCtlmE; Thus, the study has broadened the base
&y . * i ' i
gwfah which khéwledge about rape rests. It-:has shed 1 t on

L spec1f1:s @f the gltuatlans women haﬁe experienced, on. the i cL




differences between thése situations that some womenwhave laheled:
rape and others have not, and on the internal differences between
N :}i a
these women. It may be fruitful for future research efforts to
{ :

) difféfent situations- (those who use force vs. threats, etc.)
- and to make a more th@f@u;gh examlination of the attitudes,
beliefs, and behavioral styles of the women to determine if
there are differences anony the men or wohwen which would qéd
further clarification of the problem
. )
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, FIGURE 1 : )
G . ~ Women'’s Sexual Experiences Survey
Directions: Have you ever had any of the following cxperlenccsz Please circle the appropriate
response, yes or no, to each item.
NOTE: For purposes of this research sexual intercourse is defined as penetration, no matter how
slight, of the woman by the man. Ejaculation is not required. Whenever you see the words sexual
intercourse, please use this defimtion.
I. Had sexual intercourse with a man when you both wanted to? 1. Yes No
N ¥
2. Had a man misinterpret the level of sexual intimacy you desired? 2 Yes No
3. Been in a situatich where a man became so sexually aroused that you
felt it was us&lcsﬂ.i}u stop him even though you did not want to have
sexual intercourse? 3 Yes No
4 Had seaval inteteoune with o wan wven Unaigh you didon't want Lo
because he threatened to end your telationship otherwise? - 4 Ve Mo
- 3 Had seaual lnteicouwiae with g tiah when you didio teally  want v
because you felt pressurcd by his copainual argiments? 5 hve. e
o Found oul thal o man Had obtabied seaual Lilervouwn with o by
saying things he didn’t really mean? & Vea Mo
/0 Been I oa sHUElon whoie o wlan baced aoas Lopees b ploan ol B
(twisting your ann holding you Jown cle ) to mdaire jolb chigage 1n
kissing 01 petting when you didn’t want o7 b 1
s Been tnoa stlualt o whese a I sand wo 8 e 0 g bl Te
(twisting your arm, nolding you down, cte) v try tog Uyou Lo hiave
H[‘Rll:ﬂi mteteouse with hime when you didin't wanl Lt but fur vatlous
tedsons intefcoulse Jid ot oo cur? y e
| T e O T N A Goerias w0 Lo (ST
you shon sou dnbU wa t Lo e ot L oo U2 b ehond e
(Iwlo g 3y b wom hobdlng 3 v dew o cie o 1 vea wdind’c cooperanc but
for varloos ica .o infercouae did net roonn!
I3 PP T e e 4 . PR PO i
thie .tencd o e playecoad boce b vasidn 0 e b |15 DI SO
cle 71 yon il U eooperats’
| I DO B P il i PR i
Leed sonie degtoe ol phiysooob Too o T iy [ dng Lo
dow.. ctoy
[ Beowo o o 0 o , [S. i . . .
anal or oal inteic ane N \f\,‘ wtdn € wa o bl g et
physical foree (twisang your atm, holding - ou devn e )! ] Yoo
o .
F lC 13 Have you ever beeh raped! Y Vea Do
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