-

View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you byff CORE

provided by Open Research Exeter

THE SELECTIVE USE OF RAPE-VICTIM STEREOTYPES 1

The Selective Use of Rape-Victim Stereotypes tddetaCulturally Similar Perpetrators
Renata Bongiorno, Blake M. McKimmie, and BarbaraNiasser

University of Queensland, Brisbane

Author Note

Renata Bongiorno, School of Psychology, UniversitQueensland, Brisbane,
Queensland, Australia; Blake M. McKimmie, SchooPsfychology, University of
Queensland, Brisbane, Queensland, Australia; BadaMasser, School of Psychology,
University of Queensland Brisbane, Queensland, raliat

This research was supported in part by a grant tlemAustralian Research Council —
Discovery Project: DP1201011041.

Correspondence concerning this article, includegests to access underlying
research materials, should be addressed to Renagidsno, School of Psychology,

University of Queensland, St Lucia, QLD, 4072, Aab&a. E-mail: r.bongiorno@ug.edu.au


https://core.ac.uk/display/226954983?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1

THE SELECTIVE USE OF RAPE-VICTIM STEREOTYPES 2

Abstract

Powerful stereotypes exist about how female rapnws shouldact. For example, victims
are expected to physically resist their attackeriemmediately report their assault. In reality,
some victims are too shocked to physically resisbo traumatized to immediately go to the
police. However, violations of rape-victim sterquég can undermine fair prosecution
outcomes, especially for acquaintance-rape victimthe current research, we examined the
influence of perceivers’ cultural similarity to tperpetrator, and violations of rape-victim
stereotypes, on victim and perpetrator blame, pumnént severity, and guilt likelihood. We
varied an acquaintance-rape scenario, to presaeiosypical/counterstereotypical rape-
victim behaviour, and the cultural similarity/digslarity of perpetrators to participants, who
were White-Australian women and men, aged betw8emtl 74 Il = 237). In the victim-
stereotypic condition, reactions did not vary dsrection of perpetrator-cultural similarity.
However, in the counterstereotypic-victim conditicalturally similar (compared to
culturally dissimilar) perpetrators were consideless guilty and less deserving of
punishment. Moderated mediation indicated thateases in victim blame and decreases in
perpetrator blame explained the greater lenienowahtowards culturally similar
perpetrators. To decrease bias when prosecutirgpaqpetrators, we recommend
challenging the selective use of counterstereotyigitm behaviour to defend culturally
similar perpetrators.

Keywords rape, blame, acquaintance rape, stereotypeddssif crime victims,

perpetrators, violent crime, criminal responsifilit
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The Selective Use of Rape-Victim Stereotypes tddetaCulturally Similar Perpetrators

The rape and sexual assault of women by men islawide problem with very low
rates of prosecution and conviction (Daly & Boulsy#010; United Nations, 2010). In
Australia, it is estimated that 17 percent of worhaxe been victims of rape and sexual
assault (Australian Bureau of Statistics [ABS], 28}l and similar figures are reported in the
United States (Tjaden & Thoennes, 1998) and Englitadistry of Justice, Home Office &
the Office for National Statistics, 2013). Compatedther crimes, such as robbery,
women'’s behaviour as victims is subjected to sigaift levels of scrutiny (Bieneck & Krahe,
2010), and they are often suspected of making falserts (Ask, 2009).

Despite the often long-lasting trauma associateld rape and sexual assault (Resick,
1993), research examining victimization surveysaantries including Australia, the United
States, and England, estimate that only 14 peafembmen will report their assault to police
(Daly & Bouhours, 2010). Among women who do repbeir assault, only 30 percent of
cases will result in charges being pressed; onlge2@ent of cases will be brought to trial;
and a mere 6.5 percent will result in a convicfimnthe original offense charged (Daly &
Bouhours, 2010). The attrition of rape cases withancriminal justice system underscores
the importance of understanding factors that poeechhhe successful prosecution of
perpetrators of rape.
Rape Prototypes and Victim Stereotypes

One factor known to contribute to low reporting aashviction rates in the criminal
prosecution of perpetrators, is that the way inclvliape occurs is often very different from
people’s expectations (Anders & Christopher, 2@lark & Quadara, 2010; Heath, Lynch,
Fritch, McArthur, & Smith, 2011). For example, p&opften erroneously believe that “real
rape” involves a women being attacked by an “armed jumping from the bushes”

(Estrich, 1987, p. 8). However, analyses of victation surveys and official statistics from a
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range of countries show that women are most fretjusaped by men known to them (ABS,
2012a; Clark & Quadara, 2010; Daly & Bouhours, 2(Hi8her, 2005; United Nations,
2010).

People also believe that “real victims” shouldibxha particular set of behaviours,
and researchers have shown that just about angtasige woman’s behaviour, before,
during, or after an assault, can be used to inerei@im blame and exonerate perpetrators
(see Suarez & Gadalla, 2010; Whatley, 1996 for raatdyses). For instance, female victims
are more likely to be blamed for the assault ify/thre revealing clothing (Workman &
Freeburg, 1999); accepted payment for dinner (Basdhmnieri, 2010); voluntarily
consumed drugs or alcohol (Girard & Senn, 2008J@ruakecame intoxicated (Lynch,
Wasarhaley, Golding, & Simcic, 2013); had engageprior consensual sex with the
perpetrator (Monson, Langhinrichsen-Rohling, & Bangp, 2000); or lacked an emotional
demeanour when reporting the crime to police (Migk&oppelaar, 1991).

Perceptions of Victims of Acquaintance Rape

McKimmie, Masser, and Bongiorno (2014) recentlyvgld that counterstereotypic-
victim behaviour is more likely to be used to undire allegations made by victims of
acquaintance rape, rather than stranger rape.a\astiparticipants read summaries of a rape
trial depicting either a prototypic rape circums@nr-the complainant being attacked by a
stranger in a car park late at night after leadnzarty (stranger rape), or a nonprototypic
rape circumstance—the complainant being attackedgoing to the apartment of a man she
had met at a party (acquaintance rape). The wonaadescribed as either physically
resisting and fully cooperating with police (steggac-victim behaviour), or not resisting,
and not being fully cooperative with police (coustereotypic-victim behaviour).
Participants made a number of evaluations aboutdke, revealing that counterstereotypic-

victim behaviour was most consequential in the acgance-rape context. For instance,
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victim blame for counterstereotypic (compared gyesdtypic) victims was significantly
greater in the acquaintance-rape than in the straragpe context. Furthermore, only in the
acquaintance-rape circumstance did countersteneotigtim behaviour reduce ratings of
perpetrator blame and guilt likelihood.

McKimmie and colleagues (2014) also presented tiaie analyses demonstrating
that violations of rape-victim stereotypes werelesnsequential in the stranger-rape context,
because the circumstances of the crime (i.e.,ahgtinant having been approached in a car
park at night) increased participants’ feelingslidference from the defendant. Participants’
feelings of difference from the defendant werecatkd through their propensity to label the
defendant a “predator” in the stranger-rape (btiimthe acquaintance-rape) context (see
Table 4, p. 2286 vs. Table 5, p. 2290 in McKimnMiasser, & Bongiorno, 2014).
Participants' psychological distancing from theetheant appeared to make it easier for them
to account for the victim’s counterstereotypic bebar. Participants claimed, for instance,
that the complainant’s fear of being killed walikto have prevented her from physically
resisting (e.g.;...that she didn't physically resist is not impottas many people who do
end up badly injured ...” McKimmie et al., 2014, Tall, p. 2286). While immobilisation
induced by fear could also occur in response toman being attacked by a known
perpetrator (Clark & Quadara, 2010; Galliano, Noblavis, & Puechl, 1993), participants’
increased basis for feeling similar to the defemdathe acquaintance-rape context also
seemed to increase their willingness to use thivi counterstereotypic behaviour in his
defence (e.g., “If she was serious, she would pdnysically tried to stop him” McKimmie et
al., 2014, Table 7, p. 2292). We designed the austidy to further examine systematically
whether perceivers’ similarity to rape defendanfiiences perceptions of a rape victim’s
case.

A Perpetrator “Like Me”
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The idea that a victim’s counterstereotypic behawis more likely to be used to
undermine the victim’s allegations when the perees\are similar to the perpetrators is
consistent with research in the social identitditian (Tajfel, 1978; Tajfel & Turner, 1986;
Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 198Tynk-this theoretical perspective, there
are many valued social dimensions upon which pemgolemake judgments about their
similarity to others. Features highlighted withigigen social context (e.g., another’s
occupation, ethnicity, or gender) are used to categ others as similar to, or different from,
the self. Where similarity to an accused wrongdséighlighted, people may show bias in
favour of that wrongdoer, because of the potentiadigative implications that person’s guilt
would have for their own self-concept. Social idigntesearchers claim that positive bias
towards similar others occurs because people atwatexd to see themselves, and by
implication the members of ingroups and/or the Bevaocial categories they belong to, in a
positive light (Leach, Ellemers, & Barreto, 2004jf€l & Turner, 1986). To maintain a
positive view of one’s group (and where it is pialesto do so), flaws in an ingroup
members’ behaviour may be overlooked or reinteegkeadr the blame may be shifted
elsewhere (lyer, Jetten, & Haslam, 2012; Leach, Beineddine, & Cehajic-Clancy, 2013;
van Prooijen, 2006).

In the case of rape, labelling an accused perpetndio seems “like me” as “a rapist”
is likely to be particularly threatening to one&fsconcept. Men typically respond
defensively to the suggestion that they could Ipe gzerpetrators (Scheel, Johnson,
Schneider, & Smith, 2001). Rape victims—particylavbmen raped by men known to
them—may also struggle to categorize what occuondhdem as “rape,” or the person
responsible as a “rapist” (Clark & Quadara, 2016ath et al., 2011). The tendency to
categorize rapists, not as someone like me (r@m bne’s own social world) but as other,

may help to explain why both women and men may btvated to apply rape-victim
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stereotypes in a similar perpetrator’'s defenceMciKimmie et al., 2014). For dissimilar
perpetrators (e.g., those who attack women in diels, or who are different on another
valued social dimension, such as ethnicity), defenseactions are likely to be reduced,
minimizing the likelihood that a victim’s countegs¢otypic behaviour will have a negative
impact on how their case is perceived.

Consistent with social identity theory, many stedié racial and ethnic prejudice, and
of prejudice towards outgroups more generally, lardirmed that differential evaluations
of ingroup behaviour occurs, not because of artyptiwards the outgroup (negative-
outgroup bias), but because positive sentiment$y as sympathy and trust, are reserved for
the ingroup (positive-ingroup bias; see Brewer, A% a review of the relevant literature).
Compared to outgroups, people are more likely ¥e qgroups the benefit of the doubt
when making attributions for negative behaviourar{tér, Stringer, & Watson, 1991;
Schruijer et al., 1994; Weber, 1994), and are rlikedy to help ingroup members in
ambiguous situations (Frey & Gaertner, 1986).

No research to date has examined whether violabbrepe-victim stereotypes are
more likely to be applied to defend similar perptirs. However, research by Bal and van
den Bos (2010) found that perpetrator similarity bias male students’ reactions to rape.
Using college students in the Netherlands, Bahardden Bos manipulated perpetrator
similarity by describing an alleged male perpetrama student, or as either a professor
(Studies 1 and 2), or a working adult (Study 3)léviudents were more likely to physically
distance themselves from (Study 1), to blame (S&)dgnd to derogate (Study 3), a rape
victim if the alleged perpetrator was a studerg likem, rather than a professor or a working
adult.

Research on the impact of perpetrator ethnicity@ardeptions of rape also suggests

that cultural similarity to a perpetrator may irdhce how rape is perceived. Using
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predominately White (58%; 33% Asian; 10% African &mean, Latino or other) college
students in the United States, George and Mar{2@22) varied the ethnicity (White vs.
Black) of male perpetrators and female victims, #redcharacteristics of the rape. A woman
out looking for her cat was described as beingdater responding to friendly comments
made by either an unknown man on the street (wisbguiher into her house), or a
neighbour (whom she invited into her house). Folemaut not female, participants, an
interaction between the characteristics of the eapkperpetrator race was found. Only in the
unknown-perpetrator scenario were male participa@etstencing recommendations more
lenient for White than for Black perpetrators. Mphaticipants’ modern racism scores did
not moderate these findings, suggesting that rakizer antiBlack attitudes, different
sentencing recommendations may have reflected paateipants’ tendencies to give White,
unknown male perpetrators the benefit of the doubt.

In the current research, we examined how ingroap affects the application of rape-
victim stereotypes. Harrison, Howerton, SecareaNgulyen (2008) found that more
favourable evaluations of ingroup than outgroupinis only occurred when the victim’s
behaviour was counterstereotypic. Across two stygliarticipants perceived ingroup victims
(victims from the same university as participargssus victims from a different university)
more positively, and attributed more guilt to thaipist, only when victims were
promiscuous or intoxicated (counterstereotypicy.dfmste and sober victims (stereotypic),
ingroup status had no bearing on reactions to thpe.

Applying Harrison et al.’s (2008) findings to thercent research on perpetrator
similarity and rape-victim stereotype use, it seeasally likely that perceivers will more
readily apply counterstereotypic-victim behavioudefend ingroup perpetrators. A victim’s
counterstereotypic behaviour could be used to gémeloubt about what occurred, and

perceivers may be motivated to give perpetrators arke ingroup members the benefit of the
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doubt (Brewer, 1999). When a victim’s behavioustisreotypic and minimal ambiguity about
what occurred exists, perpetrator similarity maydss likely to have a bearing on how rape
is perceived. Considering the pernicious effectsapé-victim stereotypes, it is important to
gain a greater understanding of whether rape sigres are likely to be applied to defend
similar versus dissimilar perpetrators.

Overview of the Current Study

In the present research, we examined whether gatihgictim and perpetrator blame,
punishment severity, and guilt likelihood variedaasinction of whether victim behaviour
was described as stereotypical or countersteremty@nd whether the perpetrator was
described as similar or dissimilar to participaiis.examine our hypotheses, we adapted the
summary of a court case involving acquaintance thaeMcKimmie et al. (2014) used. We
manipulated perpetrator similarity to the particifgaby varying the target’s cultural
background; all participants were Australians fribva ethnically-White majority.

Australia, like the United States, is a settlenstycand Indigenous Australians
represent 2.5 percent of the population (ABS, 2Q13Istorically, most migration has been
from Europe. Since the 1970s, migration from Asid ather parts of the world has
increased. Over 300 ancestries were identifietieridst census, and the most commonly
reported (with a maximum of two ancestries per @ergcorded) was English (36%) and
Australian (35%). Six of the top ten ancestrieoregd reflected European heritage; the
remaining two were Chinese (4%) and Indian (2%; AB&.2c). The majority of the
population reported a Christian affiliation (61%)e next largest group (22%) reported no
religious affiliation. Just over 7% of the poputatireported non-Christian, with Buddhism
(2.5%), Islam (2.2%), and Hinduism (1.3%), the tiogee alternative religions (ABS, 2012c).
The majority of Australians (81%) reported spealonty English at home, while only 2%

reported speaking no English (ABS, 2012c).
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As in other multicultural societies (Brubaker, 20&kicher & Hopkins, 2001),
cultural background (signified by ethnicity, rebgi and/or language), is an important
dimension for making judgments about similarityatad difference from others within
Australia (Dunn, Forrest, Burnley, & McDonald, 200@ne’s cultural background is also
known to influence outcomes within the criminaltjos system (Poynting & Mason, 2006;
Warner, 2004), making it a particularly importamnhdnsion of similarity to examine.

McKimmie et al. (2014), did not explicitly examitige cultural similarity of the
accused perpetrator to the participants (the mgjofiwhom were Australians with an
ethnically-White background). However, similarityasvimplied through the perpetrator’s
stereotypically White name, Jim. To manipulatewak similarity for the current research,
we systematically varied the name and nationafithe perpetrator to majority-White
participants. We described targets as being framtarally similar Western background
(America, England), or from a culturally dissimiBBastern background (India, Pakistan), and
adapted names accordingly. Following McKimmie e(2014), we also varied the
stereotypicality of the rape victim’s behaviour.

As we were using cultural background to manipulat@eator similarity, we
included a measure of racial prejudice to contolpotential effects associated with negative
outgroup bias. In the United States, negative stgpes that Black men are inclined to rape
White women exist (cf. George & Martinez, 2002) Alastralia, it is possible that beliefs that
ethnic minority men pose a threat to the safetybfte women could also influence
responses. In recent years, Muslim men in particwdae been singled out and labeled
misogynistic or sexist and viewed as posing a thteeAustralia’s egalitarian culture (Ho,
2007). While we did not emphasise the Muslim baslkgd of dissimilar perpetrators (e.g.,
those from Pakistan), we were aware that respormbnfyl nevertheless have been tainted by

negative-outgroup bias, justifying our inclusionratial prejudice as a covariate.
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Study Design and Hypotheses

In the current study, we implemented a 2 (Perp@t@ultural Similarity: similar,
dissimilar) x 2 (Victim Stereotypicality: stereofgpcounterstereotypic) x 2 (Participant
Gender: male, female) between-participants deSigmpredicted a victim-stereotypicality by
perpetrator-cultural-similarity interaction. Wheretvictim’s behaviour conformed to
stereotypes (victim stereotypic), we did not exgepetrator and victim evaluations to vary
with perpetrator-cultural similarity (Hypothesis However, when the victim’s behaviour
did not conform to stereotypes (victim countersigrgic), we predicted that victim blame
would be greater, and that perpetrator blame, pumsit severity, and guilt likelihood would
be less, among culturally similar, compared towralty dissimilar, perpetrators (Hypothesis
2). We also predicted that reduced punishment gg\gerd guilt likelihood for culturally
similar perpetrators in the counterstereotypictmatondition would be explained by the
increase in victim blame and decrease in perpetbdame (Hypothesis 3).

We did not expect the perpetrator-cultural-similaby victim-stereotypicality
interaction to be moderated by participant genlieiKimmie et al. (2014) reported
participant gender did not moderate the interadbemveen rape type and victim
stereotypicality. They reported there were tendsnfor women and men to seek to protect
culturally similar perpetrators from allegationsrape (for related findings, see Heath et al.,
2011). For the current research, we predictedwaten, like men, would use
counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to excuse calty similar perpetrators (Hypothesis 4).
However, based on men’s gender-based similaripetpetrators (and gender-based
dissimilarity to victims), and past research shantimat men are more likely than women to
blame women for being raped and/or more likelyeimommend shorter sentences for male
perpetrators (George & Martinez, 2002; Workman &dhurg, 1999; see Grubb & Harrower,

2008; Suarez & Gadallla, 2010 for meta-analyses)predicted main effects for participant
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gender. We expected men to be more positive towaegsetrators and less positive towards
victims than women (Hypothesis 5).
Method

The Ethical Review Committee of The University afggnsland approved the study.
Participants’ indicated their consent at two poi(it$ by clicking the “>>" icon at the bottom
of the online consent form, and (2) by submittifighe completed survey. A professional
survey company (Qualtrics) administered the suordine and managed risks associated
with the potential for online confidentiality brdees. At no point was personally identifying
information (e.g., names, email addresses) of@paints provided to researchérhese
procedures attend to the guidelines establishetddfpoard of Scientific Affairs Advisory
Group on conducting research on the internet (Keaat., 2004). We conducted all analyses
using SPSS Statistics 22 software.

Participants

Australian community participants were recruitec¢dmplete the survey online by
Qualtrics. The majority of Australians have acdesthe internet (83%), and those who do
not tend to have lower levels of education (ABSL4£4). The survey was advertised to a
national sample as being about “perceptions ofrdifets and complainants of rape,” and
participant compensation was determined and adtarers by Qualtrics. Qualtrics does not
disclose how much participants receive for comptgethe survey.

For inclusion in the initial analyses, we screetveol hundred and ninety-nine adult
participants who identified that they were Austalcitizens from an ethnically White
background (i.e., White skinned/of European origidf)the four-hundred and sixty-four
adult participants initially collected, 49 were raistralian citizens and a further 116 were

not ethnically White.
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Women constituted 53.8% of the final sample (16hdkes vs. 138 males), roughly
the same as in the Australian population as a Wd@&£% female; ABS, 2014b).
Participants ranged in age from 18 to 81 years) wiinean age of 47 yea®J= 14) and a
median age of 48 years. The median age for therdligst population (including those under
18) is 37.3 years (ABS, 2014b). Participants hagling levels of educational attainment
(38% high school; 30.4% Technical and Further Edacg TAFE), 31.5% undergraduate
degree or above). While the percentage of this Eamiph a postschool qualification was
roughly equivalent to the population as a whol€46%. 59% respectively), the percentage
of those with an undergraduate degree or abovéhigasr in this sample than in the
population as a whole (31.5% vs. 24%, respectiveBS, 2008).

Materials and Procedure

Perpetrator-cultural similarity manipulation. We used two origin countries, and
two perpetrator names for each country, for botkeleof perpetrator-cultural similarity, to
ensure effects could not be attributed to indivicoaintries and/or perpetrator names. For
the culturally similar perpetrators, the two origiountries (and names) were England
(James/Andrew) and America (Michael/Daniel). Endland America, like Australia, are
“Western” countries (Arnason, 2003), with majontihite European populations of Christian
heritage and English as the predominant languadée (Sanjiv/Padmesh) and Pakistan
(Ahmed/Zahid) were the origin countries (and nani@s)he culturally dissimilar
perpetrators. India and Pakistan, unlike Australra,“Eastern” countries (Arnason, 2003),
whose predominate ethnic, religious, and languesghtions are different from those in
Australia. Individuals from these backgrounds witAustralia fit within one or more of the
major cultural outgroups (i.e., that of “Asian” dad“Muslim,” see Dunn et al., 2004).

Victim stereotypicality manipulation. We manipulated the stereotypicality of the

victim’s behaviour by varying whether or not she/gbally resisted the attacker, and
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whether or not she was fully cooperative with pelic their investigations. Previous research
has shown that physical resistance is positivetyetated with both a woman'’s likelihood of
reporting her assault to the police (Du Mont, Mill@ Myhr, 2003), and with the successful
prosecution of rape cases (Gunn & Linden, 199 dicating that this behaviour is considered
stereotypic of rape victims. Previous researchafss shown that people expect victims to be
fully cooperative with police investigations (Magseee, & McKimmie, 2010). McKimmie

et al. (2014) used both these behaviours to maatpuwictim stereotypicality in their

research. Consistent with past research, theiitgtiaé analyses revealed that participants
considered both these dimensions when determinhegher or not rape had occurred
(McKimmie et al., 2014, Table 5, p. 2290), and thgiantitative analyses confirmed the
status of these behaviours as rape-victim sterestggspecially in the context of an
acquaintance rape; see McKimmie et al., 2014, Tabte 2285). We described the
complainant as Australian, and used two names @eliemma) for each version, to ensure
effects could not be attributed to individual wcthames.

Instructions and scenarios. Participants were randomly assigned to experiatent
conditions, regardless of gender. Before beinggmesl with the scenario, participants were
provided with instructions, which included a defiion of rape consistent with the Australian
criminal code. Variations exist in the definitiohrape within Australian jurisdictions, but
the definition provided was consistent with alliggiictional definitions
(http://www.aifs.gov.au/acssa/pubs/sheets/rs1/zdaghx.html). The instructions
participants received were as follows:

Please carefully read the following scenario, whislolves a summary of evidence

in a case concerning an allegation of rape. Asrgad the scenario, bear in mind that

in the criminal code, ‘rape’ is defined in the tmling way: A person must not have

sexual intercourse with anyone without the othes@®s consent. When you have
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finished reading the summary of the evidence, ydluboe asked to take a few minutes

to write down your impressions of the case, and tiespond to a number of

guestions about the case.

Following the instructions, participants were preaed with the scenario that was
adapted from the acquaintance rape scenarios nddddimmie et al.’s (2014) research. In
McKimmie et al.’s (2014) research, 6.4 percentatipipants noted that the realism of the
scenarios was compromised because the defendestilmony was missing. To increase the
realism of the scenarios, we included a paragrapingrizing the defendant’s testimony;
comments questioning the realism of the scenarere wot made by any participants in the
current study.

We also provided extra information to manipulate ¢altural background of the
defendant. The defendant was described as on atampork visa from one of the foreign
countries used, and in the scenario we explicitgtioned the Australian background of the
complainant. We noted that the alleged rape ocddaléowing a work Christmas party; the
scenario McKimmie and colleagues (2014) used redeonly to a party. We included the
work Christmas party as a reference to the Westdtnral context of the alleged crime,
rather than a religious reference. In Australiagmeithe importance of religion has declined
(in contrast to the United States; see Norris &8dhgrt, 2011), Christmas has become a
secular custom (albeit one with a Christian hedja@hus Christmas, which also coincides
with the start of an extended summer holiday, mmonly celebrated in the workplace
without reference to religion (Voloder, 2012). Rapants read the following scenario:

[Defendant name] has been in Australia for 3 yeara temporary work visa from

[defendant country]. He is charged with the rapfcomplainant name], an Australian

woman who was working at the same company as [dafégmame]. The rape is
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alleged to have occurred after a work Christmatypahere [defendant name] and
[complainant name] met.

During the trial, the Prosecutor called [complainaame] to the stand to
testify about the events that led up to the allegge. In her testimony, when
guestioned by the Prosecutor, [complainant nana¢g¢dtthat she arrived at the work
Christmas party around 6:30 pm and was soon int@dito a man named [defendant
name], who she recognised from work but had natipusly met. [Complainant
name] testified that they spent the night laughdagcing, and talking with each
other and that at the end of the night, she hadpded an invitation by [defendant
name] to go back to his apartment to talk some randehave coffee.

When they got to his apartment, [complainant nastetpd that she and
[defendant name] started kissing and caressing @aeln. According to [complainant
name], [defendant name] then grabbed her andtwiéake her clothes off in order to
have sex with her. [Complainant name] stated atghint she asked [defendant
name] to stop. Under cross examination by the Dnef@arrister, [complainant name]
testified that she ‘repeatedly pushed [defendamtejaway with all of her might, and
tried as hard as she could to cross her legs o lkiee from removing her clothes’
(victim stereotypic); or ‘did not try to physicalhgsistfdefendant name]’ (victim
counterstereotypic]. The [complainant name] tesdifihat [defendant name] did not
listen to her, and instead used force to hold benmdand eventually penetrate her.

The Prosecution also called the police officer tom [complainant name]
reported the allegations of rape to the standdinfye He confirmed that [complainant
name] had reported the same alleged events as igiven testimony. Under cross-
examination by the Defense Barrister, the polide®rf revealed that upon reporting

the incident to police, [complainant name] hadestdahat she *had tried to physically
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resist [defendant name] during the assault’ (vittereotypic); or ‘did not try to
physically resist [defendant name] (victim countemsotypic). Further, the police
officer testified that [complainant name] ‘fully aperated with the police in their
investigations’ (victim stereotypic); or ‘appeargeherally unwilling to cooperate
with the police in their investigationg’ictim counterstereotypic).

The Defence Barrister called [defendant name] éostand to testify about the
events that took place on the night the alleged.raphis testimony, [defendant
name] confirmed that he had met [complainant naah#je work Christmas party and
invited her back to his apartment where they hatsensual sex. Under cross-
examination by the Prosecution Barrister, [defehdame] testified that he could not
recall [complainant name] asking him to stop arat tie had formed the impression
that he had obtained [complainant name’s] conseettd the fact that she had agreed
to come back to his apartment and willingly kisaed caressed him.

In concluding remarks, the Prosecution Barristguad that [complainant
name] was the victim of a rape that resulted frdef¢ndant name] not listening to
[complainant name’s] requests to stop being philgicgimate. The Defense
Barrister argued that this was not a case of ragaulse [defendant name] had
obtained [complainant name’s] consent, and thahf@ainant name] had simply
experienced regret or shame about the sexual etezaafter the fact, and was
alleging that [defendant name] raped her in ordée¢l better about what had
happened.

Measures.Following the scenarios, participants were askedrite about their
impressions of the case before completing the digdrmeasures. Where multiple items

were used, we calculated the composite score asaa (see Table 1 for correlations between
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measures). After this, participants completed maaipn checks, measures of racial
prejudice, and demographic items.

We measured the extent to which participants betlétae perpetrator was guilty of
rape, guilt likelihood, with a single iteriHow likely is it that the defendant is guilty of
rape?” Participants responded on a scale fronotLdt al) to 7 (very much, adapted from a
measure used by McKimmie et al. (2014). We alsosonesl whether the punishment was
appropriate for the perpetrator if they were fogudty, punishment severity, with a single
item: “If a jury found the defendant guilty of rggeow severe do you think his punishment
should be?” Participants responded on a scale fr¢gmot at all severgto 7 (very severg
We adapted this item from a measure used by Gemddlartinez (2002).

To measure perpetrator and victim blame, we adaget from McKimmie et al.
(2014). We used five items to assess the extemhtch participants believed the perpetrator
was to blame for what occurred (e.g., “Do you thiné defendant should blame himself for
what happened?” Responses ranged froomat=at allto 7 =completely “How much
control do you think the defendant had over thgasibn” Responses ranged from heneto
7 =total). Cronbach’sx was .80, similar to the Cronbachisf .81 in McKimmie et al.’s
(2007) research. We used five comparable itemgtaddrom McKimmie et al. (2014), to
assess the extent to which participants believatitkie victim was to blame for what
occurred (e.g., “Do you think the complainant skidelame herself for what happened?”
Responses ranged from et at allto 7 =completely “How much control do you think the
complainant had over the situation?” Responsesedhfrgm 1 =noneto 7 =total).
Cronbach’'sx for these items was .85, identical to the Cronlsaghn McKimmie et al.’s
(2014) research.

Manipulation checks.We used four items (two reverse scored) to medbere

cultural similarity manipulation (e.qg., “I feel silar to the defendant,” “I feel that | would
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have very little in common with the defendant,” Rasses ranged from 1strongly disagree
to 7 =strongly agreea = .79). We created seven items to measure thepmatpn of
victim-stereotypicality (e.g., “During the allegespe, how similar was the complainant's
behaviour to that of a typical rape victim?,” “Wheporting the incident to the police, did
the complainant behave in a way that is typica efomen who has been raped?” Responses
ranged from 1 mot at allto 7 =very mucha = .79). We also included a question that asked
participants to indicate which country the deferigard the complainant were from.

Racial prejudice. To measure racial prejudice, we drew on researdfdosest and
Dunn (2007), who used a wide range of indicatonsoial prejudice that they examined
individually, to investigate its sociospatial asjsea a large Australian city. Nine items they
used were rated on a single scale, and we used séteese items to form a single racial
prejudice scale. The items were: “It is NOT a gateh for people of different races to marry
one another,” “All races of people are equal,” “Yfeel secure when you are with people of
different ethnic backgrounds,” “It is a good thifog a society to be made up of people from
different cultures,” “Australia is weakened by pkppf different ethnic origins sticking to
their old ways,” “There is racial prejudice in Atata,” “Anglo-Australians enjoy a
privileged position in our society,” Responses ehffom 1 =strongly disagre¢o 7 =
strongly agreg The two items we excluded were “You are prejadiagainst other
cultures,” because very few people self-identifypegudiced (Forrest & Dunn, 2007; Peake
& Kobayashi, 2000); and “Humankind is made up @fasate races,” because beliefs in
natural racial groups are widespread (Forrest &M)@907; Hannaford, 1996) and not
reliably related to prejudice (Haslam, RothschildErnst, 2002).

As Forrest and Dunn (2007) analysed each item iiddially, to use these items as a
scale, we first submitted them to an exploratocgdaanalysis (Principal Axis Factoring).

Scree plots revealed a single factor, explainirig @ the variance, with four items loading
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strongly (factor loadings > .55, representing “vgopd” loadings; Tabachnick & Fidel,
2001): “It is NOT a good idea for people of diffate@aces to marry one another,” “All races
of people are equal” (reverse scored), “You feeuse when you are with people of different
ethnic backgrounds” (reverse scored), “It is a gthoalg for a society to be made up of
people from different cultures” (reverse scoredje3e items formed a reliable scailex

.78), with higher scores representing greater racgudice.

Perceptions of rapist stereotypicality and victim snilarity. We also measured how
typical the defendant was to stereotypic perceptfirapists in general (i.e., “How similar is
the defendant to the type of person who typicadimmits rape?”). If culturally-different
defendants were perceived as more stereotypi@adtsathan culturally similar defendants,
this may indicate racist beliefs concerning theatgelikelihood of rape being committed by
ethnic-minority men. To measure perceived victimikrity, we adapted the same four items
used to measure the manipulation of perpetratdti@llsimilarity (e.g., “I feel similar to the
complainant,” Responses ranged from dtrengly disagred¢o 7 =strongly agreeq = .81).

Demographics.Participants’ indicated their gender, age, edundgwel, and
Australian citizenship. We used the following opmrded question to determine participants’
ethnic background, “What is your ethnic backgrou(al@., African, European).” We
classified as ethnically White participants whoveesed “European” (the most frequent
response) and/or specified a European heritage (Ergglish,” “Dutch,” “West European”),
or answered “Caucasian,” “White,” “Anglo-Celtic,Ahglo-Saxon,” or “Australian” (long-
present Anglo-Australians often identify their @thbackground as “Australian”; Dunn et al.,
2004). We excluded participants who indicated thatr ethnic background was mixed (e.g.,
“Australian and Chinese”), or non-European (e.BaKistani,” “Asian,” “Indigenous”).
Participants’ also indicated if they had prior j@grvice, because of its possible impact on

conviction and sentencing (Dillehay & Nietzel, 198bmelein, Nietzel, & Dillehay, 1991).
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Results

Data Analysis Plan

Our analyses followed three phases. In the firasphwe performed preliminary
analyses of manipulations and measures. In thendgumase, we performed ANCOVAs
(analyses of covariance) and simple-effects ang)ysdest Hypotheses 1, 2, 4 and 5. In the
third phase, we ran moderated mediations, to tggbthesis 3. For the ANCOVAs
(including simple-effects analyses) and moderatediations, we included racial prejudice
as a covariate, to control for potential effectsoagated with resentment/hostility towards
members of cultural/ethnic outgroups.
Preliminary Analyses of Manipulations and Measures

Of the 299 White-Australian citizens that we scekfor inclusion in the initial
analyses, we excluded 59 participants (19.7%) whorrectly answered the question
regarding the perpetrators’ country of origin. & remaining participants, we excluded
another three participants who incorrectly answéhnedjuestion regarding the victims’
country of origin, leaving 237 participants for tieal analyses (105 men, 132 wom&fige
=45.65,SD=13.68; 39.2% high school, 28.3% TAFE, 32.5% wgasluate degree or
higher). Of the remaining 237 participants, 23 ¥8) Teported prior jury service, however we
found that results were unaffected in preliminamglgses, and it was not considered further.
For both the victim-stereotypic and victim-countersotypic conditions, the number of male
and female participants in the two perpetratortgaltsimilarity conditions did not
significantly differ,x? (1) < .57,ps > .45. The sample size provided adequate po&jeto(.
identify effect sizes corresponding to partial stgrared equal to .03.

The different countries used may have affectedgueiens of perpetrator-cultural
similarity; we compared the culturally similar (Ane&a, England) and the culturally

dissimilar (India, Pakistan) countries on the pagier-cultural similarity measure, and
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found no effects. There were no perpetrator-cuksirailarity effects when we compared the
two names used for each country. Thus, we didneduide the two countries (within each of
the two levels of perpetrator-cultural similarigd two perpetrator names (within each of
the four countries used) in subsequent analysaall¥;i there were no differences for victim
stereotypicality when we compared the two victimmes, so we did not include individual
victim names in subsequent analyses.

Perceived perpetrator-cultural similarity and perceived victim stereotypicality.

To determine whether the manipulation of perpetrattural similarity and victim
stereotypicality had the effects anticipated, wedtwted 2 (Perpetrator-Cultural Similarity)
x 2 (Victim Stereotypicality) x 2 (Participant Gear)l analysis of variances (ANOVAS) on
the manipulation checks. For perpetrator-cultanalilarity, the manipulation had the
intended effect(1, 229) = 4.86p = .028np? = .02, as perpetrators from Western cultukds (
=2.79,SD=1.32), were perceived as more similar to pgdcts than perpetrators from
Eastern cultured{ = 2.37,SD= 1.21). There was also a main effect for victim
stereotypicalityF(1, 229) = 6.91p = .009n,,> = .03, with participants feeling more similar
towards perpetrators in the victim-counterstereiotfid = 2.90,SD = 1.28), than in the
victim-stereotypic M = 2.36,SD = 1.25) condition. The main effect for participgender
was a non-significant trenae = 2.85,SD= 1.17;Mtemale =2.43,SD= 1.36,p = .064).
There were no other significant effects (@l> .31).

For victim stereotypicality, results revealed tthe manipulation had the intended
effect,F(1, 229) = 92.12p < .001,n,% = .29, as the victim’s behaviour in the stereatypi
condition M = 5.15,SD = .88) was perceived as more stereotypic of amittan the
victim’s behaviour in the counterstereotypic coimht(M = 3.80,SD= 1.13). There was also

a main effect for participant gend€&i(1, 229) = 7.72p = .006,np? = .03, with menNI =
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4.27,SD=1.08) perceiving victim behaviour as less stgf@o of a victim than women\ =
4.71,SD=1.28). No other effects were significant (@l> .72).

Racial prejudice, perceived rapist stereotypicalityand perceived victim
similarity. In addition to manipulation checks, we used theesam 2 x 2 ANOVAs to
examine whether there were effects of the experiaieonditions on racial prejudice,
perceived rapist stereotypicality, and perceivedimi similarity. For racial prejudice, there
were no effects relating to the experimental coodg or participant gender (gié > .23).
For the measure of perceived rapist stereotypycdhiere was a main effect only for
participant gender and victim stereotypicality. Waantompared to meR(1, 229) = 6.71p
=.01,mp? = .03: Memale = 4.59,SD = 1.62.;Mmale = 3.98,SD= 1.38, and participants in the
victim-stereotypic compared to victim-counterstayee condition,F(1, 229) = 9.78p =
.002,mp% = .04:Mcounterstereotypic= 3.95,SD = 1.54;Mstereotypic= 4.66,SD = 1.48, perceived the
defendant as more stereotypic of a person who ctsmwape. There were no significant main
effects or interactions involving the perpetrataltaral-similarity condition (alps > .32).
Thus, culturally dissimilar perpetratogl & 4.36,SD = 1.48), were considered no more
stereotypic of a person who commits rape than llyusimilar perpetratora = 4.29,SD =
1.59). Finally, for perceived victim similarity, wa there were no effects relating to the
experimental manipulations, there was a main eftegbarticipant gendeF(1, 229) =
22.78,p < .001,np? = .09, with menNI = 3.33,SD = 1.15) feeling less similar towards
victims, than womenM = 4.17,SD= 1.36; all otheps > .18).

Correlations. To ensure that relations between the measurestofiwlame,
perpetrator blame, punishment severity, guilt llkebd, and the racial prejudice covariate,
were in expected directions, we performed correteti analyses. Table 1 shows correlations
between the measures, which were all in expectedttns. Victim blame was negatively

correlated with perpetrator blame, punishment sgyend guilt likelihood. Perpetrator
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blame, punishment severity, and guilt likelihoodevall positively correlated. The highest
correlation was between perpetrator blame and likelihood { = .68). Racial prejudice was
positively correlated with victim blame, and negaly correlated with perpetrator blame,
punishment severity, and guilt likelihood, conateith patterns found between racial
prejudice and reactions to rape by George and Meztf2002).
Testing the Effects of the Manipulations

We performed separate analyses of covariance (AN&D\Ising a 2 (Perpetrator-
Cultural Similarity) x 2 (Victim Stereotypicalityy 2 (Participant Gender) design, with racial
prejudice as a covaridtdor the key measures of victim blame, perpetratame,
punishment severity and guilt likelihood. The ANC®4/(in addition to simple-effects
analyses) allowed us to test whether perpetratiberal similarity influenced rape
evaluations in the counterstereotypic-victim coieditf Hypothesis 2), but not in the
stereotypic-victim condition (Hypothesis 1). Weldoted up the ANCOVAs with simple-
effects analyses, comparing means between theetvets| of perpetrator-cultural similarity,
within each level of victim-stereotypicality. Tharme ANCOVASs also allowed us to test
whether women, like men, used counterstereotymtmibehaviour to excuse culturally
similar perpetrators (Hypothesis 4), and whethen’'meesponses were more favourable
towards perpetrators, and less favourable towaddsns, than women’s (Hypothesis 5).

Findings from the ANCOVASs revealed consistent dethere were significant
main effects of victim stereotypicality for the nse@es of victim blamer(1, 228) = 7.35p =
.007,m% = .03; perpetrator blamg(1, 228) = 17.18p < .001np? = .07; punishment
severity,F(1, 228) = 29.91p < .001,np? = .12; and guilt likelihoodF(1, 228) = 23.97p <
.001,m,% = .10. For perpetrator-cultural similarity, thevas a main effect for punishment
severity,F(1,228) = 5.12p = .025n,° = .02, while for perpetrator blame and guilt

likelihood, main effects trended in the same digegtbut were not significanf(1, 228) =
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3.15,p=.077n% = .014;F(1, 228) = 3.13p = .078,n,% = .01, respectively). The main effect
for victim blame on this measure was not signiftq@n= .224)

As shown in Table 2, the predicted interaction lesmvvictim stereotypicality and
perpetrator-cultural similarity was significant factim blame, perpetrator blame, and
punishment severity. For guilt likelihood, the irstetion trended in the predicted direction
but was not significanip(= .061). Simple-effects analyses revealed th#tervictim-
stereotypic condition, there were no significarfitedences in victim blame, perpetrator
blame, punishment severity, or guilt likelihood @uiturally similar, compared to culturally
dissimilar, perpetrators, consistent with HypotedsiHowever, in the victim
counterstereotypic condition, significant differesavere found on all measures. That is,
victim blame was greater, and perpetrator blameighment severity, and guilt likelihood
were less for culturally similar perpetrators, thanculturally dissimilar perpetrators. These
results were consistent with Hypothesis 2, althathgtresults for guilt likelihood should be
treated with caution due to the marginal interactio

Findings from the ANCOVAs also revealed that thepp&rator-cultural similarity by
victim stereotypicality interactions were not maated by participant gender; no significant
three-way interactions for any of the four key megas were revealed (gdé > .32). These
findings supported Hypothesis 4, that women, lilenpwould use counterstereotypic-victim
behaviour to excuse culturally similar perpetrattmsonsistent with Hypothesis 5, that men
would be more positive towards perpetrators, asd p@sitive towards victims, than women,
findings from the ANCOVAs revealed no main effestparticipant gender for any of the
four key measures (gbs > .10).

Moderated Mediations
To test Hypothesis 3, we conducted moderated medganalysis (with victim

blame and perpetrator blame as parallel mediator$fhie measures of punishment severity
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and guilt likelihood. We tested the mediators inglal using Hayes’ (2013) “Process” macro
for SPSS (with 5000 bootstrap samples). For pungstireeverity, as shown in Figure 1
(Panel A), when we entered both mediators (victiamie and perpetrator blame) into the
model, the significant interaction effect for pumsent severity became non-significant. Bias
corrected 95% confidence intervals for both vichlame [-.302, -.002], and perpetrator
blame [-.735, -.126] did not include zero, showihgt both were significant mediators.

For guilt likelihood, even though the victim stetygmcality by perpetrator cultural
similarity interaction was not significant in the&N&€OVA (p = .06), this interaction was
significant when we used bootstrappipg=.04; see Figure 1, Panel B). When we entered
both mediators (victim blame and perpetrator blami®) the model, this significant
interaction effect for guilt likelihood became nsigmificant. Bias corrected 95% confidence
intervals for victim blame [-.342, -.042]; and petfator blame [-.769, -.133] did not include
zero, showing that both were significant mediatbrsupport of Hypothesis 3, reduced
punishment severity and guilt likelihood for culilly similar perpetrators in the counter-
stereotypic victim condition, could be explainedldmth the increase in victim blame, as well
as the decrease in perpetrator blame.

Discussion

Previous research has shown that counterstereetigiim behaviour is more likely
to negatively affect a rape victim’s case in thateat of acquaintance, as opposed to
stranger, rape (McKimmie et al., 2014). In the entrstudy, we investigated whether the
negative impact of counterstereotypic-victim bebavioccurs more when perceivers are
similar to perpetrators, than in the context ofusmtqgtance rape. Predictions were based on
theorising within the social identity tradition (el & Turner, 1986; Turner et al., 1987), and
related findings on ingroup bias (cf. Brewer, 1988yrison et al., 2008), showing that bias

effects are most pronounced when there is infoondhat could be used to generate doubt
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about what occurred. Participants were presentddavsummary of an acquaintance-rape
case. We manipulated perpetrator similarity by deswgy defendants as being from either
similar (Western) or dissimilar (Eastern) backgmsito White-Australian participants, and
complainant behaviour as either conforming (steq@o} or not conforming
(counterstereotypic) to expectations of rape vistilVe assessed participant’s ratings of
victim and perpetrator blame, punishment seveaityl guilt likelihood.

Consistent with predictions, when victim behaviaas stereotypic, victim and
perpetrator evaluations did not vary as a functibperpetrator-cultural similarity. When
victim behaviour was counterstereotypic, victimmbiawas higher and perpetrator blame and
punishment severity lower, for culturally similagmpared to culturally dissimilar,
perpetrators. Predictions for the measure of gjkétihood were not supported in the
ANCOVA, as the perpetrator-cultural similarity bictim stereotypicality interaction trended
in the predicted direction but was not significatbwever, the predicted interaction for guilt
likelihood was significant using bootstrapping, arenrobust technique requiring fewer
assumptions about the data (Erceg-Hurn & Mirose\2€08). Also consistent with
predictions, moderated mediation revealed thataedpunishment severity and guilt
likelihood for culturally similar perpetrators ihé counterstereotypic-victim condition could
be explained by increased victim blame and decdepsretrator blame.

We also predicted that two-way interactions woudtllme moderated by participant
gender. As predicted, no significant three-wayraxtgons involving participant gender for
the measures of victim blame, perpetrator blameighment severity, or guilt likelihood
were revealed. Women, like men, used counterstgiestictim behaviour to excuse
culturally similar perpetrators.

Finally, we predicted that, based on men’s gendsed similarity to perpetrators

(and gender-based dissimilarity to victims), merulddave more positive evaluations of
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perpetrators, and less positive evaluations ofragtthan women. This hypothesis was not
supported, as there were no significant differefsg®/een men’s and women’s responses for
the measure of victim blame, perpetrator blamejgbument severity, or guilt likelihood.

While meta-analyses have shown that men are magly lio endorse victim blame than
women (Anderson, Cooper, & Okamura, 1997; Suaré&zaglalla, 2010), it is also the case
that women’s own experience of rape, or exposurage victims, attenuates their rape
acceptance (Anderson et al., 1997). As we relied self-selected sample in the current
research, it is possible that the lack of gendéeminces occurred because women who had
been victims of rape chose not to participate.

Another possible explanation for the lack of gerdiferences is that the cultural
similarity manipulation minimized gender salienead we described similar perpetrators as
Australian (like the victim), rather than AmericanEnglish, the salience of culture may
have been reduced and the salience of gender mayifaeased, leading to the emergence
of more typical gender differences. Consistent whik possibility, findings from the
manipulation check for perpetrator-cultural simtharevealed no main effects or interactions
involving participant gender. It is also possililattbecause the scenario depicted a woman
violating traditional gender roles (e.g., by gobmark to the apartment of a man she did not
know well), that participants’ endorsement of ttexhal gender-role beliefs (e.g., benevolent
sexism; cf. Glick & Fiske, 1996) was more importéotpredicting their reactions than
participant gender (cf. Viki, Abrams, & Masser, 2D0Whatever the reason for the lack of
significant gender differences, they do reveal thamen’s responses can be difficult to
distinguish from men’s, and therefore that both ima@nd women’s views about rape
(especially the legitimacy of finding excuses fape when perpetrators are culturally similar)
need to be challenged.

Practice Implications
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The harmful effects of prescriptive stereotypesréme victims are widely recognized
(Grubb & Turner, 2012; Suarez & Gadalla, 2010). @search findings are the first to
demonstrate that violating these stereotypes i€ iagly to undermine the case of a victim
who alleges rape against a perpetrator perceivewsas culturally similar to themselves.

Our findings highlight the importance of finding ygato tackle the biasegpplication of
rape-victim stereotypes. While this is unlikelyli® easy, research on the black-sheep effect
(see Marques & Paez, 1994 for a review) showsmtiaking excuses for ingroup (i.e.,

similar) perpetrators is not inevitable. Rathergvghnorms against certain behaviour are
clear, sanctions against ingroup violators canves enore severe than those experienced by
members of outgroups (Marques, Yzerbyt, & Leyef83).

Efforts by activists and those in the media to higgtt and challenge the greater
tolerance of rape when it is committed by cultyralimilar perpetrators, especially when a
victim’s behaviour is counterstereotypic, are nee@é. Fabiano, Perkins, Berkowitz,
Linkenbach, & Stark, 2003). Efforts that are likébybe effective in this regard include
challenging beliefs that “ordinary” (i.e., relatapmen are unlikely to commit rape, as well as
shifting the responsibility for rape prevention gweom victims (and therefore victim
behaviour) towards men as potential perpetratoragay, 1996). Rape prevention
programs in college communities that teach meretpdsitive bystanders have shown great
potential for reducing rape-supportive attituded bahaviours (e.g., see Banyard, Moynihan,
& Crossman, 2009; Foubert, Godin, & Tatum, 2009yGz, Orchowski, & Berkowitz,

2011).

The implications of the findings for men’s and warisereactions to rape cases that
involve people other than themselves are similar.rken as potential perpetrators, the
reduced likelihood of seeing the behaviour of d@uwally similar perpetrator in the victim-

counterstereotypic condition as problematic, suggdst men also may be less likely to
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regard their own behaviour in such circumstancesasistent with rape. For women as
potential victims, the increased likelihood of appg rape-victim stereotypes to protect
culturally similar perpetrators, suggests that wommay also be more likely to blame
themselves for rape in such circumstances (cf.iHetal., 2011). As self-blame has been
negatively linked to reporting rape (Starzynskini#n, Filipas, & Townsend, 2005), women
may also be less likely to report a rape that mmitted by a culturally similar perpetrator.
For those working with rape victims in the aftermat an assault, including therapists,
counsellors, and the police, a consideration ohtigative effect that a perpetrator’s cultural
similarity may have on a victim’s interpretationefents, and intentions to report the assault,
may be warranted.
Limitations and Future Directions

In the current study, we varied the cultural simiijaof perpetrators to White-
Australian participants, however we did not vary Australian background of the victim,
and we implied that she was ethnically White byirgivher a stereotypically White name
(Rebecca/Emily). In addition to perpetrator similgrwe also varied whether or not the
depicted rape was interethnic or intraethnic. Ratfien positive ingroup bias, our results
could therefore reflect negative stereotypes thetl/ethnic-minority men are more likely to
rape White women. However, such negative sterestgipe unlikely to provide an
explanation of our findings because: (1) resultsavwedependent of the measure of racial
prejudice (negative-outgroup bias); (2) culturalifferent perpetrators were not rated as
more stereotypic of rapists than culturally simparpetrators; and (3) differences in rape
perceptions based on perpetrator similarity (etty)igvere limited to the victim-
counterstereotypic condition. Had bias towardsucalty similar perpetrators occurred across
the victim-stereotypicality conditions, negativersiotypes that ethnic-minority men are more

likely to rape White women would have provided arenplausible explanation.
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Our findings do appear to reflect prejudice basegasitive ingroup bias (cf. Brewer,
1999; Harrison et al., 2008). However to estabighgeneralizability of the ingroup bias
effects shown here beyond a White Australian sangulditional research is needed to
examine whether participants from alternative etlinasickgrounds show equivalent bias
towards similar perpetrators. Determining how afmther responses are affected by varying
the cultural similarity of a rape victim vis-a-\perceivers will also be important. Research
by Harrison et al. (2008) described in the Intrdgutg has shown that people are less willing
to use counterstereotypic-victim behaviour to undee an ingroup victim’s rape claim.
When victims are from a different cultural backgnduo perceivers, it is possible that bias
towards culturally similar perpetrators is evemgé&ar Indeed, reduced similarity to victims
may provide an even greater basis for participmnfsel similar to perpetrators, increasing
their tendencies to use a victim’s violation of@apctim stereotypes in a perpetrator’s
defence (see George & Martinez, 2002 for findirngd thite perpetrators faced reduced
culpability for interracial, rather than intraragieape).

Future research could also be used to examine etithctions to rape are affected
when both the perpetrator and the victim are frodrffarent cultural background to
perceivers. In this type of scenario, culturalesadie might be reduced and the salience of
gender increased, highlighting men’s (but not wosiesimilarity towards perpetrators. This
could in turn increase men'’s likelihood of usinglations of rape-victim stereotypes to
defend culturally dissimilar perpetrator. Howevarntrary to their predictions, research in
the United States by George and Martinez (2002)ddhat the culpability of Black
perpetrators (as judged by predominantly Whiteigpgents) was actually greater when rape
involved a Black—as opposed to a White—female mictNonetheless, this specific pattern
of findings may depend on prejudice toward Whiteneo who associate with men from

alternative ethnic/racial groups (cf. George & Meet, 2002). Going beyond the typical
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male perpetrator and female victim case of rapkalsb be important for determining the
broader applicability of the current findings.

In the current research, we described dissimilgogieators as being of either Indian
or Pakistani origin. Indians and Pakistanis aredmgtinct outgroups in Australia, but fit into
one or two (i.e., “Asian” or “Muslim”) of the fivenajor cultural outgroups (Dunn et al.,
2004). Our findings indicate that participants saspetrators of Indian and Pakistani origin
as equally dissimilar and, as discussed above;tsfieere unlikely to be due to racial
prejudice (negative outgroup bias). However, had‘Muslim” background of perpetrators
(e.g., from Pakistan) been emphasised, racial giagumay have played a greater role.
Compared to other cultural outgroups, Muslims irs#alia face high levels of intolerance,
and are especially likely to be regarded as séRishn et al., 2004; Ho, 2007). Future
research is needed to determine whether racialgiog for perpetrators from particularly
derided outgroups has an additional effect on hoapa victim’s case is perceived.

The current findings do not appear to reflect negatutgroup bias, however effect
sizes in this research were generally small. Racgjldice may have accounted for
additional variance if we had measured it diffelento increase measurement accuracy, the
general measures of racial prejudice we used dmilaapted to relate specifically to the
cultural groups examined. Alternatively, more insilimeasures of racial prejudice could be
used to limit socially desirable responding (etlyg, Implicit Association Test: Greenwald,
McGhee, & Schwartz, 1998). Beyond negative outgigiag, future research might also
examine the effects of strength of ingroup idecdiion. Research has shown that people who
identify strongly with their ingroups are more degeve in response to ingroup criticism
(Doosje, Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 199B) plbssible that those who identify
particularly strongly with their cultural ingroup.g. Western/White), are also most likely to

use counter-stereotypic victim behaviour in a qally similar perpetrator’s defence.
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In the current research, we used cultural backgtaamanipulate perpetrator
similarity, however there are many bases upon wheriseivers could feel similar to
perpetrators. As outlined in the Introduction, exsters have found that being from the
same university as perpetrators or victims affaois rape is perceived (Bal & van den Bos,
2010; Harrison et al., 2008). Future research cexéimine whether similarity based on
university membership is also associated with are@sed use of counterstereotypic-victim
behaviour in a perpetrator’'s defence. Beyond deapgc categories, qualitative evidence
suggests that perpetrator stereotypicality, whidlikely to be greater in stranger-rape cases
(Du Mont et al., 2003), provides another basigenceivers to make similarity judgements.
Future research could also explore whether disaritylto stereotypic perpetrators explains
the diminished application of rape-victim stere@ypn stranger-rape contexts (cf.
McKimmie et al., 2014).

We attempted to make the summary of evidence ofdhet case in the current
research as realistic as possible. However, stidissd on written summaries of complex
events can only capture a small part of the retiigy seek to represent (Worell & Robinson,
1994). Jurors in an actual court case would recgaibstantially more information on which
to base their judgements, and caution in genengliaur findings to the outcomes of an
actual court case is warranted. Our findings magnbee relevant to understanding the effect
of rape-victim stereotypes in other social contestieh as a summary of a rape trial in the
media (cf. Franiuk, Seefelt, Cepress, & Vandel@)®), or a retelling of events by peers. To
increase generalizability for future studies, shaitten vignettes could be replaced with
longer audio or video recordings of court casdgurg trained actors. To increase
experimental control, immersive virtual environmetthnology simulating actual court

cases could also be utilized (cf. Blascovich gt24102)
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Future researchers might also use multi-item sc¢aleseasure guilt likelihood and
punishment severity. While single-item measuregHese types of evaluations have been
used in previous research (e.g., George & MartiB@@2; McKimmie et al., 2014), multi-
item measures would enable greater accuracy iagbessment of their meaning to
participants. Implicit measures could also be ipooated in future research, such as the
amount of physical distance desired from a raperakfnt or complainant (cf. Bal & van den
Bos, 2010), to help limit a reliance on face-valtdles. Very few rape cases make it to court
(Daly & Bouhours, 2010), so examining the effecpefpetrator-cultural similarity in other
contexts will also be important. As support fromefids, family, social service providers and
police are known to influence a victim’s prosecnotaecisions (Anders & Christopher, 2011),
they provide obvious next contexts to examine ffects of a perpetrator’s cultural
similarity. Using different contexts would also éfean examination of a broader range of
responses, such as the type and extent of sugptims receive in the aftermath of an
assault, including whether or not they are suppartenaking a formal complaint.
Conclusions

The unhelpful social focus on how women as victohsape should behave—rather
than on the problematic behaviour of men as peafmes—is reflected in the literature; the
ways that women’s behaviour can be used to exaysehrave been thoroughly reported.
While exposing the content of prescriptive sterpesyof rape victims is important, the
current research shows that the impact of percgiuse of these stereotypes is affected by
who the perpetrator is—specifically, whether theppéator is from a cultural background
that is similar to the background of perceiverading effective ways to challenge the social
norms that currently tolerate the use of countesstgpic-victim behaviour to excuse
culturally similar perpetrators is likely to be iompant for ensuring that greater justice is

afforded to rape victims.
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Endnotes
!Results without the racial prejudice covariate wargely unchanged. Only for
perpetrator blame did the significant interactip(.029) became a non-significant trerl, (

= .066).
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Table 1

Correlations between Victim and Perpetrator Blafenishment Severity, Guilt Likelihood,
and Racial Prejudice

1 2 3 4
1. Victim blame _
2. Perpetrator blame -.67**
3. Punishment severity - 49%* 61**
4. Guilt likelihood -57*  68** 51 _
5. Racial prejudice 20%% - 21%* - 15% - 14*
N 237

*p < .05, **p < .01.
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Table 2

Victim-Stereotypicality by Perpetrator-Cultural-Slamity Interaction Effects: Means (SDs) and SimaRects for
the Interaction between Victim Stereotypicality &stpetrator-Cultural Similarity, with Racial Preglice as a Covariate.

Victim stereotypicality

Stereotypic Counterstereotypic

Perpetrator culture Perpetrator culture

Measure Fvalue np? Similar Dissimilar Similar Dissimilar
Victim blame 520 .02 3.23(1.28) 3.33(1.68) 4.22 (1.44)  3.49 (1.28)**

Perpetrator blame 4.82* .02 5.43 (1.02) 5.48 (k9 4.40 (1.31) 5.05 (1.14)**
Punishment severity 7.39** .03 5.45 (1.30) 5.464)ns 3.59 (1.97) 4.76 (1.68)**

Guilt likelihood 3.531 .01 5.47 (1.48)  5.46 (1.54) 4.01(1.62)  4.81 (LAT)**

Note.F tests are for the interactioaf(1, 228). p < .10, ¥ < .05, *p < .01.
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A B

Victim blame Victim blame

91* -7 91* 24

- * -
1.29%(-7371) Punishment -.86™ (-.21ns) Guilt
VS X PCS it VS X PCS .
severity likelihood

-.67* B2** -67% .65%**

Perpetrator Perpetrator
blame blame
1P <.10,*p < .05, **p < .001

Figure 1.Moderated mediation model showing the effect oficém-stereotypicality (VS) by perpetrator-culeilasimilarity (PCS) interaction
on punishment severity (Panel A) and guilt likebdagPanel B) mediated by victim blame and perpetraame, with racial prejudice as a
covariate.



