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Abstract
This study examined the direct effect of “classic rape” characteristics, and how they

were moderated by rape myth endorsement, on the likelihood of arrest, perceived

district attorney charge acceptance, and perceived suspect conviction using a formal

rape disclosure among a sample of 468 police participants from a sizeable municipal

law enforcement agency in one of the fifth largest and most diverse U.S. cities. A ran-

domly assigned, between-subjects factorial vignette design was employed.

Manipulations included stereotypical trauma response, forensic medical exam, and

perpetrator type. Path modeling revealed statistically significant relations between

stereotypical trauma response, forensic medical exam, perpetrator type, and the

three outcome variables. Rape myth endorsement moderated the effect of manipula-

tions on the dependent variables. Implications for research and policy are discussed.
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Introduction

Research on sexual assault has identified police as “gatekeepers” in the criminal justice
system (Kerstetter, 1990) because they exercise significant discretion to investigate,
present a case to the district attorney (DA), or unfound a case. Scholars have argued
that police and prosecutorial decision-making in sexual assault cases cannot be fully
disentangled, and therefore, should not be empirically assessed in isolation from the
downstream orientation of justice context (Spohn & Tellis, 2019). The impetus for a
focus on police decision-making in sexual assault cases has been multifaceted. The
last several decades have seen policy shifts related to sexual assault case processing
(Spohn & Horney, 1992) and U.S. cities have been scrutinized for untested forensic
medical exam backlogs (Campbell et al., 2014; Campbell & Fehler-Cabral, 2018).
Multidisciplinary, coordinated-community responses have encouraged a
trauma-informed and victim-centered response to sexual assault (Martin, 2005), and
researchers have emphasized the ways police have magnified case attrition, proposed
largely due to misinformation surrounding the manifestation of trauma (Campbell
et al., 2019; Franklin et al., 2020; Maddox et al., 2012). Despite important reforms,
shortcomings have continued. Sexual assault happens with frequency but has remained
considerably underreported. Nearly 20% of women and one in 14 men have experi-
enced attempted or completed rape in their lifetime (Smith et al., 2018), yet only
33% of sexual assault offenses will be reported (Morgan & Truman, 2020). Among
those victims who formally report to police, the “second rape” is not an uncommon
experience (Campbell et al., 2001). This negative interaction with police—being met
with skepticism, disbelief, and insensitivity during the police response, has hindered
victim cooperation (Campbell & Raja, 1999; Patterson, 2011) and accelerated case
attrition.

Research has suggested that only 18%–33% of sexual assaults reported to police
will be disposed by arrest (Alderden & Ullman, 2012; Morabito et al., 2019). The
process of screening cases for investigation and prosecution by police has centered
on social constructions of “real victims” and the “classic rape” (Du Mont et al.,
2003; Stewart et al., 1996). These historically entrenched stereotypes have informed
police perceptions of appropriate victim behavior during and after a sexual assault
and have influenced police attributions of responsibility for victim provocation
(Amir, 1967) or allegations of false reporting (see Belknap, 2010). Despite archaic nar-
ratives rooted in rape mythology, recent advances in psychology and neurobiology
have identified considerations for police, including commonly held stereotypes sur-
rounding the way a victim presents behaviorally during a formal disclosure (Ask,
2010). Police perceptions of victims and their interpretation of the circumstances,
including case and victim characteristics, have significant implications for case pro-
gression that warrant attention. Indeed, when police misperceive trauma presentation
and question the authenticity of a formal sexual assault disclosure, victims experience
secondary victimization (through disbelief and stigma) and are disincentivized to con-
tinue participating in the formal criminal justice process. Crime severity (Spohn &
Tellis, 2012), assault location (Bouffard, 2000), victim–offender relationship (Ylang
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& Hotlfreter, 2020), weapon use (Alderden & Long, 2016), injury (McLean &
Goodman-Delahunty, 2008), victim cooperation (Meeker et al., 2019), and forensic
medical evidence (Tasca et al., 2013) have been integral in the response to sexual
assault. Research has also explored the effect of rape myths on police decision-making
(Garza & Franklin, 2021; O’Neal, 2019; Page, 2008, 2010; Sleath & Bull, 2017) and
has highlighted deleterious outcomes when police have endorsed rape mythology.
Limited research has acknowledged the importance of trauma presentation when a
victim reports a sexual assault (see Klippenstine & Schuller, 2012; Maddox et al.,
2011, 2012), though recent efforts have reported a significant empirical relation
between rape myth adherence and trauma presentation stereotypes (Franklin et al.,
2020). Instead, police have held a series of relatively durable beliefs surrounding
how a crime victim should act that are analogous to rape mythology but at odds
with the neurobiological brain/body response (Ask, 2010). The theoretical disconnect
between the effect of trauma on behavior and the way police expect a crime victim to
behave has propelled scholars to speculate negative consequences for case progression,
though to date, this has not been examined empirically. The present study used a
between-subjects, factorial design to empirically examine the role of trauma presenta-
tion on police perceptions of case outcomes, while considering participant rape myth
endorsement, forensic medical exam, and perpetrator type as covariates, using a ran-
domly assigned vignette among a sample of police at a large, urban agency located
in one of the five most populous and diverse U.S. cities.

Police Decision-Making and the “Classic Rape”

Termed the most “important processing agents in sexual assault cases” (LaFree, 1981,
p. 582), police exercise significant discretion in screening, investigation, and disposi-
tion of cases. Suspect, victim, and incident characteristics have shaped police percep-
tions of the credibility and convictability of a case. The paradigm of a “classic rape” has
produced the framework from which individuals have interpreted these characteristics.
The “classic rape” paradigm has stemmed from cultural rape myths that have justified
sexual violence (Burt, 1980; Koss et al., 1994) through the social construction of how
women “ought to” behave in intimacy interactions (Franklin, 2013). The “classic rape”
has suggested that cases involving assault by a stranger–perpetrator, wielding a
weapon, and producing gratuitous injury are among the most genuine (Lisak &
Miller, 2002). Du Mont et al. (2003, p. 469) argued the classic rape is, “…an act of
violent, forceful penetration committed by a stranger during a blitz attack in a
public, deserted place. The victim is portrayed as a morally upright, White woman
who is physically injured while resisting.” When these characteristics are present
during an offense, research has demonstrated that victims have been increasingly
more likely to report the assault (Alderden & Long, 2016) and police perceptions of
assault seriousness have increased (Spohn & Tellis, 2012) relative to when an incident
has not been characterized by these circumstances. Similarly, when an incident reflects
the “classic rape,” police have expected prosecutors to accept charges and prosecutors
have expected juries to return a guilty verdict (Spohn & Tellis, 2019) more so than
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when an incident does not reflect the “classic rape.” To be sure, each criminal justice
actor makes decisions with at least some attention to how cases may be perceived and
acted on by subsequent personnel—termed the downstream orientation of justice
(Frohmann, 1997).

Alternatively, cases not conforming to the “classic rape” have been met with callous
system response. Research on the neurobiology of trauma has noted how the human
body is flooded with hormones following a traumatic event, producing a series of
chaotic outcomes on an individual’s behavioral display. Victims may present with
flat affect, make delayed reports, or lack expressive behavioral signs of pain (Barrett
& Hamilton-Giachritsis, 2013). These behavioral indicators have conjured notions
of deceit. Additional factors related to the victim and her identity politics/social posi-
tion have decreased the severity and seriousness with which police view this crime and
have reported increased culpability toward victims including race/ethnicity, lower edu-
cational attainment, receiving social welfare assistance, and risk-taking behaviors
(O’Neal, 2019; O’Neal et al., 2019). Officers have expected, for example, that “reli-
able” victims dress conservatively (Sleath & Bull, 2012), have a reputable job
(Page, 2008), and present a consistent narrative of events (Alderden & Ullman,
2012; Maddox et al., 2012)—all expectations derived from the “classic rape”
legacy. When these expectations of timely, consistent, and sequential reporting are
not met, victims’ motives and “truth-telling” have been questioned. Officers have sus-
pected false allegations (Venema, 2016), alleged “attention-seeking” behavior (Barrett
& Hamilton-Giachritsis, 2013, p. 208), and reported diminished credibility (Maddox
et al., 2012). To that end, scholars have argued that officer expectations for how
sexual assault victims should behave have impacted case processing decisions,
though police perceptions of trauma manifestation and their effect on formal case pro-
cessing decisions have not been empirically examined.

Rape Mythology

Rape mythology, defined as the “attitudes and beliefs that are generally false but are
widely and persistently held” (Lonsway & Fitzgerald, 1994, p. 134), has neutralized
the severity of sexual assault, justified perpetrator behavior, and blamed the victim.
These myths have facilitated general hostility toward women (Brownmiller, 1975;
Page, 2008); police have not been unaffected (Belknap, 2010; Garza & Franklin,
2021; Venema, 2018). Rape myths have provided the scaffolding for what has
defined a “real victim” or a “classic rape” (Brownmiller, 1975), and have influenced
police attributions of victim credibility (Page, 2008) and sexual assault case processing
decisions, more generally (Garza & Franklin, 2021; Venema, 2018). Research on rape
myth endorsement has demonstrated men report higher levels of rape myths than
women (Grubb & Turner, 2012; Suarez & Gadalla, 2010). Race effects have also
been reported, with increased endorsement among People of Color compared to
White counterparts (Jimenez & Abreu, 2003; Suarez & Gadalla, 2010). Rape myth
endorsers have attributed increased victim blame and decreased perpetrator culpability
when presented with sexual assault incidents (Goodman-Delahunty & Graham, 2011).
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Additionally, police endorsement of rape myths has negatively influenced system
response to sexual assault (Garza & Franklin, 2021; Sleath & Bull, 2017). Belknap
(2010, p. 1336) asserted, for example, that the:

…significant adherence to rape myths by…the criminal legal system makes it practically
impossible to unravel the highly layered “truth” about false rape allegations, and poses
real, negative impacts for victims, who are all too often assumed to be making false
reports.

To that end, rape myth endorsement may deter investigative progress, including
whether the DA will accept charges and suspect conviction.

Forensic Medical Exam

The advent of forensic medical evidence has transformed policing in terms of evidence
preservation and the certainty with which evidence may implicate a particular suspect
(Campbell et al., 2017). This, coupled with the collection of a sexual assault kit (SAK;
also termed “rape kit”), has enhanced outcomes for sexual assault case processing.
Physical biological evidence can authenticate an assertion of rape, improving case con-
victability. Recent work has reiterated the importance of a forensic medical exam in
capturing biological or forensic evidence used in suspect identification through deoxy-
ribonucleic acid (DNA) testing (Campbell et al., 2018; Peterson & Sommers, 2010);
and for known suspects, DNA testing can reveal serial offending (Campbell et al.,
2018).

Research has also demonstrated the presence of a SAK has improved police percep-
tions of victim reliability through a “trial by fire” imposed to remedy the historic police
suspicion of false rape allegations. Corrigan (2013, p. 924) argued the forensic medical
exam and SAK collection “…imposes demands on rape victims unlike those required
for any other type of criminal complainant.” Here, police have perceived the voluntary
submission of a highly invasive and time-consuming exam as an indicator for victim
credibility. Indeed, forensic evidence has increased the arrest and prosecution of
sexual assault cases. Peterson and Sommers (2010) reported that forensic evidence
in sexual assault cases increased arrest, prosecutorial referral, charging decisions,
and conviction. Similarly, Holleran et al. (2010) and Tasca et al. (2013) reported
that physical and biological evidence captured through forensic medical evidence
increased suspect identification, arrest, and prosecution.

Stranger–Perpetrators

One of the most resilient rape myths has involved the victim/offender relationship,
where stranger–perpetrators have been perceived as more serious and worthy of inter-
vention compared to intimate partner– and acquaintance–perpetrators (Alderden &
Ullman, 2012; O’Neal & Spohn, 2017). Stranger–perpetrators have been historically
viewed as more threatening because a woman’s chastity has been violated. Instead,
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the “stranger-danger” stereotype psychopathologizes rape as an individual-level
problem among perpetrators (Lisak & Miller, 2002) who prey upon undeserving
women (Franklin, 2013).

This myth has had negative consequences for victims of intimate partner– and
acquaintance–perpetrated rape (Franklin & Garza, 2021; Grubb & Harrower,
2008; Sleath & Bull, 2012) as police have viewed stranger–perpetrators with
heightened concern (Du Mont et al., 2003; Spohn & Holleran, 2001; Spohn &
Tellis, 2012). Prevalence research has suggested, however, that only 20% of
sexual assaults among women aged 18–24 years old involved stranger–perpetra-
tors, compared to intimate partner– or acquaintance–perpetrators (Sinozich &
Langton, 2014). Prior intimacy between the perpetrator and victim has delegiti-
mized harm, limited victim credibility, and increased victim blame (O’Neal &
Spohn, 2017). Police who endorse the “stranger-danger” stereotype may view
victims of intimate partner– and acquaintance–perpetrated assaults with more
scrutiny (O’Neal & Spohn, 2017) and be less likely to proceed formally with a
case.

Stereotypical Trauma Response

The initial contact between a sexual assault victim and an officer can have signifi-
cant consequences for subsequent formal processing decisions. Victims can
exhibit conduct and demeanor inconsistent with the emotionality and behavioral
expressiveness traditionally expected by police (Ask, 2010; Wrede & Ask, 2015).
Victims have approached police with restricted affect, emotional numbing,
avoidance of eye contact, and a disjointed recollection of events (Kilpatrick
et al., 1992; Rothbaum et al., 1992)—all diagnosable criteria for posttraumatic
stress disorder (American Psychiatric Association [APA], 2013). These are also
characteristics associated with deceit, equivocating, and fabrication by police
who have been trained to interrogate suspects (Ask, 2010; Venema, 2016).

When victims do not exhibit the despair and hysteria that police typically expect
(Franklin et al., 2020; Maddox et al., 2011), research has reported that a victim’s
behavior has been misconstrued as deceptive and they have been disbelieved
(Akehurst et al., 1996; Ask, 2010). Victims with visible indicators of expressive
emotionality have been viewed as more credible complainants (Bollingmo et al.,
2008), in part from rape myths entangled with notions of appropriate femininity
(Johnson, 1997). The relation between stereotypical trauma presentation on
police decisions, however, has not been empirically examined. It may be that
when the responding officer does not understand this behavior as trauma and inter-
prets it as deception, they may discontinue the investigation because they view the
victim as unreliable. If, instead, police identify this as trauma-related behavior, but
believe the DA or later, a jury, may view the victim with skepticism and disbelief,
police may not proceed formally, or may not believe the DA will accept charges
because a case would not be sufficiently convictable.
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Purpose of the Present Study

While recent research has devoted considerable effort toward understanding police
response to sexual assault, significant gaps remain. Most notably, existing literature
has not examined the effect of victim stereotypical trauma presentation on police
case processing decisions. To address this, the present study used the “classic rape”
paradigm to understand police intentions in a rape scenario using an experimental
vignette design with attention to stereotypical trauma presentation. This study
employed a randomly assigned, 2 (stereotypical trauma presentation/flat affect and
nonlinear recollection of events)× 2 (forensic medical exam/no exam)× 2 (stranger–
perpetrator/acquaintance–perpetrator) between-subjects, factorial design to assess the
role of vignette manipulations on case processing decisions among police participants
from a large, municipal agency in one of the five most populous and diverse U.S. cities.
The present study addressed the following research questions and subsequent direc-
tional hypotheses:

RQ1: How does stereotypical trauma response, compared to flat affect and nonlin-
ear recollection of events, affect police decisions, controlling for rape myth
endorsement?
Hypotheses 1: There will be a positive empirical relation between stereotypical
trauma response and police decisions regarding arrest, DA charge acceptance,
and suspect conviction.
RQ2: How does forensic medical exam evidence, compared to no forensic evi-
dence, affect police decisions, controlling for rape myth endorsement?
Hypothesis 2: There will be a positive empirical relation between forensic medical
exam evidence and police decisions regarding arrest, DA charge acceptance, and
suspect conviction.
RQ3: How does a stranger–perpetrator, compared to an acquaintance–perpetrator,
affect police decisions, controlling for rape myth endorsement?
Hypothesis 3: There will be a positive statistical relation between stranger–perpe-
trator and police decisions regarding arrest, DA charge acceptance, and suspect
conviction.
RQ4: Does rape myth endorsement moderate the effect of experimental vignette
manipulations on police decisions in a rape scenario?

Method

Procedure

Data were part of a larger study funded by the Office on Violence Against Women,
U.S. Department of Justice. The partner agency employed 5,300 commissioned per-
sonnel1 and 1,200 civilians2 with one central station and 14 agency substations
during data collection. Voluntary and anonymous surveys were administered
using Qualtrics, an online survey platform, after police personnel participation in an
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agency-wide, mandated four-hour training block on gender violence during the 2016–
2017 training cycle.3 All 5,300 commissioned personnel completed the training.
Following each weekly training session, trainees were invited to participate in an anon-
ymous, online survey. A postcard with survey instructions and a URL link was distrib-
uted. Individual participants did not directly receive anything of value.4 All participants
in this study completed the mandatory training. Once online, participants were pro-
vided with an Institutional Review Board-approved informed consent statement. The
survey captured demographic information and police experiences, attitudes concerning
victims, perceptions of sexual and family violence,5 and responses to a randomly
assigned, manipulated vignette. Survey completion took approximately 25 min.
Reminder emails were sent at 2-, 4-, and 8-week intervals following training
(Dillman et al., 2014). Questions were presented in a set order.

Participants

Survey administration produced 1,221 surveys that were opened and partially or fully
completed. Of those, 933 surveys included a response that had been selected for at least
one item—a response rate of 17.60%.6 In total, 468 surveys contained completed data,
yielding a completion rate of 50.02%. The mean age of participants was 45.16 years
(SD= 8.73; range= 25–64). The majority of the sample were men (n= 394, 74.8%)
compared to women (n= 133, 25.2%). Over half of participants reported race/ethnicity
as “White” (n= 277, 52.6%), followed by “Latino/a” (n= 114, 21.6%), “African
American” (n= 87, 16.5%), “Asian/Pacific Islander” (n= 31, 5.9%), “Native
American/Alaska Native” (n= 3, 0.6%), and “Other” (n= 15, 2.8%). More than a
third of participants reported a 4-year college degree (n= 194, 36.8%), and 28.7%
(n= 151) reported a graduate degree. Participants averaged 18.15 years of experience
(SD= 9.35; range= 1–42), and 62.3% identified their rank as a “police officer” (n=
325, 61.7%), compared to “sergeant” (n= 145, 27.5%), “lieutenant” (n= 47, 8.9%),
“captain” (n= 9, 1.7%), or “assistant chief/higher” (n= 1, 0.2%). More than one-third
of participants were assigned to “patrol” (n= 188, 35.7%) or “investigation” (n= 205,
38.9%), while 25.4% (n= 134) were “administrative personnel.”7

Study Design

This study used a 2 (stereotypical trauma response vs. flat affect and nonlinear recol-
lection)× 2 (forensic medical exam vs. none)× 2 (stranger–perpetrator vs. acquain-
tance–perpetrator) between-subjects, factorial design. Vignette manipulations were
informed by cultural norms that have defined a “real victim” and the “classic rape.”
Participants were randomly assigned to one of eight manipulated vignettes that
depicted the formal disclosure of a rape. Content was developed in collaboration
with the agency’s Special Victims’ Division supervisory staff to ensure a realistic sce-
nario. Each vignette described a rape disclosure following, “the morning after going
out to a nightclub.” The victim filed a formal report with the police and noted no strug-
gle or visible bruising but said the previous night’s encounter ended in unwanted
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vaginal penetration. In the scenario, police interviewed the suspect, who admitted to
sexual intercourse with the victim but maintained that sex was consensual.

Forensic Medical Exam. Four vignettes depicted a rape disclosure with a forensic
medical exam: “First thing that morning, [victim] went to a nearby hospital to have
a Sexual Assault Nurse Examiner [SANE] collect forensic medical evidence.” The
remaining four vignettes stated, “[victim] arrived at the police station to report a
rape.” All vignettes noted, “[victim] told police she had not struggled and there
was no evidence of bruising.” A binary variable captured the forensic medical exam,
no= 0 (n= 299, 49.3%); yes= 1 (n= 307, 50.7%).

Stranger–Perpetrator. Four vignettes depicted an acquaintance–perpetrated rape:
“[victim] believed she had been raped by a man she knew, named [suspect].” The
remaining four vignettes depicted a stranger–perpetrator: “[victim] believed she was
raped by a man she did not know.” A binary variable captured stranger–perpetrator,
no= 0 (n= 307, 50.7%); yes= 1 (n= 299, 49.3%).

Stereotypical Trauma Response. Four vignettes described a victim with expressive emo-
tionality, behavioral displays of upset, and a linear recollection of events (Ask, 2010;
Maddox et al., 2011, 2012). Stereotypical trauma response was described: “[victim]
was hysterical. She was crying as she told her story, recalling all of the details and
describing the events that led up to the rape. In her statement, she described arriving
at the club with a group of friends and midway through the evening, connected with
[suspect]. At the end of the evening, [suspect] offered to walk her home to the
house she shared with two roommates. When they got back to her place, she invited
[suspect] up for coffee. After coffee, they started kissing on the couch and [suspect]
started undoing her blouse. She stated that she did not want to have sex. [suspect]
said that was OK, and they continued to fool around. Then he undressed himself
and, against her continued objections, penetrated her vaginally.” The remaining four
vignettes portrayed a victim who reports to police with flat affect and fragmented
memory: “In her statement, [victim] was unemotional. Her story was disjointed, and
she wasn’t able to recall all of the details of the rape. She could not give police a
clear description of the events that took place leading up to the rape but maintained
that she had been penetrated vaginally after having said ‘no’ to her assailant.”
A binary variable captured stereotypical trauma response, no= 0 (n= 311, 51.3%);
yes= 1 (n= 295, 48.7%).

Dependent Variables

Likelihood of arrest with victim cooperation. One item was presented to participants,
“How likely is it that you would arrest [perpetrator] in this situation if [victim] was
willing to cooperate?” from Franklin et al. (2019). Victim cooperation was explicitly
stated as research has noted the importance of victim cooperation in case processing
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(Kaiser et al., 2017). Responses were captured in a 6-point, Likert-type format:
1(extremely unlikely) to 6 (extremely likely); M= 3.65, SD= 1.82.

Perceived DA charge acceptance. One item was presented to participants, “How
likely do you think it is that the prosecutor would file charges in this case?” to
capture the perceived likelihood that the DA would move forward with a case or
accept the charges, once the case had been submitted by police. Responses were cap-
tured in a 6-point, Likert-type format: 1 (extremely unlikely) to 6 (extremely likely); M
= 3.45, SD= 1.53.

Likelihood of suspect conviction. One item was presented to participants, “How likely
to you think it is that [perpetrator] would be convicted in court?” Responses were
captured in a 6-point, Likert-type format: 1 (extremely unlikely) to 6 (extremely
likely); M= 3.01, SD= 1.50.

Covariates

Rape myth endorsement. An initial pool of 20 items was generated from Payne
et al.’s (1999) Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance-Short Form (IRMA-SF). Items were cap-
tured on a 6-point, Likert-type scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 6 (strongly agree).
The 20 items were subjected to exploratory factor analysis with maximum likelihood
estimation, which produced a single, 17-item factor with an eigenvalue over 1 that
accounted for 35.97% of the variance. Factor loadings ranged from .361 to .867 and
were summed to create an index from 17 to 102, where higher values represented
increased rape myth endorsement. Mean values for the 17 items that comprised the
rape myth endorsement index ranged from 1.17 to 2.41 and standard deviations
ranged from 0.627 to 1.348, indicating adequate variability (M= 25.86, SD= 10.98).
Internal consistency reliability was excellent (α= .913). Next, rape myth endorsement
was divided into three categories to represent low, medium, and high levels of endorse-
ment. The sample was split into roughly thirds with attention to natural breaks in the
distribution of responses on the rape myth endorsement index. The “low” endorsers
included scores of less than 20 on the scale (n= 194; 34.2%), the “medium” endorsers
included scores between 20 and 26 (n= 203; 35.7%), and the “high” endorsers
included scores of 27 or higher (n= 171; 30.1%). It is important to note that these cat-
egories do not represent “low,” “medium,” or “high” absolute levels of rape myth
endorsement. Rather, they capture the lowest and highest groups, along with those
in between, within the sample of officers in this study.

Analytic Strategy

Analysis proceeded in three stages. First, manipulation checks, in the form of indepen-
dent samples t tests and analysis of variance (ANOVA), were conducted to determine if
participant sex and race had a significant effect on rape myth endorsement and the three
dependent variables. Next, bivariate analyses were estimated to identify significant
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relations between rape myth endorsement, experimental manipulations, and the three
dependent variables. Finally, path modeling in AMOS 22.0 was used to assess
whether rape myth endorsement moderated the relation between three experimental
manipulations on the dependent variables. A path model was estimated with the full
sample. Next, three additional path models were estimated using low, medium, and
high rape myth endorsement. The magnitude and direction of significant path coeffi-
cients were interpreted in light of model fit indices.8

Results

Manipulation Check

Participant Sex. Existing research has supported a sex effect on rape myth endorsement
(Grubb & Turner, 2012) and culpability attributions toward victims (Grubb &
Harrower, 2008). Four independent samples t tests were estimated to test the effect
of participant sex on: (a) rape myth endorsement and (b) official judgments related
to the rape scenario. Results demonstrated only the relation between participant sex
and rape myth endorsement differed significantly, t(612)= 4.72, p> .000. Men
reported increased rape myth endorsement (M= 26.87, SD= 11.61) compared to
women (M= 22.86, SD= 8.26). There were no sex differences on the dependent
variables.

Participant Race. Research has also supported a race effect on rape myth endorse-
ment (Suarez & Gadalla, 2010). Four ANOVA models were estimated to test the
effect of participant race on (a) rape myth endorsement and (b) official judgments
related to the rape scenario. Rape myth endorsement differed significantly across
race groups, F(1, 5)= 6.64, p > .000, partial η2= .052. Asian Americans reported
significantly increased rape myth endorsement (M= 35.51) compared to Native
American (M= 26.33), White (M= 25.43), African American (M= 23.90), or
Latinx participants (M= 25.80). There were no race differences on the dependent
variables.

Bivariate Results

Table 1 presents bivariate results for each of the experimental manipulations, rape myth
endorsement, and the three dependent variables. Significant differences emerged across
two of the experimental manipulations. Participants reported increased likelihood of
arrest, perceptions of DA charge acceptance, and perceptions of suspect conviction
when the scenario involved a stereotypical trauma response compared to scenarios
that described a victim with flat affect and a nonlinear recollection of events. Arrest
likelihood did not differ by forensic medical exam, but evidence from a forensic
medical exam significantly increased perceived DA charge acceptance and suspect
conviction. There were no significant differences by perpetrator type.
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Rape myth endorsement was significant and negatively correlated with the three
dependent variables. Increased rape myth endorsement predicted significantly lower
arrest likelihood and decreased perceived DA charge acceptance and suspect convic-
tion. When rape myth endorsement was categorized into three groups, high-rape
myth endorsers reported significantly decreased arrest, decreased perceptions of DA
charge acceptance, and decreased perceptions of suspect conviction likelihood.

Path Models

Full Sample. Path modeling was used to assess whether rape myth endorsement mod-
erated the empirical relation between experimental manipulations on the three depen-
dent variables: (a) likelihood of arrest with victim cooperation, (b) perceptions of DA

Table 1. Bivariate Analyses Assessing the Effect of Experimental Conditions on Criminal

Justice Outcomes Overall and by Level of Rape Myth Endorsement.

Exogenous variables

Endogenous variables

Arrest Charges Conviction

Full sample

Stereotypical trauma response

Yes 3.94 (1.86) 3.69 (1.54) 3.20 (2.81)

No 3.36 (1.75) 3.21 (1.46) 2.81 (1.41)

T=−3.80**
Cohen’s d= 0.32

T=−3.87**
Cohen’s d= 0.32

T=−3.10**
Cohen’s d= 0.18

Forensic medical exam

Yes 3.73 (1.81) 3.61 (1.53) 3.19 (1.50)

No 3.56 (1.83) 3.27 (1.49) 2.81 (1.47)

T=−1.10
Cohen’s d= 0.09

T=−2.71**
Cohen’s d= 0.23

T=−3.10**
Cohen’s d= 0.26

Stranger–perpetrator
Yes 3.52 (1.83) 3.37 (1.56) 2.88 (1.46)

No 3.77 (1.81) 3.52 (1.48) 3.12 (1.53)

T= 1.66

Cohen’s d= 0.14

T= 1.20

Cohen’s d= 0.10

T= 1.91

Cohen’s d= 0.16

Rape myth endorsement (scale) −.143**
r2= 0.02

−.109**
r2= 0.01

−.108*
r2= 0.01

Grouped rape myth endorsement

Low 3.84 (1.99) 3.66 (1.61) 3.25 (1.59)

Middle 3.74 (1.86) 3.50 (1.50) 3.01 (1.46)

High 3.30a (1.51) 3.12a (1.39) 2.71a (1.39)

F= 4.46*

Eta2= 0.02

F= 6.14**

Eta2= 0.02

F= 5.88**

Eta2= 0.02

aPost hoc tests identified the higher rape myth endorsement group as significantly different from the other

two groups.

*p< .05. **p< .01.
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charge acceptance likelihood, and (c) perceptions of suspect conviction likelihood.
Figure 1 presents the overall hypothesized path model. Path modeling calculates
regression coefficients for each specified path while considering previous path coeffi-
cients in a single analysis and produces model fit indices that provide confidence when
interpreting findings (Gau, 2010; Hu & Bentler, 1999; Kline, 2005). The path model
presented in Figure 1 was tested using AMOS 22.0. The path model was recursive
and properly identified. Model testing produced a good fit to the data χ2(6)= 4.351,
p= .629, and fit statistics demonstrated strong model fit when compared to the inde-
pendence model (comparative fit index [CFI]= 1.000), Tucker–Lewis Index [TLI]=
1.011, root mean squared error of approximation [RMSEA]= .000, and adjusted
goodness-of-fit index [AGFI]= .990).9

Figure 1. Hypothesized Path Model Assessing the Moderating Effect of Rape Myth

Endorsement on Police Decisions.

Figure 2. The Moderating Effect of Rape Myth Endorsement on Police Decisions.

Note. Standardized regression coefficients are presented. χ2(3)= 4.351, p= .629, CFI= 1.000,

TLI= 1.011, RMSEA= .000, AGFI= .990, Hoelter .05= 806. CFI= comparative fit index; TLI=
Tucker–Lewis index, RMSEA= root mean square error of approximation; AGFI= adjusted

goodness of fit index. *p< .05, **p< .001.
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Standardized regression coefficients for the full sample in the path model are pre-
sented in Figure 2 with only significant path coefficients presented for parsimony
(see also Table 2). Rape myth endorsement had significant, negative effects on all
three dependent variables; increased endorsement significantly decreased arrest likeli-
hood and perceived DA charge acceptance and suspect conviction. Experimental
manipulations exerted a significant effect on the three dependent variables. The pres-
ence of a forensic medical exam (no= 0, yes= 1) had a positive and significant effect
on perceived DA charge acceptance and perceived suspect conviction, but not on like-
lihood of arrest. Additionally, a stranger–perpetrator (no= 0, yes= 1) significantly
decreased participant likelihood of arrest and perceived suspect conviction but had
no effect on perceived DA charge acceptance. Finally, stereotypical trauma response
(no= 0, yes= 1) had a positive and significant effect on likelihood of arrest, perceived
DA charge acceptance, and perceived suspect conviction.

Moderating Effect of Rape Myth Endorsement. Table 2 presents path coefficients for the
models that were estimated separately for the three rape myth endorsement groups

Table 2. Path Models Assessing the Effect of Experimental Conditions on Criminal Justice

Outcomes Overall and By Level of Rape Myth Endorsement.

Exogenous variables

Endogenous variables

Arrest Charges Conviction

Full sample

Rape myth endorsement −0.154** −0.121** −0.122**
Stereotypical trauma response 0.159** 0.161** 0.129**

Forensic medical exam 0.049 0.115** 0.132**

Stranger–perpetrator −0.080* −0.058 −0.088*
χ2 (6)= 4.351, p= .629;CFI= 1.000, TLI= 1.011, AGFI= .990; RMSEA= .000;Hoelter.05= 1641

Low-rape myth endorsement

Stereotypical trauma response 0.173* 0.214** 0.154*

Forensic medical exam −0.082 0.004 0.076

Stranger–perpetrator −0.064 −0.060 −0.017
χ2 (3)= 1.873, p= .599; CFI= 1.000, TLI= 1.033, AGFI= .977; RMSEA= .000; Hoelter .05= 806

Mid-rape myth endorsement

Stereotypical trauma response 0.178** 0.150* 0.064

Forensic medical exam 0.125 0.159* 0.192**

Stranger–perpetrator −0.085 −0.166* −0.225**
χ2 (3)= 2.053, p= .561; CFI= 1.000, TLI= 1.027, AGFI= .976, RMSEA= .000; Hoelter .05= 769

High-rape myth endorsement

Stereotypical trauma response 0.111 0.096 0.161*

Forensic medical exam 0.146 0.252** 0.161*

Stranger–perpetrator −0.055 0.109 −0.001
χ2(3)= 2.978, p= .395; CFI= 1.000, TLI= 1.001, AGFI= .959; RMSEA= .000; Hoelter .05= 447

Note. Standardized regression coefficients are presented.
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(high, medium, and low). Experimental manipulations seem to have moderated par-
ticipants’ criminal justice judgments differently across levels of rape myth endorse-
ment. At the mid-level of endorsement, all three vignette manipulations were
significantly related to at least one outcome. Stereotypical trauma response signifi-
cantly increased arrest likelihood and perceived DA charge acceptance, compared to
the vignette scenarios that described flat affect and a nonlinear recollection of
events. The presence of forensic medical exam evidence significantly increased per-
ceptions of DA charge acceptance and perceived suspect conviction, compared to
scenarios that described having no forensic medical exam evidence. Scenarios
describing a stranger–perpetrator, compared to acquaintance–perpetrators, signifi-
cantly decreased perceived DA charge acceptance and perceived suspect conviction.
For low-rape myth endorsers, only stereotypical trauma response was a significant
moderator on the dependent variables; trauma presentation, compared with flat
affect and a nonlinear recollection of events, increased arrest likelihood, perceived
DA charge acceptance, and perceived suspect conviction. Among low-rape myth
endorsers, a forensic medical exam and perpetrator type were not significantly
related to the dependent variables. Finally, among high-rape myth endorsers, the
presence of a forensic medical exam significantly increased perceived DA charge
acceptance and perceived suspect conviction compared when the vignette did not
describe forensic medical exam evidence. Finally, stereotypical trauma response
significantly increased perceived suspect conviction among high-rape myth endors-
ers when compared to victims who were described with more accurate trauma pre-
sentation. Experimental manipulations were not significant predictors of arrest
likelihood among high-rape myth endorsers.

Discussion

The present study examined criminal justice case processing outcomes related to a hypo-
thetical rape scenario from among 468 police participants commissioned at a municipal
agency located in one of the fifth largest and most diverse U.S. cities. This study contrib-
uted to the research on case processing by using an experimental design with randomly
assigned, manipulated vignettes to assess the effect of case characteristics on police per-
ceptions of three formal outcomes, while considering the moderating effect of individual
rape myth endorsement. Despite an increase in literature on sexual assault case process-
ing, research on stereotypical trauma response is limited, particularly as it relates to behav-
ioral displays of emotionality. Moreover, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first
empirical study to directly assesses how stereotypical victim trauma response influences
police decisions, and how this influence may be moderated by police rape myth endorse-
ment. Several findings are worthy of discussion.

First, research questions 1 through 3 (and their related hypotheses) addressed the
effect of experimental vignette manipulations on the dependent variables to demon-
strate the importance of each factor—stereotypical trauma response, forensic
medical exam, and stranger–perpetrator—on case outcomes. Significant path coeffi-
cients in Figure 2 illustrate the effect of these case characteristics while considering
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participant rape myth endorsement on arrest, perceived DA charge acceptance, and
perceived suspect conviction.

Stereotypical trauma response had significant, direct effects on all three dependent var-
iables in the full sample path model, providing support for Hypothesis 1. To the best of our
knowledge, this study is thefirst of its kind toexperimentallymanipulate trauma response in
a scenario provided to a police sample to assess rape case processing decisions. Despite
mandatory training to educate and normalize the unexpected behaviors often manifested
by victims who present to police, including blunted affect, limited eye contact, and nonlin-
ear recollection of events (Franklin et al., 2020), participants in this sample continued to
interpret behavioral hysteria, expressive emotionality, and sequential recall as indicators
of truth-telling. These factors influenced participant decisions related to arrest, perceptions
ofDAcharge acceptance, and perceptions of suspect conviction. In thisway, victim behav-
ior representing the “classic rape” paradigm directly influenced decision-making. Prior
research has demonstrated that stereotypical trauma response, specifically, the victim’s
emotional presentation, has had a considerable influence on police perceptions of victim
credibility (Bollingmo et al., 2008). The current findings reiterate the importance of consid-
ering emotional affect, but also underscore the need to account for linear recollection, as
indicators of trauma manifestation that may be significant for police who are directed
with making case processing judgments about the vignette they had been presented with
(Akehurst et al., 1996; Ask, 2010; Venema, 2016). It is important to note that trauma
response significantly predicted the arrest decision for which these participants were
responsible, and official judgments made by the prosecutor and jury. The latter decisions
take place during subsequent, formal stages. Police in this studymade decisionswith atten-
tion to the downstreamorientation of justice. Future research should continue to explore the
role of traumapresentation on the formal criminal justice process, particularly as it is related
to gendered offenses and “real victim” narratives.

Next, path model coefficients in the full sample revealed that a forensic medical
exam increased perceived DA charge acceptance and perceived suspect conviction,
providing partial support for Hypothesis 2, which predicted a significant, positive rela-
tion between the presence of forensic medical exam evidence and police decision out-
comes. This finding reiterates existing research on the use of forensic medical exams,
the significance of DNA, and the importance of forensic evidence, more broadly, in
terms of strengthening the authenticity and defensibility of a case (Campbell et al.,
2014; Henry & Jurek, 2020). Indeed, rape cases with forensic evidence provide both
corroborating evidence and potentially identify the suspect in stranger–perpetrated
incidents (Campbell et al., 2018; Peterson & Sommers, 2010). Police perceptions sur-
rounding the utility of forensic medical exams in this study varied by perpetrator type.
It may be that for acquaintance–perpetrated incidents, police value forensic medical
exams, but not for evidentiary purposes because these are “consent cases,” where
suspect identity is not in question. Instead, research has noted that police interpret
forensic evidence as a credibility marker, because “real” victims would willingly
undergo an intrusive forensic medical exam (Yu et al., 2022) and this is indicative
of cooperation (Bouffard, 2000)—both of which stem from normative judgments
informed by the “classic rape” narrative.
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In terms of stranger–perpetrators, path model coefficients demonstrate a statistically
significant and direct effect on arrest likelihood and perceived suspect conviction while
considering rape myth endorsement. Here, arrest and suspect conviction decreased when
the suspect was a stranger, refuting the predictions outlined in Hypothesis 3. This finding
does not reflect the “classic rape” paradigm; instead, these findings may be capturing the
logistical challenges faced by police surrounding the timely identification and apprehen-
sion of suspects when the perpetrator is not known. In other words, police may engage
more readily with acquaintance–perpetrators because less resource expenditure is neces-
sary (O’Neal & Spohn, 2017). When the suspect is a stranger, police must rely on wit-
nesses, DNA evidence, and other mechanisms that require additional time and effort to
apprehend a suspect.

Research question 4 was concerned with whether rape myth endorsement moder-
ated the effect of experimental manipulations on case processing outcomes.
Important conclusions emerged from comparisons between respondents with low-,
medium-, and high-rape myth endorsement. Low-rape myth endorsers reported the
highest likelihood of arrest, perceived DA charge acceptance, and perceived suspect
conviction in bivariate analyses. In the multivariate context, the hypothetical decision-
making of these participants was not significantly impacted by a forensic medical exam
or a stranger–perpetrator. Stereotypical trauma response significantly increased the
likelihood of arrest, charge acceptance, and suspect conviction. Even among
low-rape myth endorsers, all of whom had recently participated in a training on a
trauma-informed response to sexual assault, stereotypical expectations of victim
trauma presentation still influenced their hypothetical decision-making. This was the
only experimental factor to affect those decisions.

In contrast, among high-rape myth endorsers, little else impacted criminal justice
judgments. This supports the endurance of the “classic rape” narrative and the
harmful consequences it has produced in criminal justice case processing. A forensic
medical exam significantly increased perceived DA charge acceptance and perceived
suspect conviction; and stereotypical trauma response significantly increased perceived
suspect conviction. The experimental manipulations did not influence arrest, which is
the single case processing decision included in this study under the police respondents’
direct control. Recall that high-rape myth endorsers also reported the lowest likelihood
of arrest. Perhaps nonarrest is their default, and these three case characteristics do little
to sway that decision?

Decision-making among the mid-level rape myth endorsement group appears more
malleable when considering the three experimental manipulations. Stereotypical
trauma response, for example, increased arrest likelihood and perceived DA charge
acceptance, and a forensic medical exam increased perceived DA charge acceptance
and perceived suspect conviction. This was also the only group of participants for
which suspect type was significant. Medium-rape myth endorsers reported a signifi-
cantly lower likelihood that the DA would accept charges, or the suspect would be con-
victed in cases involving a stranger–perpetrator. Given that the DA charge acceptance
and suspect conviction decisions occur in subsequent criminal justice stages, by indi-
viduals other than those who participated in this study, these findings suggest that
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participants interpreted these outcomes through the lens of evidence that would most
likely convince later decision-makers. This interpretation included the level of impor-
tance for forensic evidence that participants may have projected on prosecutors and
jurors. This finding supports the downstream orientation of justice where police
make decisions contingent on their perceptions of what a prosecutor or juror may
think (Spohn & Tellis, 2019) and these perceptions are also influenced by narratives
about “real victims” and “classic rape.”

Findings presented here are instructive, though not without limitations. Data were
collected through a web-based platform with a response rate of 17.60% and a comple-
tion rate of 50.02%. Strategies were employed to increase participation (Dillman et al.,
2014) and the percent of usable data in this study was comparable to other analyses that
have used online surveys with police participants (Renzetti et al., 2015). Nix et al.
(2017) have suggested that lower response rates among police participants do not indi-
cate nonresponse bias, particularly when sensitive information is collected. Results
should be interpreted accordingly. Moreover, these findings reflect police personnel
commissioned at a municipal agency in a large, urban U.S. city. Future research
should consider the way police perceive case processing decisions from other geo-
graphic locations, including small and mid-sized agencies operating in rural and sub-
urban communities with more homogenous populations.

The results from this study were derived using vignettes to identify participant per-
ceptions of a formally disclosed rape scenario. Schwartz (2000) highlighted the utility
of employing vignettes to understand victimization, but police participant behavior was
not measured here. Existing research has supported the correlation between intentions
to act and actual behavior (Kim & Hunter, 1993). It would be important for future
research to assess police case processing decisions using other methodologies such
as quantitative case file data analysis and qualitative interviews. Finally, the experi-
mental manipulation representing stereotypical trauma response in this study described
multiple components of trauma presentation—emotional affect and linear recall. It is
important to note that trauma produces a multifaceted psychological and physiological
response that is manifested in myriad ways and may differ by person. The scenario pre-
sented in this study did not disentangle which of these many presentations (e.g., affect
or linear recall) might have a more substantive influence on police decisions in rape
case processing. It may be that linear recollection is more important than emotional
affect for police perceptions of victim credibility because a sequential narrative may
counter myths about false rape allegations. Future research can build upon this contri-
bution by employing vignettes with multiple, independent trauma manipulations to
better understand how each single expression of trauma affects police decision-making
in sexual assault cases.

Despite limitations, these findings have important implications. Police play an impor-
tant role in case processing. This research has affirmed that rape mythology remains an
area for intervention despite targeted training on the neurobiology of trauma. Curriculum
would benefit from a continued focus on dismantling rape myths and understanding and
normalizing trauma response. To that end, recent police programming has produced pos-
itive change among participants based on substantive content and dosage. Evaluation

Franklin et al. 3041



research has reported that exposure to material presented during a 40-h training block
significantly improved police attitudes about gender violence (Campbell et al., 2019;
Darwinkel et al., 2013; also, Franklin et al., 2020) Research has also supported training
protocols that promote cultural change and institutional transformation over time
(Campbell et al., 2019; Sleath & Bull, 2012). While in-service and other training modal-
ities may not motivate immediate change among police, scholars have argued that con-
tinued programming has the potential to generate behavioral change, long-term. In other
words, training that incorporates content on neurobiology of trauma and the character-
istics of sexual assault may take generations for police cohorts to evolve in ways that
reflect departmental norms, where behavior resembles best practices.
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Notes

1. Commissioned personnel in the study jurisdiction refers to those personnel who have been
licensed as a public safety officer through the State. These are individuals who have met
work and training eligibility requirements, have successfully completed academy training,
passed the state licensing examination, and have been appointed by a law enforcement
agency withing 2 years from the date they passed the examination. Examples of

3042 Violence Against Women 29(15-16)

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3997-5978
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3997-5978
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0929-4327
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0929-4327


commissioned personnel include patrol officers, Lieutenant, Sargent, Captain, Commander,
and administrators like Assistant Chief and Police Chief.

2. Civilian police personal are agency employees whose responsibilities do not require
academy training and public safety licensure. Examples include legal counsel, members
of a department’s office of planning, the crime analyst, information technology personnel,
and victim assistance professionals.

3. Instructors addressed gender bias, neurobiology of trauma, available resources and best
practices in responding to sexual and family violence. Training began September 1, 2016
and was finalized on August 31, 2017.

4. Individual participants did not receive any incentive. Legal counsel determined that incen-
tive through direct benefit (e.g., a drawing for something of value) was a conflict of interest.

5. The partner agency operates under a statute that classifies all domestic and intimate partner
violence as “Family Violence,” therefore, similar language was used in the survey
description.

6. Franklin et al.’s (Franklin et al., 2012) peer-reviewed article reporting findings from an
uncompensated web-based survey with a response rate of 5.24%—much lower than
typical rates for mail-based surveys but not uncommon in online-facilitated questionnaires
when participants do not receive direct incentive (see e.g., Couper, 2011).

7. A comparison of the sample to the agency population revealed similarities across data
reported by the police partner for 2017. Men represented the majority of commissioned
police personnel (83.77%). While the agency population was diverse, a direct comparison
to the sample revealed some differences. White officers represented just under half of police
(44.06%), followed by Latinx (27.77%), Black (21.09%), Asian (6.91%), and Native
American individuals (0.17%). Personnel averaged 18.89 years of service with a mean
age of 47. Personnel at the rank of “police officer” averaged 5.74 years of service and
were, 34.84 years old (personal communication, Senior Staff Analyst, June 22, 2018).

8. Path analysis is a common analytic strategy with experimental designs and multiple corre-
lated dependent variables and involves less restrictive assumptions than a traditional
MANOVA, make it an appropriate analytic technique for this study (Bagozzi & Yi, 1989).

9. A good fitting model will typically yield a CFI of .95 or higher, a TLI of .95 or higher, an
RMSEA of .06 or less, and an AGFI of .90 or higher (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Kline, 2005).

References

Akehurst, L., Köhnken, G., Vrij, A., & Bull, R. (1996). Lay persons’ and police officers’ beliefs
regarding deceptive behaviour. Applied Cognitive Psychology, 10(6), 461–471. https://doi.
org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0720(199612)10:6<461::AID-ACP413>3.0.CO;2-2

Alderden, M., & Long, L. (2016). Sexual assault victim participation in police investigations and
prosecution. Violence and Victims, 31(5), 819–836. https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-
D-14-00103

Alderden, M. A., & Ullman, S. E. (2012). Creating a more complete and current picture:
Examining police and prosecutor decision-making when processing sexual assault cases.
Violence Against Women, 18(5), 525–551. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801212453867

American Psychiatric Association (2013). Diagnostic and statistical manual of mental disorders
(5th ed.). American Psychiatric Publishing.

Amir, M. (1967). Victim precipitated forcible rape. The Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology,
and Police Science, 58(4), 493–502. https://doi.org/10.2307/1141908

Franklin et al. 3043

https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0720(199612)10:6%3C461::AID-ACP413%3E3.0.CO;2-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0720(199612)10:6%3C461::AID-ACP413%3E3.0.CO;2-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0720(199612)10:6%3C461::AID-ACP413%3E3.0.CO;2-2
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00103
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00103
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00103
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801212453867
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801212453867
https://doi.org/10.2307/1141908
https://doi.org/10.2307/1141908


Ask, K. (2010). A survey of police officers’ and prosecutors’ beliefs about crime victim behav-
iors. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 25(6), 1132–1149. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0886260509340535

Bagozzi, R. P., & Yi, Y. (1989). On the use of structural equation models in experimental
designs. Journal of Marketing Research, 26(3), 271–284. https://doi.org/10.1177/
002224378902600302

Barrett, E. C., & Hamilton-Giachritsis, C. (2013). The victim as a means to an end: Detective
decision making in a simulated investigation of attempted rape. Journal of Investigative
Psychology and Offender Profiling, 10(2), 200–218.

Belknap, J. (2010). Rape: Too hard to report and too easy to discredit victims. Violence Against
Women, 16(12), 1335–1344. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387749

Bollingmo, G. C., Wessel, E. O., Eilertsen, D. E., & Magnussen, S. (2008). Credibility of the
emotional witness: A study of ratings by police investigators. Psychology, Crime, & Law,
14(1), 29–40. https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160701368412

Bouffard, J. A. (2000). Predicting type of sexual assault case closure from victim, suspect, and
case characteristics. Journal of Criminal Justice, 28(6), 527–542. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0047-2352(00)00068-4

Brownmiller, S. (1975). Against our will: Men, women, and rape. Random House.
Burt, M. R. (1980). Cultural myths and supports for rape. Journal of Personality and Social

Psychology, 38(2), 217–230. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.38.2.217
Campbell, B. A., Lapsey, D. S., &Wells, W. (2019). An evaluation of Kentucky’s sexual assault

investigator training: Results from a randomized three-group experiment. Journal of
Experimental Criminology, 16(4), 625–647. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-019-09391-0

Campbell, R., Bybee, D., Townsend, S. M., Shaw, J., Karim, N., & Markowitz, J. (2014). The
impact of sexual assault nurse examiner programs on criminal justice case outcomes: A mul-
tisite replication study. Violence Against Women, 20(5), 607–625. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1077801214536286

Campbell, R., Feeney, H., Fehler-Cabral, G., Shaw, J., & Horsford, S. (2017). The national
problem of untested sexual assault kits (SAKs). Trauma, Violence, & Abuse, 18(4), 363–
376. https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015622436

Campbell,R., Feeney,H.,Pierce, S. J., Sharma,D.B.,&Fehler-Cabral,G. (2018).Tested at last:How
DNA evidence in untested rape kits can identify offenders and serial sexual assaults. Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, 33(24), 3792–3814. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516639585

Campbell, R., & Fehler-Cabral, G. (2018). Why police “couldn’t or wouldn’t” submit sexual
assault kits for forensic DNA testing: A focal concerns theory analysis of untested rape
kits. Law & Society Review, 52(1), 73–105. https://doi.org/10.1111/lasr.12310

Campbell, R., & Raja, S. (1999). Secondary victimization of rape victims: Insights from mental
health professionals who treat survivors of violence. Violence and Victims, 14(3), 261–275.
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.14.3.261

Campbell, R., Wasco, S. M., Ahrens, C. E., Sefl, T., & Barnes, H. E. (2001). Preventing the
“second rape:” Rape survivors’ experiences with community service providers. Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, 16(12), 1239–1259. https://doi.org/10.1177/088626001016012002

Corrigan, R. (2013). The new trial by ordeal: Rape kits, police practices, and the unintended
effects of policy innovation. Law & Social Inquiry, 38(4), 920–949. https://doi.org/10.
1111/lsi.12002

Couper, M. P. (2011). The future modes of data collection. Public Opinion Quarterly, 75(5),
889–908. https://doi.org/10.1093/poq/nfr046

3044 Violence Against Women 29(15-16)

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509340535
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509340535
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509340535
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378902600302
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378902600302
https://doi.org/10.1177/002224378902600302
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387749
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387749
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160701368412
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160701368412
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2352(00)00068-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2352(00)00068-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2352(00)00068-4
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.38.2.217
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.38.2.217
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-019-09391-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-019-09391-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214536286
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214536286
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801214536286
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015622436
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838015622436
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516639585
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516639585
https://doi.org/10.1111/lasr.12310
https://doi.org/10.1111/lasr.12310
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.14.3.261
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.14.3.261
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626001016012002
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626001016012002
https://doi.org/10.1111/lsi.12002
https://doi.org/10.1111/lsi.12002
https://doi.org/10.1111/lsi.12002
https://doi.org/10.1093/poq/nfr046
https://doi.org/10.1093/poq/nfr046


Darwinkel, E., Powell, M., & Tidmarsh, P. (2013). Improving police officers’ perceptions of
sexual offending through intensive training. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 40(8), 895–
908. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854813475348

Dillman, D. A., Smyth, J. D., & Christian, L. M. (2014). Internet, phone, mail, and mixed-mode
surveys: The tailored design method. John Wiley and Sons.

Du Mont, J., Miller, K. L., & Myhr, T. L. (2003). The role of “real rape” and “real victim” ste-
reotypes in the police reporting practices of sexually assaulted women. Violence Against
Women, 9(4), 466–486. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801202250960

Franklin, C. A. (2013). Anticipating intimacy or sexual victimization? Danger cue recognition
and delayed behavioral responses to a sexually risky scenario. Feminist Criminology,
8(2), 87–116. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085112455840

Franklin, C. A., Franklin, T. W., Nobles, M. R., & Kercher, G. A. (2012). Assessing the effect of
routine activity theory and self-control on property, personal, and sexual assault victimiza-
tion. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 39(10), 1296–1315.

Franklin, C. A., & Garza, A. D. (2021). Sexual assault disclosure: The effect of victim race and
perpetrator type on empathy, culpability, and service referral for survivors in a hypothetical
scenario. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(5-6), 2327–2352. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0886260518759656

Franklin, C. A., Garza, A. D., Goodson, A., & Bouffard, L. A. (2020). Police perceptions of
crime victim behaviors: A trend analysis exploring mandatory training and knowledge of
sexual and domestic violence survivors’ trauma responses. Crime & Delinquency, 66(8),
1055–1086. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128719845148

Franklin, C. A., Goodson, A., & Garza, A. D. (2019). Intimate partner violence among sexual
minorities: Predicting police officer arrest decisions. Criminal Justice and Behavior,
46(8), 1181–1199.

Frohmann, L. (1997). Convictability and discordant locales: Reproducing race, class and gender
ideologies in prosecutorial decision making. Law and Society Review, 31(2), 531–555.
https://doi.org/10.2307/3054045

Garza, A. D., & Franklin, C. A. (2021). The effect of rape myth endorsement on police response
to sexual assault survivors. Violence Against Women, 27(3-4), 552–573. https://doi.org/10.
1177/1077801220911460

Gau, J. (2010). Basic principles and practices of structural equation modeling in criminal justice
and criminology research. Journal of Criminal Justice Education, 21(2), 136–151. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10511251003693660

Goodman-Dalahunty, J., & Graham, K. (2011). The influence of victim intoxication and victim
attire on police responses to sexual assault. Journal of Investigative Psychology and
Offender Profiling, 8(1), 22–40. https://doi.org/10.1002/jip.127

Grubb, A., & Harrower, J. (2008). Attribution of blame in cases of rape: An analysis of partic-
ipant gender, type of rape and perceived similarity to the victim. Aggression and Violent
Behavior, 13(5), 396–405. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2008.06.006

Grubb, A., & Turner, E. (2012). Attribution of blame in rape cases: A review of the impact of rape
myth acceptance, gender role conformity and substance use on victim blaming. Aggression and
Violent Behavior, 17(5), 443–452. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.06.002

Henry, T. S., & Jurek, A. L. (2020). Identification, corroboration, and charging: Examining the
use of DNA evidence by prosecutors in sexual assault cases. Feminist Criminology, 15(5),
634–658. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085120940795

Franklin et al. 3045

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854813475348
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854813475348
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801202250960
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801202250960
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085112455840
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085112455840
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518759656
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518759656
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518759656
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128719845148
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128719845148
https://doi.org/10.2307/3054045
https://doi.org/10.2307/3054045
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801220911460
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801220911460
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801220911460
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511251003693660
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511251003693660
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511251003693660
https://doi.org/10.1002/jip.127
https://doi.org/10.1002/jip.127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2008.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2008.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2012.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085120940795
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085120940795


Holleran, D., Beichner, D., & Spohn, C. (2010). Examining charge agreement between police
and prosecutors in rape cases. Crime & Delinquency, 56(3), 385–413. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0011128707308977

Hu, L. T., & Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis:
Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling: A
Multidisciplinary Journal, 6(1), 1–55. https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118

Jimenez, J. A, & Abreu, J. M (2003). Race and sex effects on attitudinal perceptions of acquain-
tance rape. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 50(2), 252.

Johnson, A. (1997). The gender knot. Temple University Press.
Kaiser, K. A., O’Neal, E. N., & Spohn, C. (2017). “Victim refuses to cooperate”: A focal con-

cerns analysis of victim cooperation in sexual assault cases. Victims and Offenders, 12(2),
297–322.

Kerstetter, W. A. (1990). Gateway to justice: Police and prosecutorial response to sexual assaults
against women. The Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology (1973-), 81, 267–313.
https://doi.org/10.2307/1143908

Kilpatrick, D., Edmunds, C., & Seymour, A. (1992). Rape in America: A report to the nation.
National Victim Center and Crime Victims Research and Treatment Center: Arlington,
VA and Charleston, SC.

Kim, M. S., & Hunter, J. E. (1993). Relationship among attitudes, behavioral intentions, and
behavior. Communication Research, 20(3), 331–364. https://doi.org/10.1177/
009365093020003001

Kline, R. B. (2005). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling. Guilford Press.
Klippenstine, M. A., & Schuller, R. (2012). Perceptions of sexual assault: Expectancies

regarding the emotional response of a rape victim over time. Psychology, Crime & Law,
18(1), 79–94. https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2011.589389

Koss, M. P., Goodman, L. A., Browne, A., Fitzgerald, L. F., Keita, G. P., & Russo, N. F. (1994).
No safe haven: Male violence against women at home, at work, and in the community.
American Psychological Association.

LaFree, G. D. (1981). Official reactions to social problems: Police decisions in sexual assault
cases. Social Problems, 28(5), 582–594. https://doi.org/10.2307/800232

Lisak, D., & Miller, P. M. (2002). Repeat rape and multiple offending among undetected rapists.
Violence and Victims, 17(1), 73–84. https://doi.org/10.1891/vivi.17.1.73.33638

Lonsway, K. A., & Fitzgerald, L. F. (1994). Rape myths: In review. Psychology of Women
Quarterly, 18(2), 133–164. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x

Maddox, L., Lee, D., & Barker, C. (2011). Police empathy and victim PTSD as potential factors
in rape case attrition. Journal of Police and Criminal Psychology, 26(2), 112–117. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11896-010-9075-6

Maddox, L., Lee, D., & Barker, C. (2012). The impact of psychological consequences of rape on
case attrition: The police perspective. Journal of Police and Criminal Psychology, 27(1),
33–44. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-011-9092-0

Martin, P. Y. (2005). Rape work: Victims, gender, and emotions in organization and community
context. Routledge.

McLean, R., & Goodman-Delahunty, J. (2008). The influence of relationship and physical evi-
dence on police decision-making in sexual assault cases. Australian Journal of Forensic
Sciences, 40(2), 109–121. https://doi.org/10.1080/00450610802452210

Meeker, K. A., O’Neal, E. N., & Hayes, B. E. (2019). Policing and prosecuting sexual assault:
An examination of arrest and initial filing decisions in cases involving adolescent complain-
ants. Justice Quarterly, 38(5), 870–891 . https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2019.1679863

3046 Violence Against Women 29(15-16)

https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128707308977
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128707308977
https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128707308977
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.2307/1143908
https://doi.org/10.2307/1143908
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365093020003001
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365093020003001
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365093020003001
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2011.589389
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2011.589389
https://doi.org/10.2307/800232
https://doi.org/10.2307/800232
https://doi.org/10.1891/vivi.17.1.73.33638
https://doi.org/10.1891/vivi.17.1.73.33638
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-010-9075-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-010-9075-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-010-9075-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-011-9092-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11896-011-9092-0
https://doi.org/10.1080/00450610802452210
https://doi.org/10.1080/00450610802452210
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2019.1679863


Morabito, M. S., Williams, L. M., & Pattavina, A. (2019). Decision making in sexual assault
cases: Replication research on sexual violence case attrition in the U.S. [Final technical
report (NCJ 252689)]. Bureau of Justice Statistics, U.S. Department of Justice. https://
www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/252689.pdf

Morgan, R. E., & Truman, J. L. (2020). Criminal victimization, 2019 (NCJ 255113). Bureau of
Justice Statistics, U.S. Department of Justice. https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv19.pdf

Nix, J., Pickett, J. T., Beak, H., & Alpert, G. P. (2017). Police research, officer surveys, and
response rates. Policing and Society, 29(5), 530–550. https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.
2017.1394300

O’Neal, E. N. (2019). “Victim is not credible”: The influence of rape culture on police percep-
tions of sexual assault complainants. Justice Quarterly, 36(1), 127–160. https://doi.org/10.
1080/07418825.2017.1406977

O’Neal, E. N., Beckman, L. O., & Spohn, C. (2019). The sexual stratification hypothesis: Is the
decision to arrest influenced by the victim/suspect racial/ethnic dyad? Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, 34(6), 1287–1310. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516651093

O’Neal, E. N., & Spohn, C. (2017). When the perpetrator is a partner: Arrest and charging deci-
sions in intimate partner sexual assault cases—A focal concerns analysis. Violence Against
Women, 23(6), 707–729. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216650289

Page, A. D. (2008). Judging women and defining crime: Police officers’ attitudes toward women
and rape. Sociological Spectrum, 28(8), 389–411. https://doi.org/10.1080/
02732170802053621

Page, A. D. (2010). True colors: Police officers and rape myth acceptance. Feminist
Criminology, 5(4), 315–334. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085110384108

Patterson, D. (2011). The linkage between secondary victimization by law enforcement and rape
case outcomes. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 26, 328–347.

Payne, D. L., Lonsway, K. A., & Fitzgerald, L. F. (1999). Rape myth acceptance: Exploration of
its structure and its measurement using the Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance Scale. Journal of
Research in Personality, 33(1), 27–68.

Peterson, J. L., & Sommers, I. (2010). The role and impact of forensic evidence in the criminal
justice process. National Institute of Justice.

Renzetti, C. M., Bush, A., Castellanos, M., & Hunt, G. (2015). Does training make a difference? An
evaluation of a specialized human trafficking training module for law enforcement officers.
Journal of Crime and Justice, 38(3), 334–350. https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648X.2014.997913

Rothbaum, B. O., Foa, E. B., Riggs, D., Murdock, T., & Walsh, W. (1992). A prospective exam-
ination of post-traumatic stress disorder in rape victims. Journal of Traumatic Stress, 5(3),
455–475. https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.2490050309

Schwartz, M. D. (2000). Methodological issues in the use of survey data for measuring and char-
acterizing violence against women. Violence Against Women, 6(8), 815–838. https://doi.org/
10.1177/10778010022182164

Sinozich, S., & Langton, L. (2014). Rape and sexual assault victimization among college aged
females, 1995-2013. US Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of
Justice Statistics.

Sleath, E., & Bull, R. (2012). Comparing rape victim and perpetrator blaming in a police officer
sample: Differences between police officers with and without special training. Criminal
Justice and Behavior, 39(5), 646–665. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854811434696

Sleath, E., & Bull, R. (2017). Police perceptions of rape victims and the impact on case decision
making: A systematic review. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 34, 102–112. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.02.003

Franklin et al. 3047

https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/252689.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/252689.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/grants/252689.pdf
https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv19.pdf
https://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv19.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2017.1394300
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2017.1394300
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2017.1394300
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2017.1406977
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2017.1406977
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2017.1406977
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516651093
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260516651093
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216650289
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216650289
https://doi.org/10.1080/02732170802053621
https://doi.org/10.1080/02732170802053621
https://doi.org/10.1080/02732170802053621
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085110384108
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085110384108
https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648X.2014.997913
https://doi.org/10.1080/0735648X.2014.997913
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.2490050309
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.2490050309
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010022182164
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010022182164
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010022182164
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854811434696
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854811434696
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2017.02.003


Smith, S. G., Zhang, X., Basile, K. C., Merrick, M. T., Wang, J., Kresnow, M., & Chen, J.
(2018). The National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey (NISVS): 2015 data
brief – updated release. Atlanta, GA: National Center for Injury Prevention and Control,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.

Spohn, C., & Holleran, D. (2001). Prosecuting sexual assault: A comparison of charging deci-
sions in sexual assault cases involving strangers, acquaintances, and intimate partners.
Justice Quarterly, 18(3), 651–688. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418820100095051

Spohn, C., & Horney, J. (1992). Rape law reform: A grassroots revolution and its impact.
Springer.

Spohn, C., & Tellis, K. (2014). Policing and prosecuting sexual assault: Inside the criminal
justice system. Lynne Rienner Publishers.

Spohn, C., & Tellis, K. (2019). Sexual assault case outcomes: Disentangling the overlapping
decisions of police and prosecutors. Justice Quarterly, 36(3), 383–411. https://doi.org/10.
1080/07418825.2018.1429645

Stewart, M. W., Dobbin, S. A., & Gatowski, S. I. (1996). “Real rapes” and “real victims”: The
shared reliance on common cultural definitions of rape. Feminist Legal Studies, 4(2), 159–
177. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02167608

Suarez, E., & Gadalla, T. M. (2010). Stop blaming the victim: A meta-analysis on rape myths.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 25(11), 2010–2035. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0886260509354503

Tasca, M., Rodriguez, N., Spohn, C., & Koss, M. P. (2013). Police decision making in sexual
assault cases: Predictors of suspect identification and arrest. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 28(6), 1157–1177. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512468233

Venema, R. M. (2016). Police officer schema of sexual assault reports: Real rape, ambiguous
cases, and false reports. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 31(5), 872–899. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0886260514556765

Venema, R. M. (2018). Police officers’ rape myth acceptance: Examining the role of officer char-
acteristics, estimates of false reporting, and social desirability bias. Violence and Victims,
33(1), 176–200.

Wrede, O., & Ask, K. (2015). More than a feeling: Public expectations about emotional
responses to criminal victimization. Violence and Victims, 30(5), 902–915. https://doi.org/
10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00002

Ylang, N., & Holtfreter, K. (2020). The decision to arrest in sexual assault case processing: A test
of Black’s theory of the behavior of law. Violence Against Women, 26(10), 1141–1163.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801219862632

Yu, L., Walsh, K., & Zweig, J. M. (2022). The link between the SAMFE and police perceptions
of victim credibility. Feminist Criminology, 17(1), 26–49. https://doi.org/10.1177/
15570851211012468

Author Biographies

Cortney A. Franklin, PhD, is an Assistant Professorr in the Department of Culture, Society, and
Justice at the University of Idaho.. Her research focuses on violence against women, institutional
response to crime victims and particularly, police response to gender-based violence, and gender
and justice issues. She has published more than 50 peer-reviewed articles in scholarly outlets,
including Criminal Justice and Behavior, Psychology of Women Quarterly, Crime &
Delinquency, Journal of Interpersonal Violence, and Violence Against Women.

3048 Violence Against Women 29(15-16)

https://doi.org/10.1080/07418820100095051
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418820100095051
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2018.1429645
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2018.1429645
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2018.1429645
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02167608
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02167608
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509354503
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509354503
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509354503
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512468233
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512468233
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514556765
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514556765
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260514556765
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00002
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00002
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-14-00002
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801219862632
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801219862632
https://doi.org/10.1177/15570851211012468
https://doi.org/10.1177/15570851211012468
https://doi.org/10.1177/15570851211012468


Leana A. Bouffard, PhD, is Professor and Chair in the Department of Sociology at Iowa State
University. Her research interests include explanations of offending and violence, violence
against women, especially the criminal justice response to domestic violence and sexual
assault, and consequences of victimization. Her work has been published in Criminology,
Justice Quarterly, and Criminal Justice and Behavior, among others.

Amanda Goodson, PhD, is an Assistant Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice at the
University of Texas at El Paso. Her research focuses on victimology with primary interests
including violence against women and system responses to crime victims. Her recent work
has appeared in Criminal Justice and Behavior, Crime & Delinquency, Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, and Feminist Criminology, among others

Alondra D. Garza, PhD, is an Assistant Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice and
Social Work at the University of Houston-Downtown. . Her research focuses on the criminal
legal response to violence against women and how the social stratification of victims (e.g.,
gender, race and ethnicity, sexual orientation, legal status, etc.) influences responses, treatment,
and decision-making. In 2021, she was selected as a Ruth D. Peterson Fellow by the American
Society of Criminology. Her recent work has appeared in Crime & Delinquency, Journal of
Interpersonal Violence, and Violence Against Women, among others.

Franklin et al. 3049


	 Introduction
	 Police Decision-Making and the “Classic Rape”
	 Rape Mythology
	 Forensic Medical Exam
	 Stranger–Perpetrators
	 Stereotypical Trauma Response

	 Purpose of the Present Study
	 Method
	 Procedure
	 Participants
	 Study Design
	 Forensic Medical Exam
	 Stranger–Perpetrator
	 Stereotypical Trauma Response
	 Dependent Variables
	 Likelihood of arrest with victim cooperation
	 Perceived DA charge acceptance
	 Likelihood of suspect conviction

	 Covariates
	 Rape myth endorsement



	 Analytic Strategy
	 Results
	 Manipulation Check
	 Participant Sex
	 Participant Race

	 Bivariate Results
	 Path Models
	 Full Sample
	 Moderating Effect of Rape Myth Endorsement


	 Discussion
	 Author's note
	 Acknowledgments
	 Notes
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


