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The present commentary explores the impact of gender role stereotypes on perceptions of both intimate partner violence (IPV)
and sexual violence. Two papers published in this issue of Sex Roles explored the influence of gender stereotypes on both IPV
(Bates et al. 2019) and rape myths (Klement et al. 2019). An overarching theme of these papers is how gender stereotypes may
influence incorrect beliefs in how we view and approach interventions to these two types of violence. Reflecting on this
convergence, we have come together as authors to consider how influential and damaging these stereotypes can be to victims
of both partner violence and sexual violence. Our paper considers the nature of these stereotypes, who is harmed by them
considering both gender and sexuality, and also the impact they have in societal and service responses to violence, as well as

policy and practice development.
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During his confirmation hearings for the Supreme Court of the
United States, the U.S. Senate held hearings about the allega-
tions of whether Justice Brett Kavanaugh had sexually
assaulted Dr. Christine Blasey Ford in 1982, and if true,
whether that assault should disqualify him from the bench
(Kim et al. 2018). Both Dr. Blasey Ford and Justice
Kavanaugh testified about the alleged assault; Dr. Blasey
Ford stated that Justice Kavanaugh had attempted to rape
her at a party when she was 15, and Justice Kavanaugh denied
the incident. During her testimony Dr. Blasey Ford was calm,
if nervous, and was adamant that she was recalling the events
correctly (Ryan 2018). Justice Kavanaugh was angry and
forceful, at times choking up with tears as he claimed that
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although Dr. Blasey Ford may have been assaulted, he was
not the assailant (Ryan 2018). The responses to the two testi-
monies varied widely (Bowden 2018); whereas there were
many who believed Dr. Blasey Ford and pressured their
Senators to vote against Justice Kavanaugh’s confirmation,
nearly the same number were persuaded by Justice
Kavanaugh’s emotional display.

These differing opinions of Dr. Blasey Ford and Justice
Kavanaugh, who did go on to be confirmed to the U.S.
Supreme Court in a 5048 vote (Daniel et al. 2018), may
highlight the impact that gendered stereotypes and beliefs
can have on perceptions of gendered violence, particularly
sexual violence and intimate partner violence (IPV). Some
thought that Dr. Blasey Ford was cold and calculating in her
speech, although it is likely that the same individuals would
view her as overly emotional and hysterical had she acted like
Justice Kavanaugh. Research on display rules indicates that
women are regularly stereotyped as being more emotional
than men (Brody et al. 2016) although in some cases, such
as anger, it is more acceptable for men than for women to
express emotion. Justice Kavanaugh’s heated outbursts were
perceived by some as diagnostic of his righteous indignation
rather than as indicative of an entitled mindset (St. Félix
2018). Thus, individuals who were more likely to endorse
such gendered beliefs—those who are also more likely to be
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on the conservative side of the political spectrum (Hockett
et al. 2009)—were also more likely to support Justice
Kavanaugh’s nomination.

Gender stereotyping is both a significant and prevalent
phenomenon (Fiebert and Meyer 1997). The gendered atti-
tudes we hold are important in influencing how we feel and
respond to behaviour (e.g., reinforcing gender inequality:
Morgan and Davis-Delano 2016), including how we respond
to victims of IPV and sexual violence. Societal attitudes and
stereotypes impact on how we respond socially (societal con-
cern), how police and services respond, and, importantly, how
victims feel about their own victimisation. Specifically, gen-
dered stereotypes and attitudes might influence the likelihood
of a victim feeling able, or not, to seek help and report to the
police and criminal justice services. Gender role stereotypes
have developed and become entrenched attitudes that affect
our responses to domestic and sexual violence in terms of
victim blaming (Davies et al. 2012; McKimmie et al. 2014;
Stahl et al. 2010), service response (Persson et al. 2018;
Shechory and Idisis 2006), and punitive action (Radaci¢
2014).

In a multi-study paper published in Sex Roles, Bates et al.
(2019) explored the impact of stereotype priming on implicit
attitudes associated with both IPV victimisation and perpetra-
tion as well as examined how people reported they would
respond to such situations. IPV was less likely to be identified
in scenarios with a female perpetrator and a male victim com-
pared to the opposite-gendered scenario. Moreover, this effect
was found for the behavioural intentions around reporting,
intervention, and the anticipated outcomes. These explicit at-
titudes, as well as implicit attitudes measured through the
Implicit Association Test, were not impacted however by in-
congruent stereotype priming (e.g., providing participants
with information depicting gender parity in rates of
victimisation and perpetration). The implications of partici-
pants indicating significantly different behavioural intentions
based on the gender of those in the scenarios is significant in
terms of considering how IPV has been portrayed as a gen-
dered crime, and it is likely to affect help-seeking. The authors
also suggest that the lack of effect of priming on implicit and
explicit attitudes may indicate that presenting information
about rates of IPV is not enough to challenge deeply ingrained
gender norms and societal perceptions around this type of
violence. In turn, these societal perceptions may likely have
a detrimental impact on men feeling able to report their
victimisation, and so they represents a barrier to their help-
seeking.

In the same issue of Sex Roles, Klement et al. (2019) ex-
plored how gendered stereotypes can interact with rape myths
across four studies. Participants were assigned randomly to
read sexual assault vignettes that varied the rape myths pre-
sented, as well as the genders of the victims and assailants
(i.e., female victim and male assailant or male victim and

female assailant). Although there were no significant differ-
ences in victim-blaming based on whether the rape myths
were confirmed or debunked by expert testimony, endorse-
ment of rape myths correlated reliably with victim and perpe-
trator blaming. These effects were robust regardless of the
victims’ and assailants’ gender. Thus, the authors found a
clear and consistent link between individuals’ beliefs in rape
myths and their willingness to assign more blame to victims of
sexual assault and less blame to perpetrators of sexual assault.
The lack of moderation from challenging rape myths indicates
that these beliefs may not be easily changeable.

Linking this conclusion to Bates et al.’s (2019) findings, it
is possible that rape myths are inextricably tied to gendered
stereotypes, which are learned and instilled from an early age.
The way we construct gender and gendered behaviour has
ramifications for how we view men’s and women’s behaviour
in these settings, and these are issues that are not easily chal-
lenged or altered. The parallel between these two studies is
clear: Endorsement of gendered stereotypes can interfere with
perceptions of IPV and sexual violence in addition to the at-
tributions of blame individuals make for the victims and per-
petrators. The aim of our commentary paper is to reflect on the
issues raised that emerge in the literature around both IPV and
sexual violence. First, we detail how gender role stereotypes
inform stereotypes around IPV and sexual violence. Next, we
discuss the harm these stereotypes can have. Finally, we sug-
gest solutions for these issues and make recommendations for
next steps.

Stereotypes about Gender, Victims,
and Perpetrators of Violence

Gender Role Stereotypes and Intimate Partner
Violence

Many Western stereotypes around IPV have developed from
gendered and feminist models (e.g., Dobash and Dobash
1979, 2004). The gendered model of IPV positions it as a form
of gendered violence, that is, “gender-based violence against
women shall mean violence that is directed against a woman
because she is a woman or that affects women
disproportionately” (European Institute for Gender Equality
2018; para. 1). The explanations derived from this model
frame IPV as a problem of men’s violence towards
women—violence that is rooted in gender inequality and male
privilege (Dobash and Dobash 1979, 2004). Here, physical
violence is an extension of the power and control that men
use to dominate women—control that is of historical and so-
cial construction. This model has been incredibly influential in
raising awareness of violence against women and has brought
terms like “domestic violence” and “domestic abuse” into the
social narrative that enables action from agencies (e.g., within
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the criminal justice system). A less helpful consequence is the
development of stereotypes about what IPV looks like—spe-
cifically, societal norms dictate men as perpetrators, women as
victims—and as a result we see a focus on physical violence.
Indeed, within the United Kingdom, it was only in 2015 that a
new law was introduced to criminalise the use of emotional
abuse, psychological abuse, and coercive control in the ab-
sence of physical violence (see Section 76 of the Serious
Crime Act, 2015; Crown Prosecution Service [CPS] 2017).
This is congruent with Western stereotypes about men and
women, specifically the notions that women are weak and in
need of protection and that men are powerful, strong and self-
reliant (see Gerber 1991).

The research exploring the antecedents, prevalence, and
outcomes of I[PV has developed into a significant body of
research. Emerging research now highlights the complexity
of IPV and the impact it has on all victim groups (e.g., male
victims, same-sex relationships, children). For example, re-
search provides alternative explanations of men’s violence
(e.g., adverse childhood experiences, trauma; Whitfield et al.
2003; Ehrensaft et al. 2003), the prevalence of women’s vio-
lence to men (e.g., Bates et al. 2014; Bates and Graham-Kevan
2016; Archer 2000), the prevalence of IPV within same-
gender relationships (e.g. Renzetti 1992; Tjaden and
Thoennes 2000), men’s and women'’s use of control (Carney
and Barner 2012), bidirectional violence (Charles et al. 2011;
Langhinrichsen-Rohling et al. 2012a), and an overlap in the
motivations of men’s and women’s IPV (e.g., Langhinrichsen-
Rohling et al. 2012b).

Yet despite this complexity, societal stereotypes have
persisted in seeing [PV as an issue of men’s violence towards
women. This persistence could in part be attributed to the fact
that this evidence has not been enough to challenge main-
stream practice and interventions that work with IPV; indeed,
the Duluth model (Pence and Paymar 1993) has a curriculum
with a focus on challenging men on their male privilege and
patriarchal use of control. Despite a wealth of evidence that
suggests this approach is ineffective (see Babcock et al. 2004),
it is still an influential model in policy and practice today (see
Bates et al. 2017, for a review).

Other scholars have posited that chivalry rather than patri-
archy is a social norm governing behaviour around IPV; a
normative protection of women is something evident in the
narrative around [PV through stereotypes and societal discus-
sions. Felson (e.g., 2002) was one of the first scholars to dis-
cuss this norm of protection for women and suggests that this
norm influences behaviour that actually protects women from
men’s violence. Support for this notion comes from gender
difference studies of helping behaviour. For example, Eagly
and Crowley’s meta-analysis (1986) demonstrated women
were consistently more likely to receive help from men, with
men being more likely to give help compared to women. This
difference was more pronounced when there were audiences
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present, suggesting that this chivalrous effect is normative.
This concept can be linked to the notion of benevolent sexism,
which reflects stereotypes that may appear more positive (e.g.,
women as weaker and in need of protection) but are still
broadly damaging (Glick and Fiske 1996). Support for the
notion that chivalry has an effect on men’s violence comes
from Bates et al. (2014); in their within-gender analysis, they
found that men showed lower levels of IPV to partners than to
other men, whereas women showed higher levels of IPV to
partners than to other women. Men’s diminution of aggression
to women suggests that in general they are more inhibited in
physically aggressing to a female partner; women had no such
inhibitions because perhaps because they know that chivalry
will act to prevent retaliation.

We see further support for this notion within the literature
that explores attitudes and perceptions of IPV. Consistently we
see men’s violence is condemned more than women’s: I[PV
perpetrated against women is seen as more serious (Seelau
etal. 2003); when women are violent, it is judged as less likely
to need formal intervention (Sorenson and Taylor 2005); and
men are seen as more able to cause injury and women more at
risk of being injured (Seelau and Seelau 2005). Male victims
are consistently blamed more for their victimisation (both in
other- and same-gender relationships; Taylor and Sorenson
2005) compared to women.

Gender Role Stereotypes and Sexual Violence

In relation to sexual violence, gendered stereotypes are often
expressed via rape myths. Rape myths are inaccurate but
widely held beliefs about rape, rape victims, and rapists
(Burt 1980; Lonsway and Fitzgerald 1994). Inherent in these
rape myths are expectations of how men and women should
act in sexual situations and the consequences they face if they
deviate from these expectations. For example, historical and
benevolently sexist stereotypes of women require that they
remain sexually pure by dressing modestly, not consuming
alcohol, and not putting themselves in risky situations.
Women who violate these requirements are punished, usually
through social censure (Masser et al. 2010). Here, participants
who reported higher levels of benevolent sexism also reported
higher levels of victim-blame for a woman who behaved
counter to gender stereotypes—specifically, a woman who left
her young children alone to go to a party and meet a man, who
later became sexually aggressive.

This tendency to blame victims who deviate from social
scripts around sexuality is apparent in the discourse around
sexual violence situations. Often discussions of an incidence
of sexual assault include questions about the conduct of the
victim or an acknowledgement that the victim put themselves
in a risky situation, such that a foreseeable consequence was
sexual assault. In a qualitative analysis, McKimmie and col-
leagues (McKimmie et al. 2014) found that participants were
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more likely to switch their focus to the victim’s behaviour
when making blame attributions for an acquaintance rape,
whereas they paid more attention to the perpetrator’s behav-
iour in a stranger rape scenario. A victim who behaves
counter-stereotypically by going to a party late at night, by
not resisting during an assault, or by not cooperating with
the police post-assault can be labelled as a “bad” victim, and
thus individuals might find it easier to blame them for the
assault.

There is also a large body of research supporting the idea
that “bad” women are penalized for not acting in accordance
with traditional gender role attitudes. Such attitudes endorse a
worldview where men are dominant over women, which in-
cludes a discourse of traditional masculinity. Traditional mas-
culinity stems from Connell’s (1987) work on hegemonic
masculinity. Today, it can be understood as including “a high
degree of ruthless competition, an inability to express emo-
tions other than anger, an unwillingness to admit weakness or
dependency, and a devaluation of women and all feminine
attributes in men” (Kupers 2005, p. 716). Work from both
Lutz-Zois et al. (2015) and Truman et al. (1996) found links
between traditional masculine ideologies (e.g., men should
avoid behaviours and attitudes that are stereotypically femi-
nine; men should display a veneer of toughness) and rape-
supportive attitudes. These findings indicate that a traditional
view of gender roles, particularly one where men and women
are adversaries in sexual domains (Burt 1980), overlaps with
harmful beliefs about sexual violence.

Although traditional gender role beliefs might have more in
common with benevolent sexism, hostile sexist stereotypes
also can play a role in how victims of sexual violence are
evaluated. Yamawaki (2007) found significant correlations
between hostile sexism and how much participants minimized
the severity of sexual assault, attributed blame to the victim,
and made excuses for the perpetrator. She suggested that neg-
ative beliefs about women—that they tend to exaggerate is-
sues; that they want to manipulate men and take men’s power
via their feminine sexuality—often held by those who endorse
hostile sexism lead such individuals to ascribe to beliefs that
minimize and trivialize sexual violence (Yamawaki 2007).
Further, hostile sexism moderated individuals’ desire to ex-
cuse the perpetrator in a stranger rape scenario, but not in an
acquaintance rape scenario. This difference indicates that
those higher in hostile sexism have a desire to punish women
for their innate qualities, not necessarily for violating pre-
scribed gender roles (as might be the case for those higher in
benevolent sexism). Indeed, hostile sexism is also found to
significantly relate to rape proclivity (Masser et al. 2006;
Viki et al. 2006); men who reported greater hostile sexism also
reported being more willing to behave like the rapist in sexual
assault scenarios. Taken together, the relationships between

ambivalent sexism and rape-supportive attitudes indicate that
those endorsing benevolently sexist beliefs may be more will-
ing to approve of sexual aggression as a consequence for
violating traditional gender role norms, whereas those endors-
ing hostilely sexist beliefs are more willing to approve of
sexual aggression in almost any circumstance.

Who Is Harmed by these Stereotypes?

The persistence of these gendered stereotypes within the narrative
of IPV and sexual violence is damaging to many associated
groups, including women as victims, men as victims, women as
perpetrators, and where there are other intersections of marginal-
ized identities. For example, although women in general are more
likely to be the victim of IPV or sexual violence (e.g., 1 in 5
women in the United States; Black et al. 2011), 37% of trans
women reported experiencing sexual victimisation in the
2015 U.S. Transgender Survey (James et al. 2016) and 27% of
trans women reported experiencing intimate partner violence. For
both types of violence, the prevalence was higher among trans
Women of Colour (James et al. 2016). In the following, we dis-
cuss the harms and barriers experienced by different groups that
are exacerbated by the institutional endorsement of gendered ste-
reotypes, particularly within healthcare and legal systems.

Female Victims of Violence

Despite the prevalent sexual violence narrative of men as ag-
gressors and women as helpless victims, when female sexual
violence victims come forward, they seldom receive unani-
mous support. As indicated by the experiences of Dr. Blasey
Ford, women can be criticized for not reporting their assaults
earlier as well as falsely reporting an assault to get revenge on
their accused perpetrator. Despite much research showing that
the rate of false rape reports are in line with other false violent
crime reports (i.e., between 2 and 10%; Lisak et al. 2010),
women are often disbelieved by friends and family (Deming
et al. 2013; Harned 2005), law enforcement (Ask 2010;
McMillan 2018; Sleath and Bull 2015), and other individuals
in authority (e.g., clergy, Sheldon and Parent 2002; lawyers,
Krahé et al. 2008).

This disbelief can impact their own personal labels of their
experiences (Harned 2005) in addition to their desire to seek
out support services, such as mental health care. In a focus
group study examining interpretations of vignettes of sexual
assault, Deming et al. (2013) found that university participants
in different social groups framed the experiences differently.
The greatest differences in the interpretations arose between
the first-year and fourth-year participants. Specifically, older
participants were more likely to sanction the victim’s
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behaviour, placing responsibility on her for not acting safely
and not being clearer in her communication to the assailant
(Deming et al. 2013). These impressions may have been
formed by the participants’ endorsement of traditional gender
norms and rape myths. Thus, these interpretations and the
choice to label oneself as a victim of sexual assault or not
can impact whether or not a woman will report the crime to
the police.

Likewise, a woman’s own internalization of rape myths can
dictate her willingness to report an assault (Heath et al. 2013).
However, if a woman decides to report, she may face obstacles
from law enforcement officers if they themselves subscribe to
rape myths. Law enforcement officers have a tremendous
amount of discretion regarding whether or not to investigate
a reported crime. If there is not enough evidence that a crime
was committed, the report might be classified as “unfounded”
or “no-crimed” (Temkin and Krahé 2008, p. 17). Counter-
stereotypical sexual violence cases, such as those where the
victim and perpetrator are in a relationship or where the victim
does not cooperate with police, have a higher chance of being
deemed unfounded or in need of no further action (Edwards
et al. 2011; Kelly 2010; Norton and Grant 2008).

In order to receive help from law enforcement, healthcare
providers, or other actors in the legal system, female victims
may feel the need to conform to gender stereotypes. Evidence
from McKimmie et al. (2014) demonstrates that counter-
stereotypical victims (i.e., not resisting the assault, not
cooperating with police) are evaluated negatively and blamed
for their assaults. Even when law enforcement officers have
received training related to sexual assault investigations, they
may not show a reduction in victim-blaming or endorsement
of rape victim stereotypes (Sleath and Bull 2012). Although
the traditional feminine gender role dictates that women be
passive and submissive to men, this expectation works
against many women victims who freeze during their assault
or cooperate with their perpetrator. In a recent study
examining the impact of romantic advances that were not
reciprocated by the targets, Bohns and DeVincent (2018)
found that individuals making such advances often
underestimated the difficulties of saying “no” and the discom-
fort experienced by the targets of their advances. Importantly,
those pursuing a person for romance do not appreciate the
degree to which targets may change their behaviour to deal
with the unwanted advances or to feel more comfortable in
their surroundings. Although Bohns and DeVincent’s (2018)
research was set in the workplace, their findings have impli-
cations for sexual violence situations; women are expected to
be nice and to acquiesce to men’s advances, per the
heteronormative sexual script (Ryan 2011). However, they
are also punished for this behaviour in cases where the man
does not respond to the woman’s sexual boundaries and
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assaults her. Thus, women experience a Catch-22 in which
they can do and say all the right things that conform to tradi-
tional gender role stereotypes, and yet still become victims of
sexual violence.

Male Victims of Violence

For men as victims of both IPV and sexual violence, there are
numerous barriers faced in help-seeking and reporting their
experiences, and these are exacerbated by gendered stereo-
types. Socialisation processes mean that men struggle to seek
help generally and in a variety of settings (e.g., health; Addis
and Mahalik 2003). Boys and men are socialized around mas-
culine gender norms that dictate men are self-reliant, stoic and
powerful (Gerber 1991) and so some men who identify with
these dominant masculine narratives may see help-seeking as
contradictory to these values (Vogel et al. 2011). Indeed, the
importance of maintaining a sense of masculinity has been
found with men’s accounts of their IPV experiences (Hogan
2016), and these themes of self-reliance, stoicism, and control
have been found in men’s narratives (Migliaccio 2001). Men
have been found to deny their sense of vulnerability that is
created through IPV victimisation (George 1994). The mas-
culine gender role and the stereotypes that exist about IPV in
the wider social narrative come together to intensify their re-
luctance to report victimisation. For male victims in a recent
study, they reported that they felt their experiences of abuse
were perceived as a weakness, they were disbelieved, and they
were reconstructed as being abusers themselves or they strug-
gled to identify themselves as victims (Bates 2019a).

These stereotypes are also pervasive within service provi-
sion, which creates opportunities for the use of legal and ad-
ministrative aggression; this occurs where someone manipu-
lates legal and other administrative systems in a way to be
harmful to their partner (Tilbrook et al. 2010). Although this
manipulation is seen within women’s accounts of their [PV
experiences, it is thought to be something experienced more
by men due to the gender role stereotypes that exist in the
criminal justice system. Men have described experiences
where their partners have manipulated these systems (Hines
et al. 2007); for example, men report not being believed in
cases of IPV victimisation (Migliaccio 2001), experiencing
false allegations of IPV (Bates 2019a), and losing their homes
and children through these false allegations (Cook 2009). A
fear of losing their children is a significant reason for men not
to leave an abusive relationship (Hines and Douglas 2010);
children have been seen as a form of power to control and men
often feel powerless through fear of losing contact (Drijber
et al. 2013). These fears are often realised when, through
post-separation abuse, their parental relationships are dam-
aged or manipulated (see Bates 2019).
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These perceptions are exacerbated further for men who
experience sexual violence. Men’s typically greater size and
strength compared to women’s means that there are assump-
tions about a man being able to defend himself (Bates 2019a;
Bates et al. 2019). Moreover, there are perceptions about men
having a much stronger desire for sex, which creates a signif-
icant stigma around women’s sexual aggression that impacts
on public perceptions (Weare 2017) and assumptions about
physically not being able to be forced to have sex with a
woman through inaccurate beliefs about the nature of men’s
arousal (Weare 2018). Because rape myths (both for men and
women) are often rooted in Western gender role expectations,
male rape may be disputed because men are socialized to be
strong and powerful, and it provides a challenge to masculin-
ity when this occurs (Javaid 2015).

Female Perpetrators of Violence

A consequence of ignoring violence by women includes
underfunded male victim support services but also few op-
tions for women seeking help for their aggressive behaviour.
Despite evidence of women’s violence towards men, there are
few women who enter the criminal justice system and are
mandated treatment, and indeed evidence suggests police
and other criminal justice agencies respond to men’s and
women’s violence dissimilarly in this area (Donnelly and
Kenyon 1996). This leaves some violent women being re-
ferred to victim services despite being an admitted aggressor,
S0 services are not appropriate, and women are not getting
support for behaviour change.

Outside intimate relationships, women are typically not as
physically aggressive as men are (e.g., to same-gender non-
intimates; Archer 2004), which fits with women’s gender role
of being weaker, passive, and more in need of protection
(Gerber 1991). Consequently, when women are violent, peo-
ple seek to explain it. Men are violent because this is a char-
acteristic of their gender role—to be powerful and
aggressive—but the same cannot be said for women, so we
try and attribute some sort of reason (Bates 2019b). It is as-
sumed that women’s violence is self-defence, provoked, or
due to other personal circumstances.

These gender roles impact further on our perceptions of
bidirectional or mutual violence; this type of violence is re-
ported as being more prevalent than uni-lateral violence (male
only or female only; Langhinrichsen-Rohling et al. 2012a).
Despite this, service responses and criminal justice agencies
typically still work with a model of needing to identify a
“perpetrator” and a “victim” (Bates 2016), and within
scenario-based studies where there is a clear use of violence
by both parties, people are still reluctant to label it in this way
or identify women as perpetrators.

Intersecting Marginalized Identities

When considering the costs of violence, it is important to
remember that victims belong to multiple identity groups
and that both the risk of victimisation and the consequences
of it can be intensified by membership in a marginalized
group. Crenshaw (1989) used intersectionality to explain
how these marginalized identities can impact each other.
Black women face more structural barriers than just the com-
bination of sexism and racism; there is a unique position of
Black women at the intersection of these two types of oppres-
sions. Thus, individuals who experience multiple forms of
oppression (e.g., sexism, racism, ableism, homophobia) are
both more likely to be victims of IPV and sexual violence
and less likely to receive services after victimisation experi-
ences (James et al. 2016).

Solutions and Next Steps

In the United States, the work to end gendered violence,
whether IPV or sexual violence, is experiencing a conservative
backlash in the public discourse. Media pundits question
whether social media campaigns like #YesAllWomen
(https://twitter.com/yesallwomen?lang=en) and #MeToo
(https://metoomvmt.org/) have gone too far. Despite this,
these movements continue to name and bring to light the
abuses experienced by women. In an intervention study
based on intergroup contact theory, Taschler and West
(2017) found that men (and women) who had both frequent
and high-quality contact with women who challenged tradi-
tional gendered stereotypes—women in positions of power
and authority—also reported lower rape-supportive beliefs.
This indicates that the act of breaking down the barriers
erected by traditional gender roles could serve to reduce other
problematic gendered ideas as well. In the 2018 mid-term
elections, U.S. voters elected the greatest number of women
to the federal legislature in history (Cooney 2018); perhaps
these new Congresswomen and senators will have a greater
reach than is apparent.

Other initiatives to reduce gendered stereotypes and rape-
supportive beliefs include trainings for law enforcement
officers and prevention education in public schools and
universities. For example, Sleath and Bull (2012) found no
differences in victim-blaming between law enforcement offi-
cers who had or had not participated in sexual assault training.
However, they did find a significant difference on perpetrator-
blaming: trained female officers assigned less blame to the
perpetrator than did trained male officers. Rich and Seffrin
(2012) found that sexual assault training for police officers
increased their efficacy in handling interviews with victims

@ Springer


https://twitter.com/yesallwomen?lang=en
https://metoomvmt.org/

40

Sex Roles (2019) 81:34-43

reporting sexual assault, although training had a smaller effect
than did participants’ rape myth acceptance.

As Klement et al. (2019) discuss, rape myth acceptance
may become entrenched from an early age, and thus education
to counteract it should happen as early as possible.
Universities can provide a type of sexual assault prevention
training, usually bystander intervention programs. However,
due to the low frequency of these trainings (usually one multi-
hour session), there is a lower probability that they will be
effective at preventing or interrupting sexual violence. In their
review of program evaluations of sexual assault trainings,
Vladutiu et al. (2011) suggested that long-term attitude change
was more likely when the trainings occurred over a longer
period of time, especially when active learning was led by
same-age peers.

In the United Kingdom, despite the gender-neutral termi-
nology, IPV is positioned under the Violence against Women
and Gitls strategy (Ministry of Justice 2018) and framed as a
gendered crime. This perpetuates the stereotypes that exist
about men and women and about what IPV perpetrators and
victims look like. It renders male victims, female perpetrators,
people in same-sex relationships, and people who identify
counter-stereotypically on the gender and sexuality spectrums
as hidden or marginalised in some way. This approach is mir-
rored in both policy and practice in terms of perpetrators’ and
victims’ services (see Bates et al. 2017) and is currently dem-
onstrated as having little effect in terms of reducing men’s IPV
(Babcock et al. 2004) or providing intervention options for
other perpetrator and victim groups. More recently, there has
been a move toward working with IPV perpetrators in a way
that is both more responsive to their needs, while recognising
the complexity of IPV through tackling abusive behaviours
rather than focusing too heavily on the dichotomy of perpe-
trator and victim labels (Ford 2019). Additionally, there are
recommendations to begin working with younger people
around discussing healthy relationships and working to tackle
these maladaptive relationship behaviours earlier on in the
developmental process (Maurer 2019).

Gender role stereotypes are pervasive but also incredibly
damaging to people who experience both domestic violence
and sexual violence. The impact of these roles, and the way in
which they influence a spectrum of behaviours, is something
that needs to be addressed to potentially help reduce the
violent crime figures in both the United Kingdom and the
United States. In the present issue of Sex Roles, Bates et al.
(2019) point to the need to challenge these gender stereotypes
much earlier in children’s development; by the time people
have transitioned into adolescence and early adulthood, these
roles and stereotypes are ingrained to a point of being implicit.
This means that challenging and trying to change these per-
ceptions in adults is so much more difficult—but important.
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The immodest goal of our commentary is to start taking steps
in this needed direction.

Compliance with Ethical Standards Wwe can confirm we
adherd to ethical guidelines in both the US and UK.

References

Addis, M. E., & Mahalik, J. R. (2003). Men, masculinity, and the contexts
ofhelp seeking. American Psychologist, 58(1), 5—14. https://doi.org/
10.1037/0003-066X.58.1.5.

Archer, J. (2000). Sex differences in aggression between heterosexual
partners: A meta-analytic review. Psychological Bulletin, 126,
651-680. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.126.5.651.

Archer, J. (2004). Sex differences in aggression in real-world settings: A
meta-analytic review. Review of General Psychology, 8(4), 291—
322. https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2680.8.4.291.

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

Babcock, J. C., Green, C. E., & Robie, C. (2004). Does batterer’s treat-
ment work? A meta-analytic review of domestic violence treatment.
Clinical Psychology Review, 23, 1023—1053. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.cpr.2002.07.001.

Bates, E. A. (2016). Current controversies in intimate partner violence:
Overlooking bidirectional violence. Journal of Family Violence,
31(8), 937-940. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9862-1023-
1053.

Bates, E. A. (2019a). “The whole time was like walking on egg shells”: A
qualitative examination of men’s experiences of violence and con-
trol from female partners. Psychology of Men and Masculinity.

Bates, E. A. (2019b). Contexts for women’s aggression against men. In T.
Shackelford & V. Weekes-Shackelford (Eds.), Encyclopedia of evo-
lutionary psychological science. Cambridge: Springer. https:/doi.
0rg/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_901-1.

Bates, E. A. (2019). “I am still afraid of her”: Men’s experiences of post-
separation abuse. Partner Abuse. https://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/
eprint/4370.

Bates, E. A., & Graham-Kevan, N. (2016). Is the presence of control
related to help-seeking behavior? A test of Johnson’s assumptions
regarding sex-differences and the role of control in intimate partner
violence. Partner Abuse, 7(1), 3-25. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-
6560.7.1.3.

Bates, E. A., Graham-Kevan, N., & Archer, J. (2014). Testing predictions
from the male control theory of men’s partner violence. Aggressive
Behavior, 40(1), 42-55. https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.21499.

Bates, E. A., Graham-Kevan, N., Bolam, L. T., & Thornton, A. J. V.
(2017). A review of domestic violence perpetrator programs in the
UK. Partner Abuse, 8, 3—46. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.8.
1.3.

Bates, E. A., Kaye, L. K., Pennington, C. R. & Hamlin, I. (2019). What
about the male victims? Exploring the impact of gender stereotyping
on implicit attitudes and behavioral intentions associated with inti-
mate partner violence. Sex Roles. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-
018-0949-x.

Black, M. C., Basile, K. C., Breiding, M. J., Smith, S. G., Walters, M. L.,
Merrick, M. T,, ... Stevens, M. R. (2011). The National Intimate
Partner and Sexual Violence Survey: 2010 summary report.


https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.58.1.5
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.58.1.5
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.I26.5.651
https://doi.org/10.1037/1089-2680.8.4.291
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260509340535
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2002.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2002.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9862-1023-1053
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-016-9862-1023-1053
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_901-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_901-1
http://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/4370
http://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/4370
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.7.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.7.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1002/ab.21499
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.8.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.8.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-018-0949-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-018-0949-x

Sex Roles (2019) 81:34-43

41

Retrieved from http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/nisvs_
executive_summary-a.pdf Accessed 01 Feb.

Bohns, V. K., & DeVincent, L. A. (2018). Rejecting unwanted romantic
advances is more difficult than suitors realize. Social Psychological
and Personality Science. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1948550618769880. Accessed 01 Feb.

Bowden, J. (2018, September 29). Poll shows split views on Kavanaugh,
Ford after dramatic hearing. The Hill. Retrieved from https://thehill.
com/homenews/senate/409093-poll-shows-split-views-on-
kavanaugh-ford-after-dramatic-hearing. Accessed 29 Sept 2018.

Brody, L. R., Hall, J. A., & Stokes, L. R. (2016). Gender and emotion:
Theory, findings, and context. In L. F. Barrett, M. Lewis, & J. M.
Haviland-Jones (Eds.), Handbook of emotions (4th ed., pp. 369—
392). New York: Guildford.

Burt, M. R. (1980). Cultural myths and supports for rape. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 38, 217-230.

Carney, M. M., & Barner, J. R. (2012). Prevalence of partner abuse: Rates
of emotional abuse and control. Partner Abuse, 3(3), 286-335.
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.3.286.

Charles, D., Whitaker, D. J., Le, B., Swahn, M., & DiClemente, R. J.
(2011). Differences between perpetrators of bidirectional and unidi-
rectional physical intimate partner violence. Partner Abuse, 2(3),
344-364. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.2.3.344.

Connell, R. W. (1987). Gender and power. Sydney: Allen and Unwin.

Cook, P. W. (2009). Abused men: The hidden side of domestic violence.
Westport: Praeger Publishers.

Cooney, S. (2018). Here are some of the women who made history in the
midterm elections. 7ime. Retrieved from http://time.com/5323592/
2018-elections-women-history-records/ . Accessed 01 Feb.

Crenshaw, K. (1989). Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: A
Black feminist critique of antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist the-
ory, and antiracist politics. University of Chicago Legal Forum,
1989. Retrieved from https://chicagounbound.uchicago.edu/cgi/
viewcontent.cgi?article=1052&context=uclf. Accessed 01 Feb.

Crown Prosecution Service. (2017). Controlling or coercive behaviour in
an intimate or family relationship: Legal guidance, domestic abuse.
Retrieved from https://www.cps.gov.uk/legal-guidance/controlling-
or-coercive-behaviour-intimate-or-family-relationship . Accessed
01 Feb.

Daniel, A., Lee, J. C., & Simon, S. (2018). How every senator voted on
Kavanaugh’s confirmation. The New York Times. Retrieved from
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/10/06/us/politics/
kavanaugh-live-vote-senate-confirmation.html . Accessed 6
Oct 2018.

Davies, M., Gilston, J., & Rogers, P. (2012). Examining the relationship
between male rape myth acceptance, female rape myth acceptance,
victim blame, homophobia, gender roles, and ambivalent sexism.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 27, 2807-2823. https://doi.org/
10.1177/0886260512438281.

Deming, M. E., Covan, E. K., Swan, S. C., & Billings, D. L. (2013).
Exploring rape myths, gendered norms, group processing, and the
social context of rape among college women: A qualitative analysis.
Violence Against Women, 19, 465—485. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1077801213487044.

Dobash, R. E., & Dobash, R. P. (1979). Violence against wives: A case
against the patriarchy. London: Open Books.

Dobash, R. P., & Dobash, R. E. (2004). Women’s violence to men in
intimate relationships: Working on a puzzle. British Journal of
Criminology, 44, 324-349. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azh026.

Donnelly, D. A., & Kenyon, S. (1996). “Honey, we don’t do men”:
Gender stereotypes and the provision of services to sexually
assaulted males. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 11, 441-448.
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626096011003009.

Drijber, B. C., Reijnders, U. J., & Ceelen, M. (2013). Male victims of
domestic violence. Journal of Family Violence, 28(2), 173—178.
https://doi.org/10.1007/310896-012-9482-9.

Eagly, A., & Crowley, M. (1986). Gender and helping behavior: A meta-
analytic review of the social psychological literature. Psychological
Bulletin, 100, 283-308. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.100.3.
283.

Edwards, K. M., Turchik, J. A., Dardis, C. M., Reynolds, N., & Gidycz,
C. A.(2011). Rape myths: History, individual and institutional-level
presence, and implications for change. Sex Roles, 65, 761-773.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-9943-2.

Ehrensaft, M. K., Cohen, P., Brown, J., Smailes, E., Chen, H., & Johnson,
J. G. (2003). Intergenerational transmission of partner violence: A
20-year prospective study. Journal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology, 71(4), 741-753.

European Institute for Gender Equality. (2018). What is gender-based
violence? Retrieved from http://eige.europa.cu/gender-based-
violence/what-is-gender-based-violence . Accessed 8 Nov 2018.

Felson, R. B. (2002). Violence & gender re-examined. Washington, DC:
American Psychological Association.

Fiebert, M. S., & Meyer, M. W. (1997). Gender stereotypes: A bias
against men. The Journal of Psychology, 131(4), 407—410.

Ford, A. (2019). Using research in practice: Up2U an innovative ap-
proach to tackling domestic abuse. In E. A. Bates & J. C. Taylor
(Eds.), Intimate partner violence: New perspectives in research and
practice. ppl07—122. Routledge:United Kingdom

George, M. J. (1994). Riding the donkey backwards: Men as the unac-
ceptable victims of marital violence. The Journal of Men’s Studies,
3(2), 137-159. https://doi.org/10.1177/106082659400300203.

Gerber, G. L. (1991). Gender stereotypes and power: Perceptions of the
roles in violent marriages. Sex Roles, 24(7-8), 439-458.

Glick, P., & Fiske, S. T. (1996). The ambivalent sexism inventory:
Differentiating hostile and benevolent sexism. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 70, 491-512. https://doi.org/
10.1037/0022-3514.70.3.491.

Harned, M. S. (2005). Understanding women's labeling of unwanted
sexual experiences with dating partners: A qualitative analysis.
Violence Against Women, 11, 374—413. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1077801204272240.

Heath, N. M., Lynch, S. M., Fritch, A. M., & Wong, M. M. (2013). Rape
myth acceptance impacts the reporting of rape to the police: A study
of incarcerated women. Violence Against Women, 19, 1065-1078.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213501841.

Hines, D. A., & Douglas, E. M. (2010). A closer look at men who sustain
intimate terrorism by women. Partner Abuse, 1(3),286-313. https://
doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.1.3.286.

Hines, D. A., Brown, J., & Dunning, E. (2007). Characteristics of callers
to the domestic abuse helpline for men. Journal of Family Violence,
22, 63-72. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-006-9052-0.

Hockett, J. M., Saucier, D. A., Hoffman, B. H., Smith, S. J., & Craig, A.
W. (2009). Oppression through acceptance?: Predicting rape myth
acceptance and attitudes toward rape victims. Violence Against
Women, 15, 877-897. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801209335489.

Hogan, K. (2016). Men’s experiences of female-perpetrated intimate part-
ner violence: A qualitative exploration (Doctoral dissertation,
University of the West of England).

James, S. E., Herman, J. L., Rankin, S., Keisling, M., Mottet, L., & Anafi,
M. (2016). The Report of the 2015 US Transgender Survey.
Retrieved from https://www.transequality.org/sites/default/files/
docs/USTS-Full-Report-FINAL.PDF. Accessed 01 Feb.

Javaid, A. (2015). Male rape myths: Understanding and explaining social
attitudes surrounding male rape. Masculinidades y Cambio Social,
4(3), 270-297.

Kelly, L. (2010). The (in)credible words of women: False allegations in
European rape research. Violence Against Women, 16, 1345-1355.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387748.

Kim, S. M., Marimow, A. E., DeBonis, M., & Viebeck, E. (2018,
September 27). Kavanaugh hearing: Supreme court nominee insists
on his innocence, calls process “national disgrace.” The Washington

@ Springer


http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/nisvs_executive_summary-a.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/pdf/nisvs_executive_summary-a.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550618769880
https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550618769880
https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/409093-poll-shows-split-views-on-kavanaugh-ford-after-dramatic-hearing
https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/409093-poll-shows-split-views-on-kavanaugh-ford-after-dramatic-hearing
https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/409093-poll-shows-split-views-on-kavanaugh-ford-after-dramatic-hearing
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.3.286
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.2.3.344
http://time.com/5323592/2018-elections-women-history-records/
http://time.com/5323592/2018-elections-women-history-records/
https://chicagounbound.uchicago.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1052&context=uclf
https://chicagounbound.uchicago.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1052&context=uclf
https://www.cps.gov.uk/legal-guidance/controlling-or-coercive-behaviour-intimate-or-family-relationship
https://www.cps.gov.uk/legal-guidance/controlling-or-coercive-behaviour-intimate-or-family-relationship
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/10/06/us/politics/kavanaugh-live-vote-senate-confirmation.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/10/06/us/politics/kavanaugh-live-vote-senate-confirmation.html
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512438281
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260512438281
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213487044
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213487044
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azh026
https://doi.org/10.1177/088626096011003009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-012-9482-9
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.100.3.283
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.100.3.283
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-9943-2
http://eige.europa.eu/gender-based-violence/what-is-gender-based-violence
http://eige.europa.eu/gender-based-violence/what-is-gender-based-violence
https://doi.org/10.1177/106082659400300203
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.3.491
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.70.3.491
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801204272240
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801204272240
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213501841
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.1.3.286
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.1.3.286
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-006-9052-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801209335489
https://www.transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/USTS-Full-Report-FINAL.PDF
https://www.transequality.org/sites/default/files/docs/USTS-Full-Report-FINAL.PDF
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387748

42

Sex Roles (2019) 81:34-43

Post. Retrieved from https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/
kavanaugh-hearing-christine-blasey-ford-to-give-senate-testimony-
about-sexual-assault-allegation/2018/09/27/fc216170-c1c3-11e8-
b338-a3289f6cb742_story.html. Accessed 27 Sept 2018.

Klement, K. R., Sagarin, B. J. & Skowronski, J. J. (2019). Accusers lie
and other myths: Rape myth acceptance predicts judgments made
about accusers and accused perpetrators in a rape case. Sex Roles.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-018-0950-4

Krahé, B., Temkin, J., Bieneck, S., & Berger, A. (2008). Prospective
lawyers' rape stereotypes and schematic decision-making about rape
cases. Psychology, Crime & Law, 14, 461-479. https://doi.org/10.
1080/10683160801932380.

Kupers, T. A. (2005). Toxic masculinity as a barrier to mental health
treatment in prison. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 61, 713-724.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20105.

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., McCullars, A., & Misra, T. A. (2012a).
Motivations for men and women’s intimate partner violence perpe-
tration: A comprehensive review. Partner Abuse, 3(4), 429—468.
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.4.429.

Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J., Misra, T. A., Selwyn, C., & Rohling, M. L.
(2012b). Rates of bidirectional versus unidirectional intimate partner
violence across sample, sexual orientations, and race/ethnicities: A
comprehensive review. Partner Abuse, 3(2), 199-230. https://doi.
0rg/10.1891/1946-6560.3.2.199.

Lisak, D., Gardinier, L., Nicksa, S. C., & Cote, A. M. (2010). False
allegations of sexual assault: An analysis of ten years of reported
cases. Violence Against Women, 16, 1318-1334. https://doi.org/10.
1177/1077801210387747.

Lonsway, K. A., & Fitzgerald, L. F. (1994). Rape myths: In review.
Psychology of Women Quarterly, 18, 133—164. https://doi.org/10.
1111/5.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x.

Lutz-Zois, C. J., Moler, K. A., & Brown, M. J. (2015). Mechanisms for
the relationship between traditional masculine ideologies and rape
myth acceptance among college men. Journal of Aggression,
Maltreatment & Trauma, 24, 84—101. https://doi.org/10.1080/
10926771.2015.996311.

Masser, B., Viki, G. T., & Power, C. (2006). Hostile sexism and rape
proclivity amongst men. Sex Roles, 54(7-8), 565-574. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11199-006-9022-2.

Masser, B., Lee, K., & McKimmie, B. M. (2010). Bad woman, bad
victim? Disentangling the effects of victim stereotypicality, gender
stereotypicality and benevolent sexism on acquaintance rape victim
blame. Sex Roles, 62(7-8), 494-504. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$11199-009-9648-y.

Maurer, K. (2019). Distinctions in adolescent dating violence: An explo-
ration of etiology, scope, and prevention strategies of intimate part-
ner violence in adolescence. In E. A. Bates & J. C. Taylor (Eds.),
Intimate Partner Violence: New Perspectives in Research and
Practice. pp58-72, Routledge:United Kingdom.

McKimmie, B. M., Masser, B. M., & Bongiorno, R. (2014). What counts
as rape? The effect of offense prototypes, victim stereotypes, and
participant gender on how the complainant and defendant are per-
ceived. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 29, 2273-2303. https://
doi.org/10.1177/0886260513518843.

McMillan, L. (2018). Police officers’ perceptions of false allegations of
rape. Journal of Gender Studies, 27, 9-21. https://doi.org/10.1080/
09589236.2016.1194260.

Migliaccio, T. A. (2001). Marginalizing the battered male. The Journal of
Men’s Studies, 9(2), 205-226. https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.0902.
205.

Ministry of Justice. (2018). Transforming the response to domestic abuse.
Retrieved from https://consult.justice.gov.uk/homeoffice-moj/
domestic-abuse-consultation/ . Accessed 8 Nov 2018.

Morgan, E. M., & Davis-Delano, L. R. (2016). How public displays of
heterosexual identity reflect and reinforce gender stereotypes,

@ Springer

gender differences, and gender inequality. Sex Roles, 75, 257-271.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0613-2.

Norton, R., & Grant, T. (2008). Rape myth in true and false rape allega-
tions. Psychology, Crime & Law, 14, 275-285. https://doi.org/10.
1080/10683160701770286.

Pence, E., & Paymar, M. (1993). Education groups for men who batter:
The Duluth model. New York: Springer Publishing Company.
Persson, S., Dhingra, K., & Grogan, S. (2018). Attributions of victim
blame in stranger and acquaintance rape: A quantitative study.
Journal of Clinical Nursing, 27, 2640-2649. https://doi.org/10.

1111/ocn.14351.

Radacic, 1. (2014). Rape myths and gender stereotypes in Croatian rape
laws and judicial practice. Feminist Legal Studies, 22, 67-87.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-013-9255-8.

Renzetti, C. M. (1992). Violent betrayal: Partner abuse in lesbian
relationships. London: Sage Publications.

Rich, K., & Seffrin, P. (2012). Police interviews of sexual assault re-
porters: Do attitudes matter? Violence and Victims, 27, 263-279.
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.27.2.263.

Ryan, K. M. (2011). The relationship between rape myths and sexual
scripts: The social construction of rape. Sex Roles, 65, 774-782.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-0033-2.

Ryan, L. (2018, September 27). The most important moments from the
Kavanaugh sexual-assault hearing. The Cut. Retrieved from https://
www.thecut.com/2018/09/kavanaugh-hearing-most-important-
moments.html. Accessed 27 Sept 2018.

Seelau, S. M., & Seelau, E. P. (2005). Gender-role stereotypes and per-
ceptions of heterosexual, gay and lesbian domestic violence.
Journal of Family Violence, 20, 363-371. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$10896-005-7798-4.

Seelau, P., Seelau, S. M., & Poorman, P. B. (2003). Gender and role-based
perceptions of domestic abuse: Does sexual orientation matter?
Behavioral Sciences & the Law, 21(2), 199-214. https://doi.org/
10.1002/bsl.524.

Shechory, M., & Idisis, Y. (2006). Rape myths and social distance toward
sex offenders and victims among therapists and students. Sex Roles,
54, 651-658. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-006-9031-1.

Sheldon, J. P., & Parent, S. L. (2002). Clergy's attitudes and attributions of
blame toward female rape victims. Violence Against Women, 8(2),
233-256. https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010222183026.

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

Sleath, E., & Bull, R. (2015). A brief report on rape myth acceptance:
Differences between police officers, law students, and psychology
students in the United Kingdom. Violence and Victims, 30, 136-147.
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-13-00035.

Sorenson, S. B., & Taylor, C. A. (2005). Female aggression toward male
intimate partners: An examination of social norms in a community-
based sample. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 29, 78-96. https:/
doi.org/10.1111/5.1471-6402.2005.00170.x.

St. Félix, D. (2018, September 27). The Ford-Kavanaugh hearing will be
remembered as a grotesque display of patriarchal resentment. 7he
New Yorker. Retrieved from https://www.newyorker.com/culture/
cultural-comment/the-ford-kavanaugh-hearings-will-be-
remembered-for-their-grotesque-display-of-patriarchal-resentment.
Accessed 27 Sept 2018.

Stahl, T., Eek, D., & Kazemi, A. (2010). Rape victim blaming as system
justification: The role of gender and activation of complementary
stereotypes. Social Justice Research, 23, 239-258. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s11211-010-0117-0.

Taschler, M., & West, K. (2017). Contact with counter-stereotypical
women predicts less sexism, less rape myth acceptance, less inten-
tion to rape (in men) and less projected enjoyment of rape (in


https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/kavanaugh-hearing-christine-blasey-ford-to-give-senate-testimony-about-sexual-assault-allegation/2018/09/27/fc216170-c1c3-11e8-b338-a3289f6cb742_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/kavanaugh-hearing-christine-blasey-ford-to-give-senate-testimony-about-sexual-assault-allegation/2018/09/27/fc216170-c1c3-11e8-b338-a3289f6cb742_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/kavanaugh-hearing-christine-blasey-ford-to-give-senate-testimony-about-sexual-assault-allegation/2018/09/27/fc216170-c1c3-11e8-b338-a3289f6cb742_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/kavanaugh-hearing-christine-blasey-ford-to-give-senate-testimony-about-sexual-assault-allegation/2018/09/27/fc216170-c1c3-11e8-b338-a3289f6cb742_story.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-018-0950-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160801932380
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160801932380
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20105
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.4.429
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.2.199
https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.3.2.199
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387747
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210387747
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/10.1080/10926771.2015.996311
https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2015.996311
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-006-9022-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-006-9022-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-009-9648-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-009-9648-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513518843
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513518843
http://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/4370
http://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/4370
https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.0902.205
https://doi.org/10.3149/jms.0902.205
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/homeoffice-moj/domestic-abuse-consultation/
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/homeoffice-moj/domestic-abuse-consultation/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0613-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160701770286
https://doi.org/10.1080/10683160701770286
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14351
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.14351
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10691-013-9255-8
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.27.2.263
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-0033-2
https://www.thecut.com/2018/09/kavanaugh-hearing-most-important-moments.html
https://www.thecut.com/2018/09/kavanaugh-hearing-most-important-moments.html
https://www.thecut.com/2018/09/kavanaugh-hearing-most-important-moments.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-005-7798-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10896-005-7798-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.524
https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.524
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-006-9031-1
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010222183026
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854811434696
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854811434696
https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-13-00035
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.2005.00170.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.2005.00170.x
https://www.newyorker.com/culture/cultural-comment/the-ford-kavanaugh-hearings-will-be-remembered-for-their-grotesque-display-of-patriarchal-resentment
https://www.newyorker.com/culture/cultural-comment/the-ford-kavanaugh-hearings-will-be-remembered-for-their-grotesque-display-of-patriarchal-resentment
https://www.newyorker.com/culture/cultural-comment/the-ford-kavanaugh-hearings-will-be-remembered-for-their-grotesque-display-of-patriarchal-resentment
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-010-0117-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-010-0117-0

Sex Roles (2019) 81:34-43

43

women). Sex Roles, 76(7-8), 473—484. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11199-016-0679-x.

Taylor, C. A., & Sorenson, S. B. (2005). Community-based norms about
intimate partner violence: Putting attributions of fault and responsi-
bility into context. Sex Roles, 53(7-8), 573—589. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11199-005-7143-7.

Temkin, J., & Krah¢, B. (2008). Sexual assault and the justice gap: A
question of attitude. Portland: Hart Publishing.

Tilbrook, E., Allan, A., & Dear, G. (2010). Intimate partner abuse of men.
Perth: Men's Advisory Network.

Tjaden, P., & Thoennes, N. (2000). Prevalence and consequences of
male-to-female and female-to-male intimate partner violence as
measured by the National Violence Against Women Survey.
Violence Against Women, 6, 142—161. https://doi.org/10.1177/
10778010022181769 .

Truman, D. M., Tokar, D. M., & Fischer, A. R. (1996). Dimensions of
masculinity: Relations to date rape supportive attitudes and sexual
aggression in dating situations. Journal of Counseling &
Development, 74(6), 555-562. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1556-
6676.1996.tb02292 x.

Viki, G. T., Chiroro, P., & Abrams, D. (2006). Hostile sexism, type of
rape, and self-reported rape proclivity within a sample of
Zimbabwean males. Violence Against Women, 12(8), 789-800.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801206291663.

Vladutiu, C. J., Martin, S. L., & Macy, R. J. (2011). College- or
university-based sexual assault prevention programs: A review of
program outcomes, characteristics, and recommendations. Trauma,

Violence & Abuse, 12, 67-86. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1524838010390708.

Vogel, D. L., Heimerdinger-Edwards, S. R., Hammer, J. H., & Hubbard,
A. (2011). “Boys don't cry”: Examination of the links between en-
dorsement of masculine norms, self-stigma, and help-seeking atti-
tudes for men from diverse backgrounds. Journal of Counseling
Psychology, 58(3), 368-382. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023688.

Weare, S. (2017). Forced-to-penetrate cases: Lived experiences of men-
Baseline research findings. Retrieved from http://wp.lancs.ac.uk/
forced-to-penetrate-cases/files/2016/11/Project-Report-Final.pdf .
Accessed 01 Feb.

Weare, S. (2018). ‘Oh you're a guy, how could you be raped by a woman,
that makes no sense’: Towards a case for legally recognising and
labelling ‘forced-to-penetrate’ cases as rape. International Journal
of Law in Context, 14(1), 110-131. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S1744552317000179.

Whitfield, C. L., Anda, R. F., Dube, S. R., & Felitti, V. J. (2003). Violent
childhood experiences and the risk of intimate partner violence in
adults: Assessment in a large health maintenance organization.
Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 18(2), 166—185. https://doi.org/
10.1177/0886260502238733.

Yamawaki, N. (2007). Rape perception and the function of ambivalent
sexism and gender-role traditionality. Journal of Interpersonal
Violence, 22, 406-423. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260506297210.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0679-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0679-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-005-7143-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-005-7143-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010022181769
https://doi.org/10.1177/10778010022181769
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1556-6676.1996.tb02292.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1556-6676.1996.tb02292.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801206291663
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838010390708
https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838010390708
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023688
http://wp.lancs.ac.uk/forced-to-penetrate-cases/files/2016/11/Project-Report-Final.pdf
http://wp.lancs.ac.uk/forced-to-penetrate-cases/files/2016/11/Project-Report-Final.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744552317000179
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744552317000179
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260502238733
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260502238733
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260506297210

	The Impact of Gendered Stereotypes on Perceptions of Violence: A&newnbsp;Commentary
	Abstract
	Stereotypes about Gender, Victims, and Perpetrators of Violence
	Gender Role Stereotypes and Intimate Partner Violence
	Gender Role Stereotypes and Sexual Violence

	Who Is Harmed by these Stereotypes?
	Female Victims of Violence
	Male Victims of Violence
	Female Perpetrators of Violence
	Intersecting Marginalized Identities

	Solutions and Next Steps
	References


