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The Effects of Rape Education on Male Attitudes 

toward Rape and Women 

A prominent and frequently supported idea in psycho

logical literature is that people hold a coherent system 

of thoughts and attitudes that are subjectively and psycho

logically consistent and stable over time. This idea is 

centra l to cognitive consistency theories, such as balance 

theory (Heider, 1958) and cognitive dissonance theory 

(Fe stinger, 1957, 1964). These theories hold that con

flicting attitudes are intolerable and that inconsistency 

s timulates change (Abelson, Aronson, McGuire, Newcomb, 

Ros enberg, & Tannenbaum , 1968). Humans, being rational 

and rationalizing animals, seem compelled to eliminate 

ill o gi cal or conflicting attitudes. Festinger formulated 

the hypothetical construct of cognitive dissonance in order 

to account for the phenom enon of attitude change s timulated 

by cognitive incongruence (Wicklund & Brehm, 1976). Cogni

tive diss onance is the state of tension that results when 

an ind. vidual holds two or more cognitive elements (or 

se ts) whose implications are psychologically inconsistent. 

1nce a state o di sonance is uncomfortable, the individual 

is motivated to reduce the discomfort. In so doing, an 

1 
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ind ividual may change atti tudes, and/or create new cogni

tions (i.e., in the form of justifications). 

According to this "face saving theory," the individual 

is motivated to modify or distort both internal and external 

reali ty in order to make them appear consistent with her/his 

cognitions . 

the theory, 

Dissonance, the dynamic or motivating force of 

"can be ascribed to the (apparently) culturally 

learned need for internal consistency among behavior, atti

tudes , values, and beliefs, as well as to perceived pressure s 

tow a rd uniformity of these cognitions with social reality" 

(Zimbardo, 1969, p . 15) . Furthermore, dissonance as a cog

ni tive drive can be defined as a ratio between cognitions 

which are inconsis tent with an attitude (or decision) and 

commitment to cognitions which support the attitude (or 

decisi on) (Zirnbardo, 1969). 

The s treng th of the human need for cognitive consist

ency is evidenced by studies which show that individuals 

wil l deny or dis tort the amount of pain or hunger they 

expe rience under conditions of dissonance (i.e., when they 

ha ve chosen to unde r go a painful expe rienc e or to refra in 

rom eating) . In on e study (Zimbardo , Cohen, Weisenberg, 

Dwor kin, & Firestone, 1969), subjec ts not only reported less 

change in subject ·ve pain when they had volunteered to suf

fer pa· n ul exposure , but also the psychophysiological 



3 

indica tor (GSR) agreed with their self-report. Thus the 

human need for cognitive consistency is powerful. 

Perhaps there are individual differences in need for 

cognitive consistency which vary in somewhat predictable 

\ays as a function of personality variables and behavioral 

con t ext. For example, in studies on social motives and 

inte rpersonal behavior , the extent to which a subject expe

rlences dissonance and the manner in which she/he resolves 

aroused dissonance would seem to depend upon her/his orien

ta tion toward other people. For example, subjects in an 

exper iment on rape who become personally involved or identi

fied with the victim (as a person who is the victim of 

a s ault) would be expected to experience more dissonance 

than s ubjects in the experiment who cannot become involved 

with other individuals because of an asocial, instrumental 

orien tation which prompts exploitation and man ipulation of 

people . 

Bogart, Geis , Levy , and Zimbardo (1969) investigated 

the behavior 1 resp onses (cheating encouraged by peers) and 

attitude change (moral evaluation of self) of subjects who 

were either high or low on the personality characteristic of 

.·lachiave llianism (a pragmatic , rational approach to situa

tions where emot·onal response to people is minimal) in an 

interpe r sonal context (a two-per on t ask) . These investi

ga ors did find signi icant d"ffer nces between high and 
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low Machiavellian subjects. They found that high Machia

velli ans, or "individuals who have adopted an interpersonal 

resp onse style of manipulating others and resisting attempts 

by others to manipulate them, avoid dissonant behavior by 

refusing to be 'conned' into it" (Bogart et al., 1969, p. 

261). Their justifications were cognitive, where low 

Machiavellian subjects were partially emotional. When 

high Machiavellians did behave irrationally, they did not 

try to achieve the hypothesized homeostasis (i.e., defining 

themselve s as less moral), as did the low Machiavellians. 

High Machiavellians' observed behavior was the opposite of 

theoretical predictions; they changed their attitudes to 

make th em ev en more inconsistent with their behavior, thus 

defin ing themselves as even more moral after having cheated 

'ithout justification. Regarding this study, Zimbardo 

(1969) challenges futu r e researchers to uncover the psycho

lo g ical process by which stimulu s variables (e.g., cheating 

\ ith or without sufficient justification) interact with 

subject dispositional variables (e.g., Machiavellian per

so nality) to produce change. 

The present study seeks to investigate the interaction 

b tween the stimulus variables of viewing four films in 

ucce sion (rape education or drug education) and the sub

Jec dispositional or class· ication variables of sex-role 

identity (androgynous vs masculine) and Mach·avellian 
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pe rsonality (high vs low) in relation to change in attitudes 

toward rape and women (more conservative vs more liberal vs 

no change) . Perhaps low Machiavellian and/or androgynous 

mal es will show more change in attitudes toward rape and 

wom en as attitudes toward rape conflict with actual visual/ 

audito ry stimuli presented in rape films than will high 

1achiavel lian and/or masculine stereotyped males. A review 

of per tinent literature on male sex-role identity and the 

Machi avellian personality characteristics associated with 

atti tudes toward people in general and women in particular 

~il l allow substantiation of this hypothesized relationship. 

Machiavellianism 

Machiavellianism (Mach) is a personality variable that 

can be operationally defined by scores on the Mach Scales 

(C hristi & Geis, 1970). The Mach Scales are attitude 

sca les co nsisting of statements which expound a Machia

vel lian phil osophy (see Appendix B for Mach IV scale items). 

The ?-.1achi avellian philosophy is one of pragmatism, which 

ad oca tes behavior inconsistent with private belief when 

s uch be havior is beneficial to the person (e.g., telling 

pe ople 'hat th ey want to hear). Thus, it might be expected 

tha t high scorers on the Mach Scales (i .e., high Machs) 

\,au ld be be tt r able to tolerate cogni t ive inconsistency 

han low 1ach scorers ; and such, a s mentioned previously , 
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h;!s been found to be the case (Bogart et al. , 1969). An 

additional personality variable that has not been studied 

1 n dissonance research, but seems worthy of investigation, 

1s that of sex-role identity. The evaluation of sex-role 

iden tity in males seems especially pertinent in regard to 

an investigation of the male's cognitive response to rape 

education films. 

Sex -Role Identity 

Sex-role identity is a personality variable operation

a ll y de fined by scores on the Bern Sex-Role Inventory (BSRI; 

Bern , 1974). The BSRI is composed of socially desirable 

pe rsonality characteristics which are classified as either 

masc uline, feminine, or neutral (see Appendix B for BSRI 

items ) . An examinee may be found to be masculine (i.e., 

rat ing masculine descriptors more heavily than feminine); 

fem inine (i .e., rating feminine descriptors more heavily 

than masculine) ; cross-sexed (i.e., rating descriptors of 

the se x opposi te to his/her gender more heavily than de

scrip tors of his/her own gender); androgynous (i.e., rating 

hath masculine and fem inine descriptors heavily and approxi

ma tely eq ually); or "undifferentiated" ("nebbish") (Spence, 

Hclm reich, & Stapp , 1975) (i . e. , rating both masculine and 

feminine descrip ors low and approximately eq ually) in sex 

role identity . 
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Sex-role identity has been found to be a personality 

variab le with predictive value and to be associated with 

othe r personality characteristics. For example, androgynous 

persons have been found to be more flexible and adaptable 

across si tuations (Bern, 19 7 5) and 1 ess anxious about per

forming cross-sexed behaviors (Bern & Lenny, 1976) than 

mascul ine - or feminine-stereotyped persons. Men highly 

identifie d with the mascu line sex-role stereotype have been 

found to be limited in their ability to accept their own 

vulnerability and to relate to women as persons (Doyle, 

1975). Block (1973) suggested that masculine identity dis

co urages sensitivity in interpersonal relationships and in 

the exp re ssi on of tender emotions. Thus, sex-role identity 

appea rs to be a personali ty variable which would be related 

to a ma l e ' s orientation toward women as well as his atti

tudes toward rape . 

. \ttitudes toward Women 

Attitudes may be conc ep tuali ze d as predispositi ons to 

re pending positively or negatively to an object or event. 

The present study is concerned in part with male attitudes 

oward women and how these attitudes may predispose them to 

arious attitudes about the rape of females. Male s ubj ects' 

a titudes toward women were measured in this study by a 

s hort version of the Attitude s toward Women Scale (AWS) 
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(Spence, Helmreich , & Stapp, 1973) . The AWS (Spence & 

Helmreich, 1972) contains 55 statements about the rights 

and roles of women, and uses a 4-point Likert-type response 

op tion. Areas such as vocation, education, intelligence, 

dat i ng, etiquette, marital relationships, and sexual 

be haviors are included in AWS statements. An examinee's 

sc ore may represent, at one extreme, the most traditional/ 

conservative attitudes toward women , and at the other 

ex treme, the most contemporary profeminist/liberal re

s ponse. 

When Spence and Helmreich (1972) factor analyzed AWS 

da ta from male college students using the original 55-item 

for m, the following three factors emerged: (1) traditional 

no tions about masculine superiority and the patriarchal 

fami ly; (2) equality of opportunity for women; and (3) be

liefs about socio-sexual relationships between women and 

men a n d what behaviors are/are not "lady-like." Scores 

ref l ect ing f ctors 1 and 3 in particular may be related 

to a tt i tudes a ward rape in that traditional notions about 

m a s c u 1 i n e up e r i o r i t y , the pat r i arch a 1 f ami 1 y , and "1 ad y -

like " beha vi or tap i nto male aggr e ssion and female 

passi v.ty--aspec ts of sex-role socialization which have 

been hyp othesized to promote the rape of f emales by mal e s 

(B rownmill r , 1975) . Th i s poss .bi i t y will not b e a ss essed 

in the presen t st u dy i n that the shor t form of th e AWS will 
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be used and this form cannot be appropriately studied by 

neces sary factorial statistics. 

Rape is defined as carnal knowledge of a person by 

force or against her will (Evrard, 1971). Rape as a crime 

carr i e s a heavy 11 
• . social and attitudinal component." 

As Svalastoga (1962) has stated, the act of rape itself is 

not a suff icient criterion--"The act must be interpreted as 

rape by the female actee (victim), and her interpretation 

mus t be similarly evaluated by a number of officials and 

0gencies before the official designation of 'rape' can be 

leg itimately applied" (p. 48). It has been suggested that 

our socie t y at large appears to hold some mythical ideas 

about rape which perpetuate its existence as a social and 

lega l problem and obstruct reporting by victims and prose-

c u ion by cour t s o f law (Landau, 1974). Hilberman (1976; 

1977) reviewed medical research and legal actions on rape 

an conc luded that ". medical instituti ons, law enforce-

me nt auth oriti es , and the prosecutory system reflect the 

~arne my tholo gy which s oci e ty at large (with variance, of 

course , among s ocial c lasses, geographic regions, etc.) 

pe rpe uates about rap e " (p . 33) . The following myriad of 

my hs about rap e were suggested by Hilberman (1977): 

. most victims have been in trouble with the 
law in the pas t; only women in the lower social 
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classes get raped; women are raped because they 
ask for it by dressing seductively, walking pro
vocatively, etc.; women cannot be raped unless 
they want to be (a corollary of this might be 
that women actually enjoy rape). (p. 33) 

Othe r mythical notions frequently cited by contemporary 

wri ters include: the victim is a responsible party to the 

crime; most rapes are committed on impulse without prior 

plan; rape is primarily a sexual and not a violent act; a 

woman has not been raped unless she has received visible 

physical injuries; nice gir ls do not get raped; a woman 

cannot be raped against her will; rapists are sex-starved 

men who wait for their victims in dark alleys (Bernstein & 

Rommel, 1975). 

These mythical ideas appear to reflect opinions and, 

o some extent, attitudes within our society which " . 

may on the one hand discourage women from resisting rape 

and on the other encourage men to commit it " (Viano, Note 

1) . Indeed, Weis and Weis (1975) have eloquently described 

the sex- role socialization process in our society which 

actua ll y p repares males for the role of rapist and females 

for the rol e of vict i m. Campbell (No te 2) stated that we 

have t r ad i t i on a 11 y " . . . given men and women very different 

m ssages about their sexuality . . " (p . 1) . Specifically, 

wom en have be n t a ught to be passive in sexual word, thought 

a nd deed . Addi t . onally women have been told that they are 

solely respon ibl for sexual c ontrol. Men learn that their 
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sexual responsibility is to be the aggressor and that 

II . women always say no when they mean yes" (Campbell, 

ote 2, p . 2). Furthermore, honest communication between 

the sex es about sexual needs and wants is discouraged by 

our society. As Campbell (Note 2) has stated, the stage 

lS set for " ... misunderstanding and misinterpretation 

of behavior . And misinterpretations of behaviors are a 

p rimary cause for many rapes and attempted rapes that are 

done by dates and friends" (p. 2). Additionally, recent 

resea rch (Lief, 1978) has suggested that rapists have heard 

mess ages about aggression more strongly than the messages 

ab out sexuality. In reporting the work of Groth and Burgess 

(197 7), Lief (1978) stated that ". . 26 of the 58 rapists 

\ it h sexual dysfunction had ejaculatory incompetence--an 

1na ility to ejaculate--a rate far in excess of the 1 in 

700 found in the general population'' (p . 55). Although 

othe r writers (e . g ., Brownmill er, 1975) have also pointed 

out the contributi on s of sex-role conditioning (aggression 

for the male and passivity f or the female) to rape, the 

causa l l·nks between rape and socialization have yet to be 

thorough ly studied . 

Given th e mythical attitudes toward rape which preva il 

1n our society and the hypothesized contribution of sex-role 

condi tioning practices , the present rat e of rape incidence 

in our socie y ·s somewhat anticipa ted, yet still alarming. 
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More than 56,000 reported rapes occurred in 1975 (U.S. 

Uniform Crime Reports, 1975). This figure represents a 

41% increase in the rate of reported cr1mes from 1969 to 

1 97 5, " making rape the fastest rising crime of vio-

lence among the four most frequently reported crimes of 

violence . . . " (Rape Prevention--A New National Center, 

1 9 75). N.I .M.H. Director Bertram S. Brown has stated that 

this rise ". . is not merely attributable to a higher 

percentage of victims reporting attacks" (Prevention Said 

Priority of Rape Control Center, 1977, p. 24). In the con

text of viewing rape as a political act, Shorter (1977) has 

spe culated that the recent increase is a function of the 

'' . new-style rapists, especially the late-adolescent 

lowe r - class white . . " youths' response to ". . women's 

c ry f or a fresh deal" (p . 481). Similar to Shorter's (1977) 

idea , Viano (Note 1) has hypothesized that the reasons for 

th recent increase in the rate of reported rapes are a 

func tion of not only the consciousness-raising of women 

accompl ishe d by the l omen's Liberation Movement, but also 

he re su lt of sexual liberation of women in a society where 

th attitudes of males in general have not changed at the 

s me pace as hav those of women. As long as men continue 

to use " ... inability to control their passion ... "as a 

JU. ification for sexual assault, the sexual liberation of 
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women will only increase their likelihood of being raped 

(Viano, Note 1). 

As our society has been confronted more frequently 

with the sociolegal problems of rape, researchers have 

turned their attention to the study of rape. The aspects 

of rape which have been studied include the psychological 

effects of rape upon the victims; characteristics and reha

bili tation of the rapist; delivery of medical, legal and 

psyc hological services to the victim, and the nature of 

the victim-offender relationship, to name a few. The pres

en t review will concentrate on studies about attitudes 

t oward rape in general and sex differences in attitudes 

toward rape 1n particular. 

Attitudes toward rape. One way of studying attitudes 

towa rd rape is to look at the attitudes implied by simulated 

or actual juries. Barber (1974) used actual rape convic

tions in Queensland, Australia, from 1957 to 1967 as the 

data in his study. He found that males were treated most 

leniently by bo th juries and judges in cases where the 

female was found to be of less than '' . good moral con-

duc t . . " or, if single, to be nonvirgin. These judge-

m nts may be seen as ref l ec ting an object/property and 

oh jcct/sex orientation toward women. Thus, people's atti-

udes toward rape may he influenced by their attit ude s 

toward \Omen . 
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Krulewitz (Note 3) found that one's sex-role attitude s 

as well as one's gender and a rape assailant's use of forc e 

we re related to one's perception of sexual assault. She 

use d the Attitudes Toward Feminism (FEM) Scale (Smith, 

Feree , & Miller, 1975) as a measure of sex-role attitudes. 

Wom en with traditional attitudes were found to become in

creas i ngly certain that rape had occurred as use of force 

inc reased; however, profeminist women maintained a rela

tively high leve l of certainty at all levels of physical 

force . This d i fference did not emerge for men. Profeminist 

and tr a dit i onal men did not differ significantly in their 

ce rtainty of rape ratings as degree of force increased. 

Rega rding causes of the rape incident and attributions to 

the vic tim, th e following findings resulted: (a) female 

and male profeminists were more likely than nonfeminist 

ubjec t s to g ive so c ietal encouragement of sex-role stereo 

ty p es as ca uses f or the rape (£<.OS for women; £ < .01 fo r 

me n ) ; (b) wom e n, re ga rdless of sex-role attitudes, attrib

u t e d g reater "respec tability" and "responsibility" to the 

v ictim tha n did me n (£ < . OS ) ; (c) women were more likely 

than me n t o i denti fy male sex - role soci a lization as a cause 

fo r the at t ack (£ .c( . OS) (Krulewi t z , Note 3). Thus, there 

is an empi r ical basis to th e n o tions tha t ( 1 ) men and wo me n 

diff r in their pe r cep t io ns of r ap e , and (2) sex- role a tt i

tudes ar e relat e d to atti t udes toward rape . 
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Several other investigators have reported sex differ 

ences in attribution of responsibility for and perception 

of rape. Heim, Malamuth, and Feshback (Note 4) found sig

nifican t sex differences in the ways the history of the 

rapist/vic tim relationship affected judgements of rape 

(hypothetical sentencing of rapists). For example, female 

subjects recommended sentences proportional to the extent 

or degree of previous rapist/victim relationship, whereas 

ma le subjects tended to recommend reduced sentences in all 

co nditions where rapist and victim were not strangers. Heim 

e t al. (Note 4) suggested that these differences reflect sex 

differe nce s in conceptions of the "good" or respectable 

woma n. An additional and somewhat surprising finding in 

this study was that a rather high proportion of men and 

women attributed greater responsibility to victims in cor

robo rated conditions (i.e ., when graphic descriptions of 

creaming and bruises wer e given). 

L ' rmand and Pepitone (Note 5) designed an experiment 

to exp lore the i nformation people use in reacting to rape 

a nd t o h e lp clarify whether people view rape according to 

t he Just World theory (the more severe/painful the rape, the 

more the victim is blamed and the les s the offender is pun 

ished ) (J one s & Aronson , 1973~ Smith, Keating, Hester, & 

1 1i tche ll, 1976 ) , or Attrihution theory (punishment is re

lat d to in ent and second ry outcome) . These researchers 
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inte rpreted findings regarding perceptions of the victim 

to be associated with the Just World theory (i.e., pain 

cues and attribution of blame to the victim). On the other 

ha nd, findings regarding assignment of punishment were seen 

as suppor t ive of Attribution theory (i.e., intent was asso

ciated with punishment). Obtained significant sex differ

ences in perception of rape were explained as revolving 

around differential attention to outcome and intent. Fe

males, identifying with the v ic tim, focus on outcome effect s 

(e . g., pain, danger ) and evidence a stronger, more punitive 

reactio n to rap e than do males. Males, who were more likely 

to identify with the assailant (£ < .005), used pain cues to 

i nfer intent and, to the investigators' surprise, punished 

planned rape less than unintentional rape (L'Armand & Pepi

tone , Note 5). 

Sex differences in attitudes toward rape h av e implica

tio ns for the criminal justice system as well as for society 

as a whole . Male jurists may discount the severity of rape 

and be less likely to convict rapists . This concern is 

in t ens ified when laws concerning jury duty and composition 

are considered--women were not allowe d to serve on juries 

in three sta t es as recently as 1965; women continue to be 

exempted from jury duty on the basis of sex or care of 

childr nina number of states (Mead & Kapla n, 1965). 

Fur thermore , as suggested by L 'Armand and Pepitone (Note 5), 
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convi cted rapists may be lightly punished since most judges 

are males. 

Rape education. Preventive education efforts are 

needed in order to correct mythical attitudes toward rape, 

and thus, to alleviate the societal and individual stress 

ass ociated with the increasingly apparent and extensive 

soc iolegal problem of rape. It appears that development 

of educa tional s trategies are frequently geared toward 

wome n. The importance of development and assessment of 

educational programs for men cannot be underestimated. 

Mos t judges , jurists, attorneys, physicians, legislators, 

psychologists, psychiatrists, and police officers are men. 

And , as Viano (Note 1) has succinctly stated, it is men who 

mus t s top r aping. For these reasons as well as the pre-

vi ously cited research documenting the gender-related 

'Spects of the male r esponse to rape, this study will 

at temp t to explore the male's response to rape education 

_ timuli (j . e ., films which are readily available and in 

current usage). 

A number of rape education films have been developed 

1n orde r to fulfil l the need for rape education . Where 

- om o thes e films focus upon educating th e female in a 

way that she l ear ns to be le ss vulnerable to rape (e.g., 

Rape Ale rt ) , others (e . g ., Rape Culture) analyze the soci

c tal attit udes which provide subtle sanctions for rape. 
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While there is quite a lot of research on the relationships 

between motion picture viewing and attitude change in a gen

era l sense, there is no research available on rape education 

film viewing and attitude change. Additionally, there is no 

eva luative information from the viewers' perspectives re

gardi ng the clarity, age appropriateness, technical exper

tise , etc . of rape films. 

Purpos es and Hypotheses 

The purposes of the present study were threefold. This 

study first proposed to obtain evaluative information on 

four rape education films and four drug education films from 

the perspective of male college students who belonged to 

fra ternities (a g roup of students on the campus where the 

st udy ~as conducted who were willing to participate, and 

\ho constitute a s izable proportion of the student body on 

many campuses) . Secondly, this study proposed to evaluate 

effec ts of viewi ng four rape education films on subjects' 

attitudes toward rap e and women . Finally, this study 

proposed to evaluate the status of Machiavellianism and 

sex -role identity as personality variables which were 

hypothesized to be re lated to differential change in atti

tudes toward rape and/or women among subjects viewing the 

rape education films and those viewing drug education 

films . 
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The hypotheses of the study were: 

1. Subjects' attitudes toward rape and women will be 

posi tively correlated (i.e., liberal scores on one scale 

will be associated with liberal scores on the other). 

2. Subjects who view the rape education films will 

chang e more in attitudes toward rape and/or women (on post 

and delayed post measures) than subjects who view the drug 

educa tion films (i.e., subjects in the placebo control group 

condi tion). 

3. High Machiavellian subjects will be less likely to 

change in attitudes toward rape and/or women than low Machia

vellian subjects (on immediate posttest measures). 

4. Masculine-stereotyped subjects will be less likely 

to change in attitudes toward rape and/or women than androgy

nous subjects (on immediate posttest measures). 

Method 

Lu bjects 

One hundred and three Caucasian male college student 

f raternity members served as subjects for this experiment. 

They were recruited as volunteers by the experimenter and 

by pre s idents of 26 fraternities and three colonies at a 

mi d - ized, Midwestern university. Use of fraternity men 

as s ubj ects in this study has resulted in limited generaliz 

bil i t y o findings. Greeks, in comparison with other 
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s tudents have been found '' ... to come from higher social 

and economic backgrounds, to he more gregarious personally 

and active in campus affairs, and to be more self-confident 

and s elf-assertive" (Feldman & Newcomb, 1969, p. 222). 

Gre eks, in comparison with Independents, have also been 

fo und in some studies to be more economically, politically, 

and socially conservative, more prejudiced and authoritarian , 

and les s intellectually and academically oriented; however, 

such differences have not emerged in other studies (Feldman 

& Ne wc omb, 1 969). While some of these findings may hold 

true f or the present sample of fraternity men, others prob

ably do not. The inclusion of men from local colonies 

(i . e ., organi ze d male living groups which have no national 

affi l ia tion ) may be said to slightly strengthen the gener

alizabi lity of findings to male college students in genera l. 

Measures 

Mach IV . Th e Mach IV v e rs1 on o f the Mach i a v e l lian 

sca les (Christie & Geis , 196 8; Appen dix A) was used in t he 

present study to classify subjec t s as eith e r s t ro ng or weak 

adherents to (or high or low s upp or t e r s of) t he Mach iavel

lian philosophy expo unded by the scal e . Th e Machi avellian 

philos ophy is one of pragma t ism , which advocates behavior 

inconsis t nt with private belief when such behav ior is bene 

ficia l to the pers on (e . g . , tell ·ng people what they want to 
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hear). The 20 items on the Mach IV scale are counter

balanc ed; 10 endorsing Machiavellian attitudes (e.g., 

Any one who completely trusts anyone else is asking for 

trouble), and 10 endorsing non-Machiavellian attitudes 

(e .g., One should take action only when sure it is morally 

right) . 

The mean item-whole correlation on the Mach IV has 

been reported to be .38 (Christie , 1970). Mean item-whole 

corre lation for the three content areas were: tactic, .41; 

views of human nature, . 35; abstract morality, . 38 (Christie, 

1970) . A split-half reliability of .79 was found for 9 

samp les tested on the Mach IV. The Mach IV has been found 

to have some predictive validity with regards to subjects' 

behavior in experimental situations. The behavior of low 

M c h subject is more adequately predicted by dissonance 

theory than is the behavior of high Mach subjects (Bogart 

c t al ., 1969). 

In the present study, a subject's Mach IV score was 

ohtai ned y summing the response scale values for each item 

and then addi ng a constant of 20 (Christie, 1970). Items 

we re scored on a 7-point scale, "strongly agree, somewhat 

agree , s lightly agree, no opinion, slightly disagree, some

\-J h at d i s agree , s t ron 1 y d i sag r e e " (Chris t i e , 1 9 7 0 , p . 2 7) . 

Since sc le value for items word ed in the Machiavellian 

dir c tion ranged from 1 (s trong disagreement) to 7 (strong 
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agreement), and scoring was reversed for items worded in 

the opposite direction, the magnitude of a subject's score 

reflects the degree to which his attitudes are supportive 

of a Machiavellian philosophy. The range of possible scores 

on the Mach IV i s from 40 (maximum low Mach) to 160 (maximum 

high Ma ch) (Christie, 1970). Christie (1970) obtained a 

mean of 90.65 and standard deviation of 14.33 from a sample 

of 1782 students in 14 different colleges in 1964. A median 

spli t (present sample median= 89.75) procedure was used on 

scores in the present sample in obtaining high/low classifi

cations of subjects. 

Bern Sex-Role Inventory (BSRI). The BSRI (Bern, 1974) 

(see Appendix B) was used in the present study to classify 

subjec ts on th e basis of sex-role identity as masculine, 

femini ne, nebbish, or androgynous. Only subjects classified 

as masculine or androgynous were used in the three-way Anova 

tests . The BSRI is composed of 20 masculine adjectives; 20 

feminine adjectives; and 20 items that are not sex-typed. 

They were selected from adjectives given by college students 

to describe rna culin ity, femininity, and desirable unsex

typed characteristics . All items, sex-typed and neutral, 

represent social ly desi rable characteristics. 

The 60-item R RI uses a 7-point Likert-type re

s pon e op ion--"never or almost never true, usually not 

rue, sometimes bu infrequently true, occasionally true, 
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often true, usually true, always or almost always true'' 

(Bern , 1974). Each item is scored according to its response 

value (i.e., never or almost never true= 1; always or 

almost always true= 7). The Masculinity score is the mean 

of the response values given to masculine items; the Femi-

nini ty score, the mean of feminine item response values. 

The range of possible scores on each of the subscales is 

fr om 1 (low Masculinity, or low Femininity) to 7 (high 

Masculini ty, or high Femininity). 

The procedure used in the present study for classi-

fying subjects as Masculine, Feminine, Androgynous, or 

Undifferentiated used median splits on Masculinity and 

Fem ininity scores (Bern, Note 6; Spence & Helmreich, 1975). 

Subjects with scores above the median on both Masculinity 

an Femininity scales were classified as androgynous; sub-

jcc ts with scores above the median on Masculinity and below 

the median on Femininity were classified as Masculine; etc. 

This procedure is illustrated in the following contingency 

table (reproduced from Bern & Watson, Note 7, p. 4). 

Masculinity Score 

Above Median Below Median 
Above 

Femi ninity Med ian Androgynous Feminine 

co r e 
Below 
Median Ma sculine Undifferentiated 
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When using the median split procedure, medians are 

obtained from the Masculinity and Femininity Scores of the 

total sample, sexes combined. Thus, data from both males 

and females need to be included with equal representation 

in a sample (Bern & Watson, Note 7). This procedure was 

not possible in the present study where all subjects were 

males . A median split approach to BSRI data obtained from 

all male subjects would probably have resulted in skewed 

distributions and questionable classifications. 

The most viable solution to this dilemma appeared to 

be to use Masculinity and Femininity medians obtained in an 

independent study of 59 female and 54 male college students 

at the same mid-sized Midwestern university where subjects 

for the present study were selected (Astley & Downey, Note 

8) . The students represented in this independent study 

wer e selected from a group of approximate ly 180 students 

who were enrolled in a class designed to help freshman and 

sophomore students adjust to life in a large university. 

The class participants were largely self-selected. Both 

academ ically poor and goo d students were represented 

(As tl y & Downey, Note 8). 

Astley and Downey (Note 8) reported a Femininity 

media n of 4.80 and a Masculinity median of 4.70. The 

median Masculinity and Femininity scores obtained in 

Bern's 1 75 sample of 375 male and 290 female Stanford 
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undergraduates were 4.89 and 4.76, respectively (Bern & 

Watson, Note 8) . The consistency in obtained medians 

between the Astley and Downey (Note 8) sample and the 

Bern sample (Note 9) further justified the viability of 

the chosen solution to the classification dilemma encoun

tered in this all-male-subjects study. 

The reliability and validity of the BSRI have been 

demonstrated . High internal consistency and reliability 

over a 4-week period have been reported for both Mascu

linity (!_ = . 86; . 86), and Femininity (£ = • 80; . 82) 

scales (Bern, 1974) . The predictive validity of the BSRI 

has been reported in recent studies demonstrating androgy

nous persons to be more adaptive or flexible across situa

tions (Bern , 1975), and to avoid cross-sex behaviors less 

often than stereotyped persons (Bern & Lenny, 1976). 

Attitudes Toward Women Scale (AWS). A short, 25-item 

versi on of the AWS (Spence, Helmreich, & Stapp, 1973) (see 

Appendix C) was used in this study to determine subjects' 

attit udes toward women before, after, and 1 month after 

experimental manipulations. This instrument is composed 

of statement about the roles, privileges, and rights which 

wome n should be permitted to have (e.g., Intoxication among 

women is worse than intoxication among men; A woman should 

not expect to go to exactly the same places or to have quit e 

the sam freedom of action as a man). The conceptual range 
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of attitudes on the AWS 1s from a traditional perspective 

(i .e., conservative) to an attitude of egalitarianism (i.e., 

liberal) . 

The AWS uses a 4-point Likert-type response scale-

"agree strongly, agree mildly, disagree mildly, disagree 

strongly" (Spence , Helmreich, & Stapp, 1973). Items are 

counterbal anced; 13 stated in a proconservative manner, 12 

in a profeminist manner. Since each item is scored from 0 

(mos t traditional) to 3 (most contemporary/profeminist), the 

range of possible scores is from 0 to 75 (Spence, Helmreich, 

& Stapp , 1973 ). In order to facilitate computer programming, 

a scale of 1 to 4 was used in the present study, with the 

res ulting range of 25 to 100. 

ormative data on the shortened AWS indicated that the 

m an for female students (mean = 75.3; standard deviation= 

11 .7; n = 241) is signi ficantl y higher (more liberal) than 

for male students (mean= 69.8; standard devia t ion= 11.7; 

n = 286) (£ <. 001) . Additionally, the mean score for 

mothe r s (mean = 66 . 9) was higher than for fathers (mean 

64 . 2) ; and student s were higher than parents (Spence, Helm

rich, & Stapp , 1973 ) . (Means reported in this paragraph 

have had th e constant of 25 added to make them comparable 

to results obtained in the present study . ) 

Descriptive data for bo th male and female college 

:tudents and their parents indicate an almost perfect 
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correlation between scores on the 25-item form and the 

original 55-item AWS form (Spence & Helmreich, 1972). 

For example, the correlation for college males was .968. 

Part-whole correlations for male and female students range 

from .31 to .73. The short-form of the AWS (25-item) has 

been shown to be essentially unifactorial (Spence, Helm

reich, & Stapp , 1973). 

Attitudes Toward Rape Scale (ATRS). The ATRS (Johnson, 

Reed, & Sinnett, Note 10) was developed for the measurement 

of college students' attitudes toward rape. It was used in 

this study to assess attitudes before, after, and 1 month 

after experimen tal manipulations. The instrument consisted 

of s tatements about rape, rape victims, rapists, and male

female relationships. The conceptual range of attitudes on 

the ATRS is from most conservative to most liberal. The 

Expe rimental Form consisted of 28 items, 16 worded in a pro -

onserva ti ve fashion, 12 in a proliberal manner. A Likert

type 4-point response scale was used, identical to the AWS. 

The most liberal response, whether "agree strongly" or 

"d i s agree s t ron g 1 y , " was s cored 4 . The range o f p o s s i b 1 e 

scores was from 28 to 112. (For technical details, data, 

and descrip t ion of the development of the ATRS, see Appendix 

D . ) 

Film Appraisal Scale (FAS) . A film appraisal scale 

d veloped by the author (see Appendix E) was used in the 
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present study as a means of obtaining evaluative information 

about the rape education films. A film appraisal scale can 

be distinguished from a film evaluation measure in that the 

former is a "systematic rating procedure, usually employing 

a detailed rating form" (p. 3); while the latter is more 

likely to be based upon a combination of subjective and ob

jective information (Jones, 1967). An appraisal scale 

app roach allowed quantifiable assessment of subjects' re

sponses as a group. 

In designing this instrument, efforts were made to 

construct a general form that could be used for appraisal 

of both rape and drug films, as well as other educational 

films dealing with social problems. The American Film 

Festival Rating Scale, developed and used by the Educational 

film Library Association (EFLA) (Jones, 1967), served as 

a model for development of the present instrument. This 

rating scale was considered to be the most credible model 

in that the EFLA has had a great deal of experience in the 

area , having carried on a pro gr am of film evaluation since 

1946. In addition to construction of a general form appli

cab le to both rape and drug education films, the following 

conce rns served as g uidelines: scale brevity; item clarity 

and conciseness ; objectivity and quantifiability of informa

tion; and relevancy of obtained information to persons who 

purchase , rent, or produce films. 
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Several efforts were made to assess the FAS prior to 

its use in the present study. Consultation with the Health 

Educ ator at a mid-size Midwestern university (who may be 

conside red to be an expert on educational/mental health 

films and film evaluation) was sought and obtained. The 

sca le was then revised to its present form and used with 

no difficulties in a modest "pilot" test ing session by 

severa l male students, and in all experimental sessions of 

the present study. The within subject variability and among 

films variability on the PAS ratings of the present study 

s uggested that a number of factors rather than one contribu

ted to subjects' evaluative judgements. 

General Information Form. A General Information Form 

(se e Appendix F) developed by the author was used to obtain 

information needed to describe the sample. Responses to 

this form provided information about subjects' major field 

of study; classi fication; age; geographic location of 

chil dhood homes; population density of childhood communi

ties; educational level of parents; siblings; religious 

affi liation, and social class identification. 

Procedure 

Subject selection . Subject selection and other areas 

of expe r·mental procedure were identical in each of the four 

data col lection sessions, conducted in the winter of 1978. 
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As volunteering subjects congregated in a large meeting 

room, they were given yellow and green cards containing 

subject-identifying numbers in a random fashion (i.e., 

every other person was given a yellow card). When all 

subjec ts were present, the experimenter asked subjects 

holding yellow subject-identifying cards to go to one 

room, and subjects holding green cards to proceed to an

other room. In this way subjects were randomly assigned 

to the treatment/rape education film (green card) and the 

placebo control/drug education film (yellow card) viewing 

gro ups. 

Administration of measures. Measurement instrument 

packages and pencils were distributed to control and treat

ment group subjects by matching subjects identifying numbers 

on packages and on green and yellow cards. First, subjects 

we re asked to read and sign an informed consent form, indi

ca ting their voluntary participation in the study (see 

App endix G for a copy of the informed consent form). In 

order to assure confidentiality of subjects' responses, 

informed consent forms were then collected. Subjects were 

asked to use their s ubject-identifying number on all other 

meas ures to insure correspondence necessary for later data 

ana l yses linking measures . 

In addi ·an to the informed consent form, measurement 

pac kages cant ined si ngle copies o the General Information 
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Form; the Mach IV Scale; the Bern Sex-Role Inventory (BSRI); 

the Attitudes toward Women Scale (AWS); the Attitudes Toward 

Rape Scale (ATRS); and the Film Appraisal Scale (FAS). One 

IBM--OMR card was attached to the Mach IV (measured on pre

test only); two IBM--OMR cards to the AWS and ATRS (pretest 

and posttest); and four to the PAS (one for each of the 

four fil ms ) . Packages also contained a handout entitled 

"Film Evaluation Procedure" (see Appendix H). 

Subjects were told that information about some of their 

traits , as a group of film evaluators, was needed. They 

were asked to complete several short questionnaires. Spe

cific directions were given regarding each of the pretest 

measures (i.e., Mach IV; AWS; BSRI; ATRS). The order in 

which these tests were taken by subjects was randomly deter

mined , and subjects' instrument packages were arranged 

accordingly (fo ur counterbalanced presentation orders were 

used, one-per-group-per-evening) . Completion of these four 

ca les required no more than 45 minutes on any occasion. 

IBM- -OMR cards were collected from subjects after completion 

of each of the pretest instruments. 

Subjects were then asked to refer to their "Film 

Evaluation Procedure" handout (see Appendix H) as issues 

of evaluation wer discussed with them. Preparing subjects 

o r use of the FAS required 5 to 10 minutes. Use of the 

sc ale after each film r equired less than 10 minutes per 
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f ilm. IBM-OMR cards were collected after each film evalu-

ati on period. 

A 10-minute stretch-break was given to subjects after 

thei r completion of the evaluation of the second film shown. 

Subjects were asked to save their comments about the films 

and procedures for the discussion period which would follow 

compl etion of all evaluations. It was hoped that such a 

break would lessen the risk of evoking counter-attitudes, a 

risk always run in experiments where a great deal of energy 

and time is asked of subjects. 

When the final PAS response card was collected, sub

jec t s were told that an integral part of film evaluation 

is the evaluation of the impact of the films on the evalu

ators themselves. Subjects were then given specific 

directio ns for responding to the AWS and ATRS, the order 

of administra tion of which was counterbalanced, and respons e 

cards were collec ted after completion of each scale. 

Admi nistrati on of treatments. The two conditions in 

the present expe r ime nt were the viewing of four rape educa

tion films (treatme nt) and the viewing of four drug educa 

tion films (placeb o control). Various criteria were used 

in selection of the films to be used. Three of the four 

rape films were films selec ted by a Rape Education Committee 

at a mid-sized Midwestern university (ou t of 10 films pre

viewed by the committ e). This committee included : a 
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psychologist, a health educator, a dean of students, and a 

university rape consultant. Descriptive information on each 

of the four films (Reality of Rape, Rape Alert, and No Pat 

Answer selected by the committee; and Rape Culture, consid

ered positively by the committee but not purchased) is 

presented in Appendix I. 

Drug education films were selected from the Social 

Seminar Series (National Institute of Mental Health, 1972). 

Criteri a used in the selecti on of these films included: 

length; comprehensive coverage of the subject matter; soli

tary nature of purpose (i.e., drug education); and suita

bili ty for college-age audiences. The films chosen were: 

Drug Talk: Some Current Drug Programs; Drugs and Beyond; 

and (in the Youth Culture Series) Bunny and Tom. Appendix 

J co ntai~s descriptive information on these films. 

The following procedural aspects of treatment admin

istration are considered important. Immediately prior to 

presentation of the first film in each condition, subjects 

were told either that they would be viewing rape education 

fi lms (green card group) or drug education films (yellow 

card group) . The two principal experimenters (i.e., one 

with the rape group; one with the drug group) also informed 

sub jects that they could attend a film viewing session at a 

later date where they could vi ew the films excluded from the 
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present evening of viewing, and where testing or evaluation 

would not be requested. 

Other treatment procedure issues were those of the 

assi gnment of principal investigators to treatment and con

trol groups and the order in which films were shown. The 

two female principal investigators (who were present through

out the procedure and assisted by one male and one female in 

each condition) were assigned to treatment and control 

gro ups on an alternating basis. Order in which films were 

shown was an important issue since stimulus films were not 

equivalent in length, comprehensiveness, intensity, etc. 

The rape and drug education films were shown separately in 

a random order, different for each of the four groups of 

subject s . Control over simple order effects, which might 

affec t both film evaluations (by way of intrasubjects' com

parison of films) and general implosiveness of the film 

v 1ew1ng (in that a h ie rarchical arrangement of films on the 

ba s is of emotional intensity could have been arranged) was 

thus attempted. 

A discussion period after the collection of posttest 

data was included. The purposes served by this discussion 

period were fourfo ld. The discussion period provided time 

for subjects to ask ques tions about the films and to express 

t he ir individual points of view. Such discussion may have 

ac ted to maximize subjects ' retention of information and to 
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allay any anxiety experienced by subjects in viewing the 

fil ms. Such discussion may have provided subjects with a 

more creative avenue for evaluation of films. Finally, the 

experimenter closed the discussion with a mention of locally 

avai lable resources for subjects who might want to talk at 

grea ter length about rape or drug abuse with a mental health 

professional. 

The following time table is offered to facilitate the 

reader 's efforts to conceptualize the organization and time 

requ irements of the experimental procedures used in the 

tre atment and placebo control groups. 

Act ivity 

Pretes t period 

f ilm evalua tion period 

Exp lanation of the PAS (5 minutes) 

Use of scale (35-40 minutes) 

Viewing of films 

Rape education films ( 7 9 minutes) 

Drug education films (75 minutes) 

Pos ttesting period 

Di scussion period 

To tal Time 

Time Required 

40-45 minutes 

112-124 minutes 

15-20 minutes 

10-15 minutes 

177-194 minutes 
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Thus, the entire experimental procedure in both treatment 

and control groups involved approximately 3 hours of subject 

time. 

Delayed Posttest. The ATRS and AWS measures were 

mailed to subjects 1 month after their participation in 

the experimental session. Along with these measures, sub

jects received a letter asking (1) if they had participated 

in a rape education program subsequent to the experimental 

s ession; and (2) what they believed the purpose of the study 

had been. They were asked to provide summer addresses so 

that results could be sent to them and to return their re

s ponses in an enclosed stamped and addressed envelope. A 

s econd mailing was made in order to obta in a 75% return 

r ate . 

Des ign and Analysis 

Desi g ~. This study used a 2 x 2 x 2 design (Machia

ve llianism x Sex-role identity x Film) . Subjects were 

c l as sified as high or low Machiavellians using a median 

spl it. Subjects were classified as masculine, feminine, 

neb bish, or andro gynous using a median split on BSRI Mas 

culinity and Femininity scores, and only masculine- and 

and ro gynous-classified subjects were included in the three 

\ay Anova t es t s . Subjects viewed one of two types of f i lms , 

rape education ( trea tment condition ) or drug education 
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(placebo control condition). This design appears as 

foll ows: 

C. Film 

Rape Education Drug Education 

A. Machiavellianism High Low High Low 

Masculine 
B. Sex-role 

Identity 
Androgynous 

A minimum of 7 subjects per cell was desired and obtained. 

The dependent variables of the study were subjects' 

ATRS and AWS scores. A gain score procedure (posttest

pretes t; delayed posttest-pretest) as indicated by Huck 

and McLean (1975) was used to analyze pretest/posttest and 

pre test/delayed posttest scores on the ATRS and AWS. 

Statistical analyses. The following null hypotheses 

( transf ormed from the research hypotheses on page 19) were 

tested u s ing analyses of variance: 

1. There will be no differences between treatment and 

c ontrol group s ubjects on the ATRS posttest-pretest or de-

layed posttest-pretest gain scores and/or the AWS posttest-

pretest or delayed posttest-pretest gain scores. 
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2. There will be no differences between high and low 

Machiavellians on the ATRS and/or AWS posttest-pretest gain 

sco res. 

3. There will be no differences between androgynous 

and masculine subjects on the ATRS and/or AWS posttest

pretest gain scores . 

These three hypotheses were tested as main effects of 

film treatment. Alpha was set at .OS. 

Since all comparisons were between two groups, no post 

h oc statistical testing was necessary. A simple comparison 

of cell means indicated the nature of differences between 

groups. 

The first research hypothesis stated on page 19 was 

s tated as a null hypo th esis (i.e., Subjects' AWS and ATRS 

.c ores will be uncorrelated) . This was tested by the 

Pearson product moment correlation technique (Dayton, 

19 0). 

Mean ratings for each item on the FAS are presented 

for e ach of the four rape education and drug education films 

in the form of summary tables, which allow for easy evalua

tion y persons interested in renting, purchasing, distrib

uting or producing films . 
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Results 

The 103 Caucasian male college student fraternity 

members who volunteered to participate in the present study 

ranged from 18 through 23 years (mean= 20.0). Most sub-

jects grew up in Midwestern (93%), rural (39%), or suburban 

C 4 6 % ) c omm unit i e s . The rna j or i t y had s i b 1 in g s ( 9 7 % ) , and 

most had at least one sister (75%). Most were Protestant 

(55 .3 %) and identified with the ~iddle class (89%). The 

sub jects were somewhat evenly distributed among the four 

underg raduate classes (see Table 1). A wide range of 

academic curricula were being pursued by the men; however, 

technical fields were most heavily represented. 

The subjects participated in one of four evaluation 

sessions which occurred in February and March of 1978. The 

s ubjects were randomly assigned to one of two groups at the 

beginning of each sessi on. They were pretested on dependent 

(ATRS and AWS) and classification (Mach IV and BSRI) vari-

abies and then evaluated either four rape (preselected by a 

commit tee of specialists) or drug education films by use of 

the FAS . Subjects we re then posttested on the dependent 

variables . One month later, dependent variable scales were 

mailed to subjects . A second mailing yielded a return rate 

f 75 .7 %. Of those responding to the delayed posttest mail 

ing , most could accurately state the purposes of the study 
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and none had participated 1n a rape education program sub

sequent to the experimental evaluation sessions . A rape 

trial involving a female coed and several male student ath

letes intervened between collection of pretest and delayed 

posttes t data. The trial received a great deal of publicity 

in the university newspaper and may have influenced sub

jects ' attitudes. 

Resul ts of Statistical Tests of Hypotheses 

Treatment (Rape Education film viewers) and control 

(Dr ug Education film viewers) groups were found to differ 

signif icantly in posttest-pretest ("gain score 1") attitudes 

toward rape in both the one-way Anova test (£ (1, 101) = 

3 6 . 0 1 , E < . 0 0 1 ) ( s e e Tab 1 e 2 ) and the 2 x 2 x 2 An ova t e s t 

(£_ (1 , 82) = 28.36, E_ <( . 001) (see Table 3). The null hy-

pothesis of no difference between treatment and control 

subjec ts on the ATRS posttest-pretest gain scores can be 

rejec ted wi th confidence. Computed omega squared (~ 2 
= 

correla tion ratio o f variability du e to treatment/total 

variabi li y in experiment; Keppel, 1973) indicated tha t 

34% of the total variability in the one-way Anova was 

acco unted for by film treatment effects (~2 = .340). 

In the 2 x 2 x 2 Anova , 23% of the total variability was 

found to be attributable to film treatment main effects 

(~ 2 = . 234) . Examina tion of ATRS gain score 1 means 
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presen ted in Table 4 and ATRS score means presented in 

Tab le 5 indicates that treatment group subjects became 

more liberal (i.e., profeminist, egalitarian) in attitudes 

towa rd rape (pretest mean= 74.06; posttest mean= 78.79), 

while control group subjects became slightly more conserva

tive (i.e. , antifeminist, nonegalitarian) (pretest mean= 

76 .46; posttest mean= 75.35). These findings supported 

th e research hypothesis, which suggested the plausibility 

of treatment group subjects' movement toward more liberal 

belie fs as a function of the treatment experience. 

The null hypothesis which stated no difference be

tween treatment and control group subjects in ATRS delayed 

pos ttest-pretest gain scores (i.e., "gain score 2") cannot 

be rejected (E_ > . OS). A "wash out" effect can be observed 

1n comparing ATRS gain score 1 and 2 one-way Anova results 

presented 1n Table 2 . Findings reported in tables of gain 

sc ore a nd scale s c ore means (Tables 4 and 5, respectively) 

s uggest that both the treatment group subjects and the con

trol group subjects c ontributed to the "wash out." Treat

ment group subjec ts became slightly more conservative in 

attitude toward rape (p retest mean= 74.06; posttest mean 

= 78 . 79; delayed posttest mean= 77.76), while control group 

s ubjects became more liberal (pre t es t mean = 75.84; posttest 

me- n= 74 . 82 ; delayed posttest mean= 77.17) . 



An ova 
Test 

ATRS 
Gain 

1 

ATRS 
Gai n 

2 

AWS 
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Table 4 

Cell Means from One-Way Anova Tests on ATRS 
and AWS Gain Scores 1 and 2 

on Rape 

Score 4.73 

Score 4.16 

Gain Score 0.23 
] 

AWS 
Gain Score -0 . 55 

2 

Drug 

-1.02 

1.55 

-0.55 

0.30 
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Table 5 

ATRS and AWS Pretest, Posttest, and Delayed 
Posttest Mean Scores, Standard 

Deviations, and Cell Sizes* 

Instrument Group Session 

Pretest Post test 
n = 103 n = 103 

74.06 78.79 
Rape (8.73) (8.92) 

n = 52 n = 52 
ATRS 

75.84 74.82 
Drug (7.29) (7.63) 

n = 51 n = 51 

68.33 68.56 
Rape (9.43) (8.60) 

n = 52 n = 52 
AWS 

69.49 68.94 
Drug (8.99) (9.06) 

n = 51 n = 51 

*Not e : All data are from one-way Anova cells. 

Delayed 
Posttest 

n = 78 

77.66 
(9.89) 
n = 38 

77.17 
(7.87) 
n = 40 

67.39 
(9.54) 
n = 38 

70.10 
(8.30) 
n = 40 
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Treatment and control group subjects were not found 

to differ significantly in attitudes toward women. The 

one-way Anova test (see Table 2) of the null hypothesis of 

no significant differences between treatment and control 

groups in AWS posttest-pretest gain scores (i.e., "gain 

score 1") was not significant (E_ > . OS). Thus, the null 

hypothesis of no difference among groups in posttest

pre test AWS scores is acceptable in both the one-way 

and main effects three-way Anovas. The null hypothesis 

of no difference between treatment and control groups in 

A\\'S delayed post test-pretest gain scores ("gain score 2," 

see Table 6) must also be accepted (£>.OS). As can be 

see n from AWS gain score means presented in Table 4, vari

ation among groups was modest (means ranged from 2.S4 to 

0 .92). Scale score means and standard deviations presented 

in Table S further demonstra~e the generally equivalent 

var iation among groups in AWS scores . Three-way Anova 

tests on AWS and ATRS delayed posttest-pretest gain scores 

rie l ded no significa nt results. 

AWS means presented in Table 5 are comparable to the 

me an of 69.8 obtained for the subsample of 286 male college 

student s included in the normative sample (Spence, Helm

re ich, & Stapp, 1973) . A !-test comparing the normative 

mean of 69 . 8 with 67 . 39 (the most discrepant mean obtained 

for a s ubgroupin g in the present s ample) yielded no 
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ignificant differences between normative group subjects 

and subjects of the present study (! = 1 . 42, df = 322, 

E >. 05). A one-sample chi-square variance test resulted 

in acceptance of the null hypothesis of no significant dif

ferences between the variability in the normative group 

(SD = 11. 7; Spence, Helmreich, & Stapp, 1973) and that of 

the present sample (largest variability obtained for a sub 

grouping= 8.3 0) (~_2 = 19.63, df = 35, E_ > .05). 

Pear son product moment correlations between ATRS and 

AWS scores were computed . As can be seen from Table 7, 

correla tions varied among subgroups. Although most corre

lations were significant , they were moderate in magnitude. 

The null hypothesis of no correlation between ATRS and AWS 

scores can be rejecte d (E_ ~ .01). Apparently, subjects' 

attit udes toward rape and women were positively related; 

howe er , only attitudes toward rape were affected by the 

treatment procedure. 

The two classification variable s used to expand the 

one- way Anova into a three-way Anova did not, in general, 

prove to be sign"ficant predictor variab l es . The main 

effect of Mach·avellian clas sification (high vs low, based 

po n a median split) was not significant in the three-way 

Anov a tes s on ATRS and AWS posttest-pretest gain scores 

(p_ > . OS) . Th null hypothesis of no difference between 

high and low 1achiavelljan treatm ent group subjects was 



so 

Table 7 

Correlational Data between ATRS and AWS Scores 

Gro up Session 

Delayed 
Pretest Post test Posttest 

0.55 0.44 0.50 
Rape n = 52 n = 52 n = 38 

E.<-OOl E_(.OOl 2. <. 001 

0.18 0.21 0.36 
Drug n = 51 n = 51 n = 40 

n.s. n. s. :e_(..Ol 

0.39 0.32 0.43 
Combi ned n = 103 n = 103 n = 78 

E < . oo 1 £<·001 E_<. .OOl 
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accepted. BSRI classification (masculine vs androgynous 

classifications, yielded by median splits on BSRI femininity 

and masculinity scale scores) was also not a significant 

mai n effect in the three-way Anova tests on ATRS and AWS 

posttest-pretest gain scores. The null hypothesis of no 

difference between masculine and androgynous subjects was 

also accepted (£>.OS). Additionally, no significant 

fi ndings resulted when three-way Anova tests were run on 

treatment group subjects alone (in all Anova tests on the 

reduced sample, £ > .05). 

Means presented in Table 8 indicate that, as pre

dicted, low Machiavellian, androgynous subjects' attitudes 

toward rape were influenced more by the treatment experi

enc es than any other subgrouping in the treatment sample, 

and that influence was in the predicted direction (i.e., 

more liberal). The only significant result from the three

way Ano va tests on AWS posttest-pretest gain scores was a 

three-way i nt erac tion between film, BSRI classification, 

and 1ach IV classification (f (1, 82) = 6.55, E < .01) 

(see Table 6). Low Machiavellian, androgynous subjects 

Je monstrated the most positive degree of change in atti-

ude s toward women when exposed to the treatment experience 

(cell mean gain score= .91), and the most negative when 

ex po . ed o control group experience (cell mean gain score= 

-2 . 5 ) (see Table 8). Low Ma hiavellian, masculine subjects 



ATRS 

AWS 
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Table 8 

Cell Means of 2 x 2 x 2 Anova Tests on ATRS 
Gain Score 1 and AWS Gain Score 1 

Film 

Rape 

Mach Low High Low 

Drug 

High 

Androgynous 7.00 3.44 0.31 -0.43 

Masculine 3.71 3.76 -3.69 -0.23 

BSRI 

Androgynous 0.91 - 0.78 -2.54 0.86 

Masculine - 1.71 0.53 0.92 -0. 7 7 
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evi denced the most negative degree of change in attitudes 

toward women when exposed to the treatment experience (cell 

mean gain score= -1.71), and the most positive when exposed 

to control group experience (cell mean= .9 2) (see Table 8). 

Changes were more moderate among high Machiavellian androgy

nous and high Machiavellian masculine subjects. High Machi

avellian, masculine subjects evidenced the same pattern as 

low Machiavellian, androgynous subjects (i.e., positive gain 

score means among treatment subjects, negative among control 

subjects). High Machiavellian, androgynous subjects demon

strat ed a more moderate versjon of the pattern found to 

hold for low Machiavellian, masculine subjects. 

Descriptive information on the Mach IV Scale and the 

BSRI is presented in Table 9. The Mach IV mean and median 

sc ores (89.32 and 89.75, respectively) are comparable to 

the normative mean of 90.65 obtained from a sample of 1782 

s tudents in 14 different colleges in 1964 (Christie, 1970) . 

• 
1o s ignifi cant differences between normative and sample 

medians were indicated hy at-test (! = .97, df = 1883, 

~ >.OS). BSRI data cannot be compared to normative data 

whi ch included both males and females. Medians from an 

j ndcpenden study of a sample similar to the present sample 

( st ley & Downey, ote 9) which included both females and 

males were used to obtain classifications for the subjects 

in this study . Re s ults indicated that 39% of the subjec ts 
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Table 9 

Descriptive Information on 2 x 2 x 2 Anova Clas s ifi 
cation Variables--Machiavellianism and 

Sex-Role Identity 

Standard 
Tes t/Variable Mean Deviation Range 

Mac h IV I 
Machiavellian is m 89.32 13.46 56 

(n = 10 3) (63-119) 

Femininity 
BS RI I Scale 4.61 0.47 2.15 
Sex-Role (3.35-5.50) 
Identity 
(n = 103) 

Ma s culinity 
Scale 5.29 0.61 3.25 

(3.10-6.35) 
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were classified as androgynous (n = 40); 49% as masculine 

(n = 50), and 12% as either feminine or undifferentiated 

(n = 13). The percentages of men classified as masculine 

and androgynous in the present study appear to be somewhat 

higher than those obtained in the normative group (21% 

androgynous , 37% masculine; Bern, Note 10). These differ

ences were found to be significant (~2 = 27.27, df 2, 

E < .001). 

Additional tables are presented in Appendix K. Sum-

mary tables presenting mean FAS item responses to rape 

(Tables 12 and 13) and drug films (Tables 14 and 15) are 

found in Appendix K. Complete data on the 2 x 2 x 2 Anova 

tests on ATRS and AWS gain scores are presented in Table 16. 

Table 17 presents a listing of all scores by subjects iden

tifying number. Additionally, a list of raw score data on 

the FAS is pre ented in Table 18 of Appendix K. 

Discussion 

The present study sought to ascertain male college 

s tudent fraternity men 's responses (both in attitude change 

a nd evaluative ratings) to rape and drug education films. 

1e n v ie\ing rape films were found to differ significantly 

from men view·ng drug films in their attitudes toward rape 

me a s ured immediately after film viewing. Men viewing the 

rap f"lm s changed their ttitudes in th e predicted 
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direc tion (i.e., more liberal/profeminist/egalitarian). 

According to dissonance theory, a person in a state of 

dissonance will act to reduce dissonance by discrediting 

the dissonance-arousing stimuli, changing ideas which 

conflict with the dissonance-arousing stimuli, and/or 

form new concepts less conflictual with the dissonance

arousi ng stimuli. Theoretically speaking, treatment 

s ubjec ts in the present study can be said to have con

sidered the films as creditable sources of information 

(see Appendix K) ; to have experienced dissonance in regards 

to pretest attitudes toward rape and social reality as pre

sen ted by the films; and to have reduced their dissonance 

by adopting new and/or modifying old attitudes. However, 

these attitudinal changes weakened during the following 

month, which is a common finding in attitude studies, and 

reasons for lack of enduring influence are difficult to 

es tablish. 

The attenuation of changes in attitudes toward rape 

among treatment subjects during the 1-month following film 

v iewing may be related to the level of attitude change which 

oc curred immediately. Could this change have been reflected 

more by changed responses to ATRS "semi-educational/ 

j nforma tional" i terns (e.g., Most rapists appear to lead 

nconventional lives) than to ATRS "attitudinal" items 

(e .g., Men cannot be raped ) (se e App endix D)? Suppose 
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that the measured pretest to posttest changes in attitudes 

toward rape among treatment subjects did reflect belief or 

information level change. One would not necessarily expect 

conc omitant changes in attitudes toward women which may 

exis t at a deeper value level. Such was the finding of 

the present study. Treatment subjects' attitudes toward 

wo men were not affected by film viewing immediately or 1 

month later . However, subjects' attitudes toward women were 

foun d to be moderately positively correlated with their atti

tudes toward rape. Perhaps the ATRS and AWS are tapping 

different sets of attitudes at several levels. The type 

of change measured by ATRS pretest-posttest may not be 

asses sed by the AWS (see Figure 1). 

The relationship between attitudes toward rape and 

att itudes toward women cannot be decided defin~tively by 

the dat a of the present study. Future research needs to 

be addressed to t he question: Are attitudes toward rape 

a subse t of attitudes toward women? Factor analyses of the 

AWS (or iginal form) and ATRS data would result in identifi

cation of s ub sets , which could be compared and assessed. 

Such a study would require a large number of subjects. 

The hypotheses regarding Machiavellianism and sex-role 

identity were not sta tisticall y supported. However, there 

i s suppor t to be found in th e data of the present study for 

t he contention that low Machiavellian , androgyno us men were 



58 

attitudes toward women 

Figure 1. Venn diagram suggesting relationship between 
ATRS and AWS scores of the present study. 
Checkered area is indicative of correlations 
obtained between ATRS and AWS scores of the 
present study. Seven out of nine correlations 
were s ignificant (£ < .01; see Table 7). 
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the most dissonance-prone subjects . Examination of the 

significant three-way Anova interaction test elucidates 

this support. Low Machiavellian, androgynous subjects not 

only demonstrated the most positive degree of change in 

attitudes toward women (i.e., most liberal/profeminist/ 

egalitarian) when exposed to the treatment experience, but 

also the most negative degree of change when exposed to the 

control group experience. Perhaps low Machiavellian, an

drogynous control group subjects, wanting to see the rape 

films , experienced more dissonance than other subjects and 

resolved it by changing their attitudes toward women. The 

principal experimenters were after all women. 

Several other results can be interpreted from an 

examina tion of the cell means o f the AWS three-way Anova. 

Low Machiavellian, masculine subjects evidenced changes 

nearly directly opposite to the low Machiavellian, androgy

nous subjects . Low Machiavellian, masculine subjects became 

more negative (i . e. , traditional/conservative/nonegalitarian) 

in attitudes toward women after viewing the rape films and 

more pos.tive (i.e ., profeminist/liberal/egalitarian) after 

viewing the drug films . A more anticipated finding from 

thi s interaction was that high Machiavellian, androgynous 

and high Machiavellian, masculine subjects were more mod

e rate than the two low Machiavellian groupings in changes 

i n attitudes toward women. This finding agrees with the 
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results of Bogart et al. (1969), which suggested high Machi

avellian subjects' responses to be predicted less well than 

low Machiavellian subjects' responses by dissonance theory. 

The finding of significant diffe~ences between the 

present sample and men in the normative group in number of 

subjects falling into masculine and androgynous vs other 

BSRI classifications was somewhat anticipated. The greater 

percentage of subjects classified as androgynous and mascu

line in the present sample as opposed to the normative 

sample is possibly due to differences between the two 

subject pools. Fraternity men, as mentioned previously, 

have been found to be more assertive, gregarious, active, 

and self-confident than college students in general (Feld

man & Newcomb, 1969). Thus, one might expect to obtain 

more androgynous and masculine men among a sample of fra

ternity men than 1n a sample of college men in general. 

The evaluative information obtained on the rape and 

drug education films is a substantial contribution of this 

study. Information obtained on films has been passed on 

in a technical report to appropriate persons at the univer

sity where the study was conducted and to film producing 

and distributing companies . The potential impact of health/ 

moral education films will most likely be increased when 

film companies tart to identify target populations and 

ob ain evaluative information on films from these target 
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populations, and when film renters or purchasers start to 

request and utilize such evaluative information. 

Rape education for men is a completely new frontier. 

The adoption of progressive, feminist attitudes toward rape 

appears to be facilitated by rape education film viewing, 

but regular and repeated programming efforts will probably 

be required to deepen and maintain attitudinal changes. 

The manner in which dissonance (aroused in relation to rape 

film viewing) is resolved may be a key to strengthening or 

deepening immediate changes in attitudes. For example, a 

group of male honors students were recently shown a group 

of rape films. They related having experienced dissonance 

1n regards to the film viewing, and the evolved resolution 

included not only adoption of new attitudes, but also the 

commitment to act as a group to bring rape education pro

grams to male university living groups. Thus, the oppor

tunity to act upon immediate awarenesses resulting from 

rape film viewing-produced dissonance is seen as a critical 

s tep in maintaining and strengthening attitude change. 

Future investigations need to consider the impact of 

rape education films, individually, on men and women-

se parately and c ollectively. More specifically, a future 

stu dy needs to compare both the male and female attitudinal 

response to the feminist approach to rape education films 

( xemp lified in R p Culture) vs the more traditional 



62 

approach to rape education films, where emphasis is placed 

on the female's behavior r ather than sex-role att i tude s 

( illustrated by Rape Alert and No Pat Answer) (see App endix 

I) . The question of the relationship between attitudes 

toward rape and women needs to be answered more definit i vely 

by future studies. The significant film by Machiavellianism 

by sex-role identity interaction suggests that Machiavellian

ism and sex-role identity are variables worthy of future 

investigation in regards to rape education for men. Sig

ni f i cant findings of main effects might result from a 

rep lication study which used a larger sample group and, 

thus, allowed for deletion of subjects within one standard 

dev iation of the mean on Machiavellianism, and BSRI Mascu

lin i t y and Femininity Scores. Additionally, replication 

and related studies need to u ti lize subjects which differ 

from t h e pr esent sample in social class af fi l iation, age, 

and ge og r aphical location. Only through the slow and 

tedi ous scient if i c pro cess can our society develop effec 

tive , e f f i c i en t strategies fo r preventing the cruelties of 

rape . 
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Appendix A 

The Mach IV Scale and Its Scoring Key* 

Please express the way you feel about the following state

ments by using the following rating scale: 

A. Strongly Agree 
B. Somewhat Agree 
C. Slightly Agree 
D. No Opinion 
E. Slightly Disagree 
F. Somewhat Disagree 
G. Strongly Disagree 

Thus, if you "strongly disagree" with a statement, you will 

mark the "G" space on your IBM answer card. You ·mark "B" if 

you "somewhat agree" with an item, etc. Please be sure to 

mark all of your responses on your IBM answer card. 

ResEonse 
ke~ed 

SA* * 

A 

, D* * * 

SD 

7 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4 . 

Never tell anyone the real reason you did some
thing unless it is useful to do so. 

The best way to handle people is to tell them 
what they want to hear. 

One should take action only when sure it is 
morally right. 

Most people are basically good and kind. 

*The most Machiavellian alternative, scored 7, is 
shown. 

**Strongly agree. 
***Strongly disagree . 
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SA 5 . It is safest to assume that all people have a 
vicious streak and it will come out when they 
are given a chance. 

SD 6. Honesty is the best policy in all cases. 

SD 7. There is no excuse for lying to someone else. 

SA B. Generally speaking, men won't work hard unless 
they're forced to do so. 

SD 9. All in all, it is better to be humble and honest 
than important and dishonest. 

SD 10. When you ask someone to do something for you, it 
is best to give the real reasons for wanting it 
rather than giving reasons which might carry more 
weight. 

SD 11. Most people who get ahead in the world lead clean, 
moral lives. 

SA 12. Anyone who completely trusts anyone else is ask-
ing for trouble. 

SA 13. The biggest difference between most criminals and 
other people is that criminals are stupid enough 
to get caught. 

SD 14. Most men are brave. 

SA 15. It is wise to flatter important people. 

SD 16. It is po sible to be good in all respects. 

SD 17. Barnum was very wrong when he said there's a 
sucker born every minute. 

SA 18. It is hard to get ahead without cutting corners 
here and there. 

SA 19. People suffering from incurable diseases should 
have the choice of being put painlessly to death. 

SA 20. Mo s men forget more easily the death of their 
father than the lo ss of their property. 



Appendix B 

The Bern Sex-Role Inventory and Its Scoring Key* 

On the following page, you will be shown a large number 
of personality characteristics. We would like you to use 
those characteristics in order to describe yourself. That 
is, we would like you to indicate, on a scale from 1 to 7, 
how true of you these various characteristics are. Please 
do not leave any characteristic unmarked. 

Example: sly 

Mark a 1 if it is NEVER OR ALMOST NEVER TRUE that you 
are sly. 

Mark a 2 if it is USUALLY NOT TRUE that you are sly. 

Mark a 3 if it is SOMETIMES BUT INFREQUENTLY TRUE that 
you are sly. 

Mark a 4 if it lS OCCASIONALLY TRUE that you are sly. 

Mark a 5 if it is OFTEN TRUE that you are sly. 

Mark a 6 if it is USUALLY TRUE that you are sly. 

Mark a 7 if it is ALWAYS OR ALMOST ALWAYS TRUE that you 
are sly. 

Thus, if you feel it is sometimes but infrequently 
true that you are "sly," never or almost never true that 
y~are "malicious," always or almost always true that you 
are "irresponsible," and often true that you are "carefree,'' 
then you would rate these characteristics as follows: 

*The first and every third item thereafter is scored on 
the Masculinity scale . The second item and every third item 
thereaf ter is scored on the Femininity scale. The third 
item and every third item thereafter is neutral and can be 
_cored on the Social DesirahiJity Scale. 
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Sly 3 Irresponsible 7 

Malicious 1 Carefree 5 
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Bern Questionnaire 

c--r-> 
NEVER OR 

ALMOST 
NEVER 

TRUE 

(-2-) 

USUALLY 
NOT 

TRUE 

Self reliant 

Yielding 

Helpful 

Defends own 
beliefs 

Cheerful 

Moody 

Independent 

Shy 

Conscientious 

Athletic 

Affectionate 

Theatrical 

Assertive 

Flatterable 

Happy 

Strong 
personality 

Loyal 

Unpredictable 

Forc eful 

Feminine 

(-3-) 

SOMETIMES 
BUT 

INFREQUENTLY 
TRUE 

c-r> 
OCCASIONALLY 

TRUE 

Reliable 

Analytical 

Sympathetic 

Jealous 

Has leadership 
abilities 

Sensitive to the 
needs of others 

Truthful 

Willing to take 
risks 

Understanding 

Secretive 

Makes decisions 
easily 

Compassionate 

Sincere 

Self-sufficient 

Eager to soothe 
hurt feelings 

Conceited 

Dominant 

Soft-spoken 

Likable 

Masculine 

(-5-) 

OFTEN 
TRUE 

l I I l l 
Subject I.D. No . 

(€5) 
USUALLY 

TRUE 

Warm 

Solemn 

c---r> 
ALWAYS OR 

ALMOST 
ALWAYS 

TRUE 

Willing to take 
a stand 

Tender 

Friendly 

Aggressive 

Gullible 

Inefficient 

Acts as a leader 

Childlike 

Adaptable 

Individualistic 

Does not use 
harsh language 

Unsystematic 

Competitive 

Loves children 

Tactful 

Ambitious 

Gentle 

Conventional 



Appendix C 

Twenty-Five Item Form of the AWS 

and Its Scoring Key* 

The statements listed below describe attitudes toward the 

role of women in society that different people have. There 

are no right or wrong answers, only opinions. You are asked 

to express your feeling about each statement by indicating 

whether you (A) agree strongly, (B) agree mildly , (C) disa-

gree mildly, or (D) disagree strongly. Please indicate your 

opinion by blackening either A, B, C, or D on the answer 

sheet for each item. 

Response 
keyed 0 

AS* * 1. Swearing and obscenity are more repulsive in the 
speech of a woman than of a man. 

DS *** 2. Women should take increasing responsibility for 
leadership in solving the intellectual and social 
problems of the day. 

DS 3. Both husband and wife should be allowed the same 
grounds for divorce. 

AS 4. Telling dirty jokes should be mostly a masculine 
prerogative. 

*The most conservative alternative, scored 1, is 
shown. 

**Strongly agree . 
***Strongly disagree. 
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AS 5. Intoxication among women is worse than intoxica-
tion among men. 

DS 6 . Under modern economic conditions with women being 
active outside the home, men should share in 
household tasks such as washing dishes and doing 
the laundry. 

DS 7. It is insulting to women to have the "obey" 
clause remain in the marriage service. 

DS 8. There should be a strict merit system in job ap-
pointment and promotion without regard to sex. 

DS 9. A woman should be as free as a man to propose 
marriage. 

AS 10 . Women should worry less about their rights and 
more about becoming good wives and mothers. 

DS 11. Women earning as much as their dates should bear 
equally the expense when they go out together. 

DS 12. Women should assume their rightful place in busi-
ness and all the professions along with men. 

AS 13. A woman should not expect to go to exactly the 
same places or to have quite the same freedom of 
action as a man. 

AS 14. Sons in a family should be given more encourage-
ment to go to college than daughters. 

AS 15. It is ridiculous for a woman to run a locomotive 
and for a man to darn socks. 

AS 16. In general, the father should have greater author-
ity than the mother in the bringing up of chil
dren. 

AS 17. Women should be encouraged not to become sexually 
intimate with anyone before marriage, even their 
fiances. 

DS 18 . The husband should not be favored by law over the 
wife in the disposal of family property or income. 
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AS 19. Women should be concerned with their duties of 
childbearing and house tending, rather than with 
desires for professional and business careers. 

AS 20. The intellectual leadership of a community should 
be largely in the hands of men. 

DS 21. Economic and social freedom is worth far more to 
women than acceptance of the ideal of femininity 
which has been set up by men . 

AS 22. On the average, women should be regarded as less 
capable of contributing to economic production 
than are men. 

AS 23. There are many jobs in which men should be given 
preference over women in being hired or promoted. 

DS 24. Women should be given equal opportunity with men 
for apprenticeship in the various trades. 

DS 25. The modern girl is entitled to the same freedom 
from regulation and control that is given to the 
modern boy. 



Appendix D 

Development of the Attitudes Toward 

Rape Scale (ATRS) 

The initial form of the instrument (Form 1) consisted 

of 46 items composed by the authors, based on a review of 

literature dealing with attitudes toward rape. Several re

sources proved especially helpful (Bernstein & Rommel, 1975; 

Brownmiller, 1975; Hilberman, 1976, 1977). Items were 

wri tten as statements about rape, rape victims, rapists, 

and male-female relationships (e.g., Rape can occur in a 

marriage relationship; Women who dress skimpily invite rape). 

Efforts were made to develop items which were (a) concise, 

con taining a single idea (Oppenheim, 1966); (b) either 

modera tely positively or moderately negatively phrased 

(Nunnal ly, 1967); and (c) somewhat emotionally laden 

(Lemon, 1973). 

The conceptual range of attitudes was from most con

serva tive to most liberal. Twenty-three items were worded 

in a proliberal fashion , and 23 in a proconservative direc

tion . A 4-p oint, Likert-type response scale was used-

strongly agree, mildly agree, mildly disagree, strongly 

disagree . Items were scored from 1 to 4, with the most 
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liberal response, whether agree strongly, or disagree 

strongly, scored 4 points. The range of possible scores 

on Form 1 was from 46 (most conservative) to 184 (most 

liberal). 

Form 1 was administered to 144 general psychology 

students in a mid - sized Midwestern state university in 

Fall 1977. On the basis of data from this preliminary 

sample several items were dropped on the basis of poor 

response splits (i.e., more than 90% of the sample re

sponded by either agreeing, or else disagreeing with the 

item), indicating a lack of discriminability of the item. 

Additionally, a number of experts were consulted, and on 

the basis of their recommendations, several new items were 

added, many re -worded, and a few deleted. 

The Revised Form of the ATRS consisted of 42 counter

balanced items (see following). Thirty-four items were 

attitudinal, while eight informational items were included 

to heighten subjects' perceptions of instrument credibility. 

In all other respec ts, this form was identical to Form 1. 

It was anticipated that the ATRS-Revised Form would tap the 

following aspects, or dimensions, of rape: (1) male-female 

relationships; (2) preparation of women to deal with rape; 

(~) circumstances of rape; (4) emotional responses of women; 

(5) victim characteristics; (6) handling and treatment of 

rape victims; (7) rapists' characteristics; (8) treatment 
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and handling of rapists; (9) cultural norms related to 

rape; and (10) information about rape. 

The revised 42-item ATRS was administered to 217 gen

eral psychology students at a mid-sized Midwestern state 

university. The mean score, standard deviation, response 

split (percentage responding 1 or 2 vs 3 or 4), and male 

and female subsample means for each item are shown in Table 

10. A principal axis factor analysis with communalities on 

the diagonal, using a varimax rotation was computed. Factor 

loadings greater than .30 and their appropriate factors are 

shown in Table 11. Item-total coefficient alpha with the 

item deleted, and the multiple correlation squared, are 

reported for each item in Table 11. Items were rank 

ordered by percentage split, standard deviation, R2 , and 

absolute distance from the theoretical scale midpoint (2.5) 

pri or to decisions regarding item retention - deletion. 

Eighteen items rank orde red in the top 20 on at least 3 

of 4 criteria (response split, standard deviation, R2 , and 

devia tion from sca le mean) were automatically retained. An 

additiona l 10 items were retained for conceptualization 

theore tical reasons (face validity and representation of 

the possible range of concerns) . Several items (15, 18, 

24) were revised to make them more neutral. Items retained 

for the ATRS-Experimental Form are starred in Tables 10 and 

1 1 . 
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The final form of the scale, ATRS-Experimental Form, 

consisted of 28 items, 16 of which were worded in a con

servative direction, 12 of which were worded in a liberal 

direction; presented in random order (see following). The 

ATRS was found to have a split-half reliability of .507 

(E .001) according to an odd/even split on all pretest 

ATRS scores in the present study (n = 103). Subjects' 

ATRS scores were also found to be moderately positively 

correlated with AWS scores (Johnson, Reed, & Sinnett, 

Note 10). 
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The Attitudes Toward Rape Scale (ATRS) and 

Its Scoring Key* (Revised Form) 

The statements listed below are statements about rape . They 

expres s attitudes toward rape that are held by different 

people in our society. Please express your feelings about 

each statement by choosing from the following responses: 

(a) strongly agree, (b) mildly agree, (c) mildly disagree, 

(d) strongly disagree. Thus , if you strongly agree with 

the _statement "Rape is a crime," you should select response 

"a" and mark it on your IBM answer card. Please be sure to 

mark all of your responses on your IBM answer card. Remem-

ber, your personal opinion is important. 

Response 
keyed 4 · 

tale-Female Relationships 

13* * 

20 

40 

33 

DS*** 1. Men should not be expected to understand 
the feelings of a raped woman. 

AS**** 2 . Husbands can rape their wives. 

AS 3. Male domination of females promotes rape. 

AS 4 . Rape can occur in a dating relationship. 

*The most liberal alternative, scored 4, is shown. 
**Thi s is the number assigned to the item in the ran

domi za tion process. These are the item numbers for 
which data are presented in Tables 10 and 11. 

***Disagree strongly. 
****Agree strongly. 
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14 AS 

5. 
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Rape is fostered by society's stereotype of 
the aggressive male. 

6. Women should not feel obligated to have in
tercourse with men they are dating. 

Preparation of Women 

8 AS 7. In order to avoid rape, women should learn 
to be less kind and trusting. 

1 DS 8 • Women who allow themselves to be in the 
wrong place at the wrong time are often 
raped. 

16 DS 9 . If a woman resists, she cannot be raped. 

32 DS 10. The report of a rape is more convincing if 
the woman has been physically injured. 

25 AS 11. Men should be prepared to handle an at-
tempted rape. 

Emotional Responses of Women 

19 DS 

9 DS 

26 DS 

12. Women's fear of being raped is exaggerated. 

13. Many women probably enjoy being raped. 

14. Rape victims highly exaggerate their re 
ports of fearing for their lives during the 
rape. 

Victim Characteristics 

22 DS 15. Many rapes are caused by a woman's inappro-
priate social behavior. 

39 DS 16. A woman's manner of dress may provoke rape. 

5 DS 17. Women who go to bars alone are inviting 
rape. 

23 DS 18. Sexually permissive women are more likely 
to be raped. 
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19. Prior to being raped, most victims have 
been in trouble with the law. 

Treatment and Handling of Rape Victims 

42 DS 

2 AS 

7 AS 

6 AS 

20. One should expect rape victims to recover 
in a short time, both physically and psy
chologically. 

21. A woman's statement should be all that is 
needed to justify police investigation of 
a reported rape. 

22. The identity of rape victims should not be 
a matter of public record open to everyone. 

23. Rape victims should not have to pay for the 
medical or psychological treatment they re
ceive. 

Rapist Characteristics 

11 DS 

27 AS 

10 AS 

24. Men are subject to sudden uncontrollable 
sexual urges. 

25. Rape is not a crime of sexual passion. 

26. The media should portray rapists as violent 
men. 

Treatment and Handling of Rapists 

29 AS 

17 AS 

2 7. Laws dealing with rape should be reformed. 

28. Judges should not he lenient with rapists 
committing their first offense. 

Cultural Norms Related to Rape 

18 AS 

15 AS 

29. Rape should not be romanticized in movies 
and on television. 

30. A raped woman should not be rejected as 
"damaged goods." 
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34 DS 

3 DS 
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31. Short of homicide, rape is the ultimate 
crime. 

32. If sex were readily available to all men, 
there would not be any rape. 

33. Many women make false reports of rape. 

34. A judge was justified in saying that it is 
"normal for impressionable juveniles to re 
act violently to some women's clothing." 

Information/Filler Items 

31 DS 

12 DS 

38 DS 

14 DS 

30 AS 

36 AS 

37 DS 

28 AS 

35. Most rapists are strangers to their victims. 

36. Rape occurs mostly between people of dif
ferent races. 

37. Men cannot be raped. 

38. Most women have rape fantasies. 

39. People should be concerned about rape. 

40. Rape happens to women of all social classes. 

41. Most rapists appear to lead unconventional 
lives . 

42. Community supported rape crisis centers 
should be available to all rape victims . 
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The Attitudes Toward Rape Scale (ATRS) and 

Its Scoring Key* (Experimental Form) 

The statements listed below describe attitudes toward rape 

held by different people in our society. There are no right 

or wrong answers, only opinions. Express your feelings 

about each statement by selecting from the following re -

sponse options: (1) agree strongly; (2) agree mildly; 

(3) disagree mildly; (4) Disagree strongly. Please indicate 

your opinion by blackening either response !, ~' l, or i' on 

your IBM answer card for each statement. 

ResEonse 
kered 4 

DS ** 1 . 

DS 2 . 

AS*** 3. 

AS 4. 

AS 5 . 

DS 6. 

DS 7 . 

Rape can be romanticized in movies and on tele
vision. 

Men cannot be raped. 

Male domination of females promotes rape. 

A woman should not feel obligated to kiss a man 
she is dating. 

In order to avoid rape, women should learn to be 
less kind and trusting. 

Sexually permissive women are more likely to be 
raped. 

Women who go to bars alone are inviting rape. 

*The most liberal alternative, scored 4, is shown. 
**Disagree strongly. 

***Agree strongly. 
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DS 8. A woman's manner of dress may provoke rape. 

DS 9. Rape is fostered by society's stereotype of the 
aggressive male. 

DS 10. Rape victims highly exaggerate their reports of 
fearing for their lives during the rape. 

DS 11. Rape is not a crime of sexual passion. 

AS 12. Victims should not have to pay for the medical or 
psychological treatment they receive following a 
rape. 

DS 13. If sex were readily available to all men, there 
would not be any rape. 

AS 14. The media should portray rapists as violent men. 

DS 15. Most women have rape fantasies. 

DS 16. Most rapists are strangers to their victims. 

DS 17. The report of a rape is more convincing if the 
woman has been physically injured. 

DS 18. Many women make false reports of rape. 

AS 19. Rape can occur in a dating relationship. 

DS 20. Women who allow themselves to be 1n the wrong 
place at the wrong time are often raped. 

DS 21. Many rapes are caused by a woman's inappropriate 
social behavior. 

AS 22. Short of homicide, rape is the ultimate crime. 

AS 23. A woman's statement should be all that is needed 
to justify police investigation of a reported 
rape. 

AS 24. A raped woman should not be rejected as an "uncle-
sirable companion." 

DS 25. Most rapists appear to lead un conventional live s . 

. AS 2 6. Husbands can rape their wives. 
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DS 27. Men are subject to sudden uncontrollable sexual 
urges. 

DS 28. Women's fear of being raped is exaggerated. 
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Table 10 

ATRS-Revised Form Descriptive Data and Univariate Analyses 

Item Overall Mean Overall S.D. Percent with Sex Group Means Anova ~Sexl 

Liberal Res~onse Male Female 
1.* 2.66 .89 62 2.52 2.81 5.9 a 
2. * 2.67 1.07 43 2.73 2. 60 b 

3. 1.79 .92 24 1.85 1. 72 b 

4 . * 2. 70 . 91 48 2.72 2.68 b 

5.* 1.88 .93 26 1. 78 1. 99 2.9 
6. *. 1.80 .89 80 1.89 1. 70 2. 4 
7. 1. 53 . 93 87 1.49 1. 57 b 

8.* 3.07 .97 27 3. 16 2.97 2.1 
9. 1.43 .81 11 1.53 1.33 3.1 

10.* 2.28 l.OS 58 2.29 2.27 b 

11.* 1. 96 . 95 31 1.94 1. 98 b 

12. 1. 70 .78 12 1.68 1. 72 b 

13. 1. 62 .88 15 1.68 1.55 b 

14.* 2.79 .96 61 2.68 2.89 2.6 
15.* 1. 31 . 78 91 1.35 1.26 b 

16. 1. 56 .89 14 1.69 1.43 4.7 a 
17. 1. 73 1.06 77 1.84 1. 62 2. 4 
18.* 1.44 .82 88 1. 59 1.28 8.2 a 
19.* 1.92 .89 29 2.06 1. 78 5.6 a 
20.* 2.08 1.07 71 2. 14 2. 03 b 

21. 1. 57 .83 15 1.56 1.57 b 

22.* 2.02 .89 30 2.03 2.01 b 

23.* 2.32 1.00 45 2.42 2.22 2.2 
24.* 1. 34 .66 95 1.52 1.15 18.1 a 

25. 1.72 .84 83 1. 71 1. 74 b 

26.* 1. 97 1.01 31 2.17 1. 75 9.4 a 
27.,.. 2.47 1.23 49 2.65 2.27 5.1 a 

28. 1.24 .53 97 1. 34 1.12 9.5 a 

29. 1. 63 .78 89 1.77 1.48 7.7 a 

30. 1.16 .47 98 1.22 1.09 4.8 a 

31.* 2.71 .98 60 2.62 2.80 1.8 

32.* 3.30 .78 88 3.25 3.36 1.1 

33.* 1. 53 .64 95 1.61 1.45 3.2 

34.* 2.39 .84 44 2.42 2.36 b 

35.* 2. 04 .90 69 2.29 1.77 19 .4 a 

36. 1. 36 .64 94 1.39 1.32 b 

37.,.. 2.47 .84 49 2.50 2.43 b 

38.* 1. 95 . 95 25 1.85 2.06 2.6 

39.* 2. 98 .82 79 3.04 2.91 1.8 

40.* 2.30 .87 63 2.37 2.23 1.3 

41.* 1.81 . 96 22 1. 94 1.68 4.1 a 

42. 1.48 .82 11 1.47 1. 48 b 

* Items retained for inclusion in ATRS-Experimental Fonn. 
a Significance off-test, £. < . 05 

b F < 1.0 
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Table 11 

ATRS-Revised Form Multivariate Data Analyses 

Item Factor Anallsis Results Squared Multiple Coefficient alpha 
Factor Loading Conmunalitl Correlation {item deleted~ 

1.* . 57 . 53 .41 .73 
2.* 6 .63 .46 . 30 .74 
3. 4 .39 .36 . 34 .73 
4.* 15 -.51 .32 .25 .75 
5.* .42 .30 .33 .73 
6.* 5 . 54 .31 .32 .74 
7. 5 • 37 .31 .25 . 74 
8.* 16 -.57 .40 .19 .75 
9. 8 . 59 . 41 . 37 .73 

10.* .25 . 74 
11.* 4 . 53 . 50 .42 .73 
12. 7 .39 .31 .35 .73 
13. 9 . 73 . 57 .24 . 74 
14.* 3 -.42 . 48 .36 .76 
15.* 2 .57 .55 .39 .73 
16. 8 . 34 . 32 .30 .73 
17. 2 .31 .36 . 30 .74 
18.* 2 .46 .38 .36 .73 
19.* 3 .45 .38 . 35 .73 
20 .... 5 & 10 .32, .35 . 40 .33 .73 
21. 14 .47 .28 . 29 .73 
22.* .75 .70 .56 .72 
23.* .58 .40 .45 .73 
24.* .35 . 33 .73 
25. 11 .34 .22 .22 .74 
26 . * .30 .48 .41 . 72 
27.* .33 . 25 .29 . 73 
28. 4 & 8 & 12 -.32, . 37, .34 . 57 . 32 .74 
29. 12 .68 .63 .42 .74 
30. 2 .70 . 57 .42 . 74 
31.* 13 .57 .38 .27 . 74 
32.* 11 -.59 . 39 .27 . 75 
33 . * 10 • 68 . 55 .34 .74 
34 . * 8 .31 .32 . 35 . 73 

35 . * 3 . 54 .49 .43 .74 

36. 14 . 36 .33 . 30 .74 

37. * 4 . 51 .43 .36 .73 

38. * 7 . 66 . 50 .28 .74 

39. * 1 & 4 .43, .31 . 44 .41 . 73 

40. * 11 & 15 . 33, -.39 .58 . 43 . 75 

41.* 4 .34 .so .43 .73 

42 . 3 . 34 .45 .40 . 73 

* Items retained for inclusion in ATRS - Experimental Form. 
On ly Factor Loadings ~ .30 (absolute magnitude) have been included. 



Appendix E 

Film Appraisal Scale 

Please use the following rating scale in responding to 

items 1-16. Mark your responses on your IBM answer card . 

1 
Disagree Strongly 

2 
Disagree 

1. Photography is excellent. 

2. Sound quality is excellent. 

3 
Agree 

4 
Agree Strongly 

3. Film and contents are current (not dated or obsolete). 

4. Settings and costumes contribute to the mood of the film. 

5. Film is free of stereotypes. 

6. Information presented is accurate. 

7. Film is appropriate length (not too short or long). 

8. Film holds the viewer's attention. 

9 . Main objective is presented clearly and concisely. 

10 . Film stimulates interest. 

11 . Film is educational. 

12. Film promotes motivation in viewers. 

13. Film stimulates discussion. 

14 . Film is constructive (i.e., promotes a feeling of re
sponsibility toward humanity). 

15. Viewers are not shock ed or morally offended by the film. 
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16. Viewers are not made uncomfortable or tense by viewing 
the film. 

******************** 

Please choose one of the response alternatives in the follow

ing items and record the number of your choice on your IBM 

answer card. 

17. Given the purpose of the film, it is: 

1. too short. 
2. just right in length. 
3. too long. 

18. Film is most appropriate for use with: 

1. females. 
2. males and females, equally. 
3. males. 

19. Film as a whole is: 

1. poor. 
2. fair. 
3. good. 
4. very good. 
5. excellent. 

******************** 

You may choose one or more than one of the following re-

spo nse alternatives in the following question. Please 

record the number(s) of your chosen alternative(s) on your 

IBM answer card. 

20 . Film is appropriate for use with: 

1. elementary students. 
2. junior high students. 
3. high school students. 
4. college students. 
5. adults in general. 



Appendix F 

General Information Form 

********************************************************** 
* * = Please record all information on your IBM answer card. I 
********************************************************** 

SUBJECT I. D. NUMBER: In the section marked: "STUDENT NUM
BER," mark your Subject I.D. number in columns 1-5. 

AGE : Record your age in the "OPTIONAL" section, using col
umns 1 & 2 . 

FRATERN ITY OR DORMITORY: In the first (left) half of the 
"NAME" section, write your fraternity affiliation. 

ACADEMI C MAJOR: In the second (right) half of the "NAME" 
section, write your major. 

***** ************************************ ******* *********** * 
* * =Answer the following questions, marking your responses = 
; on the IBM answer card, by selecting and blackening the I 
I appropriate space. For example, if your answer to ques- I 
~ t ion # 1 , 1 1 What i s your c 1 as s if i c at ion ? 1 1 i s 1 1 j un i or , 1 1 you : 
I should select and mark response 3 in pencil, as shown = 
; below: I 
* * * -- - - - - -- -- * 
: (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) : 
***** *~********~********~***************************** 

1. What is your c lassification? 
1. Freshman 2. Sophomore 3. Junior 
4. Senior 5. Graduate Student 

2 . In what area of the country did you grow up? 
1 . East 2. North 3 . Midwest 
4 . South 5. West 

3 . In what kind of community did you grow up? 
1 . Rural 2. Suburban 3. Urban 
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4. What is the highest educational level that either your 
mother or father completed? 

1. Elementary School Graduate 
2. High School Graduate 
3. Technical/Business/Vocational School Graduate 
4. College Graduate 
5. Postgraduate Degree (e.g . , Master, Doctors) 

5 . Are you an only child? 1. Yes 2 . No 

6. Do you have any sisters? 1. Yes 2 • No 

7 . What is your religious affiliation? (OPTIONAL) 
1 . Catholic 2. Jewish 3. Protestant 
4. Other 5. Nondenominational 

8 . With which social class do you most identify? 
1. Upper class 2. Middle class 3. Lower class 



Appendix G 

Informed Consent Form 

Dear K-State Fraternity Member: 

Evaluation of educational films is essential in 

selecting films on rape and drug abuse which are most 

meaningful to the college student. Part of evaluation 

of films involves gaining information about the evaluators. 

There fore, you will be asked to complete some measures both 

before and after your viewing and evaluation of the four 

fil ms. You will be asked to give your opinions about the 

''politics of life," the role of women, yourself as a person, 

and rape. 

This res earch is being conducted under guidelines 

es tablished by Kansas State University and Texas Woman's 

University. Your cooperation will help provide needed 

info rmation on important social problems confronting our 

s ociety . However, your participation is strictly voluntary 

and may be terminated at any point. Some scenes in some of 

the films may make you feel uncomfortable. Please feel free 

to express your questions and feelings in the discussion 

wh ich will follow the research period. You may also feel 

free to omit any questions which you feel invade your 
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privacy unduly, or which you find offensive. Confiden-

tiality is guaranteed; your name will not be associated 

with your answers in any public or private report of the 

results. 

Thank you in advance for your help in this research. 

Sincerely, 

Intern 

APPROVAL FORM 

I ' , have carefully 
---------------=~--~~------------------Print Name 

r e ad and fully understand the above information about this 

project. I give my consent to serve as a subject in this 

exp eriment on I am aware that I can ask 
Date 

que stions or t e rminate my cooperation at any point. 

Signature 



Appendix H 

Film Evaluation Procedure 

The film appraisal scale that you will be using to 

evaluate all films is attached to this procedure page. 

Please take time now to familiarize yourself with the 20 

items on the scale, and feel free to ask questions about 

unclear items. 

As you can see, you will be using a rating scale in 

r esponding to items 1 through 16. On items 17 through 19, 

you will choose one response from a set of alternatives. 

On item 20, you may choose more than one alternative; how

ever, you do not have to choose more than one alternative. 

Mark the number that corresponds to your response 

choice on your IBM answer card. For example: If you 

be lieve strongly that Photography is excellent (item #1), 

yo u will mark i_ ("agree strongly") on your IBM answer card. 

You will use 4 IBM answer cards in responding to the 

4 f ilms--1 IBM answer card for each of the 4 films. 

You will be told the title of each film before you 

v iew it. After the title of the films is announced, please 

i ndi cate the title of the film on your IBM card by use of a 

code numb e r. The code numbers for the films are: 

91 



92 

Title 

1 . Rape Alert I (Bunny) 
2. Rape Culture I (Drug Talk) 
3. No Pat Answer I (Tom) 
4. Reality of Rape I (Drugs and Beyond) 

Code No. 

123 I (234) 
345 I (456) 
567 I (678) 
789 I (891) 

Mark the code number on your IBM answer card, in columns 1, 

2, & 3 under "Optional." 

You will then be shown the film. Please take your time 

ln evaluating the films. A 10-minute evaluation period will 

follow each of the films. Your IBM answer card will be col -

lected after every evaluation period. 

There will be a time for discussion after all films 

have been shown and all evaluations and measures have been 

completed. Please feel free to express your ideas and feel-

ings in this discussion period. 

Questions? 

Thank you, 

n, Psychology Intern 
Mental Section 
Lafene Student Health Center 



RAPE CULTURE 
Year: 
Producer: 

Details: 
Summary: 

RAPE ALERT 
Year: 
Producer: 

Details: 
Summary: 

Appendix I 

Rape Film Descriptions 

1976 
Cambridge Documentary Films 
P.O. Box 385 
Cambridge, MD 
35 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
This film attempts to establish connections 
between sex, "normal" patterns of male
female behavior (aggression-passivity), and 
rape by examination of (1) popular films, 
advertising, music, and adult entertainment, 
and (2) insightful reports from rapists. 
victims, rape crisis workers, prisoners, 
and authors/philosophers. 

1975 
Aims Instructional Media Services 
626 Justin Avenue 
Glendale, CA 
17 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
This film presents three rape scenes: the 
rape of a pregnant woman; the sadomaso
chistic rape of a young woman by a man she 
met in a bar, and the rape/murder of a 
female hitchhiker. Prevention (e.g., re
maining alert) as well as methods of escape/ 
defense (e.g., use of weapons, subterfuge, 
etc.) are emphasized. 

THE REALITY OF RAP E 
Year: 1975 
Producer: Motorola Teleprograms Inc. 

4825 N. Scott St., Suite 23 
Schiller Park, IL 

Details: 10 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
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94 

This film describes a rape incident and 
demonstrates an effective police interview 
of a rape victim. The objective of the 
film is to present to viewers behavioral 
skills needed for sensitive crisis manage
ment. 

RAPE PREVENTION: NO PAT ANSWER 
Year : 1976 
Producer: Radio-Television-Film 

217 Flint Hall 
University of Kansas 
Lawrence, KS 

De t ails: 17 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
Summary: This film deals with the rape of an older 

woman, her subsequent efforts to prevent 
further abuse. The vulnerability of kind 
and trusting women is emphasized. A young 
woman discusses preventive efforts and self
defense methods. Ways of preventing and 
dealing with sexual abuse of children are 
also suggested. 

RAPE: A PREVENTATIVE INQUIRY 
Year: 1974 
Producer: (can be ordered from) 

State Department of Health 
Topeka, KS 

Details: 18 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
Summary: This film depicts the rape of a housewife, 

a secretary, a businesswoman, and a student. 
Preventative strategies are suggested. Addi
tionally, convicted rapists relate their 
feelings from behind prison walls. 



Appendix J 

Drug Film Descriptions* 

DRUG TALK: SOME CURRENT DRUG PROBLEMS 
Details: 25 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
Summary: This film focuses on student response to 

several types of drug education programs, all 
offered within the school situation (e.g., 
lecture with slides and exhibits by police 
officer; discussions with ex-addicts; estab
lishment of a "rap room" on a campus). Edu
cational "don'ts" of drug education are 
presented, e.g., don't preach, frighten, or 
simplify; don't expect too much too soon with 
too little. 

DRUG AND BEYOND 
Details: 30 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
Summary: This film explores the idea of using drugs 

for expansion of one's consciousness. A 
number of alternative avenues to greater self
awareness are presented (i.e., meditation, 
alpha training). Furthermore, the question 
of ethical responsibility is raised as scien
tific ventures into mind expansion are pre
sented (i.e., electrical brain stimulation, a 
study of rats on a schedule of unavoidable 
punishment and their use of barbiturates, 
etc.) . 

BU NY 
Details: 
Summary: 

16 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
This film explores the life of "Bunny," a 
college junior who could be "the girl next 
door." Drugs are just one aspect of her life 

*Note: All of these films were produced in 1972 by the 
ational Institute of Mental Health, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock

v ille, MD. 
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TOM 
Details: 
Summary: 

96 

as an academically and interpersonally ambiv
alent student in quest of an identity. 

15 minutes, color, 16 mm, sound 
This film introduces the viewer to "Tom," a 
young man who has allowed hallucinogenic 
drugs to become an important aspect of his 
life. He lives as a free-working carpenter 
and potter in a "hippy" type of community 
in California. 



Appendix K 

Additional Tables 

Table 

12 Ratings of Rape Education Films on Film Appraisal 
Scale Items 1 - 16 

13 Ratings of Rape Education Films on Film Appraisal 
Scale Items 17 - 20 

14 Ratings of Drug Education Films on Film Appraisal 
Scale Items 1 - 16 

15 Ratings of Drug Education Films on Film Appraisal 
Scale Items 17 - 20 

16 Descriptive Data on Subpopulations in One-Way Anova 
Tests on ATRS and AWS Gain Scores 1 and 2 

17 Summary Measures and Group Classifications for All 
Variables 

18 Film Evaluation Raw Data 
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Table 13 

Ratings of Rape Education Films on Film Appraisal Scale Items 17 - 20 

17. Length of the Film lgiven its ~ur~ose l: 

Film Name 1=Too Short 
Rape Culture ln = 52) 2.0 
Rape Alert (n = 52) 3.8 
Rea 1 i ty of Rape (n = 52) 38.5 
No Pat Answer (n • 40) 12.5 
A Preventative Inquiry (n 12) 0.0 

18. Most A~~ro~riate Sex Audience for the film: 

!•Females 
Rape Culture (n = 52) 1.9 
Rape Alert (n • 52) 53.8 
Rea 1 i ty of Rape (n "' 52) 17.6 
No Pat Answer (n "' 40) 53.8 
A Preventative Inquiry (n = 12) 41.7 

20. Ap~ro~riate Ages as Audience for film: 

Rape Culture (n = 52) 
Rape Alert ln • 52) 
Reality of Rape (n • 52) 
No Pat Answer (n • 40) 
A Preventative Inquiry (n .. 12) 

19. Overall Evaluation of the film: 

Rape Culture (n = 52 ) 
Rape Alert (n • 52) 
Rea 1 i ty of Rape (n ,. 52) 

o Pat Answer (n = 40) 
A Preventative Inquiry (n 12) 

Elementary 
School 

Students 
1.9 
1.9 
1.9 

1•Poor 
21.1 
1.9 
9.6 
0.0 
8.3 

10.0 
16 . 7 

2=Fa1 r 
28 .8 
15.4 
15.4 
32.5 
8.3 

Percent Res~onding 
2a:Just Right 3=Too Long 

9.8 88.2 
76.9 19.2 
61.5 0.0 
82.5 5.0 

50.0 50.0 

Percent Res~onding 
2•Males & Females 3:Males 

90.4 7.7 
42.3 3.8 
76.5 5.9 
43.6 2.6 
58.3 0.0 

Percent Res~ondi ng "Yes" 
Junior High Senior High 

School School 
Students Students 

9.6 51.9 
42.3 76.9 
15.4 50.0 
70.0 90.0 
50.0 75.0 

Percent Responding 
3=Good 4•Ver~ G. 5 .. Exce11ent 
34.6 . 15.4 0.0 
30.8 28.8 23.1 
28.8 30.8 15.4 
32.5 32.5 2.5 
75.0 0.0 8.3 

Overa 11 Res~onse 

Mean S.D. 
2.86 .40 
2.15 .46 
1.62 .49 
1. 92 . 42 
2.50 .52 

Overa 11 Res~onse 

Mean S.D. 
2.06 .31 
1. 50 .58 
1.88 .48 
1. 49 . 56 
1. 58 . 52 

Adults 
College in 

Students General 
84.6 65.4 
78.8 69.2 
67.3 65.4 
77.5 77.5 
58.3 75.0 

Overa 11 Res~onse 

Mean S.D. 
2.44 1. 00 
3.56 1. 07 
3.27 1.19 
3.05 .88 
2.92 .90 
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Table 15 

Ratings of Drug Education Films on Film Appraisal Scale Items 17 - 20 

17. Length of the Fil m (given its purpose) : 
Percent Reseonding Overa l l Res2onse 

Film Name JcToo Short 2s: Just Right 3=Too Long Mean S.D . 
Drugs & Beyond (n = 51 ) 16.3 65.3 18.4 2. 02 . 60 
Drug Ta 1 k (n = 51) 2.0 78.0 20.0 2.18 .44 
Bunny (n = 51) 8.0 70 .0 22.0 2.14 . 54 
Tom (n = 51) 5. 9 52.9 41. 2 2.35 .59 

18. Most Appropri ate Sex Audience for the film: 
Percent Responding Overa 11 Response 

1cFemales 2•Males & Females 3•Males Mean S. D. 
Drugs & Beyond (n = 51) 0.0 95.9 4.1 2. 04 .20 
Drug Talk {n = 51) 0.0 100.0 0.0 2.00 .00 
Bunny (n "' 51) 8.0 92.0 0.0 1. 92 .27 
Tom (n "' 51) 2.0 96.0 2.0 2.00 . 20 

20. Appropriate Ages as Audience for film: 
Percent Res2onding "Yes" 

Elementary Junior High Senior High Adults 

School School School College in 

Students Students Students Students Genera 1 
Drugs & Beyond (n • 51 ) 2.1 9.3 28.9 32.1 27 .8 
Drug Talk (n = 51) 14.1 33.7 35.9 9. 8 6. 5 
Bu nny (n • 51) 3.7 7.3 28.0 34 . 1 26 .8 
Tom (n • 51) 0.0 4.9 23.2 43.9 28.0 

19. Overall Evaluati on of the film: 
Percent Respond i ng Ove ral l Response 

l•Poor 2cFa ir 3•Good 4•Verl G. 5cExcellent Mean s.o. 
Drugs & Beyond (n .. 51 ) 14.6 33.3 27.1 20.8 4.2 2.67 1.10 
Drug Ta 1 k (n = 51) 16 . 0 36.0 30.0 16.0 2.0 2.52 1. 02 
Bunny (n .. 51) 24.0 44.0 22.0 6. 0 4.0 2. 22 1.02 
Tom (n = 51) 23 . 5 37 . 3 21.6 15.7 2.0 2.53 1. 07 
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Table 17 

Summary Measures and Group Classifications for All Variables 

))) DISSERTATION DATA <<< 

>>> JOHNSCN I P. J, R. <<< 

>>> SUMMARY MEASURES AND GROUP CLASS! FICATICNS 
>>> FOR All VARI AolES. <<< 

>>> DATA FCRMAT <<< 

>>> COL. 1. F ll" GROUP: RAPE V S. DRUG 
>>> CCL. 2-5. SUB~ECT I 0 NUMBER 
>>> COL. 11-12. ATRS-PRETEST 
>>> COL. 1't-15. A TR S- PO ST TEST 
>>> CGL. 17-19. ATRS-CIFFERENCE SCCRE 
>>> COL. 21-22 ATRS-DELAVEO POSTTEST 
>>> CGL. 24-26 ATR s- 01 ff ERENCE SCORE 2 
>>> COL. 28-29 AnS-PRETEST 
>>> COL. 31-3 2. AWS-PCSTTEST 
>>> COL. 34-36. A\IIIS-OIFFERENCE SQCRE 
>>> COL. 38-39. AftS-DELAYED PCSTTEST 
>>> COL. "1-43. AftS-DIFFERENCE SCORE 2 
>>> COL. 45-4 7. MAC .. JAVELLIANlSM 
>>> COL. 49. MACH CLASSJFICATIC~ 
>>> COL. 51-54. BEM SEX ROLE: FEMININE SCORE 
>>> COL. 56-59. BEM SEX ROLE! MASCULit\E SCORE 
>>> COL. 61. BEM SEX ROLE: CLASSIFICATIC~ <<< 

11001 55 52 -3 54 -1 61 61 0 ;~ -1 94 2 3. S5 6.l5 2 
11002 83 85 2999 999 71 76 -1999 999 91 2 5.25 4.95 1 
ll'JJ3 64 t4 0 t3 -1 64 59 -5 63 -1 e1 1 4.45 4.55 4 
l_l_004 85 89 4 85 0 78 79 1 77 -1 Cj4 2 4.75 5. ao 2 
11005 86 88 2 82 -4 80 84 4 81 1 102 2 5.20 4.90 1 
11006 62 67 5 60 -2 5e 61 3 61 3 77 1 3.35 4.15 4 
11007 73 71 -2 69 -4 68 71 3 67 -1 75 1 4.60 6.35 2 
11J08 80 82 2999 999 82 78 -4Cj99 999 107 2 4.5~ -..eo 2 
12001 12 80 8 80 8 52 ~5 3 53 1 lC3 2 4. 25 s.es 2 

_ll002 84 93 9 92 8 80 76 -2 74 -6 111 2 4.65 6.35 2 
12 J'J3 t3 12 9 76 13 73 ec 1 11 4 106 2 4.55 5.20 2 
12004 12 86 14 74 2 66 68 2 66 c 115 2 4.15 3.10 4 
120)5 80 80 C999 999 6t: 66 0999 999 88 1 5.10 6.30 1 
12006 79 79 c e6 1 68 t:.6 -2 78 lC 97 2 !:. 30 5.~5 1 
12007 8 4 90 6999 999 76 12 _.,.999 Cj99 101 2 4.~0 s.so 2 
12~18 60 72 12 6S 9 62 74 12 70 -e 93 2 4.50 3.60 4 
12009 76 15 -1 68 -8 58 co 2 51 -1 Cj4 2 4.15 5.15 2 
12011 65 75 10999 999 o9 66 -3999 999 118 2 4.1J 4.7J 2 
12012 73 1Cj 699S 9«;9 10 78 SS9~ sse; uc; 2 4. 55 5.50 2 
13001 70 82 12999 999 76 65 -11999 99«; 93 2 4.90 5.60 1 
13 'J'J2 72 72 0999 999 51 52 lS99 999 103 2 4.05 5.1 ·) 2 
13:)04 60 76 -lt999 999 84 83 -lS9S sse; S3 2 .3. !: 0 5.55 2 
13005 b1 80 13 15 8 64 66 2 59 -5 73 1 5.05 5.05 1 
130')6 83 8C -3 80 -3 81 78 J 71t -7 91 2 4.80 5.15 l 
13007 71 86 15 87 16 75 69 -6 80 -~ 65 1 4.55 0. 35 2 
13009 8J 84 4999 999 13 70 -3S99 999 105 2 4 .. 20 4.95 2 
13010 73 79 599S 999 63 64 1S9S 9SS 94 2 4.Cj~ 5.15 1 
1 ~OJ 1 11 82 5999 999 59 56 -3S99 999 111 2 lt.65 5.90 z 
13 ·112 83 81 -2 72 -11 80 81 1 76 -It 104 2 4.80 6. JS 1 
13013 6 9 72 3999 999 64 c7 Jsc;s c;c;c; E5 1 "·50 4.10 4 
UQ50 56 6Z. ~ 68 12 46 48 2 47 1 74 1 5.2J 0.15 1 
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14 001 57 61 4 59 2 51 53 2 50 -1 ~0 2 4.t5 5.15 2 
14002 79 79 0 79 0 72 66 -6 63 -4i 72 1 3.70 5.30 2 
14 003 79 83 4 91 12 58 69 9 68 lC 92 2 4.50 4.65 4 
14004 67 68 1 68 1 58 f3 5 61 3 110 2 4.~5 5.05 2 
14005 68 73 5 72 4 70 71 1 70 0 98 2 4.80 6.00 1 
140 06 12 83 11 85 13 1e 15 - .3 7~ 1 79 1 4.30 5.70 2 
1400 7 15 83 a 76 l b3 70 7 64 1 82 1 4.90 5.20 1 
14008 75 81 6 77 2 74 75 1 79 5 87 l 5.00 5.20 l 
14009 68 70 2 74 6 62 f3 1 64 ~ 63 l 3.55 5.20 2 
14010 12 79 7 86 14 55 58 3 53 -2 · 18 l 5 •. oJ 5.15 1 
14011 84 94 10 9C 6 68 t:5 -3 69 1 91 z 5.CO 6.00 1 
14012 84 93 9 91 7 63 61 -2 64 1 76 1 5.10 5.20 1 
14J13 71 74 3 75 4 7C 67 -3 70 0 75 1 4.65 5.30 2 
14014 78 82 4 e5 7 68 68 0 63 -~ S4 2 lt.10 5.20 2 
14015 72 76 4999 999 74 72 -2999 999 83 1 5.30 5.10 1 
l4u16 68 86 1a e6 18 59 59 i) 70 11 83 1 5.00 4.€5 1 
14017 96 94 -3 92 -4 ~4 e6 2 e~ 1 11t 1 4.70 6.20 2 
14018 78 81 3 84 6 75 1S J 75 c 86 1 .lt.OJ 4.65 4 
14019 91 95 4 91 0 68 12 4 f4 -4 76 1 5. co 4.85 1 
14020 71 11 6 76 5 82 74 -s 15 -7 91 2 3.c;o 4.60 4 
14021 69 71 2 74 5 77 72 -5 67 -10 86 1 4.8J 5.50 1 
21001 81 86 -1999 999 63 e2 -1 SS9 9t;c; 74 1 4.SO 5.50 1 
21002 12 75 3 71 -1 68 64 -4 63 -5 8C 1 4.50 4.65 4 
21)')3 73 74 1 74 l 6S 12 3 7C 1 1C7 z 4.60 5.40 2 
21004 74 75 1 80 b 69 70 1 ~5 -it EO 1 4.05 4.05 4 
21005 79 73 -6 85 6 64 66 2 67 3 74 1 5.1!> 5.0.) 1 
21006 86 81 -599«; <794i 85 cs csc;c; gc;c; en 2 5. 15 5.05 1 
21007 79 78 -1999 999 91 91 0999 999 77 1 4.60 6.30 2 
21JJ8 81 15 -6 82 1 81 75 -6 80 -1 76 1 4.CO 5.10 2 
21C09 79 75 -4 81 2 74 78 4 72 -2 e1 1 4.!0 4.70 2 
22001 87 83 -4 86 -1 67 68 1 68 1 97 2 4.4J 5.2\J 2 
22002 79 76 -3 14 -5 1C 70 0 71 1 82 1 4.35 5.35 2 
22003 80 83 3 85 5 84 85 1 89 5 109 2 5. 10 :) • 50 1 
22'JJ5 71 68 -3 89 18 6S 66 -3 77 a 94 2 4.60 5.40 2 
22006 92 95 3 92 0 8C 78 -2 12 -e 114 2 5. 15 o.10 1 
22007 79 77 -1 86 8 68 77 9 78 10 74 1 5.~0 4.eo 1 
22'JI)8 78 81 3 e5 7 66 t4 -2 62 -4 87 1 4.40 5.20 2 
22009 67 67 0 77 10 61 el 0 67 t 6S 1 4.~c 4.eo 2 
22010 75 71 -4999 999 10 64 -6999 qq9 91 2 4.2J 6.1J 2 
22011 75 12 -3 74 -1 7G t5 -5 f:4 -t. '74 1 5. cs 4.40 3 
22012 78 78 0 82 4 75 76 l 76 1 87 1 4.30 4.S5 2 
22Jl3 81 e6 5999 999 68 66 -2999 9q9 93 2 3.75 5.75 2 
23001 82 71 -11999 999 58 55 -3SY'i c;c;c; es 1 4.CC 5.70 2 
23002 78 11 -1999 999 67 71 4999 999 79 1 4.25 4.70 2 
23JJ3 84 77 -1 81 -3 !::4 66 2 7C t. S4 2 4.40 5.20 2 
23004 76 82 6 8l 5 64 56 -8 61 -~ es 1 4.S5 5.30 1 
23005 63 65 2 61 -2 72 74 2 59 -13 10 2 2 3.9 () 5. 15 2 
23006 63 61 -299S qq9 6t: 69 3'i99 9c;c; c;o 2 4.40 5.45 2 

-- -------2JOC7 o3 61 -2 60 -3 66 t;':j 3 69~ 97 2 4---:T34:TO 4 
23))q 74 71 4 72 -2 74 73 -1 79 5 1 C4 2 3.9C 4.85 2 
23010 62 6 5 3999 999 5f: 52 -4S9S <;~c; S3 2 s.cc 5.40 1 
23011 83 83 0 84 1 63 68 5 70 1 119 2 4.9d o.JS I 
23012 71:: 75 -l<i99 9CJ9 62 f4 2sc;s c;c;q 101 2 3.50 5.5\) 2 
2~014 62 l:5 3 62 0 80 12 -a 80 0 82 1 s. 15 5.45 1 
24J:Jl 84 76 -8 78 -6 5t: 53 -3 61 5 so 1 5.51 5.5) 1 
24002 80 79 -1 82 2 74 69 -5 74 c 114 2 4.cc 5.60 2 
24003 71 84 13 80 9 18 64 -14 79 1 73 1 5. 3C 6.C5 1 
24 'JJ4 67 67 0 74 1 6<; 71 2 71 2 'i6 2 4.<;5 4.50 3 
240J5 75 70 -5 71 -4 58 c2 4 5'1 l e 9 1 4.ec 4.SO 2 
2400 6 74 12 -2 80 6 7c; 73 -6 74 -5 74 1 s.JJ 4.S5 1 
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24007 71 71 0 74 3 61 64 3 57 -It 79 1 4.55 5.60 2 
24008 75 74 -1 75 1 73 73 0 80 7 64 1 5.31) 5.lt0 1 
24009 70 69 -1 73 3 ec; E5 -4 83 -e 74 1 5.CO 5.40 1 
24010 71 67 -10 6S -9 85 85 0 68 -17 77 1 4. 15 5. 30 2 
24011 74 12 -3 71 -3 12 74 2 72 0 89 1 ~e.ao 4.7o 1 
24012 12 71 -1999 999 66 es -1999 c;c;c; c;) 2 !:. 35 5.95 1 
24013 89 79 -10 85 -4 71 18 7 79 e 86 1 4.50 6.35 2 
24 •J 14 70 67 -3 73 4 47 44 -3 e3 lf; 103 2 4.75 5.65 z 
24015 75 69 -6 63 -12 5e e5 7 51 -1 107 2 ~.35 5.20 1 
240 16 78 81 3 78 -1 65 64 -1 60 -5 63 1 lt.90 5.55 1 
24017 (::3 64 2 7C 8 61 60 -1 i:4 3 f!4 1 5.05 5.10 1 
24018 86 96 10 88 2 78 75 -3 80 2 94 2 lt.60 5.75 2 
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Table 18 

Film Evaluation Raw Data 

>>> FILM APPRAISAL SCALE <<< 
>>> FILM EVALUATICN RAW CATA <<< 

>>> 
>>> 
>>> 
>>> 

>>> 

0 AT A F 0 RM AT : 
COL. 1-5 
COL. 1o-12 
CGL. 19-37 

RAPE FILMS <<< 

SUBJECT ID t. 
FIL~ 10 I. 
F.A.S. RESPGNSES TO ITEMS 1-19. 

>>> RAPE AlERT: I 0 t 123 
11001----123-- 83111111111111~1112123 

--------------~1~Jo~J~2~----__ -_1~2~3~-----~~~6~22~1~1.2111111222442140 
11 003--123-- 922232 322223 22 23232130 
11004----123-- 10022112112121122112140 

<<< 

--------------~1~1o~o~s~-------~1~2~3~---- 92~122112~~~2~z~z~z~t~4~c~---------------------------
11 006---123-- ~62222322222 2221112120 
11J07----123-- ~611111lllll111111223J 
11008--123-- S~11222111111212112150 
12001----123-- 8311112211111211112255 -----------------------------
12Ja2----123-- 9211213121211122222150 
12003----123-- 83221321112323;2221233 
12004----123-- 9213222221121222232130 
12005--123- 9~434~32442441t43113340 
12006----123-- 9611112111111111122150 
12JJ7----123-- 9222343121222221322320 
12008----123-- ee221112221222211121~0 
12009----1~3-- 8332221222232333112133 
120 11---123- 834322123333331233312't 
l2 012----123-- 83223244332323~2113213 

----------~1~3~001- ~~3-----~9222233122221~2~2~2~2~2~2~2~4~0 __________________________ _ 
13002--123- 92333 2332223 233222~220 
13004----123-- 8333334222223323113122 
30J5----123-- 831111112111111111225=2~----------------------

13006----123-- 8822221111221332112150 
130 07- ---123-- S611113243221221113130 
13009----123- S61112122212222222323J 
13010----123-- 88112132322222~211~1.~2~0-------------------------------
130 11----123-- 8311114111111211112155 
130 12- ---123-- 92221122321111~11232~0 
13013----123-- 9611121211111222112150 
13J50----123-- 3311111111111131111153 
1400 1- ---123-- 8311111111121211122244 

.14002---123-- 9211211211122222222130 
14003----123-- 88232232222222~122213J 
14004 - ---123-- 8312222232~312~3322134 
140 0 5----123-- 8322222113221221112233 
l400b----1 23-- 961111~111121322212240 
14007----123-- ~611112211121112112240 
14008-- --123-- 922211211122222271~12~2~4~0~------------------------------
140 09----123-- 9213111111122232112150 
140 10----123-- 9223221112222131112220 
14011--123-- 83131Ll133221322443235 
140 12--123-- 96112222 2222 22 22223130 
14013----123-- 9613322111221221222240 
14014----123-- 9t2321221221~2~~27171~2~23~0~------------------------------
14 015-- --123-- 8323222222~11112222144 
140 16-- --123-- 9211111111111111112150 
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---------------------- -·------------ - · - - · - -·· 

14017---123--
14018----123--
14019---123-

--------~1~4~0~20--- -123--

1402 1---12300 

92111111 11111111112 2 50 
~ 612 11 2 2 11 12 22 22 112 14 J 
9623211111111111112240 
~212112111213122~1~1~2~2~4~0-------------------------

9222222221111222212230 

>>> RAPE CULTURE: 10 I 345 

11001----345-- 7922111323~43433113220 
11002----345-- 8822123233123232113220 
11003---345-- 8833323343333333233220 
11004----345-- 9211112122122232123230 
11J05----345-- 6822132122132321223343 
11006----345-- 833333334434~333223214 
11007----345-- 9243234423223312111220 
11ooa----345-- ee44243334443343124310 
12001----345-- 8322112022223332213230 
12)02----345-- 8811112132211312333240 
12003----345-- 8842223222~22332222230 
12004----345-- 8922323j43333333223220 
12005----345-- 9244223244244444222230 
12006----345-- 9221112121222211122230 
12007----345- - 8844222344332333233210 
12008----345-- 8822223243~212~21132~3~0~--------------
1200~----345-- 8843333243333433113210 

--------~1=2011----345-- 8322113232111211413244 
12012----345-- 8821111231211112113240 
13001----345-- 9633223242222223323220 
130•)2----345-- 8344 332244 43 3443113215 
13004----345-- 8333212233~223!3323133 
13005----345-- 8821122333432322333220 
13006----345-- 88222~2233;32332113230 

- ----1 3oo 1---34 5-- a 811113132 ~2-2 2 2=-3=-3-::-3::-:3=-2=-4,_,o,----·---------
13009----345-- 9611121131121222223230 
13010----345-- 6822112442~21112223230 
13011----345-- 8322134333323223223~2~25~--------
1 :n 12---345-- 9233334 344 4433 3411321-J 
13013----345-- 922233424444~334333210 
13050---345- 83322413434343131 f32 25 
14001---- 345-- 8!22233244;3242~223324 
14002----345-- 9222224121222223223230 
140 )3----345-- S833122242~2222122323J 
14004----345-- 8~22342243333333443214 
14005----345-- 8322222231222322223234 

' 140 06----345-- 922322334433233222~220 
14007----345-- 9222223221~21111222240 
14008---345-- 75241121 3122 22 22 2232 20 
1~009----345-- 8A242~4244443442223~2~1~0~------------------

14010----345-- 88442131434344~3333210 
l4Jl1JOJJ345-- ea33122133~2I32222323 o 
14012----345-- 922222222222z2;1TI22~4~----------------------

l40t3----345-- 9223223233322222333230 
14Jl4----345-- 922322233322222333322) 
14015----345-- 8833222233222322333230 
14016----345-- 8814114231333~44113310 
14017----345-- 8824111132222322233230 
14018----345-- 882311323322222323324C~------------------------
14Jl9----345-- 8824121143~2222221372) 

----------~~ ~40~2~0-_--___ -~3~4~5_--___ 8~8~2~3~1~4~3~2~4~4~;21324}23220 _______________________ __ 
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14021--345-- 92332222 32 222221333230 

>>> NO PAT ANSWER: IC: M 561 

11001----567-- 8322111112111222422223 
11002----567-- 9622112111111121112240 
11003----567-- 9222334333~32333232120 

--------------~1~1~0~0~4_-_-_-_-~5~6~7~1112121212133al~l2_1~4~0~---------------------------
11005----567-- ~22223431222333311212J 
11006----567-- 9222222212223332112120 
11 0 07----5.67-- 96 32 2 24 3 11 11 1 z 111llA.-..--------------------------
11008----567-- S611122211111223112140 
12001----567-- 8811111112~ll111112140 
12002----5~6~7_-_-~9~6~1~1LtllZ1JJi22~2~2~2~2~1~5=0 ______________________ __ 
12003----567-- 8322111122c2122222124S 
12004----567-- 7122132211121211122420 
~?5----567-- S611121211123~1~2~2~4~0~-------------------------
12006----567-- 10011112111111121112240 
12007----567-- 10011123211122222122240 
120 )8----567-- 921111'2122 22 22 222121 .~3..:...0 ________________________ . 
12009----567-- 9211222222222223222240 
12011----567-- 8322124222122222222223 

--------------~. 2012----5 67-- 96222232332222~2lli2~3~0~-------------------------
14001----567-- 9222111222331222112230 
14302- ---567-- 9222121211122221112140 
14oo 3---561-- e enw~z...'-D2.12..2...._L,._;"' c,__ __________________ . ___ _ 
14004----567-- 8334321111231323121123 
140)5--56 7-- 8324222 233232342213222 
14006----567-- 9~24123113~23232112120 
14007----567-- S622213221112222112230 
14008----567-- ~224223222~33322112230 
14009----567-- 961422122112ZJ~~=o _______________________ __ 
14·J 10----56 7-- 7 524121122 3323 211212 3J 
14011--56 7-- 7913123112~3 2443112120 
14012----56 7-- 9612 222222 22 12 22112240 
14013----567-- 96241321112212~2112240 
14014----567-- 9623122212~212~2112130 
14015----567-- S623222~222323222211~3~0 ________________ __ 
14016----567-- 8812112121221221111120 
14017----567-- 9623112111111222112240 
14018----567-- 1002422221212222111213~0~---------------------------
14019----567-- 9244113121~21222212330 
14020----56 7-- ~6241241211134~2112120 
14021---56 7- 96243332 22 22 22 21122l2 t) 

>>> REALITY OF RAPE: IC 11 789 

11001---789--
110.)2---789--
11003---789--
11004---789--
11J05---789--
11006---789--
11007----7 8 9--
11008---789--
12001---7 89--
12 J ·)2----7 8 9--
12003---789--

8323111111111212112233 
S322l22221113332322134 
8822222232222222221230 
9222113122~22321221230 
8811122231111121231240 
9222112121112122111240 
9211113331112322221230 
8822112441412311441220 
s g 111111? 1 £2 2 2 22 2112 3·0~ ----------------------
92111111213123ll33125J 
ae21l2422112222232224C 
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12004----78~-- 8322121222223232321233 
12005--789-- 832333! 122.3444 44112134 
12006----789-- 9211111111111111132250 
12007----78~-- 88111~2121112212421250 
12008----789-- 8811112221222222221130 
12009----789-- 8311222222223333222225 
12')11---789-- 833213 12223233:!3122222 
12012----789-- 8811112111111112222250 
13001----789-- 9222223221111321332240 
13002----789-- 8322233321223333332314 
13004----78~-- 8322114211213332221133 
130)5----78~-- 8321111221113131432215 
13006----789-- 8822121131~34333221220 
13007----789-- 8311113212112222222245 
13009----789-- 8821123211~22222~3223G 
13010----789-- 88221242313232122~2~1~1~3~0~-----------------------------
13011----78~-- S323113241~13311111245 
13012----789-- 8821114211122232322340 
13013----78~-- 921322322212~322222220 
13J50----789-- 8312111121111131111245 
14001----789-- 71111111111222~2322440 

14002--789-- 9211212211122222222130 
140 )3--789-- C121222321122222 2222240 
14004----789-- 7911111111332322332113 
140)5----78~-- S323222211223333222223 
14C06----789-- 83221122113222~1432234 
l 1t007---789-- t7211111211111112332240 
14008----7~8~9~-----~8~8~1~1~1~2~1~1~2~2~3~3~3~3~3~2~2~2~1~~2~4~0~----------·------------------

14009----789-- 88131122313232~2221320 
I40to----7aq-- 7911113231113224422250 
14011----78~-- 831311~111411222222244 

14012---789- 961ll11111111L 11112250 
14 ·')13----JSq-- 882311212122222333224) 
14014--789-- 176122121111112222222~0 
I4015----78q-- 7923222232333333332220 

--------~1_4~·)~1~6_-_--__ -_7~8~9_-_-__ ~7~9~11132111424424421110 
14017----789-- S812111111 11~1~1~1~2~2~3~2~27170----------------------------
1401d--789-- So24113211.1112122J2150 
14019----789-- S22311111111 1112112240 

---------------1~4~020----789-- 8813111111~11121331240 
14021--7 8c;-- 9222222211.112222332230 

> > > A PREVENT A 1 l V E IN CU J R Y : I 0 II 55 5 

. 13001----555-- 9222112122.C22222~22230 
13002----555-- e332333233332333213230 
13004----555-- 8323223222.Cll3~2122132 
13005----555-- 10011112321;21211112230 
13116----555-- 921.1221121211221112150 
13007----555-- 10011112233222221113120 
13009----555~---~t;~&~l'1'1~2·~2'1~2~2n1~2r-2~2n;"t~I~1~2n2~3~o~-----------------------------
13Jlo----555-- 92ll12113111111lll3230 
13011----555-- 83221l4221311213112135 
13012 -555 9833313243322222223230 
13013----555-- 92432~334433~323223110 
13050----555-- aJ23111132~32232113235 
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>>> DRUG FILMS <<< 

>~> DRUG TALK: I 0 M 456 
21001----456-- 1002233222333~333213222 
21002----456-- 10022333222232332112222 
210~3----456-- 10022442222333333143211 
21004--456- 9~232~2123121322112230 
21005----456- - 8033324232233333110000 
21006----45b-- 9523224233323344113220 
21007----456-- 954442~~33332434113210 
21008 -456-- 9522334222323323222220 
21009----456-- 9521212221421223212240 
22001----456-- 951111111111111111224C 
2 2 0 ·)2---4 56-- 9522 3 2.;33:....:2=3=-=3=3~2=-3::...:.:22~2::.:2=:..:2::..::2:...:2::...:0:..__ ______________ _ 
22003----456-- 95221242 23 2333 i:211223C 
220~5----4 56-- 1002222434333~323113223 

--------~2~2~)~J~Q----45b-- . 95223322~3=2~3~3~3~2~11~2~2~2~~~-------------------
22007----456-- 9~1111112111 1111112240 
22008--456-- 952232311122 23111122 30 

------------2=2=0=-0~9----4 56-- 1G033222222~323~233~233 
22010----456-- 10023233323~21332233213 
22011----456-- 951111lllllll111112240 
22012----456-- 9522223223223212112220 
22013----45~-- 10032223223322322112233 
23~)1----4 56-- 9523221212232332112230 

---------~2~3~0~02----~56-- 1001222212112=2=2=~=2~1=12=2~~~3~-------------------------
23003----456-- 9522223222222222112230 
23004----4 56-- 9~23122223~22322223230 

23005----456-- 95221=2=2~2~2=2~4=3~4~4~4=3:....:1~1~2=2~3~0~-----------
230Jo----456-- 9~23213212Lll12122224J 
23007--456-- lC023232 2 ~3 22 22231122 33 
~3009----45~-- 9~223332234443242~2~22~10~----------------------
23Jl0----456-- 10022332112122322112233 
23011----456-- 9~142122122222~2112230 

------~2~3~0~1~-456-- 951322322323232222~23~0~-----------------------------
23014----456- - 9~332~42334323;3213210 

24001----456-- 9522212111121122232230 
______________ _..2._.4--.J-LJ2- - 4.5.J>:.::__~Z32 ~ 2 4 2 4..i!!1.J!!U .~J~--------------

24003----45b-- 9532334423333333322220 
24004----456-- 10032322223333332222223 

--------------~24~)J5----456-- 1~2££2122221232 321)2~2=-=3~4~-----------------------------
2400~----456-- 951221222223~3~2112220 
24007----456-- 9522334222233333222220 
24008--456- 1UO.j432lll23434 ~31122 25 

. 2'•009----456-- CJ532131111111121l12240 
24)10----456-- 10)34444334344444413211 
2401 1----45b-- 9~22;L2222~2233222222~0 ____________________________ ___ 
24012----456-- 10012213211211111112252 
24) 13----456-- 952222 2212 33 33 2311121 :> 

----------~2~4~0~1~4-__ ---456-- 1003333412344~3~23~1~2~2~1~2~-----------------------------
240 15----456-- 952211111142 22 2(112240 
2 4 0 1 b--4 56-- 9 53 2 3 3 4 2 2 2 22 2 3 ~ 3 112 2 2 c 
24017----456-- 9543321232132322223220 
24018----4 56-- 952322J11213332212222J 

>>> DRUGS C. BEYCNO: 10 # 891 

21001----891-- 10011 3~3~2~3~3=3~3=3~3~4~4~3~1~1 ~;~22~2~------------------------------
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21002----891-- ~5221222211113 32112240 
21003--891- - '15222£3222 3233222 32230 

-------~2:-:1'-:0'""=04--891- 9512121122 22 23 321122.....:.4-=..0 _____________ _ 
21005----891-- 8022122122222234110CCO 
21006----89 1-- 951111113121121211 1240 
21007- ---891-- ~53223112121132311223J 
21008----891-- 9~22223222322322222330 
21009----8~1-- 9511123111211122112250 
220)1 ----891-- 95332;1123432322112220 
22002--89 1-- 10022223223333332113224 
22003--891-- 9522124122321313112230 
22 :)05-- - 891- 1C032112113:!3 2332112225 
22006---89 1-- 9~22143211111222111240 
22007---- 89 1- - 952311211221121111223J 
22008----891-- 951211311131322211123C 
22009- - - - 891-- 1002323222232233222223~5~------------
22 J 11- --- 891-- 10011223223222322222334 
22011 ----89 1 ----~9~5~2~1~1~1~2~1~1~1~~~-2~12~~~-2~1~1~2~2~4~0~---------------------------
220 12---- 891-- 9522112221221321443230 
22013----89 1-- 10022211212211211112245 
23001--- - 891-- 1002322323233 2441111225 
23002---- 891 - - 10024222222333333111223 
23 003 - ---891-- 9~24123233322222323220 

----------~23~004---_-~S~9~0~----1~0~0~3~4~1~21322322333211224 
23J15----891- - 9534231223344442112210 
2300~----89 0-- 9~1312311232~3222222~0 
2 300 7-- -- 891-- 95~32 23243 34 2242113220 
2 3 oa<;--891-- 9 ~341142 23 43 24 211122.20 
23010----891-- 10022233122223312112233 

________ _;2:..:3 0~ 1--891-- 9524124324-443443112210 
23012--891-- 9~242 ~3234 444444223210 
2~014----891-- 9524123234 ~22222112220 

--------~21t0Jl----891-- 953332;22343443422221) 
24002-- -891-- 9 534~ 2 22 22:!2-3 3 ~22222 40 
24003---- 89 1-- 10022433223422133112225 
24134----891-- 10C33~222~3~333~3313215 
240~5---- 890-- 9522222223333333222240 
24006---- 891-- S512122222122212 11223 0 

_________ 24007---- 891 - - 802222222223 23322200CO 
24008----891-- 9511111111111312111240 
24 009---- 891 - - 95111311l l 111222 11 225 J 
24010---- 891-- 9544444444 4444 44 11 321 0 
24011----891-- 95222222223233 22222~2~3~0~----------------------

2 4 ~ 12----8 9 1-- 95132 ~ 3212 333 3 4 4112220 
2 4 0 13----891-- 100221321222222 2 1111244 
24014--891-- 100343433 3444 2434333215 
24015----891-- 95221~11 1 3 4 3442411 2220 
z ~016----e91-- 9522222222 332 3321122 03 
24017- --- 891- - 10)3322222443333422 2223 
24018- - --89 0-- 952322112 1 122242322220 

>>> BUNNY: 10 # 23 4 

21 011----23 4-- 10Jll222222 3344 4434 222 3 
2 1002----234-- 9511112211423213112230 
2 1003 - - --23 4- - 952222222232 3 3 23 223 220 

------2 1 J J 4----234-- (00 233233132333 24113.--,2-=2-=--4- -
2100~----23 4 -- 802332 42 2 24333 33 11COOO 

--~2~1~0~0~6~---_-_-~2~3~4~---~1_0~~3~12~2~2~3~2~3~4~3~44~3_4~2~1~22~14 _ ________________________ ______ _ 



- - -- -- - ------ -

21007--234--
21008---234--
21009---234--
22001---234--
2 20 02---234--
22003--234--
22005----234--
22006----234--
22007--234-
22008--234-
2200f1--234--
22010----234--
22011---234--
22012--234-
22013----234--
230:)1----234--
23002---234--
23003----234-
2 3 0 J4----23 4--
23005----234--
2~006--234--

23007---234-
23009---234--
23010---234--
23011---234--
23012--234--
23J 14---234--
24001----234-
24002----234--
24003----234-
24004----234--
240 )5---234--
24006----234--
24007---234--
24J :JS--2 34--
24009---23 4-
24010---234--
24011---234-
24012---234--
24Jl3---234-
240 t 4---234--
24 0 1 5--2 3 4--
24016---234-
24017----234-
24018---234--
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c; 5333 2.332 3 44 34 34113220 
S522222222323332112140 
9511112112~113=2~3~1~12~1~3~0~-----------------------------
1001211222133~323342233 

~532223322333333222220 
9522214234431333112220 
952222423333 33 2.3113210 
95222~2223333333112220 
952221322433~222223230 
~511113111322312112230 
100332232.323322~2222233 
10023222321322321232233 
9~22322222433323222120 
95111111112l221211225C 

1C02222322222~2~3~2~4~1~1~2~2~3~5 _______________________ ___ 
1J034223222343432111225 
9524212134432233223110 
~524322222333222222230 
«i!2422442344443422121C 
9~22213233344444113210 
952J22323343333322221J 
100232331432232~2112223 
95241111124313~1112230 
S522333123230333112223 
9~24313222444433412210 
q513322232433333313220 
q~24214233~3233=2~1=2=3~2~20~----------------------------
95J332322243;323 332210 

1J034222224344444222224 
9~33434433434443221250 

10033323233344434113214 
100232223.33333323322224 
~~1 3 2232222322~222222C 

9523222223333333222230 
9~22~11111~224231122~0 
95332222223223~~3~1~1~2~2~2~0 ______________________________ , 
S54444444444444411321J 
qst2223222323323222220 
qs1434~144~4424~1~1~2~2~t~o ____________________________ ___ 
952222223333~31433121) 

10033322232444444212245 
q542122122432224112220 
9522232222~223~311222~C~-----------------------------
S532213212333224132220 
953221321233322413222) 

>>> TOM: 10 N 678 

71001- ---678-- 10011223332444444~23223 

21002----676-- 9511124212333334112220 
21003----678- 9~222242~232332322322C 
21 004---6 7 8-- 9 522212.3 33 23 33 231132 20 
210]5---678-- 10021111222442333212224 
21006---678-- 10021111133~33322223225 
21007----678-- 9533324323333334112220 
21)08---678-- 9522222222323323222230 
21009----678-- 9512112122222212112330~-----------------------

22001----676-- 10022224333332323223224 
--------------~2=2~0~0~2~---__ -_6~7=8-----~9~5,;3~2~2~2~4~3~2~3~3~3~3~3~-~~3~2~2~2~2~2~0 ------------------------------
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22003----678- - 9511114111323323122230 
22ao s- ---61e-- 10031211213~23322112224 
220 06 ----678-- 9512224222122~3~3~3~272~1~2~3~0 ____________________________ _ 
22C~7----678-- 10022321333434324323224 
2200 8----67 8-- 10011113121~12213222234 
22C09--- -67 8- - 9523125222132322332244 

------------~2~2~J~l~0~--------6~7~~8-----1~0~0~2~2~1~1~2~2=23333432222~2~2~4~------------------------

220 11 - -6 7 8- - 10021311222324313222225 
2201 2 - --- 678-- 9512114132222321133240 
22013----678-- 10022114211212213112245 
23001-- - -678-- 100322222333434~2111225 
2~002----678-- 10~13222112222333222234 
23003----678- - 9~22223221222222112240 
23004---- 6 78-- 95333232343333~3223210 

23015--- - 67e-- 9~22113223434243212230 

23006----678-- 9~23114222?223~3112220 
2300 7- --- 61 a- - 10023223434 34 43 32112244 
23J09- ---678-- 10022223222~333~2211223 

2301 0----678-- 9522232112223332112230 
23011----678- - 9~12223323~3332311222J 
23012---- o7e-- 951322?222?32323222 230 
2?014-- - -678-- 9~34234243433334213210 
24001 - ---678- - 952211311222332322223J 
24002--678-- 9~443~3244444442223240 
2400 3----678-- 10023323223332332222225 
240)4----678-- 10044~13343~4~444443214 
24005----676 -- 10024123333333423433214 
240Jb----678-- 952332323232.~3~3~1~4~3~3~37271~0------------------------------
24007- -- -678-- 9~23222233444423222240 
24CC8----678 - - 9523211111222212112240 
2400 9- ---678-- 9533222234444~44113210 
24010----678-- 9~444444444444~4113210 
24011----678-- 9513222232323323233220 
240 12 ----678-- 100141122111111111122!4 
24013---- 678-- 9522222243344444443110 
24 ·) 14---61 a-- 10044113344444444223215 

---------------~2~4~0~1~5~-------~6~7~P~----~9~5~2~2~3l44444444241332.~10~---------------------

24016-- - - 67S - - 9524222234434424333210 
24 .) 1 7- --- 678- - 1 01)4 33214 444 '+44lt4323213 
24018----678- - 95423141123223~1112~2 ~30~-----------------------------
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