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An Exploration into the Acceptance of Male Rape 
Myths within the UK

Until1994, UK law failed to recognise male on male rape 
as a criminal offence. The Sexual Offences Act defines rape as 
‘intentional penile penetration of the vagina, anus or mouth 
without reasonable belief in consent’ (2003: chapter 42, part 1). 
In England and Wales, more than 35,000 rapes are reported each 
year [1]. With 10% of these carried out on males [2]. Likewise, 
according to the 2014 Bureau of Justice Statistics in the United 
States, there were 173,610 adult victims of rape,9% of which 
were male victims [3]. Although statistics show that females are 
more likely to be victimised than males, the reported prevalence 
will never reflect the true extent of the problem, as many 
individuals, males and females alike, do not report the incident 
[4]. More specifically, while it is estimated that only around 15% 
of women who experience sexual violence choose to report 
it to the police (Ministry of Justice, Home Office and Office for 
National Statistics (MoJ), 2013), men are even less likely to 
report rape, with only around 4% of male victims likely to report 
rape [5]. [6]. suggests that this is largely due to the social stigma 
surrounding male rape, serving as a barrier for victims seeking 
help. 

This stigma is central to the concept of rape myths. Coined 
and defined by Burt (1980, p.217) as “prejudicial, stereotypes  

 
or false beliefs about rape, rape victims and rapists which serve 
to create a climate that is hostile to rape victims” and later 
“attitudes and beliefs that are generally false but widely and 
persistently help, and that serve to deny and justify male sexual 
aggression against women” [7]. The notion that ‘real men’, those 
who do not conform to society’s masculine standard, cannot be 
raped [8].exacerbates victim blaming culture. Such individuals 
would not put themselves in a position to be raped and thus 
would not be at risk. The loss of power and feeling unable to 
protect oneself is a prominent issue for male survivors of sexual 
abuse and rape [9]. in how they feel about themselves and also 
the perception from others.

Research suggests that men are blamed more when others 
perceive them not have fought back against their abuser [10]. 
eliciting a sense of decreased masculinity among male survivors. 
The literature into male rape myths is sparse, and thus the present 
study aims to bridge the gap between this and the comparatively 
extensive female rape myth research. The literature into rape 
myths surrounding female victims will be reviewed, and then 
the focus will be directed to what is known about male rape 
myths. Studies which aim to identify factors which contribute 
to the occurrence of sexual assault highlight a range of reasons 
why men rape women. Notably, the association between sexism, 
sex role stereotyping and sexual violence is prominent [11]. 
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Coller and Resick (1987) identified those American, female, 
undergraduates who endorse sex-role stereotypes are more 
likely to blame and hold the victim responsible for a rape. 

Burt (1980) suggested that rape is merely an extension of 
traditional gender role behaviours within the context of sexual 
interactions, where males are powerful and dominant, and 
women are weak and fragile. Leading on from this, Glick and 
Fiske (1996) distinguished between hostile and benevolent 
sexism. Those who score high on hostile sexism believe that 
women should submit to socially constructed roles [12]. 
whereas those who score highly on benevolent sexism adhere 
to the belief that women need to be protected by a man. Whilst 
the latter may appear to portray women in a positive light [13]. 
it may actually contribute to forming a patronising traditional 
sex-role stereotype for females. Glick and Fiske identified that 
hostile sexism (but not benevolent sexism), in both male and 
female participants, correlate with the acceptance of female 
rape myths, further supported by Davies, [14]. Other research 
however has found that the acceptance of both hostile and 
benevolent sexism has an association with the acceptance of 
female rape myths [15].

 The conflicting findings about hostile and benevolent 
sexism propose that they work independently, and therefore 
should be correlated separately with rape myth acceptance. 
Furthermore, it serves as justification to investigate the possible 
link between hostile and benevolent sexism towards male rape 
myth acceptance. 

Despite the abundance of research exploring the beliefs 
and attitudes associated with female rape myths, comparatively 
limited attention has focused on the area of male rape myths. 
Whilst research in the area is minimal, common beliefs 
surrounding male rape that have been identified include: male 
victims exhibit lower levels of masculinity, men cannot be forced 
to have sex against their will, and men are less affected by sexual 
assault than women [16]. It could therefore be contended that 
male rape is an issue, but currently understudied and largely 
misunderstood. That being said, the factors that facilitate rape 
endorsement are similar for both male and female victims [17]. 
And have been argued as stemming from the same patriarchal 
structure, relating to sexism [18]. That is, both male and female 
rape myths are widespread due to the expectations and the 
societal norms surrounding sexual orientation, masculinity and 
gender [19]. Hegemonic masculinity proposes that men hold 
traits such as independence, toughness, power, aggressiveness, 
control, and dominance [20]. Whereas rape victims are commonly 
portrayed as weak, feminine and defenceless [21]. Thus, when 
conforming to socially constructed ideas of masculinity, ‘real 
men’ cannot be victims of rape (Lees, 1997). Similarly, O’Brien, 
Keith, and Shoemaker (2015) suggest that myths pertaining that 
real or strong men cannot be raped is one of the most cited male 

rape myths, and is prevalent in military culture where masculine 
physical strength is celebrated. 

Alike that committed against females, male rape is usually 
motivated by “dominance, power and the enhancement of 
masculinity” (Lees, 1997). Therefore, it serves as justification to 
investigate the extent to which individuals believe rape myths 
about males as well as females. Rape myths about female victims 
serve to perpetuate the occurrence of sexual violence, but they 
can also minimise the problem of male rape, leading to disturbing 
outcomes for all affected [22]. Struck man-Johnson and Struck 
man-Johnson (1992) were the first to attempt to measure male 
rape myths, and used a student population. Their research 
highlighted that attitudes which facilitate rape myth acceptance 
for female victims, may work in the same way for rape myths 
about male victims. Notably, ambivalent sexism toward men 
[23]. is likely to be correlated with rape supportive attitudes, 
just as ambivalent sexism toward women is associated with 
rape myth acceptance for female victims. A societal belief that 
women are sexually passive, whilst men are sexually dominant 
and assertive, instigating all sexual encounters, can lead many to 
believe that the sexual assault of men by women is improbable 
[17,24].

The Current Study
Overall, rape myth acceptance has been extensively 

researched, however little has been said about the acceptance 
of such statements when rape does not follow the traditional 
script of a male perpetrator attacking a female victim. The 
overall purpose of this study is to further explore the acceptance 
of male rape myths and examine the factors associated with the 
acceptance of such myths, within UK university students. Payne, 
Lon sway, and Fitzgerald’s (1999) Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance 
Scale and [8]. Male Rape Myth Scale is used to measure female 
and male rape myth acceptance, respectively. It was predicted 
that men would score higher on both measures of rape myth 
acceptance. The study will also investigate the argument that 
the attitudes which facilitate rape myth acceptance for female 
victims, may work in the same way for rape myths about male 
victims [23]. As such, we examine how acceptance of female 
rape myths and ambivalent sexism (both benevolent and hostile 
sexism) toward men, relate to male rape myth acceptance. It was 
predicted that male rape myth acceptance will be predicted by 
female rape myth acceptance. 

Method
Participants

In total, 65 participants (21 male; 44 female) were recruited 
from a medium-sized university in the United Kingdom. All 
participants were recruited via an online link which distributed 
the relevant questionnaires. The participants ages ranged from 
18 to 23 (M=22, SD=5.71), with 89% of the sample being White 
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British (n = 58) and the remaining 11% identifying as Black 
British (n=7).

Procedure
 Ethical approval was received prior to conducting the 

research. Upon which, all participants were approached by the 
principal investigator who described the project to them. Those 
who voluntarily agreed to participate agreed to the terms of 
the information sheet and provided signed the consent form. 
Confidentiality and anonymity of participants’ responses were 
strongly emphasized prior to the study commencing. Once 
participants gave their consent, they were asked to complete 
measures of female and male rape myth acceptance, along 
with measures relating to ambivalence sexism towards women 
and men. All questionnaires took approximately 30 minutes to 
complete, after which participants were debriefed and thanked 
for their assistance with the research.

Materials 
Unlike the College Date Rape Attitude Survey [25]. Struck 

man-Johnson and Struck man-Johnson’s (1992) Males Rape 
Myth Scale is applicable to male on male, as well as heterosexual, 
rape, and was created for such purposes. In addition, the study 
measured hostile and benevolent sexism, using the Ambivalent 
Sexism Inventory [13]. Attitudes using the Ambivalence toward 
Men Inventory AMI [23] and female rape myth acceptance 
using the updated Payne, Lon sway, and Fitzgerald’s (1999) 
Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance Scale (IRMA; McMahon & Farmer, 
2011). The latter has been validated on a student population, 
and is therefore relevant to be used in the current study on UK 
university students.

The Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance Scale (IRMA; Payne, 
Lon sway, & Fitzgerald, 1999)

The IRMA is a 22 item self-report questionnaire assessing 
cultural beliefs that work to support and propagate sexual 
violence [26]. Participants will respond on a five-point Likert 
scale ranging from 1 (Strongly agree) to 5 (Strongly disagree). 
Higher scores are indicative of a greater rejection of rape myths. 
Example items include: “Many women secretly desire to be 
raped” and “Men from nice middle-class homes almost never 
rape”.(Cronbach’s α =.92).

The Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (ASI; Glick & Fiske, 
1996)

 The ASI is a 22 item self-report measure which consists 
of hostile and benevolent items weighted equally, aiming to 
measure overall sexism. It is used frequently in cross cultural 
research on sexism. Participants will be asked to indicate their 
level of agreement or disagreement on a six-point Likert scale 
ranging from Disagree strongly to Agree strongly, with higher 
scores demonstrating greater levels of sexism. Example items 
on the Hostile Sexism Scale include: “Most women interpret 
innocent remarks as being sexist” and “Women are too easily 
offended”. Example items on the Benevolent Sexism Scale 

include: “Many women have a quality of purity that few men 
possess” and “Women should be cherished and protected by 
men”. (Cronbach’s α =.90).

Male Rape Myths Scale (MRMS; Struck man-Johnson & 
Struck man-Johnson, 1992)

Male Rape Myths 12 item self-report measure that reflects 
misconceptions about men as victims of rape. It is the only 
measure of male rape myth acceptance that distinguishes 
between male and female assailants. Six items refer to men being 
victimised by other men (e.g., “It is impossible for a man to rape a 
man”), and the other six refer to women as the perpetrator (e.g., 
“It is impossible for a man to be raped by a woman”). Participants 
are asked to indicate their level of agreement or disagreement 
on a six-point Likert scale ranging from Disagree strongly to 
Agree strongly. Higher scores represent greater endorsement of 
these rape myths. Four items were reverse scored, and an overall 
mean was generated called Mean Male Rape Myths (Cronbach’s 
α =.77).

The Ambivalence Towards Men Inventory (ATMI; Glick 
& Fiske, 1999)

 The ATMI is a 20 item self-report questionnaire that 
differentiates between women’s hostile and benevolent 
prejudices and stereotypes about men. Respondents are asked 
to indicate their level of agreement or disagreement on a six-
point Likert scale ranging from Disagree strongly to Agree 
strongly. Glick and Fiske (1999) extracted two means to assess 
benevolent sexism and hostile sexism; the coefficient alphas 
were .85 and .81, respectively. Example items include: “Men are 
unwilling to share power with women” and “Men should provide 
for women”. (Cronbach’s α=.88).

Results
The means and standard deviations for all measures were 

calculated. The results of this output are presented below 
(Table 1). A Spearman’s ρ correlation was firstly performed to 
investigate any association between the acceptance of female 
rape myths (as measured by the IRMAS) and male rape myths (as 
measured by the MRMS), which found a significant correlation 
between the two, r = .36,p<.01. This significant relationship 
was explored further via a linear regression, to investigate the 
extent of the impact that accepting female rape myths may have 
on the acceptance of male rape myths. A significant regression 
equation was found, F(1, 64) = 21.65, p < .05, R2=29, indicating 
that the higher acceptance of female rape myths is associated 
with a higher acceptance of male rape myths. To determine if 
there were similarities in the attitudes associated with rape 
myth acceptance in males and females, further correlations 
were performed. The association between the acceptance of 
female rape myths and ambivalent sexism towards women (as 
measured by the ASI) was investigated. As the ASI has sub-scales 
measuring for both benevolent and hostile sexism, along with 
an overall score for ambivalent attitudes, all three scales were 
separately correlated with the IRMAS.
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Table 1: Means (M) and Standard Deviations (Sd) For All Scales And 
Sub-Scales.

Scale M SD

Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance Scale (IRMAS) 2.84 0.56

Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (ASI) 2.73 0.76

Hostile Sexism (towards women) 2.65 0.99

Benevolent Sexism (towards women) 2.81 0.73

Male Rape Myths Scale (MRMS) 1.45 0.62

Ambivalence Towards Men Inventory (ATMI) 2.65 0.77

Hostile Sexism (towards men) 2.94 0.83

Benevolent Sexism (towards men) 2.35 0.93

 Results found significant correlations for all three attitudes; 
benevolent (p =.49, p < .01), hostile (p =.62, p < .01), and ambivalent 
(p =.63, p < .01), indicating that the more accepting participants 
were of female rape myths, the more accepting they were of 
sexist attitudes towards women. The association between male 
rape myths (as measured by the MRMS) and ambivalent sexism 
towards men (as measured by the ATMI) was also calculated. 
Similar to the ASI, three scales of attitudes towards men were 
separately correlated with the ATMI (benevolent, hostile and 
ambivalent sexism). Results found no significant correlations, 
indicating no relationships between the acceptance of male rape 
myths and sexism towards men. To further investigate if the 
underlying ideologies supporting female rape myths is similar 
to those supporting male rape myths, a multiple regression 
was calculated using all correlated attitudes as predictors. 
As the MRMS found no correlations between male rape myth 
acceptance and sexism towards males, a regression was only 
calculated for female rape myth acceptance, using benevolent, 
hostile and ambivalent sexism toward women as predictors. 
Results indicated that hostile sexism (β = .29, t = 4.43, p < .01) 
was the only significant predictor for the acceptance of female 
rape myths, F (2, 63) = 22.02, p< .01, R2 = .41.

Discussion
As one of the first studies to examine the rates of male 

rape myths within a UK university sample, the main aim of 
the study was to develop a better understanding of male rape 
myths, by investigating the factors associated with supporting 
these attitudes. Results found the acceptance of female rape 
myths to be a predictive indicator in the acceptance of male rape 
myths. This is in line with expectations and contributes to the 
evidence that the factors which facilitate rape myth acceptance 
are similar for both genders Chapeau et al. When exploring the 
attitudes that contribute to the acceptance of male and female 
rape myths however, results highlighted that the attitudes which 
facilitated rape myth acceptance for female victims did not 
work in the same way for male victims. Specifically, the current 
study found that those who were more accepting of female rape 
myths demonstrated increased levels of benevolent, hostile and 
ambivalent sexism, with hostile sexism shown to be a strong 
predictor.

 This is in line with previous research which shows that 
ambivalent beliefs towards women are related to the acceptance 
of female rape myths Chapleau et al. [1]. As benevolent sexism 
casts females as weak and dependent on a male to look after 
them [12] and hostile sexism explains the justification of men’s 
power over women [27]. However, when exploring male rape 
myths, there was no relationship between benevolent, hostile 
and ambivalent sexism and the acceptance of male rape myths. 
These outcomes are in contrast to previous expectations that 
the ideologies which facilitate rape myth acceptance for female 
victims may work in the same way for rape myths about male 
victims [15]. Chapleau et al. [28]. In particular, Glick and 
Fiske (1999) contended that ambivalent sexism towards men, 
including hostile and benevolent sexism, will relate to support 
of male rape myths. As similar to the way ambivalent attitudes 
(positive and negative) towards women relate to female rape 
myth acceptance, there is also positive and negative ambivalence 
towards men. 

For example, both men and women may view men as being 
strong and resourceful (benevolent sexism), but at the same 
time, seeing them as arrogant and domineering (hostile sexism). 
Chapleau however, only found that benevolent sexism toward 
men was associated with male rape myths. As individuals high 
in benevolent sexism toward men may believe that men are 
supposed to be invincible and, if a man is raped, he must have 
showed some unmanly weakness to provoke the assault. The 
researchers further contended that as hostile sexism towards 
men is the belief that men exploit women for sex and power, 
it might be that this belief is only relevant in heterosexual 
interactions with the male as the aggressor. It can be argued that 
whilst male rape should be understood alongside female rape, 
its perpetration can differ significantly to that of female rape. 
The instruments used in the present study have been criticised 
for their hetero normatively Chapleau et al. One participant, who 
identified as gay, commented that he did not feel that the scales 
were as applicable to him. 

Therefore, utilising scales based on heterosexual interactions, 
such as Struck man-Johnson and Struck man-Johnson’s male 
rape myth scale, are inadequate to measure male on male rape 
myth acceptance. It would be interesting to see how utilising 
Melanson’s Male Rape Myth Scale, a more rigorous measure of 
male rape myth acceptance [29]. which accounts for homophobic 
attitudes, may provide different results. Recent allegations made 
against Kevin Spacey (Mumford), and the media’s conflation 
with homosexuality has contributed to the myth that only gay 
men and boys are raped, and rape others. Homophobia has been 
related to greater endorsement in rape myths [29]. It must also 
be noted that rape is an act of control and power as opposed 
to lust; however, whilst related, this topic warrants its own 
research and is a direction for further study. Furthermore, the 
differences found in results from the current study compared to 
previous research on male rape myth acceptance, could also be 
due to the nature of the population.
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 In particular, the current study is one of the first pieces of 
research to investigate male rape myths within a UK university, 
where previous studies have largely investigated North American 
populations Chapleau et al. Thus, future research is needed 
within the UK to build on these findings and establish if these 
differences are due to geographical or cultural dissimilarities. In 
sum, the authors found that in contrast to previous research, the 
ideologies associated with rape myths about female victims are 
not associated with rape myths about male victims. As this is one 
of the first studies to examine the ideologies underlying male rape 
myths in the UK, there may be other important variables, such as 
other attitudes and gender differences, which were not visited 
within the current study. Therefore, further exploration of these 
types of variables should be explored. Furthermore, despite the 
current findings being a first step towards understanding male 
rape myths within the UK, there are limitations of the study that 
need to be considered. 

Specifically, most participants scored below the mid-point for 
both male and female rape myth measures indicating that they do 
not agree with rape myths. This is consistent with the literature 
Chapleau et al. with Struck man-Johnson and Struck man-
Johnson (1992) suggesting that by providing the participants 
with a definition of rape prior to completing the questionnaire, 
they may have been “educated” and therefore displayed demand 
characteristics in their responses. Not only do the measures used 
in the current study require further psychometric assessment 
Chapleau et al. but with further research conducted across a 
variety of contexts, the development of more psychometrically 
sound questionnaires can become a reality. Additionally, in more 
recent years, sexual violence has been more frequently discussed 
in the media [30]. This increase in exposure to the rape problem 
may result in a belief that sexual assault is unacceptable [31]. 
and a greater understanding and sympathy for rape victims. 

With that, as the current study used a university population, 
with a strong bias towards females, the findings may not be 
generalised to other populations as university populations have 
been shown to be more aware of social issues [7]. Moore also found 
that university populations are more exposed to rape culture 
and are therefore less likely to endorse rape myths. Nonetheless, 
this should be considered in context, as the incidence of rape is 
disproportionately greater on university campuses compared 
with the general population [32]. Sexual assault against males 
has also been found to be greater at institutions such as college 
and within incarcerated settings such as prison [18]. Despite 
this, much of the current literature utilises a student sample, 
leading to an underestimation of rape endorsement; at least one 
study identified greater rape myth acceptance among older, less 
educated men [29]. Suarez and Gadalla’s (2010) meta-analysis, 
in contrast, did not reveal age to be a statistically significant 
predictor of rape myth acceptance [33].

 As such, just as Davies et al. [14]. suggests, future research 
should focus on a more diverse sample, in a variety of contexts, 

to investigate the possible discrepancies between different 
populations and male rape myth acceptance. Across the 
literature, males have displayed greater rape myth acceptance 
than females [14]. Chapleau et al. Thus the strong bias towards 
female participants in the present study (21 male, 44 female) 
may contribute to the low acceptance of rape myths overall. 
Despite these limitations, the present findings contribute to an 
important and understudied area of literature in understanding 
male rape myths and the ideologies that may support these 
attitudes within the UK. A more concise understanding of the 
area can subsequently lead to a number of social changes [34]. 
In particular, there is still no clear societal strategy to address 
the important issue of male sexual assault (Rogers, 1998), and 
whilst educational institutions in the US have begun to employ 
programmes in an attempt to change rape supportive attitudes, 
and thus prevent the incidence of rape (Lanier), help and 
support for male victims are more than 20 years behind that for 
females [10]. More importantly, these types of programmes have 
yet to be implemented or even explored within UK universities 
[35-39]. Male survivors are still struggling to speak out against 
sexual abuse in an environment and culture that perpetuates 
victim blaming, and hypo-masculinity. It could therefore be 
argued that further work into implementing such programmes 
in the UK is required and the development of such programmes 
starts with a clearer understanding of the rape myth cultural for 
males and females [40-43]. 

The current findings suggest that individuals who endorse 
female rape myths are likely to endorse male rape myths. 
Similarly, to Davies et al.’s suggestion (2012), intervention 
programmes should consider the implication of secondary 
victimisation. Those educating about rape should not allow 
negative beliefs about female rape to transfer to those relating 
to male victims. Furthermore, the endorsement of rape myths 
and victim blaming is linked with the under-reporting of rape 
due to fear of being ridiculed or shamed [45-47]. Therefore, 
the identification of factors which exacerbate this issue is of 
substantial concern. As the current study identified people 
exhibiting high benevolence were more likely to agree with 
male rape myths, male rape education interventions should 
aim to reduce benevolent sexism among individuals. As seen 
within the female rape literature [48]. dispelling these myths 
through education interventions could ultimately improve 
reporting rates. The current findings contribute to the current 
literature by increasing awareness of male rape as an issue. 
Enhanced understanding and awareness should thus increase 
the likelihood of survivors speaking out and seeking support.

References
1. Office for National Statistics (2016a) Statistical bulletin: Crime in 

England and Wales: Year ending Mar 2016. London: Office for National 
Statistics.

2. Office for National Statistics (2016b) Compendium: Experimental 
statistics: Victims of police recorded violent and sexual offences. 
London: Office for National Statistics.

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763
https://www.ons.gov.uk/releases/crimeinenglandandwalesyearendingdec2016
https://www.ons.gov.uk/releases/crimeinenglandandwalesyearendingdec2016
https://www.ons.gov.uk/releases/crimeinenglandandwalesyearendingdec2016


Journal of Forensic Sciences & Criminal Investigation

How to cite this article: Elizabeth S, Miss Laura R. An Exploration into the Acceptance of Male Rape Myths within the UK. J Forensic Sci & Criminal 
Inves 2018; 9(3): 555763. DOI: 10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763.006

3. Langton L, Truman J (2014) Socio-emotional impact of violent crime. 
US Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice 
Statistics.

4. Anderson I, Lyons A (2005) the effect of victims’ social support on 
attributions of blame in female and male rape. Journal of Applied 
Social Psychology 35(7): 1400-1417.

5. Pino NW, Meier RF (1999) Gender differences in rape reporting. Sex 
Roles 40(11-12): 979-990.

6. Scarce M (2008) Male on male rape: The hidden toll of stigma and 
shame. NY: Perseus Publishing, New York, USA.

7. Lonsway KA, Fitzgerald LF (1994) Rape myths in review. Psychology of 
Women Quarterly 18(2): 133-164.

8. Struckman Johnson C, Struckman Johnson D (1992) Acceptance of 
male rape myths among college men and women. Sex Roles 27(3-4): 
85-100.

9. Davies M, Walker J, Archer J, Pollard P (2010) A comparative study of 
long-term psychological functioning in male survivors of stranger and 
acquaintance rape. Journal of Aggression, Conflict and Peace Research 
2(4): 25-33.

10. Davies M, Rogers P (2006) Perceptions of male victims in depicted 
sexual assaults: A review of the literature. Aggression and Violent 
Behavior 11(4): 367-377.

11. Grubb A, Turner E (2012) Attribution of blame in rape cases: A 
review of the impact of rape myth acceptance, gender role conformity 
and substance use on victim blaming. Aggression and Violent 
Behavior 17(5): 443-452.

12. Chapleau KM, Oswald DL, Russell BL (2007) How ambivalent sexism 
toward women and men support rape myth acceptance. Sex Roles 
57(1-2): 131-136.

13. Glick P, Fiske ST (1996) The ambivalent sexism inventory: 
Differentiating hostile and benevolent sexism. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology 70(3): 491-512.

14. Davies M, Gilston J, Rogers P (2012) Examining the relationship between 
male rape myth acceptance, female rape myth acceptance, victim 
blame, homophobia, gender roles, and ambivalent sexism. Journal of 
Interpersonal Violence 27(14): 2807-2823.

15. Abrams D, Viki GT, Masser B , Bohner G (2003) Perceptions of stranger 
and acquaintance rape: The role of benevolent and hostile sexism in 
victim blame and rape proclivity. Journal of Personality and Social 
Psychology 84(1): 111-125.

16. Stermac L, Del Bove G, Addison M (2004) Stranger and acquaintance 
sexual assault of adult males. Journal of Interpersonal Violence 19(8): 
901-915.

17. Chapleau KM, Oswald DL, Russell BL (2008) Male rape myths: 
The role of gender, violence, and sexism. Journal of Interpersonal 
Violence 23(5): 600-615.

18.  Turchi006B JA, Edwards KM (2012) Myths about male rape: A 
literature review. Psychology of Men & Masculinity 13(2): 211-226.

19. Javaid A (2015) Male rape myths: Understanding and explaining social 
attitudes surrounding male rape. Masculinities and Social Change 
4(3): 270-294.

20. Javaid A (2016) Feminism, masculinity and male rape: Bringing male 
rape ‘out of the closet’. Journal of Gender Studies 25(3): 283-293.

21. Connell RW (2005) Masculinities (2nd edn.). Berkeley: University of 
California Press.

22. Elliott DM, Mok DS, Briere J (2004) Adult sexual assault: Prevalence, 
symptomatology, and sex differences in the general population. Journal 
of Traumatic Stress 17(3): 203-211.

23. Glick P, Fiske ST (1999) The Ambivalence toward Men Inventory: 
Differentiating hostile and benevolent beliefs about men. Psychology 
of Women Quarterly 23(3): 519-536.

24. Struckman Johnson C (1988) Forced sex on dates: It happens to men, 
too. Journal of Sex Research 24(1): 234-241.

25. Lanier CA, Elliot MN (1997) A new instrument for the evaluation of a 
date rape prevention program. Journal of College Student Development 
38(6): 673-676.

26. Payne DL, Lonsway KA, Fitzgerald LF (1999) Rape myth acceptance: 
Exploration of its structure and its measurement using the Illinois 
Rape Myth Acceptance Scale. Journal of Research in Personality 33(1): 
27-68.

27. Sham Ku DK (2015) Rape myth acceptance: A non-western 
perspective (Doctoral dissertation, University of Birmingham).

28. Glick P, Fiske ST (1997) Hostile and benevolent sexism: Measuring 
ambivalent sexist attitudes toward women. Psychology of Women 
Quarterly 21(1): 119-135.

29. Kassing LR, Beesley D, Frey LL (2005) Gender role conflict, homophobia, 
age, and education as predictors of male rape myth acceptance. Journal 
of Mental Health Counseling 27(4): 311-328.

30. Weale S, Batty D (2016) Scale of sexual abuse in UK universities likened 
to Savile and Catholic scandals. The Guardian. 

31. Hinck SS, Thomas RW (1999) Rape myth acceptance in college 
students: How far have we come? Sex Roles 40(9-10): 815-832.

32. White JW, Smith PH (2004) A longitudinal perspective on physical and 
sexual intimate partner violence against women. 

33. Ward CA (1995) Attitudes toward rape: Feminist and social 
psychological perspectives (Vol.8). London: Sage.

34. Walklate S (2004) Gender, Crime and Criminal Justice (2nd edn.). Willan 
Publishing: Devon.

35. Burt MR (1980) Cultural myths and supports for rape. Journal of 
Personality and Social Psychology 38(2): 217-230.

36. Coller SA, Resick PA (1987) Women’s attributions of responsibility for 
date rape: The influence of empathy and sex-role stereotyping. Violence 
and Victims 2(2): 115-125.

37. Lees S (1997) Ruling passions. Sexual Violence, reputation and the law. 
Buckingham: Open University Press.

38. Melanson PK (1998) Belief in male rape myths: A test of two competing 
theories(Doctoral dissertation). Queen’s University, Kingston, Ontario, 
Canada.

39. Ministry of Justice, Home Office & Office for National Statistics (2013) 
An overview of sexual offending in England and Wales: Statistics 
bulletin. 

40. Moore B (2016) Evaluating rape myths at a Midwestern 
university (Doctoral dissertation, Ohio University).

41. Mumford G (2018) Kevin Spacey: Scotland Yard investigated third 
sexual assault claim against actor. The Independent. 

42. O’Brien C, Keith J, Shoemaker L (2015) Don’t tell: Military culture and 
male rape. Psychological Services 12(4): 357-365. 

43. Rogers P (1998) Call for research into male rape. Mental Health 
Practice 1(9): 34.

44. The Sexual Offences Act (2003).

45. Smith RE, Pine CJ, Hawley ME (1988) Social cognitions about adult 
male victims of female sexual assault. Journal of Sex Research 24(1): 
101-112.

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763
https://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=5114
https://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=5114
https://www.bjs.gov/index.cfm?ty=pbdetail&iid=5114
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2005.tb02176.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2005.tb02176.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2005.tb02176.x
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1018837524712
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1018837524712
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1994.tb00448.x
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/1993-09967-001
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/1993-09967-001
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/1993-09967-001
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359178906000036
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359178906000036
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359178906000036
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S135917891200064X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S135917891200064X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S135917891200064X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S135917891200064X
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11199-007-9196-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11199-007-9196-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11199-007-9196-2
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232548173_The_Ambivalent_Sexism_Inventory_Differentiating_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232548173_The_Ambivalent_Sexism_Inventory_Differentiating_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232548173_The_Ambivalent_Sexism_Inventory_Differentiating_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22550150
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22550150
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22550150
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22550150
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12518974
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12518974
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12518974
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12518974
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15231029
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15231029
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15231029
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18259049
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18259049
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18259049
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2011-07602-001
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2011-07602-001
http://hipatiapress.com/hpjournals/index.php/mcs/article/view/1579
http://hipatiapress.com/hpjournals/index.php/mcs/article/view/1579
http://hipatiapress.com/hpjournals/index.php/mcs/article/view/1579
https://www.altmetric.com/details/2695695
https://www.altmetric.com/details/2695695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15253092
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15253092
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15253092
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1999.tb00379.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1999.tb00379.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1471-6402.1999.tb00379.x
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282386803_A_New_Instrument_for_the_Evaluation_of_a_Date_Rape_Prevention_Program
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282386803_A_New_Instrument_for_the_Evaluation_of_a_Date_Rape_Prevention_Program
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282386803_A_New_Instrument_for_the_Evaluation_of_a_Date_Rape_Prevention_Program
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092656698922383.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092656698922383.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092656698922383.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0092656698922383.
http://etheses.bham.ac.uk/6312/1/ShamKu15ForenPsyD.pdf
http://etheses.bham.ac.uk/6312/1/ShamKu15ForenPsyD.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232495073_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism_Measuring_Ambivalent_Sexist_Attitudes_Toward_Women
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232495073_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism_Measuring_Ambivalent_Sexist_Attitudes_Toward_Women
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/232495073_Hostile_and_Benevolent_Sexism_Measuring_Ambivalent_Sexist_Attitudes_Toward_Women
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2005-13470-003
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2005-13470-003
http://psycnet.apa.org/record/2005-13470-003
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1018816920168
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A:1018816920168
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/199708.pdf
https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/199708.pdf
https://uk.sagepub.com/en-gb/eur/attitudes-toward-rape/book203593
https://uk.sagepub.com/en-gb/eur/attitudes-toward-rape/book203593
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/CICrimJust/2007/22.pdf
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/CICrimJust/2007/22.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7373511
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7373511
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3154159
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3154159
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3154159
http://www.socresonline.org.uk/4/1/lees.html
http://www.socresonline.org.uk/4/1/lees.html
http://www.worldcat.org/title/belief-in-male-rape-myths-a-test-of-two-competing-theories/oclc/497409865
http://www.worldcat.org/title/belief-in-male-rape-myths-a-test-of-two-competing-theories/oclc/497409865
http://www.worldcat.org/title/belief-in-male-rape-myths-a-test-of-two-competing-theories/oclc/497409865
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/214970/sexual-offending-overview-jan-2013.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/214970/sexual-offending-overview-jan-2013.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/214970/sexual-offending-overview-jan-2013.pdf
https://etd.ohiolink.edu/pg_10?209352041609954::NO:10:P10_ETD_SUBID:117454
https://etd.ohiolink.edu/pg_10?209352041609954::NO:10:P10_ETD_SUBID:117454
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26524277
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26524277
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2003/42/part/1/crossheading/rape/enacted
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22375638
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22375638
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22375638


Journal of Forensic Sciences & Criminal Investigation

How to cite this article: Elizabeth S, Miss Laura R. An Exploration into the Acceptance of Male Rape Myths within the UK. J Forensic Sci & Criminal 
Inves 2018; 9(3): 555763. DOI: 10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763.007

46. Suarez E, Gadalla TM (2010) Stop blaming the victim: A meta-analysis 
on rape myths. Journal of Interpersonal Violence 25 (11): 2010-2035. 

47. Viki GT, Abrams D, Masser B (2004) Evaluating stranger and 
acquaintance rape: The role of benevolent sexism in perpetrator blame 
and recommended sentence length. Law and Human Behavior 28(3): 
295-303.

48. World Health Organization (2013) Global and regional estimates of 
violence against women. Prevalence and health effects of intimate 
partner violence and non-partner sexual violence: 51.

Your next submission with Juniper Publishers    
      will reach you the below assets

• Quality Editorial service
• Swift Peer Review
• Reprints availability
• E-prints Service
• Manuscript Podcast for convenient understanding
• Global attainment for your research
• Manuscript accessibility in different formats 

         ( Pdf, E-pub, Full Text, Audio) 
• Unceasing customer service

                   Track the below URL for one-step submission 
              https://juniperpublishers.com/online-submission.php      

This work is licensed under Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 License
DOI : 10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763

http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20065313
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20065313
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/B:LAHU.0000029140.72880.69
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/B:LAHU.0000029140.72880.69
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/B:LAHU.0000029140.72880.69
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/B:LAHU.0000029140.72880.69
http://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/9789241564625/en/
http://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/9789241564625/en/
http://www.who.int/reproductivehealth/publications/violence/9789241564625/en/
https://juniperpublishers.com/online-submission.php
http://dx.doi.org/10.19080/JFSCI.2018.09.555763

	An Exploration into the Acceptance of Male Rape Myths within the UK
	Abstract
	Keywords
	An Exploration into the Acceptance of Male Rape Myths within the UK
	The Current Study
	Method
	Participants
	Procedure

	Materials 
	The Illinois Rape Myth Acceptance Scale (IRMA; Payne, Lon sway, & Fitzgerald, 1999)
	The Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (ASI; Glick & Fiske, 1996)
	Male Rape Myths Scale (MRMS; Struck man-Johnson & Struck man-Johnson, 1992)
	The Ambivalence Towards Men Inventory (ATMI; Glick & Fiske, 1999)

	Results
	Discussion
	References
	Table 1

