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Abstract

The rape crime in our country shows the trend of acquaintance-oriented, and the acquaintance
rape victims often face more negative social reaction, such as greater victim blaming which caused
severe secondary trauma to the victim. In view of the paucity of domestic research on rape victim
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blaming, current study investigated the influence of gender system justification, hostile sexism
and benevolent sexism held by observers on victim-blaming among acquaintance rape, and ex-
amined the parallel mediating role of hostile and benevolent sexism in the relationship between
gender system justification and victim blaming. A total of 510 adult participants were recruited
through an online research platform. Each participant read a vignette describing an acquaintance
rape situation and completed a follow-up measurement. The results showed that: 1) Gender sys-
tem justification, hostile sexism and benevolent sexism all positively predicted victim blaming; 2)
The predictive effect of gender system justification on victim-blaming is stronger in women; 3)
Hostile sexism and benevolent sexism mediated the relationship between gender system justifica-
tion and victim-blaming.
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1. 5|8

ST 52 H R T I R R R A R TR AR N SRAT, BEE TR IARBIRN, R E N BN R
BFABE AR N SRET 2 5 AN R R A 282, e A4 51 52 35 3 AW 8238 B AN R ) RE(Friis-Rodel et al., 2021),
BEZE NBRAFIE 2 FEE S RE AN IR E . M2 FEH WL FTVORI AR, MR 2B G .
] pAY I TG 7 ) 80 0 2 8 36 WK 22 s A A2 bH 32 35 B DGR I N SR 1 (o [ ) vk R i 7 e, 2017
Gravelin et al., 2019). AHECT FEAE NGREF, #ANGRIF R AR H m, G, @ IRREEAL: M fr i
WO — AR R, AHBCTBEAE N BRAT, ZAN GRUT 52 35 3 AR A% 1 i S8 N A7 T (9 4L 25 PPAN 5 SORE(Grubb &
Harrower, 2008; Grubb & Turner, 2012; Persson et al., 2018). JF H., B SRAF X ) 17555 58 B BogI i, X
BT PSRRI ST AR M S A, W2 B EE IR BREmT . 28T w3 R i USRI A S (o
[E4E45, 2023), TEFRE T oo SOBR I 12 E H R ST GO AT TR AT B L .

ZERETRTHRERILAT AL E b, Bl L2 A% T2ES, WNZEGEHE T2
KA 5 NS B A B A A8 5] (Bigenberg & Garland, 2008). SR &R AR U IRHI 2 HH H AT e 2
5T, Homif 2 FEE 2R TR AEE T H S (Bieneck & Krahé, 2011; De Keersmaecker & Roets, 2020).
WFFE 0 AR TR AT 52 T 8 B G 3L T Mot LR SEE R It B ) AERFVE R S E I DI RE . XTI,
AT IRT R R A EE S E BRI 52 EE R TTIR.

Ll MARGEBUEXEREERR

505 PR B (System Justification Theory, Jost & Banaji, 1994) A NEE TIART HE . AR N EERRIE)
L2 AN, NATE SIHLGE T & B & I A BRI 4E 47 . SO A B ILE Itk 2 . S UFRIBUA il B 224
(Jost et al., 2004). 1451 R4 & FE1k(Gender System Justification, GST) A& £ Gt A HE AL HE 1 76 M 73 453k i) 187 FH
FRABME A AT 2 R 0 08 & L A 0 TR AP AR, 2ot 5 it — A L2 IS & (ost &
Kay, 2005). R4 R GIAELIR, AATH B X #E 2 2 G0 I 1 2B Bk bk R B At J B, — N DL 1)
TRBE SR E BN A R LIS B0 TR A3 SR RS 45 18 (Haines & Jost, 2000; Hennes et al.,
2016; Ledgerwood et al., 2011) [KIG, 4AMA BT b 0P 551 22 5 1 1 BB s an 8 B0 TE SE R vE ) 3 70 52 3,
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SRR AT ATV R GEEAT & BAL T R IOM B g . AEIRXAME ST, K SIS T2 E
IR FHE X R A S B FRAT 06 DA, MR RS A BV LA VE R FR G S B AL SR (Jost
& Kay, 2005). HET, CF et 7T ERaa M SRR R4 S B 5 R iT 2 HEZ R T HIK R
an, Stahl 45 A\ (2010) A 30 55 M (AN A2 2o ) PE AR S I 3R 40 & BEAL S L RE NS ELIE TN XS 22 M Rt 32 35 5 4
57 - Martini A1 De Piccoli (2020) fIF 52 0 & I 51 2 Gt & AL AT /K- i) /MA S AT PT E SRR SR AT 1k 8
B, ARFRERBOGRIT TP BLAh, AT E R IUNEN R GG B IE 1) I 22 4 SR Hge e s 4T
BT N7 Bl “REERE R H I B RAE MR REE” (Papp & Erchull, 2017).

FAh, AEHERRAE, PR RS GG SX 2 FH & T TSR V2 BV AT ER . AR R
e AR U TCIR LA BHAIL 2 55 S BH AR A ShHL 2 9B REGEAHP . (HERZ TIHARHER B 3.
WHREAR S RGA G HAHN — Bk, REGEA S 59 B R R L1 5 3FETE B 3R T3 A0 A AR (e 47 1 51
FUNAFAEM SR . Bl R Ul, FBIESR Tt a2 FEH R 7l LU TR R A S LRI, EA R T 4978
S B IERA R R 25(Stahl et al., 2010). TX TR F, $6 51232 HE FH WAH T 5 S A2 A R
fie HHSE b, LB R BT RS E HALXT 55 FRE A B G2 A0 RS L X IS #8544 B 5 (Bahamondes et al.,
2019). [k, FATN N, PE RS G A 52 FHE 1R 0T AE FE Lt b T

12. FEMEAREL. ER4HNELNPNTER

Glick %5 A\(2000)F5 H B 1 51 W.(Hostile Sexism, HS) 13 7 14 51 {w U (Benevolent Sexism, BS)#&—
HEA AR MR R G I AP RN, SIS L B SRR T 0 . HS B T — Rt
POEMI N R RES, R IWENTESE, YOt i E X, SRS MG 5. M
Z K, BS MERELT — M A e, RETHAE EW EARAHES, Gl otk 2R, 407Er,
PR FVER R (HEIEE TR R BRI E B AR B VA &, 8 R B A Lo A A R E
ELAN R ORI B 5T, B SO VF 55 1 S R B 1) [0 Bt (R 55 4 (RO 0 R S 45 4 1 S R MM
()% 1 (Bareket & Fiske, 2023). 7EZN R ZEH 1850 CHkF, CHRKEMARH T BS MIZHFEHE TR
[B] ) IEAH 9% 5% R (Abrams et al., 2003; Masser et al., 2010; Yamawaki et al., 2007). b4, HS 7E—LLHF 5
rRR BTN 5K ) 5% 3 3 BiAF (Masser et al., 2010; Yamawaki et al., 2007).

H b, OfF AR TN RS A NG S SEGE AR IL(LyS et al., 2021; Papp & Erchull,
2017). EEMERR W (Papp & Erchull, 201 )FFEIEM G, RIS b, — MM S AT ) X 4E
€ HARBEARREA fi W(Duckitt, 2001). B, 15 RS0 E B N — R A SV R IR A 1T L
M HS F1 BS IETEH . (HH AT AL, BRI AP AR TR AR RN LR, HEAEEEENEE
PE S DA Ay v AR R DA B

gr b, AR LN RE.

Hla: PERIRGEHA. HRER R L B UL IE i S50 52 355 4 5t

Hlb: PEA RS EGEANE ZHEH TR TTC R 2GS R

H2: #EEbESm e RS A 52 F g2 miEh A 1E .

H3: &t B WA R 404 Bk 5 2 5 46 e 2 i R A AL

H4: & Anss vk Bl WOE A R 404 HL 5 52 3 48 ST 2 M 3R T A 1EH

2. ARF=E
2.1. 858 KERF
K S geag vk, M IETT 6 W EU(http:/www.credamo.com/) B Z= il AR . T4 25 ROV AE
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Z5FH AR B R AE RN S AA, BT RIEEZ G, a2 555 FIES 05 el
CAZ ALK R B G AR BRI ES SHENS SH 2 T ESNE. M5 gl 2007 — 0@
NEREFIEEIEN & T 2 HE 50 #5E, FEER W ER SN R 6 HAE SER UM £
WE, S TSR RIFRE TR ER . HEAE. RKHE 4 A DS R, 10435
KB EMERN, 5 225 5FHBRNFNEZCENE; &% 510 LS 5EMBIRPNELT.
Hrb, BHRALHS5EHK 255 N FHERN 30.57 H(SD=18.88 %), FERTEHEN 18~74 % ; 4.5% (n=
YIS E5FEREFIN “Eh R, wEF A CARVERY S5 S 83.7% (n=427), “Hf
FAEK UL ZE N AT 11.8% (n = 60); WRAK(EAE)TELMNMZSE5#E L 27.1% (n = 138), B35
23.1% (n=118), 17 4 EE 49.8% (n=254).

22. fiIRIAE

2.2.1. BAGRIFIBEM R

AT AR B UT S BERR g 1 A0 BT 72 P A BN SR AT A5 88 (Abrams et al., 2003), TEEERA T o2&
B ER SR AL E VORI BRI SR VBT, BRI B <R —id,
ARG R, BV TR SRR, KR 2 HE R T T 6. Bk
WA :

I X () WARARBE AN L GIEE., L EWINGRT SFEbAalr ek E (B) . AR, AL I F
3 HREMEM, PP I AAJLFAEI R, AR TiE. AERIIA. TRERE, REFEFLI LW
HAEGANEHT. B, REABEATARN, ELRMFL AT, —#E, KRERFLEHIL, X4
N, 4P e, REIMMEELE, KEBMGRIR, BEELARXZ, X, XK, “R, ~EIH,
EF7 , FRAREAFKERMY LI, (2KERAB TR, REMNEAETHLE.

222 REEER

ZEFHRITERUNE Angelone 5 ANQOIMHNFL, L7 MIH: REZKEE ERE “WREHE
AKEIE RO, A RAZEE TR B ERENOZON TR HEE TR H O ¢ TR AT DA )R (o
BHIRE)” “WRTREABREXRR, AT LI ARG X ERORE” IR TIRNZ AT
NIIRERZKIE” “ERELP FRBEEKERAEXR” 2 RKEE L, KX T REE FE (R
)" o RH Likert LA, M1 GEEANFRZ/AT ARG R 7 (Ge4 =/ f5t/FE). THF
sy, RUPERF KA THUEE KRR LR T2EH . ARad, SHEERITERNAT -8R
% ah0.87.

223, MHRGEEN

AWFFCR R R G A HEARRIL 12 ANTH, 1 Jost Al Kay (2005) 115 R G54 HAL &R M Z A
2 b, 8547 Schmader 55 A (2001)BF 78 H U 2P 51 AT ) R G0 & B[S & 4 ANTH . 12 ANIH B RRAR
£t Chapleau fll Oswald (2014)3%1E, EA RGHNERE. KA Likert Lrittsr, MWHFEEELM 1 FE
AR RS 7 AR FR). H 4 TUH R AT, B0 < BATHIAE 20T 22V i P 71 e LB ek = =7
PER R G A B B I E 3 5 38R, 0 808 2 BB R BOCU AT AL 2 R P e R PR S B . 1
KT, ZERMNE—HERE o 0.85.

2.24. FEMIRILESR
PR S A5 T JE M 79 i WL #: 2% (Short Version of Ambivalent Sexism Inventory, ASI)HH 12 T H 205k, HS
MBS % 6 WiH. KM Likert 7S siit43(0 AARIFF AR, s RERIEFFRZ), H P BERERANMEE
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AR FE IR O WL o AEASHIEFTA, SR o] s A2 S o s L ) A S — Bk R 8 0 70900 0.89 A
0.67,

2.2.5. BT

K - % Bt S8 R R M C (Marlowe-Crowne Short Form C; Reynolds, 1982) &% 5
BV FERTASCERT, IRIRIE LA RA R S 5% B IRBR KRG 2, 23 A AL &
Al EERIL 13 WH, RARG sy, K s AWEEZ <27 it 15, “fB7 i 0 i,
CEMKEAA BT EMNNBE RS 7)) HR 8 WH R, “WRAAEE B AR,
BRI 7)o X 13 ANTHBAT I, Barilm R A S AP e . AR iz
KT8 7.68 (SD =3.27).

3. ERESH
3.1. XFEHFERERE

T AW S 1 Bdhe 5 i, 45 R RERZ BIILR DA S R . BRI, BATRA Harman #[4
FAGION AT 1T A R, SRR 6 MR R T 1 IR T, HOE AR O E R
N 27.67% (NT 40%),  JIt LAASHT FEFF A AL ™ 2 3L 7] 77 9 0 22

3.2. #RSHEXSH

FARRMPIE W E KRR MR RBVENE 1. HRSITERERYN, HIRSGEH L. BE
PR I R WL 2 HE TR DT R E IEA DG T R, S b R T s i R
GEMHAESGE: M=530,SD=0.71; Z: M=4.73,SD=097; #(508)=7.67,p<0.001,d=0.57); ¥
RS 1 S s DL 7K (B e M =2.62, SD = 1.13; Lc: M =1.64, SD = 0.93; #(508) = 10.61, p < 0.001, d = 0.98);
B 3 R AR (5. M =3.22,SD=1.03; 4&: M=2.36,SD=1.12; #508)=9.01,p<0.01,d=0.86);
MmN 2 EERTT(H: M=4.57,SD=0.87; %: M=4.39,SD=0.99; #(508)=2.15,p<0.01,d=0.18).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations among variables (N = 510)

#* 1. ETENERREESITERN=510)

R R
M SD
1 2 3 4 5 6
1) 5
2) MR ARG A AL 5.01 0.90 0.32"
3) B A W 2.13 1.15 0.43" 021"
4) FH e W, 2.87 0.86 0.20™ 0.34™ 0.28"
5) XEHIRR 4.37 1.17 0.11" 0.41" 0.47" 0.32"
6) LT 7.68 327 -0.03 0.26" 0.21" 0.10" 0.02

e MR =0, Bk =1); "p<0.05; “p<0.0L,

3.3. RN

K FH SPSS27 PROCESS 4.2 #: A2 FE IR 5 (Hayes, 2022)HHT 7 S R UG TG, DAAE S8R IE Ny
B R, W RS EHMGE S NEAE, BRI ZE RN N AR, REHE TR E,
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M EHRNE N R R A HAE S S ELRRRAEN R TR, SHEREKREOITERE 2)E
N, PR RGUEFAAE A O M ) i DL AR A A1 Al L3580 1 ) TR 52 S 4R 5T, Hla O WS MR
W THNARGSHEAGEEEZEEHER/ITZAIMRKRP = —0.38, SE= 0.10, p = 0.0002, 95% CI [-0.58,
—0.18]); PROCESS 4.2 Z A4t 4 AR W 45 SR (6 3) R, MM RS S E & 52 EHIE TN
BB RNAE e LA B T aE, HIb RoZ. 5 B R IS AT ER, FRATL1 SD 1
PR R G A B S NPT T AR RIS . i 1 B, MR RS A HALE &7 B A Y 1E
] TN 52 o F8 5T, (HAE ot R R (S . B = 0.19, SE= 0.09, = 4.35, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.02,
0.36]; Z: B=0.57, SE=0.06, t=10.08, p <0.001, 95% CI [0.45, 0.70])-

BeAh, (RIS AT R B, MR R G BEANA 0 S TR R 3 2 11 3 Al DL %o 52 5 2 e o A ()
SO . EARVER A, OB e L 0 ) RS o T R R L. BRI, H2. 3. 4 ROr.

Table 2. The moderated mediating effect of gender system justification on victim blaming

2. MARZABUNZEEZERNERATNDARELS

A 1 ) i D 2 BRI ZHEFE T
TR A & B SE 95% CI B SE 95% CI B SE 95% CI
e —0.1077 0.02  [-0.13,-0.07]  —0.00 0.01 [-0.02,0.03] 0.00 0.01  [-0.02,0.03]
! DI é A EE L Hkok Hokk
m’g‘f 2037 0.06  [0.26,048] 032 0.04 [0.24,041] 0.57 0.06  [0.45,0.70]
(=S
0.45 0.04 0.37,0.54
fi 1037, 0:34]
2R .
0.16 0.05 0.05,0.26
fi 10030261
P51 1457 053 [0.40,2.49]
ARG S
-0.38 0.10 [-0.58,-0.18
AL x P [ ]
R’ 0.12 0.12 0.38
F 3525 33.48™ 51.777
W N=510; 5. 2Pk =0, B =1; "p<0.01; "p<0.001.
Table 3. Conditional direct and indirect effects of gender system justification on victim blaming
# 3. MRS S BN EEETNEEGNEEYN SEEA
iz B Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
MR RGE T2 FEETR T
poq s 0.57 0.06 0.45 0.70
Eiyis 0.19 0.09 0.02 0.36
PR RS A H TR R W2 EH 1R 5T 0.13 0.02 0.09 0.17
PN R G A B —Z BN W L — 2 FH e 51 0.04 0.17 0.01 0.07
7¥: A SPSS 27 1) PROCESS ZFE/F (1AL 5)50#r; MARRIR REL 95% Boot B & X AN EE.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.143177 441 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.143177

#*
oled

5.6 1

52 1

4.8 A

ShmE DO

44

4.0 A

3.6

-1SD +1SD
PRI RS G EAE S

Figure 1. The interaction effect of gender and gender system justification on victim blaming

B 1. WEEMAN MR ARG S BT EE R KRN

4. Wit
VERI B G5 & BARAS 20 0F () O 52 22 5 46 50, BIVRRAEI(S 24 ek 2 VB 0 1) 5% R R0 ek 2 31 £ £ B0

VAR PRI A T RETR TUIR AT 2 . TR Lo Sl v ST P 1 IX L T RE A ) < B
AL RGP R R TFEAL” MES: EMREETE S B MR RGMTUE, Hk 5T IH4 2
2HELE G LRI TWE N gE. Frf, FATBT ORI, MET 5, R RGEaE K
PR R ) L PE BT TR TURAT S . T R AR R S S E YRR A R L], SR S Xt
LR R s TR R G B Y S S O S SR FL BB SN, A ST 2 A TR AT
T o, BN RS LA, AR WA ARG AR 2, DA 5 X o
IR B ST AT BP0 R G 5 B BIHL TR RE(Stdhl et al., 2010). Rz, W& PEim=, 2%
FIRDUXFE A EAL B LR R AT AR IE L B S S NRRRORI SR, BRIt R St G
BALX 52 FHH AR TR MECN R 1

T A )l L2 I [ T 8 N B P 32 S B 6 50, RS AT NI S R — 5 5 B
W NGNS “46257 1977 AT H LT R BRI ORI 53R, ez oy “ MECEE) I <)
TN (Glick et al., 2000)o S ABF- AT LAGAL A BIR IR ZIBR EN R (2 1 BL 55 1R B A PEIE ), (H il v
PEEA SRR L H QI oTE . R, AR L, SOk W5 52 3 4 48 512 18 K S T 53

ARG A BRI, EIRAA LR A T e R G PR AL T Wi T B A U i =
WL LRI AL ) R, R XS R 5 20 1 i N R REAA IR B B3 T % 32 (Jost et al., 2004; Jost &
Banaji, 1994), ABFFUHAIL 7 E#CE B EVER W LA T 7 RS G AL S ZE BRI R R . RIRLE

FEORARAE 2 A 2 v AR o 1 PR 1 55 5 B 0 X0 5 2t 85T 1) T 0 P A B 2 M ) LA
ORI, BETTHE N T3 Lk 2 FHH 36T
5. FRERE

B, BARAUI THEARRENAXAEAR, B3 5FEZE . Wl A, FHit,
W TS5 18 N HE T AR 22 D0 B AR TN b e RRWE T2 AT DA 4 78 BN 2 FERIRE AR IR AME AR

P )
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