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ABSTRACT o Perceived Helpfulness of PAAs by Victim and Offender Labeling in Interview DISCUSSION

* No_Labeling ; A ] 5
Sexual abuse (SA) victims’ engagement in help-seeking and other post abuse . -v_LEme|gr:|£m:.|3 Our results, 1n light of the theory of planned behavior (TPB; Ajzen,
: L : o =V and P {aben 1991) and Liang et al’s (2005) model of help seeking and ch t
actions (PAAs) is influenced by peripheral aspects of communications about *V_and_P_Labeiing ) and Liang et al’s (2005) model of help seeking and change, sugges

that individuals' willingness to participate in PAAs could be indirectly
influenced by the terminology that 1s used to describe the victim or the
offender in messages about sexual abuse existing in the individual’s
environment. The TPB 1implies the possibility of complex recursive effects:
for instance, usage of, and referral to, PAAs may be influenced by one’s
own preexisting attitudes about PAA helpfulness and messages about
helpfulness from others, both of which might be influenced by labeling.
For combined judgments of the helpfulness of PAAs and for perceived
helpfulness of filing a police report, labeling reduced the perceived
helpfulness of PAAs when victims—but not perpetrators—were labeled.
This effect, especially for police reports, may be due to the stigma
assoclated with victim labeling by judicial system (Weiss, 2011), as well as
perceptions of a general lack of victim sensitivity when seeking police
assistance after traumatic events (Alaggia, Lambert, & Regehr, 2009).
These results imply that, in certain situations, labeling perpetrators but
not victims 1n public communications or media offerings may adversely
affect rates of help-seeking and assistance, due to a reduction in perceived

SA. Victim and perpetrator labeling interacted to influence perceptions of
helpfulness (PH) of PAAs in general, and filing a police report: in the
absence of victim labeling, perpetrator labeling reduced PH of PAAs.

INTRODUCTION

Sexual abuse (SA) victims consider post abuse actions (PAAs), such as
seeking social support or therapy, calling crisis lines, seeking medical
services, and reporting the abuse to the police to be helpful in dealing with
the consequences of their abuse (Filipas, Henrietta, Ullman, & Sarah, 2001).
Victims’ utilization of PAAs is directly influenced by social support, and the
suggestions of family and friends in dealing with the assault are often
followed (Starzynski, 2007; Suzuki & Yumi, 2012).

The perceptions of both potential victims and those in their social
networks can be influenced by peripheral aspects of communications about
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sexual abuse. For instance, the terminology or other verbal framing used in | | | | | hell%%ﬂnesf? ‘;f PAAS. ff M & £ e
Gesebag. séxual sssalh can infleace whether the incident is Feportd - ey
’Eﬁbbey,( SP?lﬂ;?lua 68é ) KOSS.j[ 2;})10’[5; Re}’nOléiS t& Bllrlgn?e'r, 2002)° I:abte.hng Figure 1. Effects of labeling combinations in interview text on perceived helpfulness of PAAs (note: binary response). and our measure of perceived helpfulness appeared to suffer a ceiling
eory. C. E} 4 119 pOS:cl S : a” uSIIlj‘g ?fe L 1},76 g f;n commum,ca lon? effect. Future studies might assess attitudes toward a wider variety of
a}E) Outll?)diviiduis (%gﬁ Vl(.:tlg} D endeg ) CaI}ll ah ecthpell'(:%p’?onsho o Effact Al P§AS(MSi§§)E§i;t(2) Due to strongly skewed distributions, helpfulness ratings PAAs in diverse samples, using measures with increased range. Variations
ixed Effects - . | . . : :
those labeled, though there 1s disagreement about whether this labeling has BETrerwrwreyaasanaes were dichotomized (“Very Helpful” vs. other; Figure 1). due to culture and other demographics might also be found to interact with
universally negative consequences (Colarossi, 2005; Link, Struening, perpetrator Labeling 0.19 008 121 labeling conditions in determining perceived helpfulness of services.
Cullen, ShTOUt, e Dohrenwe.nd, 1939; H.01811111 & Hansen, .2003) or may P.Labelx V. Label 0.220.09 There was significant variation in PH of PAAs (Figure 2),
havg positive effects (McMullin, 2007; erght, Jorm, & Mackmnon,.201‘2). Condorm Effectsd Variance SO with seeing a therapist perceived as most helpful, followed REFERENCES
th’Fle research has addressed the potential effects of communication— L LYSCYTSENTTIEN] 1y talking to a family member/friend, then medical and | . VA |
especially labeling—on perceptions of the helpfulness of PAAs, though | Sty police services, and finally accessing a hotline or website. B T T o o h e e T
labeling of psychological disorders is known to influence observers T Hotline/Website Alaggia, R., Lambert, E., & Regehr, C. (2009). Where is the justice? Parental experiences of the
judgments about need for treatment (Bruce et al., 2012). We report the I B = 2] Victim and perpetrator labeling interacted in affecting FaraNEEst e ingasgaigr child sexual abuse. Faily CoieliChgntl P 1ckl
i A . Victim Labeling  1.08 048 294 - . | . L Al-Modallal, H. (2012). Psychological partner violence and women's vulnerability to depression,
results of a study of the effects of victim and perpetrator labeling on public Siiimvernidndipgigibed participants’ PH of combined PAAs (Figure 3): when victim stress, and anxiety. International Journal Of Mental Health Nursing, 21, 560-566.
perceptions of the helpfulness of various PAAs. AN PR I I 1abeling was present, PAAs were equally likely to be seen as Sryant DA NIAE A AU, . Tsonggl., TILImsS., & 8rh, 1O (2q g tiiessn 2 to SUgve:
e — | i Sexual assault, poverty, and mental health outcomes of African American women. American
Very Helpful (X21df=0.42,p>.025) bllt, in the absence of victim Journal Of Orthopsychiatry, 8o, 61-70.

Friends/Family

. SE(B) exp(B) lab eling, perp etrator lab eling re dll ce d PH ( X?14=12.77, Holguin, G., & Hansen, D. J. (2003). The “sexually abused child”: Potential mechanisms of

0= b OB EXPB/ i I . adverse influences of such a label. Aggression & Violent Behavior, 8, 645.
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the mean participant age was 28.7 years (SD=9.4).
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attention, filing a police report). Victim : o

] Labeling Combinations
and perpetrator labeling were Perpetrator Labeling
manipulated between subjects in a 2x2 Yes No
fully-crossed design, involving the use of
either reductive or non-reductive
descriptions in questions referring to
victims or perpetrators in the structured
interview.

Police Report
B SE(B) exp(B)
Victim Labeling -0.50 0.38 0.61
Perpetrator Labeling -1.42 ' 040 0.24
P.Labelx V. Label 1.45°  0.54 4.26

'Random effects tested by comparison of deviance (-
2LL) with a model not containing the effect.

Note. Random effects/mixed model only for omnibus;
others are traditional logistic regression models.
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Medical Services

“Individuals Who Have
Committed a Sexual Offense”
“Sexual Abuse Victims”

“Individuals Who Have
Commuitted a Sexual Offense”
“People Who Have Been
Sexually Abused”

Table 1. Labeling Combinations in Interview lable 2. Results of omnibus and subse-
quent logistic regression analyses.

Mean binary response (proportion 'Very Helpful')

“Sex Offenders”
“Sexual Abuse Victims”

Y

Website/Hotline

“Sex Offenders”
“People Who Have Been
Sexually Abused”

1.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 1.0

Victim Labeling

Standard nomal quantiles
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*p<.05 (after Bonferroni correction)

Figure 2. Caterpillar plot of random [ Figure 3. Interaction of victim and perpetrator
effects of PAA types (95% confidence fjlabeling on perceived helpfulness of combined
intervals). PAAsS.
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