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Abstract
This study investigated the relationship between the victim’s group membership and secondary
victimization she suﬀers, moderated by Moral Values and Belief in a Just World (BJW). The victim
of the ingroup was blamed more for the sexual violence she suﬀered (Study 1, N = 250). In turn, that
relationship was moderated by binding values (Study 2, N = 117) and by BJW (Study 3, N = 258).
Together, the results suggest that the victim blaming is greater when she belongs to the ingroup; and
that this relationship is predicted by high adherence to binding values and low adherence to BJW.
This research contributes to the extent that it demonstrates that the relationship between adherence to
binding values and victim derogation does not occur exclusively at the cognitive level, as information
processing in which high adherence to these values would produce greater secondary victimization
regardless of group membership of the victim. Additionally, it highlights the importance of considering
the psychosocial processes underlying violence against women in order to promote more eﬀective
discussions and actions.
Keywords: Secondary victimization, moral values, Belief in a Just World.

Inﬂuência da Pertença Grupal, Valores Morais e Crença
no Mundo Justo na Culpabilização da Vítima
Resumo
Este trabalho investigou a relação entre pertença grupal da vítima (endogrupo vs. exogrupo) e
vitimização secundária por ela sofrida moderada pelos valores morais e Crença em um Mundo Justo
(CMJ). Em consonância com estudos anteriores, a vítima do endogrupo foi mais responsabilizada pela
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violência sexual por ela sofrida (Estudo 1, N = 250). Por sua vez, essa relação foi moderada pelos valores
vinculativos (Estudo 2, N = 117) e pela CMJ (Estudo 3, N = 258). Em conjunto, os resultados sugerem
que a responsabilização da vítima de violência sexual é maior quando ela pertence ao endogrupo; e
que esta relação é predita pela alta adesão aos valores vinculativos e baixa adesão à Crença em um
Mundo Justo (CMJ). Esta investigação traz contribuições na medida em que demonstra que a relação
entre adesão aos valores vinculativos e a derrogação da vítima não ocorre exclusivamente ao nível
cognitivo, como um processamento de informação no qual a alta adesão a esses valores produziria
maior vitimização secundária independente da pertença grupal da vítima. Adicionalmente, sinaliza a
importância de considerar os processos psicossociais subjacentes à violência contra as mulheres com a
ﬁnalidade de promover discussões e ações mais efetivas.
Palavras-chave: Vitimização secundária, valores morais, Crença em um Mundo Justo.

Inﬂuencia de la Pertenencia Grupal, Valores Morais y Creencia en el
Mundo Justo en la Culpabilización de la Víctima
Resumen
Este estudio investigó la relación entre la pertenencia a un grupo de la víctima y la victimización
secundaria que sufre, moderada por los valores morales y la creencia en un mundo justo (BJW). Se
culpó más a la víctima del ingroup por la violencia sexual que sufrió (Estudio 1, N = 250). A su vez, esa
relación fue moderada por los valores de enlace (Estudio 2, N = 117) y por BJW (Estudio 3, N = 258).
Juntos, los resultados sugieren que la culpa de la víctima es mayor cuando pertenece al ingroup; y que
esta relación se predice por una alta adherencia a los valores de unión y una baja adherencia a BJW.
Esta investigación contribuye en la medida en que demuestra que la relación entre la adherencia a los
valores vinculantes y la derogación de la víctima no se produce exclusivamente a nivel cognitivo, ya
que el procesamiento de la información en el que la alta adherencia a estos valores produciría una mayor
victimización secundaria independientemente de la pertenencia al grupo de la victima. Además, destaca
la importancia de considerar los procesos psicosociales subyacentes a la violencia contra las mujeres
para promover debates y acciones más efectivas.
Palabras clave: Victimización secundaria, valores morales, creencia en un mundo justo.
Violence against women continues to produce increasingly alarming data. According to the World
Health Organization (WHO), although the
numbers are a partial reﬂection of reality, given
the underreporting of cases, they are suﬃcient
to deﬁne this serious violation of human rights
and public health problem as a pandemic. The
maintenance of this scenario is also due to the
naturalization of phenomena such as secondary
victimization which fuels the cycle of violence
against women.
Following this line of argument, the victim
blaming for negative events, as one of the forms
that secondary victimization can take, has been
identiﬁed in various situations (Correia & Vala,
2003). Previous studies have shown that rape
victims are vulnerable to this phenomenon

(Campbell et al., 1999; Cubela, 1999) and
are considered more to blame for the violence
suﬀered in comparison to the victims of other
types of crime (Angelone, Mitchell, & Lucente,
2012).
The propensity to attribute blame to rape
victims has been examined by investigations in
Social Psychology since the 1970s (Calhoun,
Selby, & Warring, 1976; Cann, Calhoun,
& Selby, 1979; Donnerstein & Berkowitz,
1981; Janoﬀ-Bulman, Timko, & Carli, 1985;
Muehlenhard, 1988; Muehlenhard & Rodgers,
1993; Ståhl, Eek, & Kazemi, 2010). In the meantime,
although diﬀerent theories have been proposed
intending to understand this phenomenon, belief
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in a just world (BJW; Lerner, 1980; Lerner &
Miller, 1978) has been frequently cited in the
literature on sexual violence (Grubb & Turner,
2012).
Belief in a just world argues the existence
of a motivational need for individuals to believe
that the world is a fair place, where people have
what they deserve and deserve what they have
(Lerner, 1980; Lerner & Matthews, 1967).
To preserve this belief, they are motivated to
reestablish it whenever it is threatened (Correia
& Vala, 2003). Thus, victim blaming for the
violence he or she experiences helps restore the
belief that the world is an orderly and just place
(Grubb & Turner, 2012).
Following this line, previous investigations
showed that high adherence to BJW predicts
greater engagement in secondary victimization
strategies (Aguiar, Vala, Correia, & Pereira,
2008; Correia & Vala, 2003; Correia, Vala, &
Aguiar, 2001; Hafer & Bègue, 2005; Montada,
1998). More speciﬁcally, they have demonstrated
the predictive value of BJW with respect to the
derogation of sexual violence victims (e.g.,
Abrams, Viki, Masser, & Bohner, 2003; SakallıUğurlu, Yalçın, & Glick, 2007; Valor-Segura,
Expósito, & Moya, 2011).
However, while these studies have achieved
signiﬁcant results in testing the relationship
between secondary victimization and BJW,
Niemi and Young (2016) argued that this
theoretical model may be limited by the content
of moral values, which would account for most
of the variation in attitudes in relation to victims.
To follow this avenue of investigation, they
used the multi-foundational model proposed
by Moral Foundations Theory (MFT; Graham,
Haidt, & Nosek, 2009; Graham et al., 2013;
Haidt 2001, 2007, 2012; Haidt & Joseph, 2004),
which emerges in opposition to theories based
on moral reasoning (Jia & Krettenauer, 2017;
Kohlberg, 1969).
This model conceives of morality as a
rapid, automatic process based on ﬁve intuitive
foundations: harm, fairness, loyalty, authority,
and purity (Graham, et al., 2011; Haidt, 2007).
Each of these foundations refers to a speciﬁc
motivation. The foundation of harm relates to

1041

caring for oﬀspring and those who need to be
protected, while the foundation of fairness refers
to acting according to the norms within one’s
group. Loyalty, in turn, concerns the protection of
a group’s interests against rival groups, and that
of authority concerns the respect of those who are
superior to oneself in the social hierarchy, thus
preserving social order. Finally, the foundation
of purity pertains to the motivation to be pure,
both physically and spiritually, respecting the
sacred and suppressing carnal desires (Yilmaz,
Harma, Bahçekapili, & Cesur, 2016).
Among the ﬁve foundations proposed by
Graham et al. (2011), three (loyalty, authority,
and purity) refer to interactions between
individuals, and are based on the ideas of
A. Fiske (1992) that people tend to organize
and coordinate their social life in terms of the
relationships they have with other people. In
contrast, according to Graham et al. (2011), the
other two foundations, harm and fairness, would
be focused on the individual’s own needs and
would stem from liberal ideas that hold that
individual rights and duties would come ﬁrst,
before collective interests.
Considering morality based on individual
and collective protection (Davies, Sibley, &
Liu, 2014), the ﬁve moral foundations can be
organized into two higher order factors: one
individualizing and another binding. The ﬁrst,
intended to protect the rights of the individual,
aggregates the foundations of harm and fairness,
while the second, related to maintaining group
harmony, encompasses the foundations of
loyalty, authority, and purity (Graham et al.,
2009; Graham et al., 2011; Silvino et al., 2016;
Yilmaz et al., 2016). On the other hand, it is also
important to emphasize that these higher order
factors have a great conceptual proximity with
the individualist-collectivist dimension of the
model by Schwartz and Bilsky (1987, 1990).
Thus, according to Schwartz (1992), individuals
from collectivist cultures tend to be more
concerned with maintaining group cohesion and
harmony vs. the interests of the individual, while
individualistic cultures show greater concern for
the protection of the diﬀerences between group
members and the defense of individual interests
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and rights vs. those collective.
Another aspect considered in the analytical
perspective adopted in this research is based on
the assumptions of social identity theory (Tajfel
& Turner, 1979), whose central idea is that when
people categorize themselves as members of
social groups, they begin to deﬁne themselves in
terms of their group aﬃliations, and no longer
due to their individual characteristics alone. This
categorization accentuates intragroup similarities
and diﬀerences between groups (Correia, Alves,
Morais, & Ramos, 2015).
In this sense, studies have demonstrated the
importance of considering the group aﬃliation
of the victim to explain the phenomenon of
blaming the victim based on the belief in a just
world (Halabi, Statman, & Dovidio, 2015; Hayes,
Lorenz, & Bell, 2013; Modesto & Pilati, 2017;
Russell & Hand, 2017). Aligned with theoretical
arguments presented up to this point, studies
on secondary victimization have underscored
that people with greater endorsement of
individualizing values do not attribute blame for
the event to the victim of a moral injury (Schein
& Gray, 2015). In contrast, greater endorsement
of binding values would be related to greater
derogation of the victim, regardless of the type
of crime and the political orientation of the
observer (Niemi & Yong, 2016). However, it
is noteworthy that no studies have been found
in the literature that have tested the eﬀect of
the victim’s group membership on attributed
responsibility for the violence suﬀered, through
adherence to moral values.
Given this theoretical framework and the
importance of discussing the phenomena that
contribute to the maintenance of the scenario
of violence against women, some questions
have arisen: does the greater derogation of
the victim, conceived by prior research as
originating from high adherence to binding
values, occur as a processing of information
ﬂowing from psychosocial processes (e.g.,
group membership)? Does the relationship
between group membership, moral values, and
derogation of the victim not derive from BJW?

Research Overview

Principally, the overall objective of this
study was to investigate the relationship between
the victim’s group membership (ingroup
vs. outgroup) and secondary victimization
(operationalized by attributing blame to the
victim for the violence suﬀered by the victim).
In turn, the speciﬁc objectives were to analyze
the moderating eﬀect of moral values, and of
belief in a just world, on this relationship.
To meet these objectives, ﬁve hypotheses
were established, which guided the conduct
of three empirical studies. Study 1 tested
Hypothesis 1 (H1): the victim who is from the
ingroup (Spanish) will be blamed more than the
victim from the outgroup (Cuban). In Study 2
we tested: Hypothesis 2a (H2a), that the blame
of the victim from the ingroup (Spanish) will be
greater when there is high adherence to binding
values; and Hypothesis 2b (H2b), that adherence
to individualizing values will not predict greater
victim blaming regardless of group membership.
Finally, in Study 3 we tested: Hypothesis 3a
(H3a), that adherence to belief in a just world,
together with high adherence to binding values,
will predict greater blame for the victim from
the ingroup (Spanish); and Hypothesis 3b (H3b),
that adherence to individualizing values will
not predict victim blaming, regardless of group
membership and participant adherence to BJW.
This work was conformed to all American
Psychological Association (APA) guidelines for
research with human participants.

Study 1
In this ﬁrst study, Hypothesis 1 (H1) was
tested experimentally: the victim from the
ingroup (Spanish) will be blamed more than the
victim from the outgroup (Cuban).
This hypothesis was raised considering the
theorizing by Lerner and Miller (1978) arguing
that people are mainly concerned with their
own world; and thus, the closer that injustices
approach their group, the more they are motivated
to explain or make sense of the event, than when
it occurs in other settings (Aguiar et al., 2008).
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Participants and Design
This study included 250 persons from
the general population (considering the 17
autonomous communities of Spain) of Spanish
nationality, ages 17-67 years (M = 33, SD
= 14.92). Sampling was non-probabilistic,
snowball type (individuals selected to be
studied invite new participants). The majority of
participants (52%) were female. The design used
was between participants and the designation of
participants for each of the conditions occurred
in a random manner.

Procedures
SurveyMonkey software was used to apply
online questionnaires.

Instruments
Experimental Manipulation. The instrument used presented a vignette reporting a case
of sexual violence involving two co-workers,
Ana and Enrique, who are single and have
known each other for some time. After a dinner,
she invites him to continue conversing at her
house, they exchange a few kisses, and against
Ana’s resistance, Enrique grabs her forcefully
and continues kissing her until consummating
the act.
The vignette varied on two levels, depen-
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ding on the victim’s group membership. In one
condition, the ingroup (Spanish victim) was
emphasized. In the other condition, the victim
was Cuban (outgroup member). Each participant
responded to only one of the experimental
conditions.
Victim blaming. Using a six-point Likert
scale (1 = Not at all - 6 = Largely), participants
had to indicate: To what extent do you think Ana
is responsible for what happened?

Data Analysis
The analysis was conducted using SPSS
software (Statistical Package for the Social
Sciences), version 20. For the comparison
between the experimental conditions, a t-test
for independent measurements was performed
with the victim’s group membership (Spanish
vs. Cuban) as the independent variable and the
victim blaming as the dependent variable.

Results
Based on estimated means, the t-test for
independent measures revealed that, on average,
the participants attributed more responsibility to
the victim when she belonged to the ingroup Spanish (M = 1.76, SD = 1.26) than when she
belonged to the outgroup - Cuban (M = 1.43 ,
SD = .80). This diﬀerence, 0.132, 95% CI [-.586,
-.065], was signiﬁcant t (225) = -2.46, p = .015,

Figure 1. Victim blaming according to the victim’s group membership.
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d = .31. The means are summarized in Figure 1.

victim and secondary victimization.

Partial Discussion
The result found supported Hypothesis 1
(H1) in demonstrating that the victim blaming
varies according to her group membership.
When the victim is from the ingroup (Spanish)
she is blamed more.
This result is consistent with the hypothesis
formulated by Lerner and Miller (1978) that
people are more motivated to justify events
when they occur in their own group; with the
notion that the victim from the ingroup is more
threatening to the belief in a just world (Correia,
Vala, & Aguiar, 2007); and with the previous
study conducted by Aguiar et al. (2008) where it
is pointed out that the victim from the ingroup is
blamed more for the undeserved fate.
Considering previous investigations that
point to the inﬂuence of gender on the attribution
of responsibility to the victim of sexual violence
(Bendixen, Henriksen, & Nøstdahl, 2014;
Durán, Moyan Megías, & Viki, 2010; Paul,
Kehn, Gray, & Salapska-Gelleri, 2014), we
tested the alternative hypothesis that the gender
of the research participant inﬂuences his/her
perception about the woman’s blame for the
violence she suﬀered.
However, on performing a 2 × 2 ANOVA,
the statistical test revealed a non-signiﬁcant
interaction eﬀect between the victim’s group
membership and the participant’s gender, F
(1, 246) = 1.06, ns. Corroborating previous
studies (Mandela, 2011; Newcombe, Van den
Eynde, Hafner, & Jolly, 2008; Strömwall,
Alfredsson, & Landström, 2013), the result
indicates that participant gender has no inﬂuence
on the degree of responsibility attributed to the
victim for the violence she suﬀered.
Given these results, another investigative
path was taken. Thus, based on the study by
Niemi and Young (2016) demonstrating that
moral values would be the driving force for
discrimination and blame regarding the victim,
the second study presented here aimed to verify
the moderating eﬀect of moral values on the
relationship between group membership of the

Study 2
This study aimed to experimentally test:
Hypothesis 2a (H2a), that the blame of the
victim from the ingroup (Spanish) will be
greater when there is high adherence to binding
values; and Hypothesis 2b (H2b), that adherence
to individualizing values will not predict greater
victim blaming regardless of group membership.
It was expected that the relationship between
the victim’s group membership and secondary
victimization would be moderated by binding
values, such that high adherence to binding
values (and not individualizing ones) would
imply greater blame attributed to the victim from
the ingroup (Spanish).
The hypotheses presented are based on the
assumption from MFT (Graham et al., 2009;
Graham et al., 2013; Haidt 2001, 2007, 2012;
Haidt & Joseph, 2004) that while individualizing
values are related to the protection of individual
rights, avoiding harm (e.g., secondary
victimization) and ensuring fairness, binding
values are intended to assess actions in terms
of loyalty, authority, and purity, and protect the
group, even if this means the victim must be
blamed (Graham et al., 2011; Niemi & Young,
2016; Yilmaz et al., 2016).

Method
Participants and Design
A total of 117 people from the general
population (considering the 17 autonomous
communities of Spain) of Spanish nationality,
with ages between 18 and 55 years (M = 29.48,
SD = 13.20) participated in this study. Sampling
was non-probabilistic, snowball type (individuals
selected to be studied invite new participants).
The majority of participants (59%) were female.
The design used was between participants and
the assignment of participants for each of the
conditions occurred in a random manner.

Procedures
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SurveyMonkey software was used to apply
online questionnaires.

Instruments
Experimental
Manipulation.
The
instrument and the manipulation used in this
study were the same as in Study 1.
Victim blaming. Using a six-point Likert
scale (1 = Not at all - 6 = Largely), participants
had to indicate: To what extent do you think Ana
is responsible for what happened?
Moral Values. These were evaluated using a
version of the Moral Foundations Questionnaire
(MFQ; Graham, Haidt, & Nosek, 2008;
Graham et al., 2011) translated into Spanish
by Bedregal and León (2008), through which
30 items represent the ﬁve moral foundations
(loyalty, authority, purity, harm, and fairness).
An example of the items of these foundations
includes: (a) loyalty: “People should be loyal
to the members of their family, even if they
have done something wrong”; (b) authority: “If
someone does or does not show disrespect for
authority”; (c) purity: “Chastity is an important
and valuable virtue”; (d) harm: “It will never be
right to kill a human being”; and (e) fairness:
“Justice is the most important requirement for a
society”. Using a principal components analysis
with varimax rotation, the items were grouped
into two factors [sample adequacy measure,
KMO = .643, X² (10) = 206.23, p < .001]. A
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reliability analysis revealed a moderate index
(Cronbach’s α = .66) for Factor 1, representing
the binding values (30.53% of the variance; high
loadings for loyalty, authority, and purity values;
and low loadings for harm and fairness values);
and a strong index (Cronbach’s α = .86) for
Factor 2, representing the individualizing values
(46.61% of the variance; high loadings for harm
and fairness foundations; and low loadings for
loyalty, authority, and purity foundations).

Data Analysis
The analyses performed in this study were
conducted using the same Software as the
previous study. For the tests of the eﬀects of the
binding values and individualizing values on
the relationship between group membership and
victim responsibility, linear regressions were run.
The moderation hypothesis was tested, according
to area recommendations (Hayes, 2013), with the
use of PROCESS. The ﬁrst one had the sexual
violence victim’s group membership (ingroup
vs. outgroup) as an independent variable (IV), the
victim blaming as the dependent variable (DV),
and the binding values as a moderating variable
(MV); The second had the same IV and DV,
and the individualizing values as a moderating
variable (MV). The theoretical interaction model
used in this study is illustrated in Figure 2.

Results

Figure 2. Theoretical interaction model used in Study 2.
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Multiple linear regression analyses revealed
a statistically signiﬁcant interaction eﬀect
between the victim’s group membership (IV),
victim blaming (DV), and binding values as a
moderating variable (MV). The same result was
not found regarding individualizing values.
The results indicate that the interaction
between victim’s group membership and
adherence to binding values predicts,
signiﬁcantly, victim blaming, F (3, 113) = 3.16,
p = .02. Analysis of the conditional eﬀects
indicated that diﬀerences in victim blaming in
relation to group membership are statistically
signiﬁcant when there is high adherence to
binding values (+1 SD above the mean) [b =
1.25, SE = .40, t(113) = 3.07, p = .002], since the

victim from the ingroup (Spanish; Y = 3.08) was
blamed more than the victim from the outgroup
(Cuban; Y = 1.82). When there is low adherence
to binding values (-1 SD below the mean), the
diﬀerences are not statistically signiﬁcant [b =
.11, SE = .39, t(113) = .29, ns]. The means are
summarized in Figure 3.
The same analysis of interaction was
performed in relation to individualizing
values, however this dimension did not present
signiﬁcant eﬀects in the relationship between
group membership of the victim and blame for
the violation suﬀered [b = -.90, SE = .81, t(113)
= - 1.11, ns].

Partial Discussion

Figure 3. Victim blaming in relation to victim’s group membership and level of
adherence to binding values.

Conﬁrming hypotheses 2a (H2a) and
2b (H2b), the results observed indicate that
the relationship between the victim’s group
membership and the victim blaming for the
violence suﬀered is moderated by binding
values, such that greater adherence to these
values leads to greater blame of the victim from
the ingroup; and that individualizing values do
not predict greater victim blaming, regardless of
the victim’s group membership.
The results obtained corroborate the

previous study that indicated the predictive
eﬀect of binding values regarding derogation
of the victim (Niemi & Young, 2016); and
previous research that defends the notion that
individualizing values are related to protection
of the individual, and do not predict harm, such
as secondary victimization (Schein & Gray,
2015). In addition, conﬁrming the results found
in Study 1, these data highlight the eﬀect of the
victim’s group membership on the phenomenon
of blaming the woman for the sexual violence
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she suﬀered.
In order to analyze the moderating eﬀect of
belief in a just world, in the interaction found in
the present study, Study 3 was carried out.

Study 3
The third study in this work examined
hypotheses 3a (H3a), that adherence to belief
in a just world, together with high adherence
to binding values, will predict greater blame
of the victim from the ingroup (Spanish);
and Hypothesis 3b (H3b), that adherence to
individualizing values will not predict victim
blaming, regardless of group membership and
participant adherence to BJW.
These hypotheses were formulated
considering previous studies that have
demonstrated the predictive eﬀect of belief in
a just world regarding the blaming of sexual
violence victims (e.g., Abrams et al., 2003;
Ferrão & Gonçalves, 2015; Sakallı-Uğurlu et
al., 2007; Valor-Segura et al., 2011); and the
argument that the relationship between this
belief and derogation of the victim is limited by
moral values (Niemi & Young, 2016).

Method
Participants and Design
A total of 258 persons from the general
population (considering the 17 autonomous
communities of Spain) of Spanish nationality,
with ages between 18 and 58 years (M =
34.50, SD = 14.70) participated in this study.
Sampling was non-probabilistic, snowball
type (individuals selected to be studied invite
new participants). The majority of participants
(57.4%) were female. The design used was
between participants and the assignment of
participants for each of the conditions occurred
in a random manner.

Procedures
SurveyMonkey software was used to apply
online questionnaires.

Instruments
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Experimental
Manipulation.
The
instrument and the manipulation used in this
study were the same as in Studies 1 and 2.
Victim blaming. Using a six-point Likert
scale (1 = Not at all - 6 = Largely), participants
had to indicate: To what extent do you think Ana
is responsible for what happened?
Moral Values. To assess moral values,
participants again completed the 30 items of
the Spanish version of the Moral Foundations
Questionnaire (MFQ; Graham et al., 2011)
translated by Bedregal and León (2008). Using
principal components analysis with varimax
rotation, the two-factor structure of the scale
(sample adequacy measure, KMO = .616,
X²(10) = 313.67, p < .001) was conﬁrmed. A
reliability analysis revealed moderate indexes
(Cronbach’s α = .73) for Factor 1 representing
“binding values” (42.4% of the variance) and
(Cronbach’s α = .77) for Factor 2 representing
“individualizing values” (30.0% of the variance).
Belief in a Just World (BJW). Version of
the Lipkus scale (1991) validated in Spanish by
Barreiro, Etchezahar, and Prado-Gascó (2014).
The scale contains seven items, in a six-point
Likert format (1 = Completely Disagree and
6 = Completely Agree), that represent belief
in a just world. Examples of items about these
beliefs include: I believe that people get what
they have a right to have; I think people get what
they deserve; Basically I think the world is a
fair place. By means of a principal components
analysis, using varimax rotation, the items
were grouped into one factor [sample adequacy
measure, KMO = .774, X²(21) = 356.45, p <
.001]. A reliability analysis revealed a moderate
index (Cronbach’s α = .68). High scores on this
scale indicated greater adherence to belief in a
just world.

Data Analysis
The analyses carried out in this study were
conducted using the same Software as the
previous studies. For the tests of the eﬀects of
binding values, individualizing values, and belief
in a just world on the relationship between group
membership and victim responsibility, linear
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regressions were run. The moderation hypothesis
was tested, according to area recommendations
(Hayes, 2013), with the use of PROCESS.
The ﬁrst one had the sexual violence victim’s
group membership (ingroup vs. outgroup) as an
independent variable (IV), the victim blaming
as the dependent variable (DV), binding values
as a primary moderating variable (MV1ª), and

belief in a just world as a secondary moderating
variable (MV2ª); the second had the same IV,
DV, and MV2ª, and individualizing values as
the primary moderating variable (MV1ª). The
theoretical interaction model used in this study
is illustrated in Figure 4.

Figure 4. The triple-interaction theoretical model used in Study 3.

Results
Multiple linear regression analyses revealed
a statistically signiﬁcant triple interaction eﬀect
between the victim’s group membership (IV),
victim blaming (DV), binding values (MV1ª),
and BJW (MV2ª). The same result was not
found in relation to individualizing values as the
primary moderating variable.
The results indicate that the triple interaction
between victim’s group membership, adherence
to binding values, and BJW predicts, signiﬁcantly,
victim blaming, F (1, 250) = 3.74, p = .05.
Analysis of the conditional eﬀects indicated that
the diﬀerences in the victim blaming in relation
to group membership are statistically signiﬁcant
when there is high adherence to binding values
(+1 SD above the mean) and low BJW (-1 SD
below the mean) [b = 1.18, SE = .36, t(250) =
3.23, p = .001].

In the interaction between binding values
and BJW, the violence victim blaming is greater
when the victim is from the ingroup (Spanish;
Y = 2.51) than when she is from the outgroup
(Cuban; Y = 1.32). When there is high adherence
to BJW (+1SD), even though adherence to
binding values is high (+1SD), the diﬀerences in
the victim blaming with respect to the victim’s
group membership are not signiﬁcant [b = .26,
SE = .23, t(250) = 1.03, ns]. The means are
summarized in Figure 5.
The same analysis was performed with
respect to individualizing values, however, it
was found that they do not play a moderating
role in the relationship of the victim’s group
membership and BJW with the woman’s blame
for the violence she suﬀered [b = .76, SE =. 44,
t(250) = 1.73, ns].
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Figure 5. Victim blaming in relation to victim’s group membership and adherence
to BJW when there is high adherence to binding values.

Discussion
Together, the results supported hypotheses
3a (H3a) and 3b (H3b), since the sexual violence
victim blaming varied according to the victim’s
group membership, the participants’ high
adherence to binding values, and adherence to
belief in a just world; and since individualizing
values, in turn, did not exert a moderating eﬀect
on the relationship between the victim’s group
membership, adherence to BJW, and secondary
victimization.
Speciﬁcally, when belief in a just world
was considered, together with binding values
and victim group membership, to predict the
woman’s blame for the violence she suﬀered,
low adherence to that belief made adherence
to binding values more salient, producing
greater blame for the victim from the ingroup.
In contrast, high adherence to BJW turned
this eﬀect non-signiﬁcant, resulting in greater
secondary victimization independent of the
victim’s group membership.
These results suggest that high adherence
to binding values predicts greater blame of the
victim due to her group membership, when
this is considered in isolation (see Study 2) or
when it is associated with low adherence to
BJW. Furthermore, they may indicate that high

adherence to BJW limits the predictive power
of binding values with regard to blaming the
woman for the violence she suﬀered, as a result
of her group membership.
These results contradict Niemi and Young’s
(2016) observations, in that they aﬃrm that the
relationship between binding values and greater
judgment of the victims does not derive from
belief in a just world. Moreover, they emphasize
the predictive power of the victim’s group
membership, in interaction with high adherence
to binding values and low adherence to BJW,
with respect to derogation of the victim, oﬀering
a new route of investigation vis-à-vis previous
studies that indicated secondary victimization
as being due to high (and not low) adherence
to BJW (e.g., Abrams et al., 2003; Ferrão &
Gonçalves, 2015; Sakallı-Uğurlu et al., 2007;
Valor-Segura et al., 2011).
In addition, the evidence found corroborates
previous research that pointed to the absence
of a relationship between adherence to
individualizing values and victim blaming for
the moral injury inﬂicted (Schein & Gray, 2015);
and they add that this relationship also does not
occur when other variables, such as the victim’s
group membership and BJW, are considered.
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General Discussion
and Conclusion
Considering the current scenario in which
violence against women continues to produce
alarming numbers, this investigation becomes
especially relevant for analyzing secondary
victimization, one of the phenomena that
contribute to the naturalization and persistence
of this social problem.
Taken together, the results presented
constitute an empirical test of the eﬀect of the
victim’s group membership on the blame for
the violence she has suﬀered, through binding
values and belief in a just world. Consistent
with previous studies, the data suggest that the
victim’s group membership inﬂuences secondary
victimization (e.g., Aguiar et al., 2008); that high
adherence to binding values predicts derogation
of the victim (e.g., Niemi & Young, 2016); and
that belief in a just world plays a predictive role
regarding negative attitudes toward victims of
sexual violence (e.g., Abrams et al., 2003; Ferrão
& Gonçalves, 2015; Sakallı-Uğurlu et al., 2007;
Valor-Segura et al., 2011).
More precisely, this research brings
contributions insofar as it demonstrates that the
relationship between adherence to binding values
and derogation of the victim does not occur
exclusively at the cognitive level, as information
processing in which high adherence to binding
values would produce greater secondary
victimization independent of the victim’s group
membership (psychosocial variable); that high
adherence to binding values leads to greater
blame of the victim from the ingroup compared
to the victim from the outgroup; that this eﬀect
is conﬁrmed when low adherence to belief in
a just world is considered jointly with binding
values and the victim’s group membership
to predict secondary victimization; and that,
yet, this eﬀect becomes non-signiﬁcant when
high adherence to BJW is considered in this
relationship, suggesting that high adherence to
this belief limits the predictive power of binding
values with respect to derogation of the victim,
according to her group membership.

Additionally, the eﬀect of participant gender
was considered as an alternative hypothesis,
however, the result of the analysis revealed that
women and men blamed the victim of violence
in an undiﬀerentiated manner. This suggests
that patriarchal culture is internalized regardless
of gender and continues to reverberate in the
processes of secondary victimization suﬀered by
women victims of sexual violence, ensuring the
maintenance of gender-based violence.
Notwithstanding, the studies carried out
present some limitations. Considering previous
investigations showing that closer relationship
between victim and oﬀender increases bias
against the victim (e.g., Abrams et al., 2003;
Buddie & Miller, 2001; Rebeiz & Harb, 2010) the
results presented here may have been inﬂuenced
by this aspect, since the scenario used presented
a case of rape involving a couple of friends who
had known each other for some time. Another
limitation lies in the fact that participants were
not asked about their socioeconomic status
and whether they had already been victims of
violence at some point in their lives. In this
area, future investigations could replicate these
studies, manipulating the closeness of the
victim with the aggressor in these scenarios
and considering those other aspects that were
analyzed in the studies presented here.
In addition, in accordance with a previous
study that demonstrated the inﬂuence of
manipulation of the cultural schemes of
individualism and collectivism in adherence
to moral values (Yilmaz et al., 2016), another
possibility would be to evaluate whether the
priming of individualism would lead to greater
adherence to the individualizing foundations
and, consequently, to less derogation of the
victim, as well as consider analyzing which
other psychosocial processes inﬂuence this
relationship between the victim’s group
membership, binding values, and secondary
victimization (e.g., sexism, stereotypes, culture
of honor).
Lastly, practices aimed at eliminating all
forms of violence against women in diﬀerent
spheres should consider the psychosocial
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processes underlying this problem, such as those
demonstrated on this occasion, so that action can
occur in a more eﬀective manner.
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