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Abstract 

Purpose: In popular media, ‘revenge pornography’ refers to the non-consensual sharing of 

intimate images (NCSII) of another. Despite survivors of NCSII facing long-term 

consequences, they still face victim-blaming attitudes. Extant literature has typically sampled 

from countries where NCSII has long been illegal, such as the United Kingdom (UK); 

neglecting perspectives from countries lacking NCSII-specific legislation, such as Norway at 

the time of data collection.  

Methods: Participants (n = 477) from the UK and Norway responded to vignettes depicting 

NCSII, which differed by the survivor-perpetrator relationship depicted (i.e., casual vs. 

committed).  

Results: Controlling for participant sex and psychopathic personality traits (previously 

implicated in judgements of image-based sexual abuse), UK citizens perceived NCSII to have 

worse impacts on survivors than Norwegian citizens. Moreover, data trends suggested 

participants attributed increased victim-blame in vignettes featuring casual relationships, with 

higher self-reported psychopathic personality traits predicting judgements associated with 

viewing NCSII as less criminal in nature.  

Conclusion: These findings emphasise a need to better understand the role of legislation in 

public perceptions of NCSII (and image-based sexual abuse more broadly) and the need to be 

conscious about further exploring technology-facilitated crime internationally.   

 

Key words: revenge pornography, non-consensual sharing of intimate images, image-based 

sexual abuse, victim-blame, psychopathy 

 

  



3 
 

Introduction 

 

In the United Kingdom (UK), calls to the Revenge Porn Helpline increased by 106% between 

2022 and 2023 (Revenge Porn Helpline, 2024). Despite the non-consensual sharing of 

intimate images (NCSII) having existed for many decades in offline arenas (Hall et al., 2022; 

Salter & Crofts, 2015), technological developments and common access to camera phones 

and social media platforms have facilitated ones’ capacity for instantaneous and far-reaching 

distribution of private sexual media in a digital space. Although true prevalence rates of 

NCSII are difficult to determine with victims often reluctant to come forward due to fears of 

re-victimisation (Bothamley & Tulley, 2018; Fido & Harper, 2020), data is congruent with 

physical modes of sexual abuse (Cecil, 2014; Franks, 2017) in that women are more likely to 

be targeted than men (Bates, 2017; McGlynn & Rackley, 2016). 

Consequences of NCSII are pervasive across social-, professional-, and health-related 

domains (Aborisade, 2022; Campbell et al., 2022), with survivors facing long-term mental 

health impacts such as anxiety, depression, shame, and post-traumatic stress (Bates, 2017; 

Blancaflor et al., 2023) and even experiencing stalking and harassment (Franks, 2017). Such 

consequences are perhaps worsened by reactions from the public who provide harsh 

judgements and victim-blaming attitudes (Cooper, 2016). Survivors of NCSII are considered 

partially responsible for their intimate images being circulated online if they initially (and 

consensually) captured and sent images to the perpetrator by both the public and by law 

enforcement (Attrill-Smith et al., 2021; Henry et al., 2017; Zvi & Bitton, 2020; 2021), with 

harsher judgements given to survivors of NCSII where heightened levels of nudity are 

displayed (McKinlay & Lavis, 2020). Negative judgements are further substantiated by the 

continued use of improper terminology in popular media, such as ‘revenge pornography’, 

which both fail to convey the true nature and extent of injuries inflicted on the survivors and 
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detract focus away from the perpetrator (Magaldi et al., 2020; McGlynn & Rackley, 2016). In 

practice, survivors may be deterred from seeking support as a result of such judgements 

(Bates, 2017; Jaffe et al., 2019; Monroe et al., 2005). Victim-blaming might be explained 

through Just World (Lerner & Miller, 1978) and Attribution (Weiner, 1980) theories. In the 

former, one believes the world to be a ‘just and orderly’ place where everyone ultimately gets 

what they deserve, and in the latter, responsibility for events (and associated sympathy) arise 

through internal attributions of perceived motives, circumstances, and individual differences 

(Grubb & Harrower, 2008). In the context of NCSII, individuals who express their sexuality 

by taking nude images may be seen as more blameworthy, promiscuous, and less deserving of 

protection and/or police intervention.  

Such attributions might be further complicated through the nature of the survivor-

perpetrator relationship. In cases of physical sexual abuse, individuals attribute significantly 

more blame to survivors of acquaintance rape (i.e., a known sexual partner) than to survivors 

of stranger rape (Abrams et al., 2003; Krahè et al., 2007). Seemingly, the perception of an 

intimate, personal relationship between the perpetrator and the survivor increases the amount 

of responsibility that is assigned to the survivor, whilst simultaneously decreases the blame 

attributed to the perpetrator (Bieneck & Krahé, 2011; Wyer et al., 1985). Inconsistency exists, 

however, regarding perceptions of survivors of NCSII as a function of the duration of their 

relationship with the perpetrator. Whilst Starr & Lavis (2018) identified harsher judgements 

where images were willingly shared after a month of knowing the perpetrator compared to 

after a year, Bothamley and Tulley (2018) found that neither the length of the survivor-

perpetrator relationship nor the reason for the relationship breakdown influenced victim-

blame. Differences may be partially explained through the specific terms “one month” and 

“one year” facilitating more meaningful interpretations than the broader phrase of a “short 

time”. Nevertheless, such variation warrants further exploration. 
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The magnitude of NCSII-related impact has contributed to many countries taking 

legislative measures to tackle this issue. Countries such as Australia, the majority of the 

United States of America and the European Union, as well as the UK have made the non-

consensual distribution of sexually explicit images a punishable criminal offence (Fido & 

Harper, 2021; Mania, 2022). For example, the UK’s Criminal Justice and Courts Act (2015) 

positions the non-consensual dissemination of sexually explicit images a criminal act carrying 

a sentence of up to two years’ imprisonment. However, despite limited empirical work from 

the social sciences in regions wherein NCSII remains legal (e.g., Ghana; Ofei & Fido, in 

prep), there is a noticeable gap in the literature as to whether public perceptions of NCSII 

differ between regions where NCSII-related legislation does and does not exist. As such the 

present study collected comparative samples from the UK and Norway, wherein, at the time, 

there were parliamentary rejections to punish those engaging in NCSII (Regjeringen, 2019). 

Importantly, at the time of publication, NCSII is now illegal in Norway and follows similar 

conviction guidelines to the UK (see Jansen, 2021), making it an ideal comparator group.  

Research into the interactions between behaviour and law is of importance. Laws 

affect behavioural norms understood by the public whereby the social stigma attached to 

certain actions increases as fewer people participate in said actions (Benabou & Tirole, 2011). 

Laws also provide information on societal values when there is uncertainty about universal 

norms, thus deterring citizens by the prospect of guilt and self-sanctioning effects (Benabou & 

Tirole, 2011). In the context of sex-related crime, and a driver for our focus on Norway, 

Norwegian citizens (where prostitution-related legislation had only recently been 

implemented), were less agreeable towards the criminalisation of prostitution than Swedish 

citizens (where prostitution-related legislation had been established more than a decade 

earlier) (Jakobsson & Kotsadam, 2011). Such findings indicate that legislation can influence 
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public attitudes towards illegal behaviour, which would likely map on to technology-

facilitated crimes such as NCSII and the survivors thereof.  

 

Covarying Impact of Participant Sex and Psychopathic Personality 

For methodological rigour, research into judgements of NCSII should control for 

covarying demographics and traits that have previously been associated with judgements of 

image-based sexual abuse more broadly. First, whereas men have a greater propensity to 

allocate blame to survivors (Black & Gold, 2008; Grubb & Harrower 2009), women tend to 

be more sympathetic (Grubb & Turner, 2012; Seelau & Seelau, 2005). In the context of 

NCSII, females blame survivors less (Bothamley & Tully, 2018), attributed greater negative 

impact towards survivors (Uhl, 2017), and are more likely to view NCSII as a sexual offence 

(Harper et al., 2023). Such judgements also interplay with the survivor’s sex, with both male 

and female participants sometimes trivialising male survivors or viewing offenses against 

them as less serious (Gavin & Scott, 2019). Across other manifestations of image-based 

sexual abuse, women were also found to be more likely than men to see both the production 

of deepfaked sexual media and acts of upskirting as sexual offences that require criminal 

justice intervention (Fido et al., 2022; 2023), whilst reporting greater perceptions of harm to 

individuals who have been sexually deepfaked (Fido et al., 2022). As such, women are 

expected to hold more survivor-positive judgements in the context of NCSII within this study.  

Second, within the general population, psychopathic personality traits manifests on a 

continuum, with high scorers characterised by shallow emotion processing, inappropriate 

affect, and reduced empathic capacity (Hare & Neumann, 2008; Viding & McCory, 2019). 

Psychopathic personality traits have been implicated in digital antisocial behaviour (Clancy et 

al., 2019; Lyons et al., 2021), and have long-standing relationships with victim-blaming 
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attitudes and pro-rape myth beliefs related to physical sexual abuse (Abbey et al., 2011; 

Debowska et al., 2014). A growing body of literature has also associated higher levels of self-

reported psychopathic personality traits with more lenient judgements of (Fido et al., 2021; 

2023; Harper et al., 2023), and greater proclivity to commit (Harper et al., 2023; Pina et al., 

2017) NCSII. Similar associations are also mirrored across the creation and dissemination of 

deepfaked sexual media (Fido et al., 2022) and engaging in upskirting (Fido et al., 2023). In 

part, these associations might be explained through the pleasure gleaned from inflicting 

distress on others (Kircaburun et al., 2018), and should be controlled for when assessing 

judgements of image-based sexual abuse-related crimes (though see Fido et al., 2024 for 

discussion of mixed effects of psychopathic personality traits on judgements of image-based 

sexual abuse). 

 

Overview of Study  

Taken together, this study aims to contribute knowledge to both the presence of 

NCSII-related legislation on survivor judgements (through comparing responses from UK and 

Norwegian samples) as well as whether such judgements differ as a function of the nature of 

the survivor-perpetrator relationship. Based on extant evidence we hypothesised that citizens 

of countries with established NCSII-related legislation (i.e., the UK) would show more 

survivor-positive judgements than citizens of countries that did not at the time of data 

collection (i.e., Norway). Further, we hypothesised that survivors depicted in vignettes 

featuring a non-committed, short-term relationship with the perpetrator would be judged more 

negatively than those featuring survivors who had been in a committed, long-term relationship 

with the perpetrator. No interaction effects were expected, but these were tested in an 

exploratory manner. Finally, we expected that being male and self-reporting higher rates of 
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psychopathic personality traits would predict more negative survivor views (treated as 

covariates within our planned analyses).  

 

Methods 

Participants 

An a priori power analysis was conducted using G*Power (version 3.1.9.4; Faul et al., 

2007) with an anticipated small-to-medium effect size (f = 0.125) and standard alpha level of 

.05, to identify the need for around 505 participants to be required to have 80% power in our 

planned analyses. After removing cases with over 5% missing data (n = 15), the final sample 

comprised 477 UK (n = 239, Mage = 44.12 years, SD = 15.91; 72.8% female) and Norwegian 

(n = 238, Mage = 32.46 years, SD = 12.21; 53.4% female) citizens. Participants were recruited 

through social media websites (e.g., Instagram, Reddit) as well as existing professional 

networks known to the researchers (e.g., LinkedIn). Participants were required to hold British 

or Norwegian citizenship (no dual citizenship to avoid potential confounds of legislative 

variance), be fluent in either English or Norwegian, and aged 18 years or over. Participants 

who deemed themselves survivors of NCSII were asked to refrain from participating to 

control for victimisation-related bias, and were directed to support services and information 

about other research projects being conducted by our group. All participants provided written 

informed consent in accordance with approved university research protocols and national 

ethical guidelines by ticking a box on both the first and last pages of an online survey.  

 

Materials 
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Demographics. Participants reported their age (in years), biological sex 

(male/female/other), and citizenship (UK/Norway).  

NCSII Vignettes. Participants read one of two randomly allocated vignettes outlining 

the breakdown of a heterosexual relationship that resulted in sharing intimate images (see 

supplementary files: https://osf.io/t8pjr/?view_only=355e5b9bd47e48deb858140ef3c965db). 

Both vignettes featured a male perpetrator and a female victim but differed as a function of 

whether their relationship was casual and short term, or long-term of two years. Vignettes 

followed a similar structure and mode of dissemination to those used in aligned projects (e.g., 

Fido et al., 2019; 2024; Harper et al., 2023), and were informed by media documented 

accounts of survivors of NCSII (e.g., Anonymous, 2015).  

 

Judgements of NCSII (Fido et al., 2022 (adapted from Bothamley & Tully, 2018)). 

Judgements were measured using the procedure outlined in Fido et al. (2022). Specifically, 

after viewing their designated vignettes, participants answered 8 items using a 7-point scale 

anchored from “Not at all/Very unlikely” to “Definitely/Very likely”. Four items (1. “How 

much do you think [victim’s name] is to blame for the incident?”, 2. “How much do you think 

that [victim’s name] had control over the situation?”, 3. “How likely do you think it is that 

[victim’s name] could have avoided the incident?”, 4. “Do you feel sorry for [victim’s 

name]?”) were averaged to create a Victim-Blame subscale (Cronbach’s α = .66), two items 

(5. “How much do you consider the behaviour of [perpetrator’s name] to be an offence?”, 6. 

“To what extent do you feel like police intervention is necessary for a resolution of the 

situation?”) were averaged to create a Perceived Criminality subscale (Cronbach’s α = .72), 

and two items (7. “How likely do you think it is that [perpetrator’s name]’s behaviour will 

cause mental harm to [victim’s name]?”, 8. “Do you think that [perpetrator’s name] will 

https://osf.io/t8pjr/?view_only=355e5b9bd47e48deb858140ef3c965db
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create fear or apprehension in [victim’s name]?”) were averaged to create a Anticipated Harm 

subscale (Cronbach’s α = .86). 

 

Self-Report Psychopathy Scale – Short Form (SRP4-SF; Paulhus et al., 2015). The 

SRP4-SF comprises 29 items that measure psychopathic personality in forensic and non-

forensic populations using a 5-point self-report scale (anchored from “Disagree Strongly” to 

“Agree Strongly”). Responses were calculated for total scores (Cronbach’s α = .87), as well as 

across four subdomains: ‘interpersonal’ (e.g., “I purposely flatter people to get them on my 

side”; Cronbach’s α = .74); ‘affective’ (e.g., “People sometimes say that I’m cold hearted”; 

Cronbach’s α = .67); ‘lifestyle’ (e.g., “I rarely follow the rules”; Cronbach’s α = .75); and 

‘antisociality’ (e.g., “I have tricked someone into giving me money”; Cronbach’s α = .59). 

High scores indicated greater levels of psychopathic personality.   

 

Procedure 

Ethical approval was obtained from an institutional ethical review panel prior to data 

collection (Ref: ETH2021-2243). Participants were presented with an online survey hosted 

via survey software, Qualtrics and were required to select their citizenship from a drop-down 

menu, which allowed the software to present them with an appropriately translated survey. 

After providing informed consent, participants were asked to input their age and sex before 

being randomly presented with one of two vignettes depicting an instance of NCSII (varying 

only by the nature of the survivor-perpetrator relationship) as well as accompanying 

judgement questions. Participants then completed the SRP4-SF before being debriefed. On 

average, the study took 20 minutes to complete. 
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Analysis Plan 

Data were analysed using the IBM SPSS version 26. In instances of missing data (n = 

3), sample means were calculated. Three analyses of covariance (ANCOVA) were performed 

to investigate differences in judgement scores associated with perceived victim-blame, 

criminality, and anticipated harm (the dependent variables) as a function of citizenship and 

nature of the relationship (the independent variables), after controlling for variation in 

participant sex and psychopathic personality traits (the covariates). For the broader benefit of 

our readers who might have additional interest in our variables, Pearson correlations were 

computed between the focal variables of interest for the whole sample as well as within each 

nationality. Baseline comparisons between UK and Norwegian citizens were computed using 

t-tests for descriptive purposes.  

 

 

Results 

 Citizenship differences. Means and standard deviations for questionnaire data are 

reported in Table 1. Independent t-tests were used to delineate citizenship differences within 

our sample. Participants from the UK were on average older (t(473) = 8.97, p < .001, d = 

0.82) and scored higher on the lifestyle facet of the SRP4-SF (t(475) = 3.89, p < .001, d = 

0.36). Conversely, participants from Norway scored higher on average on the interpersonal 

(t(475) = 3.49, p = .001, d = 0.32) and affective (t(475) = 2.48, p = .013, d = 0.23) facets of 

the SRP4-SF. No significant differences were seen in either the antisocial facet of the SRP4-

SF (t(475) = 1.65, p = .099, d = 0.15) or in its composite score (t(475) = 0.26, p = .799, d = 

0.02) between citizenship.  
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Correlation analysis. Bivariate Pearson correlations were computed between the 

independent and dependent variables, and the covariates across the whole sample (see Table 

2) as well as between UK and Norwegian citizens, specifically (see Table 3). Victim-blaming 

attitudes were positively associated with age and scores on the interpersonal, affective, 

antisocial facets of the SRP4-SF (but neither the lifestyle facet nor the composite score) in the 

whole sample. However, when broken down as a function of citizenship, only the 

relationships between victim-blaming attitudes and age and the antisocial facet held true (in 

UK citizens specifically). Perceived criminality was negatively correlated with age, as well as 

all psychopathic personality trait metrics except for the lifestyle facet in the whole sample. 

However, notwithstanding the exception of the relationship with the interpersonal facet, 

which was present in both groups of citizens, these relationships appear to be driven by UK 

citizens. Finally, perceptions of anticipated harm were negatively correlated with age across 

Table 1. Descriptive statistics for UK and Norwegian responders.    

 Total 

M (SD) 

UK 

M (SD) 

Norway 

M (SD) 

p d 

Age 38.28 (15.32) 44.12 (15.91) 32.46 (12.21) < .001 0.82 

Interpersonal 12.88 (4.16) 12.22 (3.96) 13.54 (4.26) .001 0.32 

Affective 12.27 (3.97) 11.82 (3.87) 12.72 (4.04) .013 0.23 

Lifestyle 14.07 (4.41) 14.84 (4.60) 13.29 (4.07) < .001 0.36 

Antisocial 9.60 (2.57) 9.79 (2.76) 9.40 (2.35) .099 0.15 

SRP - Total 48.82 (11.97) 48.68 (12.13) 48.96 (11.84) .799 0.02 

Note. SRP = Self-Report Psychopathy Scale v4 - Short Form.  
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all sample permutations; however, a negative correlation was only seen with the affective 

facet of psychopathic personality in the whole sample and the antisocial facet of psychopathic 

personality in the UK sample, specifically. As expected, all facets of the SRP4-SF shared 

medium-to-large correlations with one another and the composite SRP4-SF score for the 

whole sample as well as for both UK and Norwegian subsamples.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 2. Pearson correlations between variables for the whole sample. 

 Whole Sample 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

[1] Age - .148*** -.166*** -.95* -.171*** -.263*** -.079 .011 -.173*** 

[2] Victim-Blame  - -.322*** -.342*** .097* .110* -.038 .113* .080 

[3] Perceived Criminality   - .425*** -.149*** -.138** -.047 -.122** -.141** 

[4] Anticpated Harm    - -.102** -.081 .023 -.079 -.071 

[5] Interpersonal     - .657*** .489*** .377*** .826*** 

[6] Affective      - .548*** .405*** .849*** 

[7] Lifestyle       - .401*** .806*** 

[8] Antisocial        - .628*** 

[9] SRP - Total         - 

Note.  SRP = Self-Report Psychopathy Scale v4 - Short Form, * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001.  
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Table 3. Pearson correlations between UK and Norwegian Citizens. 

 Whole Sample 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

[1] Age - .243*** -.245*** -.162* -.124 -.247*** -.121 -.074 -.182** 

[2] Victim-Blame .100 - -.336*** -.420*** .116 .088 -.020 .189** .101 

[3] Perceived Criminality -.036 -.312*** - .446*** -.159* -.189** -.022 -.161* -.157* 

[4] Anticpated Harm -.178** -.261*** .439*** - -.088 -.091 .008 -.177** -.095 

[5] Interpersonal -.124 .065 -.160* -.074 - .613*** .522*** .344*** .798*** 

[6] Affective -.236*** .123 -.090 -.044 .685*** - .621*** .452*** .857*** 

[7] Lifestyle -.219*** -.043 -.067 -.014 .548*** .541*** - .422*** .843*** 

[8] Antisocial .06 .024 -.055 -.001 .458*** .384*** .360*** - .644*** 

[9] SRP - Total -.188** .055 -.123 -.047 .873*** .850*** .797*** .617*** - 

Note.  SRP = Self-Report Psychopathy Scale v4 - Short Form, * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001. UK citizens above the diagonal and Norwegian citizens 

below the diagonal.  



 ANCOVA analyses. We conducted three 2 (citizenship; UK vs. Norway) x 2 

(relationship type; short-term vs. long-term) between group ANCOVAs to predict judgement 

scores on a NCSII vignette, whilst controlling for participant sex and composite psychopathic 

personality. Across all analyses, data met the necessary assumptions and Levene’s tests of 

equality of error variances were non-significant (p’s = .343, .063, and .374, respectively). 

 Victim-Blame. There was no main effect of citizenship, F(1,471) = 1.23, p = .267, ηp
2 

= .003, nor interaction between citizenship and relationship type, F(1,471) = 1.20, p = .273, 

ηp
2 = .003, on victim-blame after controlling for the participant’s sex, F(1,471) = 0.08, p = 

.775, ηp
2 < .001, and psychopathic personality, F(1,471) = 2.14, p = .144, ηp

2 = .005. 

However, there was a significant main effect of relationship type on victim-blame, F(1,471) = 

5.39, p = .021, ηp
2 = .011, with a greater prevalence of victim-blaming attitudes for vignettes 

featuring short term (M = 2.45, SD = 1.06) versus long term (M = 2.23, SD = 1.03) 

relationships (d = 0.21).    

 Perceived Criminality. There was no main effect of citizenship, F(1,471) = 1.02, p = 

.313, ηp
2 = .002, relationship type, F(1,471) = 0.07, p = .799, ηp

2 < .001, nor interaction 

thereof, F(1,471) = 0.323, p = .570, ηp
2 = .001, on perceived criminality. However, whilst 

participant sex was not a significant covariate, F(1,471) = 0.16, p = .689, ηp
2 < .001, higher 

levels of psychopathic personality was associated with significantly less perceived 

criminality, F(1,471) = 9.041, p = .003, ηp
2 = .019.    

 Anticipated Harm. There was no main effect of relationship type, F(1,471) = 0.73, p = 

.788, ηp
2 < .001, nor any interaction between relationship type and citizenship, F(1,471) = 

0.72, p = .396, ηp
2 = .002, on anticipated harm after controlling for participant sex, F(1,471) = 

1.11, p = .292, ηp
2 = .002, and psychopathic personality, F(1,471) = 1.95, p = .164, ηp

2 = .004. 

There was, however, a significant main effect of citizenship, F(1,471) = 10.99, p = .001, ηp
2 = 

.023, such that UK citizens (M = 6.39, SD = 0.87) versus Norwegian citizens (M = 6.12, SD = 



17 
 

0.96) reported greater anticipated harm (d = 0.29). Data for all analyses and analysis outputs 

are available here: https://osf.io/t8pjr/?view_only=355e5b9bd47e48deb858140ef3c965db. 

 

Discussion 

This research contributes to a growing body of literature seeking to understand 

variation in judgements of image-based sexual abuse and survivors thereof. Whilst controlling 

for factors previously found to impact judgements (i.e., participant sex and psychopathic 

personality traits), we compared responses to vignettes depicting NCSII between citizens of 

countries where NCSII-related legislation was either established or (at the time) non-existent, 

and when relationship depicted within said vignettes was either short- or long-term.  

Though no statistically significant differences were identified between scores on either 

victim-blame or perceived criminality of the NCSII depicted, on average, respondents from 

the UK (where NCSII had been illegal for half a decade) attributed higher rates of anticipated 

harm than respondents from Norway (where NCSII was legal at the time of data collection). 

Of note, items pertaining to anticipated harm specifically related to mental harm (Q7) and the 

creation of fear and apprehension (Q8). While our specific judgement measure has not been 

used to test legislative differences in other physical or image-based sexual abuse research, 

findings reported here add to broader literature (e.g., Jakobsson & Kotsadam, 2011; Sgarbi et 

al., 2015) demonstrating changes in perceptions of crime following the implementation of 

legislation. However, whereas Jakobsson and Kotsadam (2011) and Sgarbi et al. (2015) found 

legislation-based differences in agreeableness towards the criminalisation of prostitution and 

misconceptions about stalking, respectively, differences in the current study were based solely 

around perceptions of anticipated harm. On average, participants reported equivalent victim-

blame and perceived criminality of NCSII, which might reflect influences from international 

https://osf.io/t8pjr/?view_only=355e5b9bd47e48deb858140ef3c965db
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television and film, news reports, and social media discussions wherein substantial 

information pertaining to the seriousness of NCSII might be conveyed. Indeed, at the time of 

data collection, NCSII had been legislated against within many countries for over half a 

decade, thus, allowing a substantial amount of time for relevant information to be shared. The 

benefit of sharing forensic psychological knowledge with the general public on an 

international scale has recently been discussed in relation to violent and sexual offending 

(Hammond et al.,  2024; Rothwell et al., 2021).  

We also hypothesised that vignettes featuring survivors in a casual and short-term 

relationship with the perpetrator would be judged more negatively than those featuring 

survivors within a long-term relationship with the perpetrator of two years. This was realised 

in our data with survivors depicted to be in casual relationships being attributed more blame. 

Though relationship status was not deemed to be of statistical importance in Bothamley and 

Tulley (2018), our results map on to the greater levels of blame attributed to survivors of 

NCSII whose sexual images were shared after a month of knowing the perpetrator compared 

to after a year in Starr & Lavis (2018). In practice, this might reflect people viewing the 

‘early’ sharing of sexual images within a relationship as being promiscuous; factor 1 of 

Harper et al.’s (2023) Beliefs about Revenge Pornography Questionnaire, which in turn was 

associated with viewing NCSII victimisation as being avoidable for the survivor. Of interest, 

although Harper et al. (2023) also found associations between viewing survivors as 

promiscuous and lower judgements of criminality and anticipated  harm, there was no main 

effect of relationship status specifically and either of these outcome variables in the current 

study. Logically, we expected our results given that the time one is in a relationship with 

another has little impact on the crime of NCSII itself.  

Stemming from extant literature in the field of image-based sexual abuse, we ensured 

to control for variation in both the sex of the participant and psychopathic personality traits 
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within our analyses. Unexpectedly, across all of our dependent variables of victim-blame, 

perceived criminality, and anticipated harm, participant sex was not found to be a statistically 

significant covariate. Though positive from a civic perspective, this largely conflicts with 

long-standing findings documenting a greater propensity for males to allocate blame to 

survivors of crime more broadly (Black & Gold, 2008; Grubb & Harrower 2009), as well as 

survivors of NCSII, specifically (Bothamley & Tully, 2018). Moreover, males have 

previously been found to attribute lower impact for victims of NCSII (Uhl, 2017), and are, on 

average, less likely to view both NCSII (Harper et al., 2023) and other image-based sexual 

offences as requiring criminal justice intervention (Fido et al., 2022; 2023). As highlighted 

within our limitations section, this might reflect a disproportionate number of female 

respondents (72.8%) in our study. Further, and in line with our hypotheses, increased levels of 

psychopathic personality traits were positively associated with both attribution of victim-

blame as well as lower perceptions of criminality. In the general population, psychopathic 

personality traits are characterised by inappropriate affect and reduced empathic capacity 

(Hare & Neumann, 2008; Viding & McCory, 2019) and have long been implicated in victim-

blaming attitudes to both physical (Abbey et al., 2011; Debowska et al., 2014) and image-

based (Fido et al., 2021; 2022; 2023; Harper et al., 2023; Pina et al., 2017) sexual abuse.  

 

Limitations of the Study 

Our results should be discussed in light of limitations. First, our vignettes only 

described situations featuring female survivors and male perpetrators within heterosexual 

relationships. Despite women being disproportionately targeted by NCSII (Amico & 

Steinberger, 2015; Bates, 2017; Bloom, 2014; McGlynn & Rackley, 2016), and NCSII 

commonly (Branch et al., 2017), but not always (Hall & Hearn, 2017) occurring within 

heterosexual couples, it is important to replicate these findings within survivor-perpetrator 
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relationships comprising different characteristics. More broadly, we must also acknowledge 

that despite vignettes being valuable tools allowing us to easily manipulate our experimental 

conditions, they are unable to fully capture social realities and so may not evoke realistic 

affective responses to the proposed situations (Erfanian et al., 2020). Future research should 

explore other ways to action these experimental manipulation.  

Second, we note a disproportionate balance of participant sex (72.8% female), which 

might impact on the variance of psychopathic personality traits (Tully et al., 2023; Wynn et 

al., 2012) as well as perceptions of survivors and perpetrators of image-based sexual abuse 

(Fido et al., 2021). During the peer-review process, we conducted unplanned ad-hoc analyses 

to further explore the potential effects of disparities of sex and age within our sample, wherein 

we used randomisation functions within SPSS to stratify our samples, thus, allowing us to 

evenly distribute participant sex between our four conditions (n = 65 in each group). Through 

this process, although the effect of relationship status on victim blame was reduced, all other 

statistically significant effects, such as psychopathic personality predicting less perceived 

criminality and nationality (being from the UK) predicting greater anticipated harm remained. 

Such findings (available in full within our data files linked above) suggest we can have 

greater confidence in our data not being down to variation in sex and age. Nevertheless, 

combining these two limitations, and drawing upon the defensive attribution hypothesis, 

wherein negative perceptions of others decrease as a function of the observer’s perceived 

similarity to said other (Grubb & Turner, 2012), this might further explain some of the non-

significant group differences reported here.  

Third, as with much of the work reported in the area of judgements towards IBSA, 

findings of this study are cross-sectional in nature; meaning that we can only infer the role of 

legislation, with no causality assumed. Of course, though temporally, we cannot replicate the 

precise international aspects of this study owing to legislative advancements in both the UK 
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and Norway since data were collected, we issue a call to arms for academics in this area to 

work with collaborators from nations wherein IBSA-related legislation is not currently present 

in the hope of addressing the limitations documented above.   

 

Conclusion 

Unexpectedly, legislative differences pertaining to NCSII appear to have limited 

impact on judgements of NCSII as a crime, and survivors thereof. Where differences were 

found (anticipated harm), this might reflect the implementation of legislation indicating a 

given act has severe consequences for its survivors. However, data presented within this study 

also highlights that ones’ relationship, and in turn sexual behaviour, does indeed play a role in 

the blame attributed to survivors of NCSII. Operationally, this further highlights the need to 

share forensic psychology-related knowledge more broadly within the general public, as well 

as to ensure processes are in place to enable individuals to feel able to seek support following 

image-based sexual abuse.  
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