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Abstract Children and adolescents with intellectual disabilities are
especially likely to be sexually abused. Even so, their claims are no
likely to be heard in court, possibly because people assume that
jurors will not believe them. We tested this assumption in a mock-
trial study in which 160 men and women watched videotaped
excerpts from an actual trial. As predicted, when the 16-year-old
sexual assault victim was portrayed as “mildly mentally retarded”

instead of as “having average intelligence,” jurors were more

likely to vote guilty and had more confidence in the defendant's
guilt; considered the victim to be more credible and the defendant
to be less credible as witnesses; and rated the victim as more
honest, less capable of fabricating the sexual abuse accusation, anc
less likely to have fabricated the sexual abuse accusation. Men and
women were affected similarly by the disability manipulation, but
women were generally more pro-prosecution in their case
judgments and perceptions than were men. Finally, jurors who had
more liberal views toward persons with disabilities were more likely
than other jurors to make pro-prosecution judgments on measures
of guilt. Implications for psychological theory and the law are
discussed.
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Chaldren and adolescenty with intellectual disabilities are especially tikely s be sexwally
abused, Even so, theit claims are not likely to be heard in court, possibly becuse prople
assumze that jurers will not hetieve them We tested this assumpaion in @ mock~riad study
in which 160 men and women watched videotsped exeerpir from an acoead irnial. Ax
predicted, when the 16-year-old sexval assme victm was porirayed as “mildfy meniully
rewtrded” instead of as “having average intelligence,” jurors were more likely to vore
guilty and had more confidence in the defendant'’s guilt; considesed the victon to be
more ceedible and the defendan to be less credible us witnesses, and rated the victim as
more honest, less capable of fabricating the sexual abuse avcusarion, and less likely to
hunve fubricated the sexual abuse accusation. Men and wonten were affected simdusty
by the disability manipulation, but women were generally more pro-prosecudion in
their case judgments and percepuons than were men Finally, jurors who hod maore
liberal views toward persuns with disabdities were more hikely than other prors (o
make pro-prosecution judgnents on measuees of guilt. Implications for psychological
theory and the law are discussed.
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INTRODUCTION

Physical evidence and corruboraling witnesses are olten unavailable in child
and adolescent sexual assault trisls, leaving jurors struggling to make decisions on
the basis of little evidence other than an atleged victim’s word (Myers. 17, 1998).
T such cases, jurury” udgments can be influenced by o number of extrslegal tactuss

IDeprtment of Paxholopy {mec 3880 The Uriversity of Hlmsis it Cicagn, Chicage, Hilionis.

INstsnal Ot Reseanch Contes. Universsty of Chicages, Clicagss, s

Plederal Rescrve Bani of Chicago, Chacags. il

$River Oak Center for Children, Sucrunwnto. Calitarnig

*To» whoan comrespimdence should he addressed st Depastaent of Psychology (nve 288), The Umveesity
af [Mlitssis ol Chitago, HRIT W Elaetism Strect, Chiagpn, Hlinois 6060T-7137; c-mail NollimpPux
ali.

208

T AN ITOMG INE IS Asbrcar Tenbidags Lan %100 Thy s 1 ol 1k e nan Pivie bigr Aw et

http://www springerlink.com/content/m676285uw206873V/ 4/18/2009



SpringerLink - Journal Article
et .

the language of science

Page 3 of 3

Frequently asked questions | General information on journals and books | Send

Contact
© Springer. Part of Springer Science+Business Media
Privacy, Disclaimer, Terms and Conditions, © Copyright Information

Privacy Policy

Remote Address: 75.166.43.90 « Server: mpweb04
HTTP User Agent: Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; GTB5)

http://www.springerlink.com/content/m676285uw2068731/

4/18/2009



Law and Human Behavior, Vol. 27, No. 2, April 2003 (© 2003)

Jurors’ Perceptions of Adolescent Sexual Assault Victims
Who Have Intellectual Disabilities

Bette L. Bottoms,!> Kari L. Nysse-Carris,” Twana Harris,” and Kimberly Tyda*

Children and adolescents with intellectual disabilities are especially likely to be sexually
abused. Even so, their claims are not likely to be heard in court, possibly because people
assume that jurors will not believe them. We tested this assumption in a mock-trial study
in which 160 men and women watched videotaped excerpts from an actual trial. As
predicted, when the 16-year-old sexual assault victim was portrayed as “mildly mentally
retarded” instead of as “having average intelligence,” jurors were more likely to vote
guilty and had more confidence in the defendant’s guilt; considered the victim to be
more credible and the defendant to be less credible as witnesses; and rated the victim as
more honest, less capable of fabricating the sexual abuse accusation, and less likely to
have fabricated the sexual abuse accusation. Men and women were affected similarly
by the disability manipulation, but women were generally more pro-prosecution in
their case judgments and perceptions than were men. Finally, jurors who had more
liberal views toward persons with disabilities were more likely than other jurors to
make pro-prosecution judgments on measures of guilt. Implications for psychological
theory and the law are discussed.
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INTRODUCTION

Physical evidence and corroborating witnesses are often unavailable in child
and adolescent sexual assault trials, leaving jurors struggling to make decisions on
the basis of little evidence other than an alleged victim’s word (Myers, 1997, 1998).
In such cases, jurors’ judgments can be influenced by a number of extralegal factors
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