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Researching the “Rape Culture” of America
An Investigation of Feminist Claims about Rape

By Christina Hoff Sommers
Associate Professor of Philosophy, Clark University

As a crime against the person, rape is
uniquely horrible in its long-term ef-
fects. The anguish it brings is often followed
by an abiding sense of fear and shame. Discus-
sions of the data on rape inevitably seem
callous. How can one quantify the sense of
deep violation behind the statistics? Terms
likeincidenceandprevalencare statistical
jargon; once we use them, we necessarily
abstract ourselves from the misery. Yet, it
remains clear that to arrive at intelligent poli-
cies and strategies to decrease the occurrence .
of rape, we have no alternative but to gather i
and analyze data, and to do so does not make _ _
. . _As an associate professor of philosophy at Clark

us callous. Truth is no enemy to COmpass"'o‘)niversity, Dr. Christina Hoff Sommers specializes in
and falsehood is no friend. contemporary moral theory. She has written articles for

Some feminists routinely refer to Ameri-TTe ke Reronic Toe el Steec ol e hicae
can society as a “rape culture.” Yet estimatefurnal of Medicine.
onthe prevalence of rape vary wildly. Accord-—

ing to the FBIUniform Crime Reportthere

were 102,560 reported rapes or attemptdfetime. The radical feminist legal scholar
rapes in 1990The Bureau of Justice StatisticsCatharine MacKinnon, however, claims that
estimates that 130,000 women were victims by conservative definition [rape] happens to
rape in 1996.A Harris poll sets the figure at aimost half of all women at least once in their
380,000 rapes or sexual assaults for 1993jves.”s

According to a study by the National Victims  Who is right? Feminist activiséd others
Center, there were 683,000 completed forgrave plausibly argued that the relatively low
ible rapes in 1990.The Justice Departmentfigures of the FBI and the Bureau of Justice
says that 8 percent of all American women wilBtatistics are not trustworthy. The FBI survey
be victims of rape or attempted rape in theig based on the number of cases reported to the
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police, but rape is among the mosKoss was chosen to direct it. Koss’s findings
underreported of crimes. The Bureau of Jusvould become the most frequently cited re-
tice Statistics National Crime Survey is basedearch onwomen’s victimization, not so much
on interviews with 100,000 randomly selectethy established scholars in the field of rape
women. It, too, is said to be flawed because thhesearch as by journalists, politicians, and
women were never directly questioned abow#ctivists.

rape. Rape was discussed only if the woman

Koss and her associates interviewed

happened to bring it up in the course of arslightly more than three thousand college
swering more general questions about criminaomen, randomly selected nationwid€he

victimization. The Justice Department hayo

ung women were asked ten questions about

changed its method of questioning to meet thsexual violation. These were followed by sev-

eral questions about the precise nature of the

“According to the FBI . . . there were violation. Had they been drinking? What were
their emotions during and after the event?

102,560 reported rapes or attemptEd rapes What forms of resistance did they use? How
in 1990. The Bureau of Justice Statistics would they label the event? Koss counted
estimates . .. 130,000 ... in 1990. A Harris anyone who answered affirmatively to any of

poll sets the figure at 380,000. According to
... the National Victims Center, there were
683,000 . .. rapesin 1990.”

criticism, so we will know in a year or two
whether this has a significant effect on its
numbers. Clearly, independent studies on the
incidence and prevalence of rape are badly
needed. Unfortunately, research groups inves-
tigating in this area have no common definition
of rape, and the results so far have led to
confusion and acrimony.

the last three questions as having been raped:

8. Have you had sexual intercourse when you
didn’t want to because a man gave you alcohol
or drugs?

9. Have you had sexual intercourse when you
didn’t want to because a man threatened or used
some degree of physical force (twisting your
arm, holding you down, etc.) to make you?

10. Have you had sexual acts (anal or oral
intercourse or penetration by objects other than
the penis) when you didn’t want to because a
man threatened or used some degree of physical
force (twisting your arm, holding you down,
etc.) to make you?

Koss and her colleagues concluded that

Rape: “Normal Male Behavior” 15.4 percent of respondents had been raped,

Of the rape studies by nongovernme
groups, the two most frequently cited are th@
1985Ms. magazine report by Mary Koss an(ﬁf
the 1992 National Women’s Study by Dr.
Dean Kilpatrick of the Crime Victims Re-
search and Treatment Center at the Medic
School of South Carolina. In 1982, Mary
Koss, then a professor of psychology at Ke
State University in Ohio, published an articl
on rape in which she expressed the orthod
gender feminist view that “rape represents af
extreme behavior bubne that is on a con-
tinuum with normal male behavior within thefOI
culture’ (my emphasisy. Some well-placed
feminist activists were impressed by her. A

Koss tells it, she received a phone call out é’lm U o
miscommunication,” 14 percent said it was a

crime but not rape,” and 11 percent said they
don't feel victimized.™!

the blue inviting her to lunch with Gloria ,
Steinem’. For Koss, the lunch was a turning,
point. Ms. magazine had decided to do a
national rape survey on college campuses, and

nz§nd that 12.1 percent had been victims of
ttempted rap&Thus, a total of 27.5 percent

the respondents were determined to have

eenvictims of rape or attempted rape because
they gave answers that fit Koss'’s criteria for
pe (penetration by penis, finger, or other
object under coercive influence such as physi-
'ﬁal force, alcohol, or threats). However, that is
othow the so-called rape victims saw it. Only

&pout a quarter of the women Koss calls rape
ictims labeled what happened to them as
rape. According to Koss, the answers to the

low-up questions revealed that “only 27

percent” of the women she counted as having
geen raped labeled themselves as rape vic-

s0Ofthe remainder, 49 percent said it was

Inline with her view of rape as existing on
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a continuum of male sexual aggression, Kod3erkeley’'s School of Social Welfare, first
also asked‘Have you given in to sex play read the “one in four” figure in the school
(fondling, kissing, or petting, but not inter-newspaper, he was convinced it could not be
course) when you didn’t want to because yoaccurate. The results did not tally with the
were overwhelmed by a man’s continual arguindings of almost all previous research on
ments and pressure?” To this questi®B,7 rape. When he read the study he was able to
percent responded affirmatively, and thegee wherdahe high figures came from and
were counted as having been sexually victinwhy Koss'’s approach was unsound.

ized. He noticed, for example, that Koss and

The Koss study, her colleagues counted as victims of rape any

“According to Koss . . . released in 1988, respondent who answered “yes” to the ques-

‘only 27 percent’ of the

became known as tion “Have you had sexual intercourse when
theMs.Report. Here you didn’t want to because a man gave you

women she counted as is how the Ms. alcoholordrugs?” That opened theor wide
having been raped labeled Foundation toregarding as a rape victim anyone who
themselves as rape victims. characterizes the regretted her liaison of the previous night. If

Of the remainder, 49 percent

results: “The Ms. your date mixes a pitcher of margaritas and
project—the encourages you to drink with him and you

said it was “miscommunication,’ largest scientific accept a drink,have you been “adminis-
14 percent said it was a ‘crime investigation ever tered” an intoxicant, ankdas your judgment
but not rape; and 11 percent undertaken on the been impaired? Certainly, if you pass out and

said they ‘don’t feel

victimized.

subject—revealed aremolested, one would call it rapBut if
some disquieting you drink and, while intoxicated, engage in
statisticsincluding sex that you later come to regret, have you

this astonishing been rapedXoss does not address these
fact: one in four questions specificallyshe merely counts
female respondents had an experience that nyetur date as a rapist and you azjge statistic
the legal definition of rape or attempted rape.” if you drank with your date and regret having
. ] ] had sexvith him. As Gilbert points out, the
The Official “One in Four” Figure question, as Kss posed it, is far too ambigu-

“One in four” has since become the offi-OUS:
cial figure on women’s rape victimization what does having sex “because” a man gives
cited in women’s studies departments, rape you drugs or alcohol signify? A positive re-
crisis centers, women's magazines, and on it foeel nRRIC heer hiees
protest pu'_[tons and posters. Susan Faludi de-presem; whether the womar's judgment or con-
fended it in a Newsweekstory on sexual  tro were substantiallyimpaired; or whether
correctnes$® Naomi Wolf refers to it inThe the man purposefully gdhe woman drunk in
Beauty Myth calculating that acquaintance order to prevent h(_er resistance to sexual ad-
rape is “more common than lefthandedness, Yances.... While the item could hieen clearly

. . worded to denote “intentional ¢apacitation

alcoholism, and heart attacks:'One in four” of the victim,” as the question standswibuld
is chanted in “Take Back the Night” proces- require a mind reader to detect whether any
sions, and it is the number given in the date affirmative response corresponds to this legal
rape brochures handed out at freshman orien- definition of rape’
tation at colleges and universities around the Koss, however, insisted that her criteria
country® Politicians, from Senator Josephconformed with the legal definitions of rape
Biden of Delaware, Bemocrat, to Republi- used in some states, and she cited in particular
can Congressman Jim Ramstad of Minnesotte statute on rape of her own state, Ohio: “No
citeitregularly, anditis the primary reason foperson shall engage in sexual conduct with
the Title 1V, “Safe Campuses for Women”another person . .. when ... for the purpose of
provision of the Violence Against Women Actpreventing resistance the offender substan-
of 1993, which provides twenty million tially impairs the other person’s judgment or
dollars tacombat rape on college campu&es.control by administering any drug or intoxi-

When Neil Gilbert, a professor atcant to the other person” (Ohio revised code
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1980, 2907.01A, 2907.03. whelmed by threatening males who force their
attentions on them during the course of a date
The Blade Cuts Deep but are unable or unwilling to classify their
Two reporters from theBlade a small, experience as rape. Does that picture fit the
progressive Toledo, Ohio, newspaper that h&erage female undergraduate? For that mat-
won awards for the excellence of its investigaer, does it plausibly apply to the larger
tive articles—were also not convinced that theommunity? As the journalist Cathy Young
“one in four” figure was accurate. They took ébserves, “Women hawex after initial re-
close look at Koss’s study and at several othekgctance for a number of reasonsfear of
that were being cited to support the alarmingeing beaten up by their dates is rarely re-

tidings of widespread sexual abuse on collegeorted as one of theni?”
campuses. In a spe-  Katie Roiphe, a graduate student in En-

“In effect, Koss and her

cial three-part series glish at Princeton and author@fie Morning
on rape called “The After: Sex, Fear, and Feminism on Campus

followers present us with a Making of an Epi- argues along similar lines when she claims
picture of confused young demic,” publishedin that Koss had no right to reject the judgment
women overwhelmed by October 1992, the of the college women who didn’t think they

threatening males who force

reporters, Nara were raped. But Katha Pollitt dthe Nation
Shoenberg and Samdefends Koss, pointing out that in many cases

their attentions on them Roe, revealed that people are wronged without knowing it. Thus
during the course of a date Kosswas quotingthe we do not say that “victims of other injus-
but are unable or unwilling to Ohiostatuteinavery tices—fraud,  ~ malpractice,  job
. . ) misleading way: she discrimination—have suffered no wrong as
classify their experience as had stopped short of long as they are unaware of the lgi#.”
rape.” mentioning the quali- Pollitt’s analogy is faulty, however. If

fying clause of the Jane hasugly financial dealings with Tom and

statute, which spe- an expert explains to Jane that Tom has de-
cificallyexcludesthe situations where a persorfrauded her, then Jane usually thanks the
plies his intended partner with drink or druggxpert for having enlightened her about the
in hopes that lowered inhibition might lead tdegal facts. To make her case, Pollitt would
a liaison.® Koss now concedes that questiofave to show that the rape victims who were
eight was badly worded. Indeed, she told theénaware that they were raped would accept
Blade reporters, “At the time | viewed the Koss’s judgment that they really were. But
question as legal; | now concede that it'$hat has not been shown; Koss did not en-
ambiguous? That concession should havdighten the women she counts as rape victims,
been followed by the admission that her sund they did not say “now that you explain it,
vey may be inaccurate by a factor of two: forwe can see we were.”
as Koss herself told théBlade once you Koss and Pollitt make a technical (and in
remove the positive responses to questidact dubious) legal point: women are ignorant
eight, the finding that one in four collegeabout what counts as rape. Roiphe makes a
women is a victim of rape or attempted rapégtraightforward human point: the women were
drops to one in nin&.But as we shall see, thisthere, and they know best how to judge what
figure too is unacceptably high. happened to them. Since when do feminists

For Gilbert, the most serious indicationconsider “law” to override women'’s experi-

that something was basically awry in Me/ ence?
Koss study was that the majority of women Koss also found that 42 percent of those
she classified as having been rajid not she counted as rape victims went on to have
believe they had been rapedf those Koss sexwiththeirattackers onalater occasion. For
counts as having been raped, only 27 perceyictims of attempted rape, the figure for sub-
thought they had been; 73 percent did not s@gquent sex with reported assailants was 35
thatwhat happened to them was rape. In effeggrcent. Koss is quick foint out that “it is
Koss and her followers present us with &0tknown if[the subsequesx]was forced
picture of confused young women overor voluntary” and that most of the relation-
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ships “did eventually break up subsequent tisiends. The person making the advances isn’t
the victimization.?* But of coursemostcol- always a stranger, but can be a friend, boy-
lege relationships break up eventually for oniend, or even a family member. Such
reason or another. Yet, instead of taking thegxperiences can occur anytime in a woman’s
young women at their word, Koss casts abolife—even as a child?” Pointing out that she
for explanations of why so many “raped’wants to hear about any such experiences
women would return to their assailants, im“regardless of how long ago it happened or
plying that they may have been coerced. Siveho made the advances,” the interviewer pro-
ends by treating her subjects’ rejection of hereeds to ask four questions:
findings as evidence that they were confused 1 Has a man or boy ever made you have sex by
and sexually naive. There is a more respectful using force or threatening to harm you or some-
explanation. Since most of those Koss counts one close to you? Just so there is no mistake, by
as rape victims did not regard themselves as S€X e mean putting a penis in your vagina.
having been raped, why not take this fact and 2. Has anyone ever made you have oral sex by
the fact that so many werltack to their force or threat of harm? Just so there is no
partners as reasonable indications that they mistake, by oral sex we mean that a man or boy
had not been raped to begin with? put his penis in your mouth or_som_ebody pen-

. etrated your vagina or anus with his mouth or

The Toledoreporters calculatedthatifyou ;qe.

eliminate the affirmative responses to the al-
cohol or drugs question, and also subtract 3. Has anyone ever made you have anal sex by
from Koss’s results the women who did not 0'¢e o threat of harm?
think they were raped, her one in four figure 4. Has anyone ever put fingers or objects in your
for rape and attempted rape “drops to between vagina or anus against your will by using force

one in twenty-two and one in thirty-thre®.”  or threat?
“ e Any woman who answered yes to any one
The “One in Eight” Study of the four questions was classified as a victim

The other frequently cited nongovernmene@f rape.
rape study, the National Women'’s Study, was This seems to be a fairly straightforward
conducted by Dean Kilpatrick. From an interand well-designed survey that provides a win-
view sample of 4,008 women, the stud}dowinto the private horror that many women,
projected that there were 683,000 rapes #specially very young women, experience.
1990. As to prevalence, it concluded that “ifPne of the more disturbing findings of the
America, one out of every eight adult womensurvey was that 61 percent of the victims said

or at least 12.1 million American women, haghey were seventeen or younger when the rape
occurred.

“Since most of those Koss counts as rape victims There Is, however, one flaw

did not regard themselves as having been raped, why
not take this fact and the fact that so many went back
to their partners as reasonable indications that they
had not been raped to begin with?”

that affects the significance of
Kilpatrick’s findings. An affir-
mative answer to any one of the
first three questions doerea-
sonably put onein the category

of rape victim.The fourth is

problematic, for itincludes cases

been the victim of forcible rape sometime iin which aboy penetrated a girl with his finger,
her lifetime.28 against her will, in a heavy petting situation.

Unlike the Koss report, which tallied rapeCertainly the boy behaved badly. But is he a
attempts as well as rapes, the Kilpatrick studigpist? Probably neither he nor his date would
focused exclusively on rape. Interviews wer&ay so. Yet, the survey classifies him as a
conducted by phone, by female interviewergapist and her as a rape victim.
A woman who agreed to become part of the | called Dr. Kilpatrick and asked him
study heard the following from the interviewer:about the fourth question. “Well,” he said, “if
“Women do not always report such experia woman is forcibly penetrated by an object
ences to police or discuss them with family oguch as a broomstick, we would call that
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rape.”

Koss’s: “Inthe past year, did your partner ever

“Sowould I,” I said. “But isn’'t there a big try to, or force you to, have sexual relations by
difference between being violated by a broomuising physical force, such as holding you
stick and being violated by a finger?” Dr.down, or hitting you, or threatening to hit you,
Kilpatrick acknowledged this: “We should or not?2°Not a single respondent of the Harris
have split out fingers versus objects,” he saigholl’'s sample answered yes.

Still, he assured me that the question did not How to explain the discrepancy? True,
significantly affect the outcome. But | won-women are often extremely reluctant to talk

“ Blade reporters asked Kilpatrick why
he had not asked women whether they
had been raped . . . he replied, ‘If people
think that is a key question, let them get
their own grant and do their own study.”

about sexual violence that they have experi-
enced. But the Harris polisters had asked a lot
of other awkward personal questions to which
the women responded with @or: six per-

cent said they had considered suicifile

percent admitted to using hard drugs, 10
percentsaid they had been sexually abused

when they were growing up. | don’t have the

answer, though it seems obvious to me that
dered. The study had found an epidemic afuch wide variances should make us appreci-
rape among teenagers—just the age growgpe the difficulty of getting reliable figures on
most likely to get into situations like the one the risk of rape from the research. That the real

have described. risk should be known is obvious. TiBdade
] ) reporters interviewed students on their fears
A Serious Discrepancy and found theranxious and bewdlered. “It

The more serious worry is that Kilpatrick smakes a big difference if it's one three
findings, and many other findings on rape@r one in 50,” said April Groff of the Univer-
vary wildly unless the respondents are explicsity of Michigan, who says she is “very scared.”
ity asked whether they have been raped. fi'd have to say, honestly, I'd think about rape
1993, Louis Harris and Associates did a telea lotless if | knew the number was one in 30.”
phone survey and came up with quite different When th&ladereporters asked Kilpatrick
results. Harris was comnsioned by the why he had not asked women whether they
Commonwealth Fund to do a study ohadbeenraped, hetoldthemthere had beenno
women’s health. As we shall see, their higlime in the thirty-five-minute interview. “That
figures on women’s depression and psychavas probablysomething that ended up on
logical abuse by men caused a%tBut their the cutting-roonfloor.” ** But Kilpatrick’s
finding on rape went altogether unnoticedexclusion of such a question resulted in very
Among the questions asked of its randormuch higher figures. When pressedbout
sample population of 2,500 women was, “Inwhy he omitted it from a study for which
the last five years, have you been a victim of e had received a million-dollar federal grant,
rape or sexual assault?” Two percent of thee replied, “If people think that is a key
respondents said yes; 98 percent said no. Sirggestion, let them get their own grant and do
attempted rape counts as sexual assault, tgir own study.”
combined figures for rape and attempted rape Kilpatrick had done an earlier study in
would be 1.9 million over five years or 380,000vhich respondents were explicitly asked
for a single year. Since there are approxwhether they had been raped. That study
mately twice as many attempted rapes &howed a relatively low prevalence of five
completed rapes, the Commonwealth/ Harrigercent—one in twenty—and it got very little
figure for completed rapes would come t@ublicity**Kilpatrick subsequently abandoned
approximately 190,000. That is dramaticallyhis former methodology in favor of thés/
lower than Kilpatrick’s finding of 683,000 Koss method, which allows the surveyor to
completed forcible rapes decide whether a rape occurred. Like Koss, he

The Harris interviewer also asked a quegised an expanded definition of rape (both
tion about acquaintance and marital rape thétclude penetration by a finger). Kilpatrick's
is worded very much like Kilpatrick’'s and new approach yielded him high numbers (one
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in eight), and citations in major newspaperspen question. . . . We really don’t know a
around the country. His graphs were reproxvhole lot about it.®

duced inTime magazine under the heading, o ] ]
“Unsettling Reporton an Epidemic of Rage.” Rape Crisis” Hysteria: “Potential

Now he shares with Koss the honor of being @urvivors” and “Potential

principal expert cited by media, politicians,Rapists”

and activists.

An intrepid few in the academy have

There are many researchers who study,picly criticized those who have proclaimed
rape victimization, but their relatively Iowa “rape crisis” forirresponsibly exaggerat-

figures generate no headlines. The reporteir,.f.g the problem ancausing needless anxiety.

“Hellman checked the

from the Blade camjlle paglia claims that they have been
interviewed sev- ggpecially hysterical about date rape: “Date

. eral scholars i i i
figures at other campuses whose findings rape ha}s swelled |n_to a catas'Frophlc cosmic
d f d that in 1990 9S event, like an asteroid threatening the earth in
andtoun on rape were not 5 5u's science fictiorfilm.”*® She bluntly
fewer than one thousand sensational but ygjactsthe contention that “No’ always means

rapes were reported to

whose research . ‘No’ haslways been, and always will

methods were pe nart of the dangeus, alluring courtship
ritual of sex and seduction, observable evenin

coII_ege campuses in the notbased on con- e animal kingdom?*
entire country troversial Paglia’s dismissal of date rape hype infu-

definitions. Eu-

_ riates campus feminists, for whom the rape
gene Kanin, a csisisvery real. On most campuses, date-rape

retired professor of sociology from Purdugyqyps hold meetings, marches, rallies. Vic-
University and a pioneer in the field of aCyims are “survivors,” and their friends are
quaintance rape, is upset by the intrusion 6fq_grvivors” who also suffer and need coun-

politics into the field of inquiry: “This is seling®* At some rape awareness meetings,

highly convoluted activism rather than social,, o men who have not yet been date raped are
science researcli"Professor Margaret Gor- referred to as “potential survivors.” Their male

don of the University of Washington did agjassmates are “potential rapists.”

study in 1981 that came with relatively low a5 gate rape in fact reached critical pro-
figures for rape (one in fifty). She tells of the, g tions on the college campus? Having heard
negative reaction to her findings: “There wagpoyt an outbreak of rape at Columbia Univer-

some pressure—at least | felt pressure—igy, peter Hellman olNew Yorkmagazine
have rape be as prevalent as possible . . .. Ifacided to do a story about“itTo his

a pretty strong feminist, but one of the thing%urprise, he found that campus police logs
I was fighting was that the really avid femi-gha\wed no evidence of it whatsoever. Only
nists were trying to get me to say that thingg, rapes were reported to the Columbia
were worse than they really are.” campus police in 1990, and in both cases,
Dr. Linda George of Duke University alsocharges were dropped for lack of evidence.
found relatively low rates of rape (one ingeman checked the figures at other cam-
seventeen), even though she asked questiqfses and found that in 1990 fewer than one
very close to Kilpatrick’sShe told th@lade o sand rapes were reported to campus secu-
she is concerned that manyef colleagues ity on college campusizsthe entire country?
treat the high numbers as if they are “cast #ipat works out to fewer than one-half of one
stone.®” Dr. Naomi Breslau, director of re- rane per campus. Yet despite the existence of
search in the psychiatry department at thg rape crisis center at St. Luke’s-Roosevelt
Henry Ford Health Science Center in Detro'tl-lospital two blocks from Columbia Univer-
who also found low numbers, feels that it i%ity, campus feminists pressured the
important to challenge the popular view thag yministration into installing an expensive
higher numbers are necessarily more accuraigpe crisis center inside the university. Peter

Dr. Breslau sees the need for a new and mofg|iman describes a typical night at the center
objective program of research: “It's really an
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in February 1992: “On arecent Saturday nighstudied Toledo neighborhoods andalcu-

a shift of three peer counselors sat in the Rajeted that women in the poorer areas were
Crisis Center—one a backup to the other twmearly thirty times more likely to be raped than

. .. Nobody called; nobodyame. As if in a those in the wealthy areas. They also found
firehouse, the three women salertly and that campus rape rates were 30 times lower

waited for disaster to strike. It was easy tthan the rape rates for theneral population

“Campus rape rates
were 30 times lower than
the rape rates for the
general population of 18-
to 24- year-olds in
Toledo. The attention and
the money are
disproportionately going

forget these were the fad- of 18-to 24-year-olds in Toledo. The attention
ing hours of the eve of andthe money are disproportionately going to
Valentine’s Day.* those least at risk. According to thH&ade

In The Morning Af- reporters:

21 Katie Roiphe Across the nation, public universities are spend-
describes the elaborate ing millions of dollars a year on rapidly growing
measures takentoprevent programs to combat rape. Videos, self-defense
sexual assaults at classes, and full-time rape educators are com-
. . monplace. . . . But the new spending comes at a
Princeton. que lights time when community rape programs—also de-
have been installed pendent on tax dollars—are desperately
around the campus, fresh-  scrambling for money to help populations at

man women are issued much higher risk than college studetfts.

to those least at risk.” whistles at orientation. One obvious reason for this inequity is

There are marches, rapethat feminist advocates come largely from the

counseling sessions, middle class and so exert great pressure to

emergency telephones. But as Roiphe tells protect their own. To render their claims plau-
Princeton is a very safe town, and whenevaible, they dramatize themselves as
she walked across a deserted golf course to géd¢tims—survivors or “potential survivors.”
to classes, she was more afraid of the wildnother device is to expand the definition of
geese than of a rapist. Roiphe reports thedpe (as Koss and Kilpatrick do). Dr. Andrea
between 1982 and 1993 only two rapes welRarrot, chair of the Cornell University Coali-
reported to the campus police. And, when tion Advocating Rape Education and author
comes to violent attacks in general, male stwf Sexual Assault on Campbeggins her date
dents are actually more likely to be the victims:ape prevention manual with the words, “Any
Roiphe sees the campus rape crisis movemeagixual intercourse without mutual desire is a
as a phenomenon of privilege: these younigrm of rape. Anyone who is psychologically
women have had it all, and when they find ousr physically pressured into sexual contact on
that the world can be dangerous and unpredicny occasion ias much a victiras the person
able, they are outraged: who is attacked in the streets” (my empha-

Many of these girls [in rape marches] came to SiS)*® By such a definition, privileged young

Princeton from Milton and Exeter. Many of their ~ women in our nation’s colleges gain moral

lives have been full of summers in Nantucket parity with the real victims in the community

and horseback-riding lessons. These are women 441596 Parrot’s novel conception of rape also
who have grown up expecting fairness, consid-

eration, and politeness. justifies the salaries being paid to all the new
personnel in the burgeoning college date rape
Serious Misallocation of Funds industry. After all, it is much more pleasant to

) ) . deal with rape from an office in Princeton than

The Blade story on rape is unique in g, the streets of downtown Trenton.
contemporary journalism because the authors A qiher reason that college women are
dared to question the popular feminist Stati%jetting a lion’s share of public resources for
tics on this terribly sensitive problem. But tocombatting rape is that collegiate money

my mind, the important and intriguing storyy, o ,gh originally public, is allocated by col-
they tell about unreliable advocacy statistics 'I%ge officials. As th@lade points out:

overshadowed by the even more important Bubli ersities h imillion doll
discoveries they made about the morally inde- | U2'c universities have muiti-mifion cotar

. ; . budgets heavily subsidized by state dollars.
fensible way that public funds for combatting school officials decide how the money is spent,
rape are being allocated. Schoenberg and Roeand are eager to address the high-profile issues
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like rape on campus. In contrast, rape crisis share of the very scarce public resources allo-
centers—nonprofit agencies that provide free ~5tad for rape prevention and for aid to rape

services in the community—must appeal di- ;5\ \nderscores hodisproportionatel
rectly to federal and state governments for prop y

money*® powerful andself-preoccupiedhe campus

Schoenberg and Roe describe typical Cas%eéninists are despite all their vaunted concern

of women in communities around the coun-Or women V\.mt large.
Once again we see what a long way the

try—in Madison, Wisconsin, in Cqumbus,N Femini h ¢ S Eall
Ohio, in Austin, Texas, and in Newport, Ken- ew Feéminism has come from Seneca Falls.

tucky—who have been raped and have tow Tthe privileged and protected women who

months for rape counseling services. The gunched the women’s movement, as Eliza-

were three rapes reported to police at th%eth Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony took

University of Minnesotain 1992;in New York pains to pointout, did not regahemselvess

City there were close to the primary victims of gender inequity: “They

“High rape numbers three thousand. Minne- had souls large enough to feel thieongs of

serve the gender feminists sota students have a
by promoting the belief

others without being scarified in their own
flesh.” They did not act as if they had “in their

24-hour rape crisis hot .
own experience endured the coarser forms of

line of their own. In New

that American culture is York City, the “hot line” tyranny resulting from unjust laws, or associa-

sexist and misogynist.” leads to detectives in the

tion with immoral and unscrupulous men.”
Ms. Stanton and Ms. Anthony concentrated

sex crimes unit. The

Bladereports that the sponsors of the ViolencgIelr efforts on the Hester Vaughns and the

Against Women Act of 1993 reflect the samé’ther defenseless women whose need for gen-

bizarre priorities: “If Senator Biden has hi:sder equity was urgent and unquestionable.

way, campuses will get at Ieas_t twenty mi”ior‘Scarifying Statistics

more dollars for rape education and preven- _

tion.” In the meantime, Gail Rawlings of the ~Much of the ‘unattractive self-
Pennsylvania Coalition Against Rape comPreoccupation and victimology that we find
plains that the bill guarantees nothing for basign today’s campuses have been wrgs_por:&bly
services, counseling, and support groups f&ngendered.bythelnﬂated and scarifying “one
women in the larger community: “It's ridicu- IN four” statistic on campus rape. In some
lous. This bill is supposed to encourag&2ses the campaign of alarmism arouses
prosecution of violence against women, lan xasperation of another kln_d. In_an artlcle in
one of the main keys is to have support for thf€New York Times Magazirieatie Roiphe

victim. . . . | just don’t understand why [theduéstioned Koss's figures: “If 25 percent of
money] isn't there 2 my women friends were really being raped,

Because rape is the most underreportéfouldn’tl know it?"**She also questioned the
of crimes, the campus activists tell us W(f_,emlnlstpers_pgctlveon male/fe'malere!atlons:
cannot learn the true dimensions of campud Nese feminists are endorsing their own
rape from police logs or hospital reports. But'topian vision of ;exual relations: sex wlthout
as an explanation of why there are so fe@{ruggle, sex without power, sex without
known and proven incidents of rape on canersuasion, sex without pursuit. If verbal
pus, that won't do. Underreporting of sexuaf©€rcion constltut(_es rape, then t_he word rape
crimes is not confined to the campus, antiSelf €xpands to include any kind of sex a
wherever there is a high level aBported WOMan experiences as negative.” _
rape—say in poor urban communities where 1N€ publication of Ms. Roiphe’s piece
the funds for combattingrape are almost Ncénsed the campus feminists. “Théew
nonexistent—the level ainderreported rape YO'k Timesshould be shot,” railed Laurie
will be greater still. No matter how you look at™iNk, & professor at Kenyon CollegéDon't
it, women on campus do not face anywher'é‘"'te [Ka_tle Roiphe] to yoursphool if you can
near the same risk of rape as women elsRrevent it,” counseled Pauline Bart of the

where. The fact that college women continu/Niversity oflllinois>>Gail Dines, awomen’s
to get a disproportionate and ever-growin tudies professor and date rape activist from
heelock College, called Roiphe a traitor
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who has sold out to the “white male patriarexceptionally violent, and the violence is not
chy.”s specifically patriarchal or misogynist. Ac-
Other critics, such as Camille Pagliacording tdnternational Crime Ratea,report
and Berkeley professor of social welfare Neifrom the United States Department of Justice
Gilbert, have been targeted for demonstrdCrimes of violence (homicide, rape, and rob-
tions, boycotts, and denunciations. Gilberbery) are four to nine times more frequent in
began to publish his critical analyses of théhe United States than they are in Europe. The
Ms./ Koss study in 1990. Many feminist U.S. crime rate for rape was . . . roughly seven
activists did not look kindly onGilbert’s times higher than the average for Euroffe.”
challenge to their “one in four” figure. A dateThe incidence of rape is many times lower in
rape clearinghouse in San Francisco devotesch countries as Greece, Portugal, or Ja-
itself to “refuting” Gilbert; it sends out massegpan—countries far more overtly patriarchal

of literature attacking thanours.

“Like a lynching or a him. Itadvertises atfemi- It might be said that places like Greece,
cross burning, an act of nist conferences with Portugal, and Japan do not keep good records

violence by a man against

green and orange fliers on rape. But the fact is that Greece, Portugal,
bearing the headline and Japan are significantly less violent than

a woman would be STOP IT, BITCH! The we are. | have walked through the equivalent
prosecuted as a crime of words are not Gilbert’s, of Central Park in Kyoto at night. | felt safe,
gender bias. under title 3 but the tactic is an effec- and | was safe, not because Japan is a feminist

of the [Violence Against

Women Act].”

tive way of drawing society (itis the opposite), but because crime
attention to his work. At is relatively rare. The international studies on
one demonstration violence suggest that patriarchy is not the

against Gilbertonthe Ber- primary cause of rape but that rape, along with
keley campus, students chanted, “Cut it out @ther crimes against the person, is caused by
cut it off,” and carried signs that read, KILLwhatever it is that makes our society among
NEIL GILBERT!®8 Sheila Kuehl, the director the most violent of the so-called advanced
of the California Women'’s Law Center, con-nations.
fided to readers of thd.os Angeles Daily But the suggestion that criminal violence,
Journal,“l found myself wishing that Gilbert, not patriarchal misogyny, is the primary rea-
himself, might be raped and . . . be told, to hison for our relatively high rate of rape is
face, it had never happened.” unwelcome to gender feminists like Susan
The findings being cited in support of anFaludi, who insist, in the face of all evidence
“epidemic” of campus rape are the products db the contrary, that “the highest rate of rapes
advocacy research. Those promoting the reppears in cultures that have the highest de-
search are bitterly opposed to seeing it exposgdee of gender inequality, where sexes are
asinaccurate. Onthe other hand, rape is indegelgregated at work, that have patriarchal reli-
the most underreported of crimes. We need tlggons, that celebrate all-male sporting and
truth for policy to be fair and effective. If thehunting rituals, i.e., a society such as 65.”
feminist advocates would stop muddying the In the spring of 1992, Peter Jennings
waters we could probably get at it. hosted an ABC special on the subject of rape.
High rape numbers serve the gender femEatharine MacKinnon, Susan Faludi, Naomi
nists by promoting the belief that AmericanVolf, and Mary Koss were among the panel-
culture is sexist and misogynist. But the comists, along with John Leo ob.S. News &
mon assumption that rape is a manifestation &#¥orld ReportWhen MacKinnon trotted out
misogyny is open to question. Assume for thihe claim that 25 percent of women are victims
sake of argument that Koss and Kilpatrick aref rape, Mr. Leo replied, “I don’t believe those
right and that the lower numbers of the FBIstatistics. ... That's totally fals€MacKinnon
the Justice Department, the Harris poll, oountered, “That means you don’t believe
Kilpatrick’s earlier study, and the many othemwomen. It's not cooked, it's interviews with
studies mentioned earlier are wrong. Would ivomen by people who believed them when
then follow that we are a “patriarchal rapehey said it. That's the methodolog§. The
culture”? Not necessarily. American society imccusation that Leo did no¢lieve “women”
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silenced him, as it was meant But as we delighted at the support the bill was getting,
have seen, believing what women actually sagandidly observed that the senators “don’t
is precisely not the methodology by which understand the meaning of the legislation they
some feminist advocates get their incendiargass.®
statistics. Senator Biden invites us to see the bill’s
MacKinnon’s next volley was certainly potential as an instrument of moral education
ontarget. She pointed out that the statistics sbe a national scale. “I have become convinced
had cited “are starting to become nationally. . thatviolence against women reflects as
accepted by the governmeniiatclaimcould much a failure of our nation’s collective
not be gainsaid, and MacKinnon may be pamoral imagination as does the failure of our
doned for crowing about it. The governmentnation’s laws and regulation&’Fair enough,
like the media, is accepting the gender fembut then why not include crimes against the
nist claims and is introducing legislation whoselderly or children? What constitutional or
“whole purpose . . . is to raise the consciouswnoral ground is there for singling out female
ness of the American publié*The words are crime victims for special treatment under civil
Joseph Biden’s, and the bill to which he rerights laws? Can it be that Biden and the others
ferred—the Violence Against Womenare buying into the gender feminist ontology
Act—introduces the principle that violenceof a society divided against itself along the
against women is much like racial violencefault line of gender?
calling for civil as well as criminal remedies.  Equity feminists are as upset as anyone
Like a lynching or a cross burning, an acelse about the prevalence of violence against
of violence by a man against a woman wouldromen, but they are not possessed of the
be prosecuted as a crime of gender bias, undeorldview that licenses their overzealous sis-
title three of the bill: “State and Federal crimiters to present inflammatory but inaccurate
nal laws do not adequately protect against thdata on male abuse. They want social scien-
bias element of gender-motivated crimegjsts to tell them the objective truth about the
which separates these crimes from acts gfevalence of rape. And because they are not
random violence, nor do those laws adequatetpmmitted to the view that men are arrayed
provide victims of gender-motivated crimesagainst women, they are able to see violence
the opportunity to vindicate their interest.” against women in the context of what, in our
Whereas ordinary violence is “random,” “vio-country, appears to be a general crisis of
lence against women” may be discriminatoryiolence against persons. By distinguishing
in the literal sense in which we speak of a bigdietween acts of random violence and acts of
as discriminating against someone becauseviblence against women, the sponsors of the

race or religion. Violence Against Women Act believe that
L they are showing sensitivity to feminist con-
Rape Litigation cerns. In fact, they may be doing social harm

Mary Koss and Sarah Buel were invited t®y accepting a divisive, gender-specific ap-
give testimony on the subject of violencgProach to a problem that is not caused by
against women before the House Judiciargender bias, misogyny, or “patriarchy’—an
Committee. Dean Kilpatrick’s findings wereapproach that can obscure real and urgent
cited. Neil Gilbert was not there; nor were anproblems such as lesbian battering or
of the other scholars interviewed by the Tomale-on-male sexual violen€e.
ledoBlade. According to Stephen Donaldson, presi-

The litigation that the bill invites gladdensdent of Stop Prison Rape, more than 290,000
the hearts of gender feminists. If we considegnale prisoners are assaulted each year. Prison
that a boy getting fresh in the back seat of a ckape, says Donaldson inNew York Times
may be prosecuted both as an attempted rap@tinion piece, “is an entrenched tradition.”
and as a gender bigot who has violated hlgonaldson, whowas himselfavictim of prison
date’s civil rights, we can see why the titlgape twenty years ago when he was incarcer-
three provision is being hailed by radical femiated for antiwar activities, has calculated that
nists like Catharine MacKinnon and Andreghere may be as many as 45,000 rapesy
Dworkin. Dworkin, who was surprised andday in our prison population of 1.2 million
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men. The number of rapes is vastly higherthan [Researchingthe Rape Culture of America,
the number of victims because the same meeprinted with permission, was excerpted from
are often attacked repeatedly. Many of th#&vho Stole Feminism?Simon & Schuster
rapes are “gang bangs” repeated day after ddgc., New York, 1994) by Christina Hoff
To report such a rape is a terribly dangerouSsommers, chapter 10, pp. 209-226. Please see
thing to do, so these rapes may be the mgsage 15 for more information.]

underreported of all. No one knows how accu-

rate Donaldson’s figures are. They seem

incredible tane. But the tragic and neglected Footnotes

atrocities he is concerned about are not therederal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in the United States:

kind whose study attracts grants from the For‘g‘;fl?srmg”l”;go?epor‘(;""as“ington' D.C.: U.S. Department

or Ms. foundations. If he is anywhere neap. pureau of the Censi@tatistical Abstract of the United States
right the incidence of male rape would be a¥90, (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office,

. . 1992), p. 184. See also Caroline Wolf Harlow, Bureau of Justice
hlgh or hlgher than that of female rape. Statistics, “Female Victims of Violent Crime” (Washington,

D.C., U.S. Department of Justice, 1991), p. 7.
Look to the Root Causes 3. Louis Harris and Associates, “Commonwealth Fund Survey
. L . i of Women'’s Health” (New York: Commonwealth Fund, 1993),
Equity feminists find it reasonable to app. 9. what the report says is that “within the last five years, 2

proach the problem of violence against womepercent of women 1.9 million) were raped.”

: ‘{Rape in America: A Reportto the Nation” (Charleston, S.C.:
by addressmg the root causes of the gene rllme Victims Research and Treatment Center, 1992).

rise in violence and the decline in civility. TOs. catharine Mackinnon, “Sexuality, Pornography, and
view rape as a crime of gender bias (encoulethod,” Ethics99 January 1989): 331.

aged by a patriarchy that looks with toleranc Mary Koss and Cheryl Orgs, “_Sexual Experlence; Survey:'A
esearch Instrument Investigating Sexual Aggression and Vic-

on the victimization of women) is perverselytimization,”Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psycholdg;
to miss its true nature. Rape is perpetrated Iby. 3 (1982): 455.

F ; ; [E 7. Nara Schoenberg and Sam Roe, “The Making of an Epi-
criminals, which is to say, it is perpetrated bXemic,"BIade Octot?er 10, 1993, special report, p.g4. P
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criminal ways and who care very little abouBee Mary Koss, “Hidden Rape: Sexual Aggression and Victim-
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That most violence is male isn’t news. Bufnew York: Garland Publishing, 1988), p. 8.
very little of it appears to be misogynist. Thi®. Ibid., p. 10.

; ; 0. Ibid., p. 16.
country has more than its share of viole 1. Mary Koss, Thomas Dinero, and Cynthia Seibel, “Stranger

males, statistically we must expect them tgng Acquaintance RapePsychology of Womeuarterly 12

gratify themselves at the expense of peop[@QSB): 12. See also Neil Gilbert, “Examining the Facts: Advo-

weaker than themselves, male or female; affa"” Research Overstates the Incidence of Date and
cquaintance Rape,” iBurrent Controversies in Family Vio-

so they do. Gender feminist ideologues Deence ed. Richard Gelles and Donileen Loseke (Newbury Park,
muse and alarm the public with inflatedCalif.: Sage Publications, 1993), pp. 120-32.

ot . The passage is from Robin Warshaw, in her hdddver
statistics. And they have made no case for triéalled It Rape(New York: HarperPerennial, 1988), p. 2,

claim that violence against women is Symppublished by the Ms. Foundation and with an afterword by
tomatic of a deeply misogynist culture. Mary Koss. The book summarizes the findings of the rape

Rape is just one variety of crime agains}, (. . ceoctober 25, 1993,

the person, and rape of women is just On&. Naomi WolfThe Beauty Myth: How Images of Beauty Are
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pe or attempted rape.”
learn more about Why SO many of our mal?ﬁ The Violence Against Women Act of 1993 was introduced

children are so violent. And itis clear we mus the Senate by Joseph Biden on January 21, 1993. It is
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s LS. . ) or 90 percent of all rapes are believed to go unreported.
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